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Views and Opinions.

£ m High Places.
By a • .
P̂r'il ajonty eighteen the House of Commons on 

op 3—-the majority was thirty less than on the last
Sun û>u"-gave its assent to the second reading of the 
u^hj'T Performances Bill. For my own part I find 
seeu to rejoice over, and should have liked to have 
last le Pill contemptuously thrown out. As I said 
e0Ur: e<*. ii- is a bad Bill framed by men without the 
thinl-̂ G ^Klt: conies from high conviction; by men who 
thejr ,n*°re tbeir seats than their souls, and who in 
bigots laste 110t to offend an organized minority of 
of ‘ll e ready to place new fetters upon the liberty 
the . 1 be®Ple. Only 455 members voted, not because 
but in >,merS were without opinions on the matter, 
injr’tj 116 main, because they were terrified of offend- 
lialf a'C ?r2anized chapel vote. It is said that nearly 
lir°tc* ,nilll’ori Postcards, already printed, were sent out 
2°0 ln& against the Bill, and of this number about 
Sir Were delivered at the House of Commons. 
°f ther aS, -Hrrsbip, Attorney-General, and President 
of tJi. lo rd ’s Day Observance Society, said in defence 
stituVntIX>Stcaul campaign, that it was proper con- 
Opin; s should let their representatives know their 
^rdly1] 011 ^le matter. But Sir Thomas Inskip can

ih,atlar.
so ignorant of the situation not to know

"bo <j0 ê nuin.bers of these cards are signed by people 
Preten , Uot hve in the constituencies from which they 
SiShed Kt0 Ilave written, and in other cases they are 
a print T Names that appear to have been taken from 
<lisli0ll ^st. Several letters of protest against this 
!"fi the if method of intimidating members appeared 
a \car , ess °n the occasion of the Bill produced about 
^ligion^0’ exP°sure ° f a be t°I‘l in the interest of 
NfcedPfl Never prevented it reviving again when
Niatt '™’ ~ - ’ .............  -ers Those who are skilled in parliamentary 

r̂°Phe” aaTthe Bill is as good as dead. I hope their 
neeclec|tV wil1 Not be falsified by events. What was 

r&s 'V as. a Bill that would repeal the old Sunday 
givei|)e.ct'Ng entertainments and meetings. What

%oiu- 1 ls a Bill that gives Sabbatarianism and re-
b mgr ■ïotry a new legal sanction.

W hat the A ct Means.
Let me again summarize what this Bill actually pro

poses : —
(1) For the first time this Bill places all entertain

ments, musical and otherwise, and debates, whether 
there is a charge for admission or not, under licence. 
Under the existing law there is no bar to doing any of 
these things so long as a charge is not made for admis
sion. There are scores of concerts run on Sunday, 
and which have been outside the operations of a Sun
day Observance Act because they have had admission 
free, with a charge for reserved seats. In practice 
this has meant that a hall holding about two or three 
thousand people might admit, say, about fifty, and 
then charge for the remainder as reserved seat-holders. 
If this Bill passes cvei'y one of these concerts niust 
obtain a licence.

(2) Debates on Sunday have also been legal, again 
provided there is no charge for admission. Under 
the Bill a Council must agree that there is a sub
stantial demand for it before a licence would be 
granted. Last week I cited a letter from the Home 
Secretary, in which he said that the Bill would not 
apply to meetings such as are held by the National 
Secular Society. In reply, I said that this was non
sense, and Sir Herbert Samuel’s assurance was not 
worth the paper it was written on. The printed Bill 
and the discussion in the House makes it quite clear 
that I was right. “  Debate ”  means in this Bill what 
it meant in the 1780 Act. Indeed it was because of 
this Act that all over the country proprietors of halls 
have constantly refused to let their halls be used for 
Sunday meetings unless they were free. I have been 
threatened with summonses more than once when a 
charge was made. The Bill offers an interference with 
freedom of speech that no Government of recent times 
has ever dared to attempt.

(3) These licences are to be issued by local 
Councils who must first advertise for opposition to 
the proposed licence, and must convince themselves 
that there is a substantial demand for the meeting or 
entertainment. How are they going to do this? Sir 
Thomas Iuskip, in the course of a speech which was 
the very incarnation of religious mediocrity, rightly 
laughed at this as an absurdity. He asked, how were 
Councils going to determine this? If they wished to 
have a place open on Sunday they would be convinced 
there was a demand for it. If they did not wish it 
they would feel the other way about. How many 
Councils in the country would feel there was a sub
stantial demand for a lecture on Freethought, or some 
advanced social theory, or on birth control ? Particu
larly when every chapel would be agitating against it. 
Sir Thomas Inskip rightly called this “  a mere face
saving provision.”  Mr. Russell, who moved the re
jection of the Bill, said there was no evidence of any 
demand for Sunday entertainments. No evidence, 
when, in both London and the provinces, wherever 
places are opened for the people they are crowded as



25? Vit n FREETHINKER A p r i i . e l.  E E

they are seldom crowded during the week. Other oppo
nents of the Bill took the same position, and one won
ders what amount of evidence would men of that 
stamp require to prove that there existed a demand 
for anything that threatened their miserable Sabba
tarianism? The Bill would inspire local bigotry to 
renewed activity instead of curbing its influence.

(4) For the first time the Bill lays it down that a 
man pursuing a legitimate occupation, and his usual 
occupation, shall reap no financial advantage from his 
labours. His books must be open to inspection, he 
must only open under such conditions as the Council 
choose to impose, and any profit that may accrue must 
go to some selected charity. The parson may reap 
profit from his preaching on Sunday, the Council may 
reap profit from its Sunday trams, the Church organist 
may receive profit from his playing, the Sunday 
papers may get profit from their columns of varie
gated rubbish, the ship-owner may get profit from his 
ships that are working on Sunday, and which are 
regularly cleared out of port by Saturday so that this 
profit may not be lost, all sorts of people may get 
profit on Sunday from all kinds of things— the pro
vider of an entertainment alone must take on this 
labour of love. Taxation of profits is not an un
known thing, but in English law, for the first time, 
we have provision made for the confiscation of pro
fits made from a legitimate occupation. This Bill 
appears to have taken every possible bad practice in 
connexion with Sunday and given them a perfect 
legal standing.

(5) The Bill sanctions the iniquitous principle of 
legislation based upon sectarian religious considera
tions. There is no other issue raised by the Bill but 
a religious one. The talk about a seven day’s work
ing week is so much rubbish, an example of that 
elaborate hypocrisy for which our House of Com
mons has such an unenviable reputation. The Sat
urday half-holiday was not gained by religion, the 
decrease in the hours of labour, or the improvement 
in wages and the conditions of labour had nothing to 
do with religion. And on the continent, where Sun
day may be spent in a reasonable manner, there have 
been corresponding improvements in the conditions of 
labour. The concessions made by the Bill were made 
because of religion. Otherwise there would have 
been no need to say that profit made on Sunday from 
entertainments could not be permitted, and to allow 
a number of County Councillors to say whether enter
tainments, other than the Church and the public 
house should be open on Sunday.

The arguments against the Bill were entirely re
ligious. The Attorney-General in a speech almost 
wholly foolish (it sounded like a lawyer’s speech 
delivered to please a stupid client), said he was not one 
who believed in the demand for a brighter Sunday. He 
also said that if we let go of the “  Lord’s Day,”  we 
should “  lose one of the few glimpses vouchsafed to 
us of the Heavenly City.”  England on Sunday ! It 
is impossible. The Attorney-General simply cannot 
be so silly as he sounds. Mr. Gordon Macdonald 
declared that our morality was the highest in the 
world, and this was largely due to the English Sun
day. Major Owen informed the House that Britain is 
a Christian country, and “  we as members of this 
House are the guardians and trustees of that religion,”  
.Sir John Haslam said that “  this country more than 
any other country has been anchored to God’s word,”  
and begged the House not to destroy any of its teach
ings, and quoted “  Whosoever shall offend in one 
point of the law and keep the rest is guilty of break
ing the whole,”  quite oblivious of the fact that the 
Bible Sabbath is Saturday and not Sunday. Mr. 
Magnay warned the House that writers to-day were 
flouting “  the Churches and their conventions,”  and

that Moses was “  the greatest statesman the wwW 
would ever see,”  and was so because "of the tea com
mandments which he had from God.”  Mr. ME 
Davies assured the House that "  at the very be' 
ginning of time Sunday was a day of rest, not for r\ 
ligious purposes, but for the culture and edification 0 
the people.”  So the debate went on from stupidity,0 
stupidity, an amazing corruscation of mediocrities a>r' 
mg the most primitive crudities from the vantaEtruth

theground of a legislative chamber. It is a sober 
that the only gleams of common-sense came f10Jn. | 
supporters of the Bill, and they ought to have 1° 
the others in throwing out a measure which is .an. ie5 
rage on justice, and the embodiment of Prin 
that are altogether out of date.

A  W ord of Council.

The latest news concerning the Bill is that 1 
be dropped and a new one introduced. They  } 
ment lacks the courage and principle to bring ^  
straightforward measure to repeal the 1780 _ ^
deal with the question as it should be dealt wit h 
there is no hope of passing this Parson’s ProteC- 
Bill without seriously offending the well-organ.^ 
Sabbatarians. On the other hand, the Sabbata^ 
realize that it is useless seeking to perpetuate the ' } 
Act as it stands. So it is suggested 
new Bill may be introduced which will carry 
law all the bad features of the present Bill, b 
London only. If any- other town or city req 
Sunday entertainment it will have to proceed by 
of a private member’s Bill. The Government is t 
helping to make the very narrowest and most iSu° a]] 
form of Christian fanaticism a burning issue >n 
provincial municipal life. And this is 1932 •

And here again I venture to proffer a word of c 
sel to promoters of concerts and other '■ 
day entertainments. In spite of the teI1 '^c
ary Bill introduced by the Government, <e 
1780 Act remains in force, with the s ^
exception that Councils in such places ^ 
Sunday entertainments have been in existence _ 
continue to licence them. But in all places ente ^  
ments and meetings to which no charge for ad®> 
is made remain perfectly legal. And there 15 ,, 
charge for admission if a limited number are F j 
mitted to enter free. The rest will pay for a rese 
seat. My advice therefore to all cinema propFf ̂  
and others is that they should work along these n , 
Let them boldly open their houses and ^
will be safe from legal attack. They ^  
then reduce the Act to such an absE e,
that its repeal becomes a matter of course. The ĵc 
ma Associations can act as a body, and with Pu 
feeling behind them, need have no fear 
to their licences for the remainder °f
week. Any attempt to penalize them "  
be checked for two reasons. First, because P1' fC 
opinion would be behind them; second, because 1 ¡f 
is always an appeal to a higher court if a licebc ̂  
withdrawn on insufficient grounds. And they "  ¡5
be acting within their strict legal rights. But 1 
high time that even Cinema proprietors should s 
some little courage and common sense in the 
And the inquitous principle of a compulsory pay111 f, 
of profits to designated charities would disapP^, 
Blackmail in other directions is strictly forbidd®1 
law.

The Future.

There are two things prophesied in connexion ^  
the future of the Bill. One is that a compromise 
lie effected which will enable London to issue l>c£
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under the Act, but not places outside the - Cam- 
area. The other is that the construction o votjug 
inittee, which will be in accordance wi r „¿still, 
on the second reading will bring matters °  Pxcep- 
Things will then remain as they are, wi 1 . -n
bon that the present temporary nieasure ic fonn. 
force till October, will only perxnrt Sund 
ances to go in places where they hs _ , oUt. 
place. The compromise will mean that any n_
side London where it is thought desira e 0
certs or debates, or entertainments on Su* •' tPem
have to g e t a  Bill through P a r lia m e n t  t o  p e  ^
to do so. Which means they will not ia\ e 
other, u

. it is said involves chaos, because ssible
day Act remains in force. But in that case 1 and
for entertainments to go on, with ac missio a(j_
reserved seats, and if entertainers and otne 
vantage of the opportunity that will rei 
a dead letter.

F or
I “ ‘f  own Part, and for the reasons already given, 
, ii0Po the

tile

my own
compromise will not be effected, and that

. opponents of the Bill will be strong enough to 
klll the Bill. It is not likelv that people will submit 
to being again deprived of all kinds of entertainments 

here is a limit to what even English people wi 
Sl'hinit to in the name of religion. Where entertain- 
btonts have been the rule they will continue, and even 
*bch places as the Lancashire factory towns, where 

e fs dull and drab enough at the best of times, anc 
!? Perfectly horrifying on Sunday, will want what 
bondon has. Laws may be repealed by Parliament, 
“'ey may also be repealed by people ignoring them.

ud if those who are interested take their courage in 
p h  hands they can break down this absurd Sunday 
ll'v as they have broken down other things.

Advocates of a real day of rest must demand the 
Volition of these religious laws. Regulations 
c°bcerning hours of labour, and the conduct of 
entertainments may be made which will safely guarc 
afftinst any real evils, but Parliament should have 
1 °ne with protecting the ignorant prejudices of such 
'nen as the Attorney-General, and Mr. Magnay anc 
•Uajor Owen. And there should be no distinction be- 
been one class of entertainments and another on 

“Unday. i f  one kind js permitted, so should be 
Mother. If there is a legitimate objection to a particu 
ar form, of entertainment, the disability should run 
Ver fke whole week. It is not the business of Parlia

ment— at least, it should not be its business—to pro- 
ect the interests of parsons who are afraid of the com 

p h ion  of rival “ shows,”  or to guard against some 
ri>nitive religious prejudice being offended.

. And for Freethinkers there is again the lesson of 
• • ln«ch work lies before us in the shape of liuman- 

Christians and rationalizing life. I  would ad- 
sc all who think that our work is done to spend six- 

pnCl on a copy of Hansard containing a report of 
llih t lscussi°u on the second reading of the Sunday 

■ It may be a revelation to them of the amount of 
superstition cherished by many of those 

i° have the making of the laws under which 
V al* kave to live It is quite evident, as is shown 
z  lhis discu • amou 
stro;
:>nd

Uit f Ss’on 011 the Sunday question that the 
ng to Cr)K̂e suPerstition abroad is still sufficiently
m 111ake itself felt in the moulding of our laws 

very r \e shaping of our lives. We have advanced 
ret‘soii '! / n tkie Past couple of centuries, but it may 
far Cll( ’ v he questioned whether we have advanced 
to a i0u. 1 to i'e reasonably secure against a reversion 

'cr type of social life. Chapman Cohen.

hie si'liv <livertecl from your duty by any idle reflections 
nr° Hot h;VOrld niay make upon you, for their censures 
a"y prir̂  nfy°ur power, and consequently should not be

Jour concern.— Epictetus.

Keeping Hell Alight.

Within yourselves deliverance must be sought,
Each man his prison makes.”—Edwin Arnold.

“ If all religions but one are certainly wrong, what is 
the chance of one being certainly right?”—G. W. Foote.

“ Nothing is at last sacred but the integrity of your 
own mind.”—Emerson.

C hristians are like the Bourbons; they learn nothing 
and forget nothing. Professing unselfishness, they 
have an extraordinary passion for greedy monopoly 
with regard to their own superstition. To associate 
with them is like dining with a man who has all the 
pudding and two spoons. In the late war they did 
their best to transform the battle-fields into mission- 
fields, and, in the post-war era they still sigh, like 
Alexander the Great, for more worlds to conquer. 
Bible societies distribute sufficient copies of the Chris
tian Scriptures to build a garden city, the British and 
Foreign Bible Society advertising openly a distri
bution of millions of copies. Tracts by the hundred 
tons are circulated. Hundreds of pious laymen and 
women hand out tea and tracts to the unemployed. 
Quotations from their Bible are displayed (at the 
customary advertising rates) side by side with theatre 
notices in the trams, buses, and railways.

Nor is this all. With the object of winning the 
general public the clerical pill has been well covered 
with sugar. Orchestras, soloists, tame Labour Mem
bers of Parliament, returned missionaries, converted 
burglars and policemen, are used as lures for this re
ligion of the Man of Sorrows. There is, however, a 
fly in the ointment. Despite all these gay blandish
ments, Mr. and Mrs. Everyman do not display any 
great anxiety for their eternal welfare. Even films 
of the life of Christ and the adventures in Africa of 
Livingstone have failed to penetrate the cheerful 
stoicism of the man in the street, and churches still 
display a beggarly array of empty benches.

Finding that their camouflage of cheerfulness has 
produced but barren results, Christians have sought 
to mend matters by resorting to the leverage of fear. 
To this end tracts have been published, all bearing 
a strong family likeness. Here is a specimen, which 
bears the arresting title, “  What is there after 
Death?”  and it preaches a hell of literal fire. A 
sample passage will show how far present-day religion 
is in harmony with civilization and humanism : —

I wonder if you die unsaved whether you will see 
your believing wife after death ? She, afar oil, and 
happy with her Saviour; and you with the curse of 
unforgiven sin upon you in hell. And some of 
your children are in heaven, and others are on their 
way. And when you die your Cliristless death, will 
you for a moment see afar off your little ones with 
the light of heaven on their faces, and the peace of 
God upon their heads ? O h ! these eternal separa
tions! Families broken up for all eternity. Some 
in light and some in darkness.

In a booklet, bearing the imprint of Mowbray & 
Co., and entitled, The Blessed Sacrament, Drawn 
from the Writings of the Saintst the old barbaric 
views are again presented with frank realism. This 
publication, it should be borne in mind, is used for 
young people who are preparing for their first com
munion, and these savage ideas are forced upon them 
at the most impressionable time of their lives. This 
is the kind of thing the clergy still teach privately, 
while, in public, they bamboozle the “  intellectuals ”  
by a pretended retreat—

When they who have led lives of pleasure, of covet
ousness, or self-will sin, when such, I say, come to 
be upon their death-beds, they may perhaps feel that 
awful, impossible wish that they could pass into 
nothing; for to be nothing were better than to be 
in the strong grip of Satan, and the intolerable heats 
of hell—-the living in fire, the feeding on fire, the
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breathing fire, the being clothed in fire, the thirsting 
for cool water where all is fire, above, beneath, on 
this side, on that side, a far-stretching country of 
burning fire.

These publications, which are selected at random 
from a large collection, raises once more the important 
question, not only of the value of the alleged spiritual 
and moral culture of the Christian religion, but also 
of the conduct of Christians themselves. These tracts 
voice most emphatically very different ideas to those 
apologetic and invertebrate views put forward by art
ful defenders of Christianity in their contests with 
Freethinkers. In controversy it is the fashion for the 
champions of Orthodoxy to explain, smilingly, that 
in attacking the barbaric doctrine of hell-fire the “ in
tellectuals ”  are but flogging a dead horse. That 
horse, however, has a Biblical habit of “ resurrection,”  
and that there is plenty of kick left in that ancient 
animal is demonstrated by the literature issued for 
the benefit of the ordinary citizen, and for the moral 
instruction of the unsuspecting young.

Freethinkers who imagine that one of the oldest 
and most barbarous religious dogmas is losing its hold 
on the national mind because the priests resort to 
polite camouflage will do well to remember that fear 
is the priest’s most potent weapon. These damnable 
dogmas are still taught throughout the whole of 
Christendom, but the protests of the humanitarians 
are rigorously boycotted. Wherever the Christian 
clergy retain their power they still preach a hell of 
literal fire. In the United States of America leather- 
lunged evangelists flame the fires of hell over a con
tinent. Roman Catholics, the world over, have never 
damped one solitary spark of their fiery damnation. 
The Greek Church also believes in the roasting of 
sinners. The Church of England, particularly the 
High Churchmen, who form sixty per cent of that 
body, hold fast to brimstone, and the Salvation Army, 
which caters for the least-educated of the population, 
includes hell in its business trade-mark, “  Blood and 
Fire.”  How small, mean, and contemptible such a 
medieval creed as Christianity appears in the fuller 
light of the twentieth century. It is unworthy of 
the citizens of a civilized country, but it is very worthy 
of the followers of an Eastern superstition, who, out
raging the spirit of the age still pray for rain, and for 
individual members of a Royal Family, bless regi
mental flags, and christen battleships. Christians are 
still far too much like the inhabitants of the Cannibal 
Islands, and still require conversion to real civiliza
tion and culture.

Mimnermus.

“ I Believe.”

L et us hope that on some happy day in the not-too- 
distant future credulity will come to be generally 
recognized as a vice. At present it seems to be re
garded as little less than a virtue. It is sedulously 
encouraged by that supposed source of all virtues, re
ligion; and it is lavishly pandered to by that self- 
styled source of correct opinion, the daily press. 
Furthermore, it suffers no check at the hands of our 
educationists, who have not yet arrived at any scheme 
for the instruction of the young in the proper use of 
speech and language, apart from mere grammar and 
pronunciation.

There are few people who realize that the word 
“  belief ”  should have two distinct meanings. And 
by “  should have ”  I mean that, although there are 
actually two distinct meanings to the word, careless

usage has combined them into a bastard unity 'v ,lCj 
is the cause of much false thinking and i^°S^ 
argument. A  simple analysis will show this to be 
case. When we say, “  I believe,”  we either ®ca ’ 

I am certain of the truth of,”  as in the sentencê  
I believe every word he sa ys” ; or we mean 

think it may or may not be true that,”  as ® ,
sentence, “  I believe Mr. Jones is forty years 
Consequently a belief can be either something a
whose truth we are certain, or else something abo"t

something nb0-
feelntf

whose truth we are not certain. The blend 01 
two meanings has resulted in the word being g® 
ally used in the bastard sense of 
truth we have the right to assert without 
called upon to prove.”

So prevalent is this usage that we often find },e’ 
sons who are otherwise logical in their reason ■ ’ 
declaring that it is useless to ask for evidence of OIlt; 
beliefs— as though it were a matter of no imp°r a 
that we should be able to explain, even to ourse ’ 
why we believe anything. In this way the dog®“ { 
feels conveniently free to assert his credulities wn 
feeling any necessity to provide himself or o 
with verifiable evidence in support of them. 1° •
way, too, those who are afraid or too lazy to i®Je  ̂
gate the reasons for their beliefs are supplied 
convenient escape from the painful process of ®

fiofing for themselves. Yet, did these people but realty
they are merely brewing trouble for themselves- 
if there is one vice which has caused more nee< 
misery to mankind than any other it is precisely ^ 
vice of credulity, of glibly asserting and dogmat®3 ̂  
insisting that things are true on no other grot11 
than that we think or have been told they are so-

But
be- 

y et11

file55
this

Everyone believes all sorts of things, 
people take the trouble to find out whether theR f #
liefs are supported by good or bad evidence.

sllO"little quiet thought on their part would soon - > 
them that beliefs can be separated into two dis 1 
categories; those which we can prove the truth 
and those whose truth we cannot prove. And „ 
matter of proof is by no means the profoundly di®̂  
thing which philosophers and priests often pret®1 
to be. The difficulty does not lie, as a rule, ® (p 
proof so much as in the unwillingness of n®o> 
admit frankly that they do not know. People l® ,̂ g 
childish dislike of being thought ignorant and, 
many an old-fashioned schoolmaster, they get cp 
noyed if doubt is cast upon their knowledge- t 
they fall back upon dogmatic assertion. And i* 
fails to convince, they revert to the popular c7 ih 
that it is impossible to prove any beliefs whatever' 
other words, being unwilling to learn or to invests 
for themselves, they find convenient shelter in

Hty’ noi >5Fortunately for humanity in the average, Pr° -jjj
the one thing it insists upon having when it deals '
matters of fact. In matters of opinion it is, unf°r ^
natelv, less insistent. There v'ould be little ,
this if most persons were capable of clearly d® t
guishing in their own minds between matters of ^
and matters of opinion— or, in other words, bet"^ed
beliefs for which conclusive proof can be produ^e
and beliefs for which they have little or no eV . -c>jl
other than hearsay. But it is just this lack of c0lf\c>
ability which accounts for credulity. It is, there1 ef
not to be wondered at that the clergy the world o^j 
foster this credulous spirit, since the authority .. 
revenues of religion depend upon an acceptance 0 ^  
sertions without proof and beliefs unsupported 
verifiable evidence. ^fro1’1

A  further source of mental confusion arises 
the use of the verb “  to believe,”  in conjunction ^ 
the adverb “ in.”  Literally “  to believe in ”  j 0
“  to have confidence in,”  or, more simply»
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trust as, for example, in the sentence, “  I  believe 
111 Dr. Smith.”  By extension it has also come to 
mean, “  to have confidence in the efficacy of,  ̂ 111
the sentences, “  I believe in gymnastics,”  or_ ‘ I be- 
'mve in mascots.”  As a consequence of this usage 
' 'e get the familiar religious equation : B e l i e f — Fait . 
iet the meanings of these two words should be as 
different as chalk is from cheese. For, whereas a be- 
!lef may or may not depend on verifiable evidence, 
mth or trust must always depend on experience which 

llas been personally verified. It is only in the realm 
,)f religious belief that a human being is expected to 
have faith or trust in something without any prool 
°f its trustworthiness. This is borne out by the 
Sequent assertion that salvation is impossible or that 
Prayer to God is without efficacy unless we begin by 
believing in him. Eess equivocally stated it amounts 
t0 this: that faith (or belief) is not faith (or belief) 
"■ dess it is blind— another form of credulity.

d bests and pastors are fond of encouraging 1111 
eritical faith by romancing about the trust that 
children have in their parents. That is how we 
should trust God, they say. Tlie assumption is that 
children begin life with an absolutely blind faith m 

le trustworthiness of their parents, and that t ie> 
accept the latter’s ruling on all matters without ques- 
10n> even though there may be no semblance of fair- 

"ess or logicalitv about the ruling. Now* there is no 
"°ubt that if this were a fact, there would be a strong 
case in favour of the kind of faith we are expected to 
exercise towards God. Unfortunately for the romantic 
bergy the facts are utterly different. No one denies 

lat children are more easily hoodwinked than some 
jits- But this is on account of their ignorance, not 

°. their faith in parents as parents. The fact is that 
children do not begin with an unquestioning faith 
111 their parents or anyone else— they begin with pei- 
°ct,y open minds. And the amount of faith they 

?10"  UP to have depends wholly upon the degree o 
trustworthiness which their parents (or others) have

It is just as easy for a child to grow, up m 
'strust as in trust of its parents. The kind of faith 
'b'di the clergy extol, therefore, is not childlike 
aitb at all— it is a brand of their own, invented not 

themselves, but for the use of their sheep-like 
°l(, • Credulity is its name; but, of course,  ̂ fait 

belief ”  are ever so much more euphemistic, 
lastly we come to the phrase “  to believe in, used 
a" abbreviation for the longer phrase, “  to believe 
the existence of.”  Thus, “  I  believe in God, 

o . 1 believe in Santa Claus ”  means, “  I think that 
' (| (°r Santa Claus) exists.”  If no more than this 

. ro implied by such a statement, we might take it 
( mem,, “  1 think it may or may not be true that 
C  (w Santa Claus) exists.”  But this is seldom 
V(l " , a l implication when this particular use of the
thl , to believe ”  is made. What generally lies at
liev >acb of a person’s mind when lie says ,e
no r , m God ”  is some sort of chaotic jumble of the 
l i 2 ar bastard meaning of “ belief”  with the re- 
sUl„ f  meaning of “  faith.”  Thus we arrive at that 
t it i j  aUvely credulous, yet essentially religious, at- 
W fi6 rif mind which is adopted by the faithful to- 
b0]: s * le first two words of the Christian cieed. 
the t ”  c°mes to mean, “  I am utterly convinced ot 
t0 n,Ul1t'b °f something for which I positively decline 
to S 'to e .a n y  verifiable evidence; moreover I refuse 
lio„ "V' ''be riglit of anyone to call my belief in ques- 
faet’u lnce the one conclusive proof of its truth is the 
liaVo T have no doubt about it myself.”  Here we 
bclipf , '■ be elements which go to distinguish religious 
<Vn ftom any other kind. In a nutshell they are—  

^ atlsm and credulity.

C. S. F raser.

T im e .

Now that Einstein is reputed to have taken up Spirit
ualism, it may be permitted to speculate ou what he has 
added to general knowledge as is understood by the man 
in the street, and apart from his contributions to the 
special Sciences of Mathematics and Astronomy. If the 
newspaper stories from America are true even this great 
man has brought himself within the range of criticism by 
any of us.

Generally after a lot of abstruse reasoning Einstein 
proves, what after all is commonsense, that Time is in
timately linked up with matter and force. Generally the 
concept Times is used as if Time were an entity in itself. 
We talk glibly of past, present and future as if such 
things existed, when really such terms only represent 
our ideas of the varying relationship of things in general.

One law of Nature, which is of universal application, 
is the law of Conservation of E nergy: in plain 
terms anything which exists and is never destroyed. I 
cannot but think that the difficulty which is found in 
following Einstein in his speculations is due to a mis
use of the word time. Certainly certain Astronomers in 
this country have indulged in a sort of dog-figlit of meta
physical speculations based on a totally improper use 
of the word time. Taking the law of the Conservation 
of Energy as true, time does not mean anything but 
our way of adjusting or expressing ideas of things in 
general. We are assured that the weight of matter jn 
the universe can be calculated, together with the total 
amount of energy. If this be true these figures are con
stant and unalterable. Energy may be changed into 
matter and vice-versa, but tbc total will remain the 
same. I11 this special case, taking the universe as a 
whole and neglecting for a moment the internal changes 
taking place, time ceases to exist. All we can say of tlic 
total, is that this combination exists, we cannot say that 
it was, or will be, only that it is. It is difficult to put 
in words what I mean. Perhaps an instance will explain 
better what I am trying to get at. Wc are assured, for 
instance, that a Time will come when the universe has 
run down, the implication being that there was a time 
when the universe was built up, or in plain words, a 
special creation.

But if the law of the Conservation of Energy is true 
(and all our science is dependent on the validity of this) 
when the universe has “ run down,” apart from certain 
re-adjustincnts of forces, the total universe remains as 
always. The composition of forces which we know as 
the Universe, and which composition of forces we know 
only by our sense impressions, is the same yesterday, 
to-day and to-morrow, and taken as a whole is unalter
able. The use of the word Time with regard to the 
totality of the universe is unnecessary. On this argu
ment eternity is simply is. But by a misuse of the woixl 
Time as used by us usually to indicate the varying re
lationship of known forces we are led to believe that the 
universe will cease to exist. And then perhaps some 
t i m e  it will be rc-ercated. What could exist between 
the two universes beats me, the old one as we know it 
and the new one as it will be created. When all the 
matter in the universe has been annihilated and all energy 
has-been dissipated we are left with two ideas, space and 
time. Perhaps the Astronomers do not quite go as far 
as this, but they certainly imply a beginning and an 
ending to things as they are, and the implication is that 
Abstract Time exists in certain minds as an entity 
divorced from things as we find them.

Einstein’s original statement of things was that we 
could not describe an event (taking qn event to mean 
any thing as we know it, and which is the only way 
things exist to us— as we know them) was to say, when, 
as well as where. We cannot describe things correctly 
leaving the time element out of consideration. Science 
is knowledge, and Einstein’s Theory is generally held to 
be a better description of things as they are than any 
previous description. This addition to our knowledge of 
things should simplify things for us, that is give us a 
belter idea of things. But to use a Theory which should 
simplify our ideas of causality to prove, as Professor 
Eddington tries, that causality does not hold is surely 
tlie most ridiculous idea that has ever emanated from a
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human brain. The thing- explains itself now. Einstein’s 
adventure with the .Spiritualist is an equivalent to 
Eddington discourses on the spiritual, and no doubt are 
similar psychological phenomena, and will no doubt be 
clear as our knowledge of such mental phenomena gets 
more exact.

My own idea is that just as living organisms straggle 
to live, so certain minds cannot adjust themselves to the 
idea of being blotted out, and develop a form of megalo
mania which extends the desire to live which we observe 
in all living organisms, to a desire to continue existence 
on a higher plane. So here we are at Spiritualism again, 
and I expect the basis of all religions.

Anyhow, the plain man would do well to remember 
that when a "  Scientist ”  gets off his subject his views 
on things in general are worth just as any ones and no 
more. Exact knowledge based on observation is know
ledge, in exact speculation on things as we would wish 
them to be is just so much more rubbish, and should be 
regarded as such. Our ideas of time are clouded by an 
early religious education which impresses us with the 
idea that time is only referable to this life, and after 
that comes eternity. The child asks how long is an hour, 
and an hour is a long time to a hungry child. The 
Priest answers, “  Don’t worry about your stomach my 
little lad, an hour is only a short step to etrnal bliss, 
when hungry stomachs will be no more.”  As the child 
grows up this aphorism is extended to don’t worry 
about a lifetime, it is only a similar step, and this idea 
of times lasts with many of us to the great pleasure 
and profit of the Church. The Materialist Mother says, 
“  Are you hungry my dear, well here is a biscuit to go 
on with,”  and funnily enough the hour does not seem 
so long. This idea also lasts and the average man’s 
ideas of time are bounded by time for bed, time to eat 
and time to go to Church, until it is time to go to his 
funeral. Whether he can be said to “  live ”  during this 
period is open to question. W.E.E.

Is Fear Beneficial?

Since Sir Harry Lauder reached the top of his fame 
and success as a comedian, he has added to his 
activities that of the homely philosopher and preacher, 
and finds his pulpit in several weekly journals. No 
doubt the Presbyterian ministry welcome this music- 
hall celebrity as a valuable ally, because his loyalty 
to the prevailing Scottish Calvinism, as one sprung 
from humble and obscure surroundings, is something 
in the nature of a “  set off ”  to the indifference and 
growing antagonism of so many working class people 
in Scotland to the Christian tradition.

In the Sunday Post of March 27, Sir Hariy dis
courses on the subject: “  W e’ve A ’ Something W e’re 
Feared O’ .”  However his article may be regarded 
as a journalistic performance, a number of his com
ments show that he regards fear as something to be 
subdued— as a malign force to be fought against and 
not yielded to. But, in religion, fear necessarily must 
have a place; for the simple reason that religion can
not continue to exist without it. The Bible enjoins 
“  the faithful”  to “ fear God and honour the K ing.” 
In former times man as husband, father or magistrate 
used this text as his authority to rule as sub-God and 
sub-King. The patriarchal system of family life be
came firmly established in Europe, woman was a mere 
chattel and children in minority were regarded as 
possessing no individuality or liberty of self-expres
sion except in so far as this was in consonance with 
the edicts of the patriarchal authority— copied and en
larged upon from the Ploly Bible.

This conception of life, as it will not fit in with 
modern ideas, is one of the chief causes of debate and 
dissension in the Christian Churches themselves. In 
the old days the mass of the people feared more things 
and persons than they do in these days, and they 
feared them more intensely. Ignorance is the mother 
of fear. The medieval Church always took care to

see that courageous lovers of liberty and know '1 ^  
were soon stamped out; but their message " as 
preserved by a small minority, who taught that 
greater part of the people’s fears were unfoun j  
unnecessary and positively harmful and p ro d u ctive  

evil, and ultimately by their oft-defeated but 
eible efforts there appeared that engine of the dev  ̂
the Printing Press. This was the first great bl°'v 
the priestly authority; it furnished opportunity®  ̂
examining the origins of ecclesiasticism; and h 
away several causes of that abject and slavish 
which made the ecclesiastical and patriarchal sys 
of the middle ages possible.

Sir Harry Lauder, in his article, is consider^ 
various causes and effects of fear in the in<hvl 
alone. But, of course, one recognizes that feab 
courage, is communicable. Fear is a mental d'S  ̂
or defect. In Victorian times the damnable 
punishment by methods of fear was frequently ® 
ployed by pious parents. As the parents sto0°, c„ 
fear of bigger bogeys, they put their offspring!  ̂
they were angry with them— justifiably or 
fear of themselves or other smaller bogeys, wh 
child of ability rebelled and perhaps ran avvayi 
average respectable opinion to the extent of 99 ̂  
cent decided without enquiry in favour of the Par t 
Thiswas the herd instinct which told its members 
singularity and originality were diabolical ageilClt

Sir Harry does not touch upon the
methods of punishment to any extent, though 
refreshing to find him for once casting aside S'

it 15

mentality in his citation of the opinion of 311 ^ 
doctors and in reprobating the action of parents

oder11

darh;
punish a child by, for example, locking it in 3  ̂
ened room; or threatening it with “  the P

n tiy to
a«1iPeople with parental incapacity resort freque: 

insane methods of punishment. But the causes 
roots of fear have often to be looked for and diS.̂ _ 
for far deeper down than Sir Harry evidently^

!\VJ
gran 

kn°' 
chee1"
0 :

In any event there is no call to manufacture or h1'^ , 
new causes of fear. There are plenty of these ah^g

agines. He thinks a cheerful spirit is “  3 
thing for chasing your fears away. ’ ’ But one 
by observation and experience that an outer 
fulness is no proof of an inner and calm intrepid

UV.U n o o o  0 1  l o a i  . a. u v .iv , a i c .  K-t l  .

awaiting eradication. Perhaps we have not foun( ,̂e 
means of eradicating or banishing them all; 1)11 îd 
are moving on with the good work. Fear, the t 
of ignorance and misconception always flourishes j 
in the soil of a bad heredity or a bad cnvirontne0 ’ 
remember reading about a wise Scottish journ3 1- 
a successful editor and politician in the best sensei 
had risen from very humble beginnings; who

who

-  ■ .fl(j o'
braced an opportunity of removing from the m"  ̂
his little boy the fear of policemen (stupidly inocu & 
by a servant no doubt) by making him present 3 ^
to a policeman who was on duty outside the housei  ̂
afterwards give the policeman sandwiches for h1̂  ;l 
The result was that the boy was soon chatting ’ pjf 
friendly way with the officer, and when he we"1 ̂ <1
duty the father told his son as simply as he

served and what 
Macaulay tell

what purpose 
duties were.

the police 
Does not

CO" 
0

«5- !•„
M 'jillustrating the power of Warren Hastings 1 .wl. .  . . . ffe1*that Hindu mothers would threaten their 

children by saying they would bring the Sahib 
ings to them ?

Fear can in no circumstances be beneficial'  ̂9 
something to be killed— not merely scotched. g0rb 
lurking menace to progress. It paralyses the e 
of the pioneers. Just because at the core of re ^ 0  
there is Fear, so it is the task of Freethinkers to 
together both husk and core!

iGNOiT5'
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Acid Drops.

To the Evening News ot April 15, C om m a ^ ¡on jn 
hocker-Lampson contributes an art}c c,.° wbo handled 
the House ot Commons.”  If the su - writer it
the article liad not been as ill-informe <■ the fact
would have undergone drastic alteration, e'  , -ned facts 
^ a man being so ignorant on easi y  a-£ ‘ are two 
had not sent the article back. I compass
blunders right off the reel, all wrtlnn areP (1)
of about twenty lines. These two statemen . '
Ihadlaugli had stood up in a hall in the i 1 , sixty
watch open in his hand and had given 
seconds in which to k ill him. A t the end of that tn ^  

the packed audience watched him ie ( same
Piece to his pocket with a chuckle. (2)< oy affir.
h'hen he refused to take the oath, and nisi- out p;s
'nation instead. Now Bradlaugli never did was
watch and challenge God to strike him dead- b£_
»He ot the pious lies emanating from " dlaugp uever 
'els as Commander Locker-Lanipso • Commons

to lake the oath. It « »  « 2  m .
l̂ucli refused either to let lum take L untrue. Oi 

"«« »re etatement», cad, of
coiuse a member of Parliament is not - P defence
aiiything in particular, and in matters ^  ch what he
oi religion is concerned he may say piet y  ^  p
; W .  sun, it i ,  a pity .that
f'd not ask someone better informed t •
d'ese things.

characteristic of this denomination to concentrate on 
preaching. Its members describe themselves as “  sitting 
under ”  the minster, but the Dean seems to have thought 
him a proper person to sit upon. The Church, he 
said, “ existed for many purposes, but it existed above all 
for one thing, the worship of Almighty God.”  The 
world, it seems, “ has largely lost the habit of worship, 
and is rapidly losing the understanding of what worship 
means.”  ,So far as “ the world” is concerned it is the 
exact opposite that is taking place, it does understand 
what worship means, a costly waste of time and effort. 
And so little is worship valued by those who still for 
some reason attend places of “  worship,”  that they have 
to provide other “  attractions.”  One thing the Dean 
said was wise, if not complimentary to his hearers, 
namely, that what they needed was “  to discover that 
they were really human beings.”

Christians seem to be "  getting it in the neck ”  from 
the clergy these days. Canon S. L. Ollard strives to stir 
up “  reverence and obedience to Authority,” and to that 
end advocates “ fasting communion.” The poor Canon 
is so hard put to it to get the faithful to go without their 
breakfasts of a Sunday or Saints Day that he actually 
has to set before them the example of— George I V ! 
“  He was not a good man,” said the Canon, but, “  on tlie 
rare occasions when he received Holy Communion, he 
received it fasting! ” 1837 seems a long time ago to have 
to go back to find an example of this pious practice in 
high quarters.

biiit • 1C '̂kbt of Commander Locker-Lampson’s relia- 
'"ent ii"K' ncec'  Pay very little attention to his state- 
tbail lat the House of Commons is more religious now 
EvactVL1 Was‘ Pfe says Lord Balfour went to Church. 

- • Jut Balfour’s belief in orthodox religion wasnev■’er
,, ' °f a robust character. Mr. Ramsay Mac-
«onaid’s religion is also vouched for. And as we have
ouched for this ourselves— ever since he lias been Piune

• ‘'lister—we need ,10t seriously dispute it. But Com-
ander Locker-Lampson’s only evidence is that in tlie
'k 'lands the Prime Minister can be seen “ stealing off
’ otic of those kirks to which the kilted shepherder
1'1TS his dogs.” We can hardly imagine Mr. Macdonald
stealing” away w hile there was a photographer 111

e L' neighbourhood, but we believe he does go to
I 'nrch. But surely not even Commander Locker-
li!’npSOn can take this as absolute proof that a man be-
is ' tS 'n the Church he attends— particular!}- when he
e , Pr°minent politician with a lik in g for photographers.
tl' 1 Commander Locker-Lampson be innocent enough
,]0 assui!ie that every public man who goes to Church
tl, S ,s° because lie 1 relieves in the religion preached ncrein ?

s l‘J,s »  the wav the Daily Express exhibits its un̂  
of k.cn consequence in its readers. It is taken f '01 
' ’ s leaderettes-—journalese for telling unintelligent 

1 wPlc what they ought to think they are thinking. Sir 
¿ J ert Samuel had said that an increase in certain 
,U,, S of. crime was largely due to unemployment and 
- aorahzation following the war. So, says the Hxfress, 

4 ° ® «  bim our explanation. “ The failure to, cMch 
eruninal.”  There is the Express philosophy 

0 m a nutshell. There arc 110 social 01
inn-1* \or crime, it just happens. The war lia. 
men1? do with it, lack of proper employment for young 
nothi98 n°tbing to do with it. Social conditions ha 
do is ?g to do with it. It just happens. All you hare t  ̂
Thnt1? catch the criminal. “  Catch ’em and wliack can. 
he‘;  “  u"  there is in the problem of crime! And the 

brook press aims at controlling English politics.

prei? 1)can ot Exeter (Dr. Matthews), being inmto 
tionav f  '•be annual assembly of the _ e\ 
hiti lsts> accepted the invitation. This g
enabk? " nbnown in the history of Congrega ion, 
s(. ,7 C(l Hie Dean to say a word in season to the 

crs on the subject oLworship! It is the pnrtic

We observe that the Attorney-General has been asked 
if he will consider the advisability of introducing legisla
tion in order that similar provisions to those contained 
in the Judicial Proceedings (Regulations of Reports) Act 
1925, as applying to divorce cases, shall apply to the pro
ceedings of Consistory Courts. Sir John Haslam, who 
asked this question, might have held it up until a cer
tain case, now sub judice had ended, but taking advant
age of Parliamentary privilege, he chose to ignore that 
circumstance. The answer to the question was in the 
negative, no doubt rightly so. We are so anxious to be 
fair to the clergy that we must point out, not only the 
inopportunity of this question, but also that it implies 
that the proceedings of Consistory Courts are usually 
and inevitably concerned with matters not fit for publi
cation. Surely that is not the case.

At the invitation of the Dean and Chapter of West
minster, the Rev. Dr. Scott Lidgett is to occupy the 
pulpit at the Abbey on the first Sunday in May. Wc have 
no doubt that Dr. Lidgett, whose academical, literary 
and administrative distinctions are innumerable, will 
will give no offence in what he may say on this occasion. 
He is a master of profound and rotund obscurity and, 
whatever may be his private opinion about persons who 
will regard his presence as an outrage, and himself as a 
schismatic interloper, it will not appear. He has him
self said (in liis Reminiscences) that the “ external com
prehensiveness ”  of the Church of England is “  pre
carious,”  and only hides “  grave antagonisms of doc
trine, principle and temper.”  Not to be outdone in 
politeness the Church Times affirms that Anglican truck 
with Nonconformists is “  an hypocrisy, a sham and a 
snare” ! But under the soporiferous influence of a prosy 
and prolix preacher even Christians may have as little 
disposition to controversy as Dr. Lidgett has to see the 
funny side of a situation.

Some useful information on the teaching of religion in 
State-aided schools is being circulated by the Secular 
Edueation League. It is not generally recognized that 
the Church Schools, 11,169 in number, with 1,831,957 
scholars, and which are the only elementary schools in 
7,2iS areas, are mainly under clerical control, and, with 
the exception of the cost of the buildings and their main
tenance, are supported by Public Funds. Many are 
in a deplorable condition. The process, now going
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on, of taking over nori-provided'schools'by the State, is 
the subject around which such education controversy as 
there is at present mainly centres. The Churches 
demand that there shall still be denominational teaching, 
and, at the same time, that the whole cost of these 
Church Schools should be borne by the State. The 
rapacity of clericalism was never better illustrated, and 
until the State is absolutely neutral in matters of religion 
— not only in the schools but throughout— it is hard to 
see how it can be restrained or prevented.

Then they lost all desire for it. This does not say ®“c!‘ 
for the quality of the whisky dispensed in the spa' 
world. Presumably, if any spirit asked for a copy ol" * 
Freethinker that also would be supplied. That wou«1 
prove there is some little sense left in the spirit world' 
We have read some hundreds of these spirit coinmun'«' 
tions and have never yet discovered anything but t“  
most appalling stupidity such as the most terrible coll«*" 
tion of commonplaces that even the average parson wo»1 
be ashamed to preach them.

The present position of the Church of England, is, 
says the Church Times, “  politically dangerous, doctrin- 
ally illogical, and practically subversive of the moral 
authority of religion. The Church, which speaks in the 
Holy Name of God, but allows His message to be cen
sored by Presbyterians from the Clyde, and Parsees 
from the Ganges, docs not impress the general public.” 
There is, however, no doubt, in the opinion of our pious 
contemporary, that Parliament will not give the Church 
what it wants, namely, freedom from State control, and 
all the cash and privilege that attaches to the connexion. 
It therefore advocates “  piecemeal ”  methods. The 
Church must “ initiate a process of gradual but ruthless 
penetration.”  What it will not face is a straight fight on 
the issue of its anomalous position as the only State estab
lished religion in the British Commonwealth of nations. 
“  The idea of a single glorious victory must be aban
doned.” This is only another way of saying that what 
cannot be had by honest means may be got by a care
ful exploitation of the opportunism of politicians, and 
the smuggling through of a series of apparently trifling 
and non-controversial instalments of self-government. If 
we had any genuine Radicals in British politics to-day, 
such a course would be as hopeless as the “  glorious 
victory ”  aforesaid. The only thing in which we agree 
with the Church Times is in its estimate of politicians. 
As a famous man among them once said, in a moment of 
candour, “  it is ours, whether in Office or in Opposi
tion, to safeguard the interests of our friends,”  and, he 
might have added, “ our own ” interests.

Mr. Charles B. Cochran, apropos of some discussion on 
the production of The Miracle, observes that “  the 
Theatre as such is not concerned with creeds, although 
it will no more wish to offend by running counter to 
any one of them than it will have any interest' in instill
ing any of them by propaganda.” Why, if this is the 
case, should Mr. Cochran have gone to “  a great deal of 
trouble to consult at the rehearsals the opinion of clerics 
of different churches?” Is there any reason why “ the 
Theatre should repay the debt it owes to religion out 
of which it originally sprang” ? The truth is that while 
“  miracle plays ”  sprang out of the Christian religion— 
many of them, by the way, would never pass the Censor 
now-a-days— the classic dramas, alike of antiquity and of 
later times, did not. Shakespeare saw mankind 
struggling with fate, and said :—

“ As flies to wanton boys are we to gods,
They kill us for their sport.”

He was no Christian. “  The religious strife of his time 
passed by him like the scuffling of kites and crows,” to 
quote G. W. Foote. Mr. Coeliran would not have been 
drawn into doubtful assertions about the drama and re
ligion if the Ncws-Chronicle had not set one of its star 
writers to beat up a little more propaganda for Christ
ianity.

Some of the evidence given in support of the truth of 
Spiritualism in the Morris v. Daily Mail case offers fine 
proof in support of spirit intercourse. Eady Doyle was 
impressed by the fact that some spirit told her about two 
years ago there would be trouble between China and 
Japan. No exact date was, of course given. But if Lady 
Doyle had read newspapers any time since the Russo- 
Cliinese War she would come across the same opinion 
hundreds of times. Sir Oliver Lodge gravely informed 
the court his son told him that men who “ came over” 
straight from the war and asked for whisky— got it.

One piece of Sir Oliver’s evidence is worth recording 
Replying to Mr. Birket he said that “  Power’s ”  serwo»5 
were good as se rm o n s go. They were as good as râ )

That is excellent in its " a|’ 
one can only develop 

it hardly seems

sermons he had heard, 
but if after being “  translated 
the intelligence of the average sermon 
worth the trouble of living on.

Apropos of our recent “ Views and Opinions dealiu-
with witch-craft in West Africa, one of our readcrs ŝc!1̂

ars
--------- --- ----- ----------------- ,  ~~—  -- ------------

us a newspaper recording an interview with Mr. ‘ 
Paynter, of Gallington, Cornwall. Mr. Paynter aPP?eI1 
to be an authority on witchcraft, and has just been c 0f 
by the Cornish Gorsedd (College of Bards) the ti ^  
“ Searcher out of witchcraft.”  Mr. Payntcr <ioeS fll$t 
appear to have searched for witchcraft, he has it 
upon him. He says that by' almost every pod  ̂
ceives letters from men and women who say t'iat ttlC 

- • m 1
of a11

they

are victims of witchcraft and asking his advice on
matter. A Kentish woman writes telling him ^  
evil spirit who had cast a spell on her family, *c< ^er 
to loss of property and other misfortunes. An ,,, 
writes for instruction in preparing “ Dragon’s b ..j, 
to gain the love of a man in a good position. A C° 9y 
woman tells him that she has been bewitched f°r ^  
years, and asks for help. Mr. Paynter says hc r^ 
letters from all parts of the British Isles aSHlD'Jj)e5c 
help. Every form of superstition is represented m  ̂
letters, and they are all irrefutable evidence how ^  
Christian large numbers of people still arc, despy 
advances made. The serious thing is that it is this • 5 
of mind, more or less modified, which our g10̂ !  
Government proposes placing in a position that • j 
enable them to say how more civilized people shall ?!’ 
their Sundays.

* Q[it
The secret of Mr. James Douglas’ religiosity 1S t|,c 

“  As a boy,”  he tells us, “  I was intended f°® ,]1(r 
Church,” and he had the choice of being either a a 
(list parson, or a Presbyterian minister or an pP' jj<j 
palian clergyman. Faced with such a dazzling cholcC' ¡r 
rebelled. The Thirty-Nine articles unsettled his y°’ r|y 
mind—one would never believe it— and he was $ 
bamboo7.1ed— again this is difficult to believe— by .¿v 
extraordinary charlatan who conducted orgies of 
healing revivalism.” The path of a would-be ChrlS 
is indeed hard.

Fifty Years Ago.

fCP’In I were a young man endowed with literary 
and about to begin my career, I should adopt as the. ^  
of my life The Diffusion of Doubt, for doubt <lisS_ jjfc-
superstition, and softens the rancour of religi°ljs..£0ry 
Without doubt there can be no tolerance, and the m.Wjii 
of tolerance is the history of doubt. The sceP „,̂ 3)’
spread by Voltaire humanized the dogmas of the 
Church; and we ourselves are passing through a 
gradual, but momentous doubting revolution. i"
it that has made the clergymen of all denominati°^cf. 
these later days so temperate in their views, so c°n~̂ 0\f 
ate for the opinions of others ? It is doubt arising jn 
discoveries in science, and from numberless wo* ', 
which religious topics have been treated with free“ 0 
spirit,

The “  Freethinker,”  April 30, ^



J “ * " '  24, 1932 TH E FREETH IN KER 265

T O  C O R R E S P O N D E N T S .

S' G. Green (Dulwich).—Thanks. Your menlol> |S
hut exemption under the Act mentioned is con 
no charge for admission or profit being m<i( e-

K Mugci.eSXOX (Leicester).—N est week.

The ''Freethinker" is supplied to the trade■ on̂  ^  oncfi 
return. Any difficulty in securing copies sho 
reported to this office.

The Secular Society, Limited Office is at 62 Farnng on 
Street, London, E.C.4.

The National Secular Society’s Office is at 02 Farnng 
Street, London, E.C.4.

letters for the Editor of the  "  Freethinker  
addressed to 61 Farrin

When the

should bevn,* nunor oj tuc ” vrccuuntzcr si 
addressed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.
'hen the services of the National Secular Society in con
nexion with Secular Burial Services are required, all com- 
inuni cations should he addressed to the Secretary, E. H. 

giving as long notice as possible.Rosetti

' Ŵ’° sen<t us newspapers would enhance the favour
atteiit-r *̂n  ̂ ^16 l’assaSes i° which they wish us to call

g.Cr,s for literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
, le Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4, 

an* not to the Editor.
't'h **

j;.,. freethinker "  will be forwarded direct from the pub- 
q tnf  office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) :— 

e year, 15/-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.
„ Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 

<e Pioneer Press," and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd., 
'-«rkenwell Branch."

p Ûc notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
inserted th* fiTSt p0St on Tuesday, or they will not be

Sugar Plums.

Coufp ai<J ĉss than three weeks from the N.S.S. Annual 
Hess , c? at Manchester on Wliit-Sunday. -The busi- 
gaje Ueetings will be held at the Victoria Hotel, Dean- 
si°n ’(1I" U.J,n'nkr and afternoon. There will be an excur- 
\vi|| j.11 ”  ^'t-Monday. We hope that many Freethinkers 
exeha 1 C ^'*s °PP°rtunity for social meeting and useful 
Rosettpe ^  ''ews. The General Secretary, Mr. R. H. 
iiig v j Wl 1 Pc glad to have early notice from intend- 
gai.,i 1 ,ors and members as to their requirements in re- 

to hotel acommodation, etc.

lust ‘Tiuderland Branch N.S.S. formed in November 
day) U(̂ es first season’s syllabus to-day (Sun- 
Sui1(jv ! 1 a lecture by Mr. J. T. Brighton. A course of 
A-Udiô  ectares, including five debates, has been held. 
Rood UCeS *lavc gradually increased. The Branch lias a 
r°oin r Cretary a,'d committee, but there is plenty of 
Street °rr 1Uo,'e members. Mr. P. Bradford, 58 Norman 
aPpli ' .tendon, Sunderland, will be pleased to receive 

,l mas for membership, and oilers of help.

ht-Jlvj ®lteenth Annual Meeting of the Manchester 
Itoad 1 Was lleld in the Engineers Hall, 120 Rusliolme 
t°oh -April q. The President, Mr. R. Macqueen, 
Ceed«lR) Caa'r at the opening, but on retiring was suc- 
acctptv 1>y Mr. Collins. Reports were presented and 
dent, . ’! 'K‘ following Officers were elected : Presi- 

t̂i'e4t V  ^Mlins; Secretary, Mr. Atkinson, 40 Montford 
1'Aecnp <nvar'l Street, Salford; Literature Secretary, 
Thc a 1' c Committee, Social Committee and Auditor, 
hy tp i °unts revealed a deficit which would be cleared 
iu arre J*e<;eipt oi unpaid subscriptions. Will members 
as Po.ŝ vq kindly note and remit to the Secretary as early' 
Will The rules were revised and the new rules
of ^ c i r c u l a t e d .  Members kindly note the date 
Iho p lVxt meeting is Saturday, April 30, at 3 p.111., in 

'“fimeers Hall.

The new Branch of the N.S.S. at Birkenhead has had 
an exciting and busy season. Local hostility reached the 
usual Christian level, with the result that Freethinkers 
in the district have been stirred to keen activity. In 
Messrs. Standfast and Porter, the Branch has two very 
energetic workers, as President and Secretary respec
tively. Supported by an active committee much useful 
work has been accomplished with slender financial re
sources. Plans for future work are being made.

The Fifth Annual Meeting of the Liverpool Branch 
was held on Sunday, April 3, at Transport Buildings, 
seventy per cent of the members being present. The 
President reported on the season’s results, and referred to 
the excellent work of the past year, during which over 
ninety outdoor and twenty-five indoor meetings had been 
arranged, including a successful Annual Conference. He 
called attention to some trouble at one of the open-air 
pitches, and a slight hitch in connexion with the Pieton 
Hall, as instances of the urgent need for increasing 
efforts in the coining year. The financial statement was 
presented. There is a good stock of literature, and it 
is hoped that the debt will soon be cleared. One grati
fying feature of this report was that literature sales 
had amounted to over £37. The officers and committee 
elected for 193.2-33 were as follows : President, Mr. J. V. 
Shortt; Vice-Presidents, Mrs. M. A. Stafford, Mr. C. J. 
Harrison, Mr. A. Jackson, Mr. W. McKelvie; Com
mittee, Mrs. Little, Mrs. Ready Mrs. Shortt, Mr. Little, 
Mr. McKelvie, Mr. Murphy, Mr. Robinson; Secretary, 
Mr. S. R. A. Ready, 39 Sycamore Road, Waterloo, Liver
pool. Mr. Murphy and Mr. Owen were elected auditors. 
A code of standing orders and some alterations in the 
general rules were passed. Provisional arrangements 
were made for the Summer activities, which will include 
an out-door campaign and frequent rambles.

At a Fleetwood Council by-election a minister, sup
ported by the Sunday Observance Society, fought for a 
scat in opposition to Sunday games. He polled 504 votes 
against 2,583 for the advocates of Sunday freedom. But, 
and this is less satisfactory, only 29.8 of the electors took 
the trouble to vote. That is the danger of “  local op
tion.”

We wisli Mr. G. Hughes cverj’ success. He is a 
young man who has been away from England and has 
returned to what he hoped was a free country, to dis
cover that “  Free England ” is a thing of the past. Mr. 
Hughes has run into so many restrictions that he has 
risen in revolt. He was aware that these regulations, 
generally summarized under the name of Dora existed, 
but, as he says, living on the Continent he did not feel 
them. Now he has returned home, and has formed, a 
society which aims at removing the restriction under 
which we live, and among these to legalize sweepstakes, 
to open all places of amusement on Sunday, to relax the 
licencing Ian’s, etc. His Society is called The Liberty 
League and the membership is half a crown a year.

We hope that Mr. Hughes will make his Society a 
real Liberty League. But it will be worth very little 
unless he makes it comprehensive enough to arouse re
volt against the officialdom that is active all over the 
couutrv, and which asserts itself sometimes by methods 
created by the law, sometimes by bluffing those who do 
not know what their legal rights are. What is needed is 
an organization that will challenge officialdom whenever 
it attacks the legitimate liberty of the individual in 
speech, publication, or action. The things against which 
Mr. Hughes specially revolts are symptoms of a general 
disease that we should attack.

The only real safeguard against tyranny is the crea
tion of a type of mind to which it is detestable and 
intolerable, and which can never rest comfortably in its 
presence.—Chapman Cohen.
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An1? Appeal to Authority.
— »-^1—

(Concluded from page 252.)
Here is a selection of scientific thinkers, a selection 
based on modern publications, who all endorse Athe
ism : Prof. G. E. Moore (Cambridge),1 Prof. C. D. 
Broad (Cambridge),2 Earl Russell (formerly of Cam
bridge), the late Bernard Bosanquet,' E. B. Bax,5 
the late Prof. McTaggart,4 Prof. De W. Parker 
(U.S.A.),7 Prof. J. Dewey (U.S.A.),8 B. Croce 9 
(Italy), Prof. G. Santayana (U.S.A.),1“ Prof. R. Hog- 
ben (London Un.),11 Prof. J. S. Huxley,12 and the 
majority of the Russian academicians, not to mention 
lay writers like McCabe.

So much for the Atheism in present-day thought. 
Here are some who discredit the theory of personal 
survival (and again the list might be extended) : 
Prof. C. D. Broad, Prof. Hickson,13 Prof. S. A lex
ander (M’ter Un.),11 Earl Russell, the physiologist 
Prof. Sir A. V. Hill, the biologist Prof. L. Hogben, 
the anatomist Sir Arthur Keith,15 B. Bosanquet, B. 
Croce, Prof. G. Gentile (Italy),14 Prof. R. H. Dot- 
terer 17 (U.S.A.), Prof. J. Dewey, Prof. G. Santayana, 
Dr. R. A. Millikan,18 Schultz (Germany),19 Prof. 
A. N. Whitehead,20 Prof. J. S. Huxley, Prof. Sir L. 
H ill,21 the biologist Sir E. R. Lankester, the 
logician Prof. Moore, McCabe, etc.

The same might be instanced in other directions, 
c.g., as regards Determinism. Einstein says that if 
he thought determinism was untrue he would give 
up science altogether. Of the three chief scientists 
who are to-day endeavouring to champion Indeter
minacy (Jeans, Eddington and McDougal), one, 
McDougal, says,22 “  science must hold fast to causa
tion,”  even if it be not the deterministic type; 
another, Eddington, remarks,23 “ I have been unable 
to form a satisfactory conception of any kind of law 
or causal sequence which shall be other than deter
ministic.”  In short, they cancel one another out, 
while the third, Jeans, is forced to admit over and 
over again,21 that “  the probability is that where 
causation is not yet discerned, future investigation 
will reveal it.”

The fact which arises from these few references, is 
that there is a strong body of thought holding Atheism 
and Determinism, and rejecting the doctrine of sur
vival, and consequently the entire Christian scheme, 
not one tenth of which is ever brought to the notice 
of the average layman, though it should be if he is to 
form any proportionate estimate of the trend of 
modern thought, and any proportionate estimate of 
the relations between religion, and science and philo
sophy.

This, then, is our second point, and we now see 
how the notion that present-day' thought is com
patible with religion begins to fail when examined. 
How, then, did it first commend itself to journalists? 
In other words, what are the sops thrown to religion, 
and here comes our third point; namely, the present 
belief in God is characterized chiefly by the fact that 
it is not the Christian God that is believed in. The 
present belief in Immortality is characterized chiefly

1 Ethics, and articles. - Sec Articles in “ Mind,”  etc.
* Why I Am Not a Christian, etc. 4 Meeting of Extremes, 
etc. 5 Reminiscences and Reflections. '•Nature of Exist
ence. 7 Self and Nature. 8 Articles in “  Forum,” etc.
• Conduct of Life; articles. 10 Realms of Being. 11 Nature 
of Living Matter. '-Science, Religion and Human Nature.

13 Rationalist Annual; articles. 14 Space, Time and Deity. 
13 Books on Darwinism (R.P.A.). ,c Theory of Mind as Pure 
Act. 17 Philosophy by IFiiy of the Sciences. 18 Science and 
the New Civilization. 19 Machine Theory of Life. 20 Science 
and Human Nature. 21 Philosophy of a Biologist.

23 Homic Psychology. 28 Nature of the Physical World. 
21 Mysterious Universe.

by' the fact that it is not the Christian form of T 3’ 
belief.

First, what sort of a God is believed in nowadays' 
We find that God is Nature (Millikan), Substratum« 
or Ground (Seth, Carr) Principle of Concretio’ 
(Whitehead), Spencerian Unknowable (Hill), sq',alt 
root of minus one (Jeans), Noumenon (Eddtngto h 
Laws (Ziehen), Substance (Einstein), Force - 
(Low), the universe (Maeterlinck), Good 1 
(Dotterer), “  persons united by love ”  (Hobhouse  ̂
impersonal mind (Gentile), the Infinite (Vis. “  
dane), Directive Activity* * (LI. Morgan), “  whateve 
we worship ”  (Alexander), etc., etc.

It is the custom of our press to present such men 
us as Christians, as though all you had to do to iue 
that title was to use the term “  God,”  irrespective 
what is denoted. “  Christianity rests, not on 
deification of metaphysical terms, but on a set o f101 
trines peculiar to the Christian religion. From 11 
point of view Eddington and Jeans are no nl° ,, 
Christians than they are Mohammedans or Hindus 
(C. Cohen). _ ,

Again, Sir Oliver Lodge is constantly being 11 
up to us. Yet in the Hibbert Journal he has ady° 
cated an entire re-interpretation of the Chris1 
scheme, surrendering such vital doctrines as 
Virgin Birth, and the Fall and Atonement, an< 1 
would be difficult to identify his God with him of 111 
Bible. Such men cannot truly* be called Christian5’
And just as present day Theism is not Christi31’
Theism, similarly the contemporary belief in surviw 
is not based on the Christian scheme. In the case
Fawcett, McTaggart and Bosanquet, for example ^ 
is based on metaphysical considerations, and \ve 11 c 
not extend the examples.

Conclusions.
Let us now see, retrospectively, what happens

the proposition that science and religion are now

to
be*

coming compatible. First, the idea has arisen fr°n 
the overtures made to religion by individual sC’e!' 
tists, and we have to discriminate between the 0 
served facts of science and the private opinio115 
scientists. If some of the latter are favourable tc> fC 
ligion it does not follow that science, as a struct11 
of impersonal knowledge, is pro-religious. On 
contrary, nothing can negative the fact that the est3 
lished knowledge of science does conflict with tlm ^ 
ligious interpretation of the world on the question 
a flat earth, on the relations between the sun and  ̂
earth, on questions of medicine and the causes 
disease, on meteorology, on the origin of man and 1 
divinity* of Jesus, while the entire Christian found3 
tion of the Fall and Redemption is shattered by 1 
facts of zoology, biology, geology and anthropology 

This much was admitted quite recently by Ge 
Smuts in his Presidential Address (Brit. Ass., *93 
“  The story of creation, so intimate to the gro1111 
work of most religions,”  he said, "  has thus c°’ 
to be re-written. And man has had to come do1

and take his P̂ aCfrom his privileged position 
in the universe as part of the order of nature.”  

In the second place, we find the press making
own selection of thinkers; they need neither be

it5
tiw

ibe1’
of
n(

most representative, or the most eminent. And W 
it puts a question, it so frames it as to leave little 
no room for straightforward disbelief (e.g., the reCfn" 
Daily Herald symposium; “  The God I Believe 111 j 
One of the best examples of question-framing ’ _ 
has ever come to my notice is the substance of 3 fe 
cent Benn publication, The Religion of Scientists’ 
questionnaire to 200 F .R .S.’s. _

And thirdly, when we come to examine the viciv, 
of these authorities who are used to prop up a dy'1 : 
faith, we find that many of them are definitely :lt1



-24, 1932 TH E FREETH INKER 267

C hristian. They say, “  let us dispense with the theo- 
Iogical God, ail’d let us prepare a definition of God 
that may meet with better support.”  Or, "  let us 
cease to regard Jesus as a Divine Saviour, and look on 
hhn as o u r dear brother.”  And so forth.

I he present way of scepticism is the most potent in 
ustorv. It is not confined to scientists and philo

sophers. To an extraordinary extent it lias made its 
WaY into our literature; rampant in everyday life, 
11 touches the Churches themselves.

Meanwhile, the general public remain oblivious of 
|he fact that their own implied scepticism is reflected 
m the seats of high learning. It would not be too 
much to say that many of the eminent men men
tioned in this article, to judge from their own writ
ings,‘‘‘gs, are eligible for membership of the National 
■ ccular Society.

G. H. T aylor.

Thomas Paine.

(Continued from page 246.)

inur, to his principles Paine shouldered his musket 
aiu| joined the ill-equipped, partially-trained army 
valiantly struggling and fighting with more reverses 
than successes under Washington. In November, 
r.' '6, that army had retreated to Newark after thedefeat 
half-cfiat at Fort Lee. It was thoroughly disheartened,

a -clothed, short of supplies of
nuned „„1.1- ,led 
much

every sort. It con- 
one soldier, however, who wielded a weapon 

, mightier than his musket. When his military 
ab°urs for the day had ended, Paine was busily en- 

8aged in writing his first Crisis, 1  bis was read to the 
toops, by the order of their general, a few weeks

,ater> on the eve of their attack on Trenton, which 
lad been
, U- It is only possible to quote the opening voids 

°.f this
day 'men fixed for Christmas Day, an hour before

An • ’’tonientous document which inspired the 
hJ riCaus with fresh determination, courage and 
tiaine ,re®u *̂n£ in the capture of Trenton and the

place. Tlie 
cry •

"tod Hessian troops which were defending the 
opening words became a sort of battle-

These are the times that try men’s souls. The 
s,immcr soldier and the sunshine patriot will, in this 
"'sis, shrink from the service of his country; but 

that stands it now, deserves the love and thanksof 'nan and woman.

' 78  ̂ p 1? li” to tlie War of Independence ended in 
die "  ""to had published thirteen more papers with 

a,lle title, with the signature “  Common Sense,’
ere of immense

as g°e to the cause. He was appointed by Congress 
m fitary in the department of Foreign

ras con-

servi "h id 1 had great effect and w
as to the cause. He was appoiu-----_
but ^C' etary ' u thfi department of Foreign Affairs, 
sider'.as deprived of this office through what was con- 
assisp* 3 r̂each of confidence. France came to the 
open]1'106 ° f thc colonists early in the struggle; not 
dieu y ^  flrst’ as sl'e was not at war with England 
sruieti *' ar&e sum of money for America had been 
eanti,? - d  by the French Court under cover of a mer- 
°ut tlm transacti°H’ the two persons entrusted to carry 
Siias p' hansaction being Beaumarchais for Franee and 
know an° i° r America. Paine had good reasons to 
in a . 'at collusion between these two had resulted 
vided )sla"t'al diminution of the sum originally pro
file f ’ '"d "'hen a controversy arose about it he made 
Ca1se 2 L f Ubl.icly known. This seemed likely to 

, ®reat embarrassment to France, the only ally oftlie State-ces, and Paine had to go.
,ase he was hardly the kind of man successfully 
to Post of a subordinate official.

Finding himself practically penniless at the end of 
the War, he appealed to Washington to use his influ
ence with the States to make him' some recompense 
for his services. His pamphlet Common Sense, had 
been sold at 2s. per copy and 120,000 copies had been 
disposed of within three months of publication. In 
the end this number had reached nearly half a million, 
from which Paine did not derive a single penny, as 
he had given the copyright to the cause of Independ
ence. In fact his publisher finally presented him 
with an account for £29 12s. id. in respect of this pro
duction. Washington fully acknowledged the im
portant services Paine had rendered and appealed to 
the several States for their favourable consideration. 
Two responded, New York granting him a forfeited 
estate of 277 acres, and Pennsylvania a sum of £500. 
Settled happily at Bordentown, Paine occupied him
self in quite a new line of activity, bridge-building. 
He made a model of an iron bridge of an entirely new 
design. It was devised to span a river with a single 
arch, thus doing away with tlie obstruction to the 
channel and bed of a river by sinking several piers. 
The model was looked upon favourably by Dr. Frank
lin and the Council, but made no practical headway, 
and in 1787 Paine took it with him to Europe. He 
had been desirous for some years of revisiting Eng
land and his old home where his parents were still 
living. He visited Paris first, where he came into 
contact with many of the foremost men in political, 
literary and philosophical circles. He had opportuni
ties of observing the change which was even then tak
ing place in the minds of the French people, and 
which was to culminate only two years later in the 
French Revolution. He proceeded to London and 
went straight on to Thetford. His father had died 
the year before, but his mother, who was in her 
ninety-first year, was there to welcome him. Paine 
had sent his parents money from time to time and 
now settled on his mother an allowance of 9s. per 
week. She lived to be ninety-four. He spent 
a good deal of time and money in getting his 
bridge constructed, which was done by an engineer
ing firm at Rotherham. He became a “  lion ”  in 
English society, spent a week with Edmund Burke, 
was entertained by the Duke of Portland at his country 
seat and by Lord Fitzwilliam at Wentworth House. 
Fox and Lord Lansdowne consulted him about public 
affairs.

The iron bridge, n o  feet long, with a single arch, 
had not been completed on July 14, 1789, when the 
Bastille fell in Paris. The news of this to Paine was 
like a clarion call to action and he was quickly on the 
scene. During this visit to the French capital, the 
Marquis La Fayette, who had fought with the colon
ists in the War of Independence, entrusted Paine with 
the key of the Bastille to forward to George Wash
ington who safely received it at Mount Vernon, where 
it still remains as an historical heirloom of great in
terest.

Back in England, Paine proceeded with his bridge, 
which was at length completed and brought to Lon
don, where it was set up for exhibition. In the mean
time events were proceeding rapidly in France and 
causing a good deal of excitement and uneasiness in 
Government circles in England. The excesses of the 
Parisian mob quite naturally aroused indignation here 
and Edmund Burke, who had been the friend of the 
American colonists, came out as one of the chief 
antagonists of the French revolutionists. It was 
largely in answer to Burke that Paine wrote his 
famous pamphlet Rights of Man, published in two 
parts, the first part appearing in March, 1791. Part 
the Second came out early in the following year. 
The book made a great impression, but it contained 
political doctrines which were extremely bold and ad-
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vanced for the eighteenth century. There was a direct 
and vigorous attack against monarchy, especially the 
hereditary form of it, but few would quarrel nowadays 
with the following definition of government: —

Government is the organization of the aggregate of 
those natural rights which individuals are not com
petent to secure individually, and therefore surrender 
to the control of society in exchange for the protec
tion of all rights.

The Government directed a prosecution after the 
publication of Part 2, and Paine was summoned to 
appear at the Court of Kings Bench on June 8, 1792. 
The Information laid against him covered forty-one 
pages and contained extracts from the book to demon
strate the nature of the offence. It commenced: —

Thomas Paine, gentleman, being a wicked, mal
icious, seditious, and ill-disposed person, and being 
greatly disaffected to our said .Sovereign Lord the 
King, and to the happy constitution and government 
of this kingdom, did write and publish a certain 
false, scandalous, malicious and seditious libel en
titled Rights of Man, Part the Second.

And here is one extract from the book which shows 
at once the nature of the crime and the style of the 
author : —

All hereditary government is in its nature tyranny. 
An heritable crown, or an heritable throne, or by 
what other fanciful name such things may be called, 
have no other significant explanation than that man
kind are heritable property. To inherit a govern
ment is to inherit the people, as if they were 
flocks and herds. The time is not very 
distant when England will laugh at itself for 
sending to Holland, Hanover, Zell, or Bruns
wick, for men at the expense of a million a 
year, who understood neither her laws, her language 
nor her interest, and whose capacities would scarcely 
have fitted them for the office of a parish constable. 
If Government could be trusted to such hands, it 
must be some easy and simple thing indeed; and 
materials fit for all the purposes may be found in 
every town and village in England.

On June S, Paine presented himself to answer the 
charge, when it was decided to postpone the trial to 
December. In spite of the fact that this trial was 
pending, a proclamation was issued forbidding the 
sale of the book which nevertheless reached an issue of 
200,000 copies by the following year, at 3s. per copy. 
It was translated into French, and, it is stated, found 
a place in every French home. In America there was 
also a wide circulation, but it did not meet with 
universal approval there. There was a strong aristo
cratic element in the composition of the early govern
ments of the States.

Although not strictly relevant perhaps it may be 
permitted here to refer to the facts of another book in 
Paris at this time. When the K ing’s palace was being 
mobbed by the Marseillese and a number of them had 
been killed by the Swiss Guards, a lxx>k was hurled 
from a window of the Palace. It was entitled The 
Thirteen Constitutions (of the United States) a copy 
of which was presented to each of the Kings of Europe 
in 1783 by order of Congress. Appropriately enough, 
the volume struck an American spectator, Robert 
Gilmor, and knocked him down. He had the con
solation of securing the book, however, and taking it 
back to America. In 1909 this book was in the collec
tion of Dr. Emmet of New York.

Before the date of the postponed trial, Paine was 
elected a member of the new French National Con
vention, by three different departments. After some 
hesitation he accepted the constituency of Pas de 
Calais. This was on September 6, and on the 12th 
Paine attended a meeting of the newly-formed Friends 
of Liberty, where he made a speech, the purport of 
which he informed his friend William Blake at the

latter’s house next day. Blake felt certain that a 
arrest would follow, and persuaded Paine not to 
turn home but to make straight for Dover. He 11 '  ̂
and got away on the boat for Calais twenty minU e 
before the order arrived at Dover for his arrest.  ̂

He was welcomed at Calais with every maik  ̂
honour, civic and military, and also at Paris, "  ^  
he took his seat in due course in the Convention-  ̂
was elected a member of the special committee fo1111 
a month after his arrival to draw up a constitute1 
The famous Danton was one of his fellow-members- 

Paine was found guilty at the trial in DecembCÎ  
London and outlawed, after a very able defence b> 
great lawyer, who was afterwards made Lord Ersk 
The general public both inside the Court and out, >.

Erskme
who remover

cr Ëuti'

no means sympathized with the verdict, 
carriage was drawn away by the crowd, 
the horses.

The most strenuous steps were taken all ov< 
land to suppress the Rights of Man, and all °tlC  ̂
books and writings of the outlaw. Many Peli ^ 
were prosecuted, fined and imprisoned for selling 
distributing copies and one man, Thomas 1W
ceived a sentence of fourteen years transportation for

merely advising persons to read the works of
being

the
wretched outcast Paine,”  the latter description 
used by the Lord Advocate. The judge ordered 
usher to arrest persons in Court who were hissing  ̂
savage sentence. He replied, “  My Lord, they lC 
hissing.”

From Bolton it is recorded that the Town G 
who had been directed to search the town for C°1 
of the proscribed writings, reported that he had n^c 
all round the place but had failed to find either 
Rights of Man or Common Sense anywhere. 1

In France the great drama of the Revolution dc'  j 
oped in intensity, the attempted flight of the 
Family precipitated the fate of the unhappy mofi<llL̂  
who, by the accident of birth was called up°n 
occupy the throne of France at a period when the 
tunes of that country were at a low ebb, lar£ K 
through the misgovernment of his predecessors- j 
personal character lie was perhaps the most worth.' ^

un
ci

his family, but in the qualities of statemanship
:otally

equipped to steer safely through the storm which 1,31
kingly authority he was sadly lacking, totally

• • • 4long been brewing. Paine did lus very best to s 
him from the death penalty, but when the party °f ^  
Mountain at length obtained an ascendancy over 
other great faction in the Convention, called
Gironde, the case was hopeless.

(To be continued.)
F. M. RiDp-

Farewell to Dr. Orchard.

[Dr. Orchard preached for the last time at Kings "  f (lll 
House Church on Sunday. His (theological) destine1■ 
is unknown. Meanwhile he is going to Rome—for a 
day.—Vide I’rcss.]

Roman rite and modern thought,
Sceptical religion,

Peace of mind and discontent,
Unity, division.

Kings Weigh House and rich dissent, 
Science, superstition,

Doubt and faith, dissent, assent,
In Juxtaposition.

Dr. Orchard fares away 
Seeking clearer vision ;

Will a Roman holiday 
Cure his indecision ?

’A-H-
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Freethought in Ficton.

A natole F rance.

Akatous France, his name was ThibaulL but
don>’«1 which he adopted had its ongm »  bimself
lnS and book-loving father’s habit of signing

'924. Ins country and Europe lost one ot S . Gf
'«iters, and modern literature its supreme master ̂  
lr°nic prose. In him Freethought had a 
armed with weapons which, often a
hu e rarely been used with such exquisite dexterity. 
11 is seen at its best in The Sign of the Reine Pedauque 
y  ere'n the adventures of the Abbé Jerome Coignar , 
,»s learning, his theological rectitude marching unflinch- 
"'gly with his Rabclesian laxity of life, provide an un- 
"r.gettable panorama of the insidious power and inte - 
ecttlhl fatuity of religion. I11 a simple and sterner mood 
ls tl,e Procurator of Judea, surely one of the very 
greatest short stories ever written. (An early English
translation of i 

columns).
these r! 7  hy George Underwood, appeared in

In
a most thorough and sympathetic study of The 

'hepticism of Anatole France, Miss Helen B. Smith, an
American -

.... —-*• cjiuHJugn c
. 'ePticism of Anatole F1
American writer, brings out the positive, constructive
antl evolutiona

the rational, analytical thinker. He believes in progress. ii. - -

!<ary  character of his Freethinking. He is
ratioiml, j

atlcl soc'1 solution of society towards a state of peace

reali',.if  anCe ’ no ®erce enthusiasm disturbs his tranquil 
strenV01-1 .^,e slow march of evolution. There is 
,\ ctl!? 111 this clear, unmoved fearless facing of reality. 
glasses1'’' Rra,Kle'lr, *’°°' Looking steadily through these 
eniotio ° ra^onal thought beyond the narrow horizon of 
fin;„ 0,.la actualities, man is relieved of the petty con

i ’*  bo"cls of partisanship.”  
s],0ft l<H1qli his fame derives mainly from his novels and 
but , St1°ries- France, like our Hardy, began with poetry’ , 
Volui "1 'be tbe latter, did not seriously return to it. Two 
proS(.ltS ?■  Vctsc (1873 and 1876) w’ere the prelude to the 
depth f 1*cb ’s after all the natural medium for 
noted i° * e^ng disciplined by a critical mind. It is 
France' .̂ltl0sb writers who have dealt with his work that 
I'arino •Ŝ rucli almost at once the chords which sound 
~CeStrc n,'><iUS through all his works. The Crime of Sil- 
darit, n,"iard (1861) his first novel, has all the sombre

of Stvln o...l .....ev.erywl style and outlook that we meet with almost
^ ¡le helero- in his pages. In satire he had no equal
tyç

oulfl4V
lived. Swift? but without the savagery’ ; or if 

must mention a contemporary F. P. Huntre (- r- 
,, x> cy) minus the comedian. The late W. E- >eorge, 
W  U’R ot Anatole France as a theologian and philo-

I'lmr, observed, not without truth, that “  like manycePtics. v.» —J ' 11« , he was more interested in religion than are 
believers.”  As he makes Pen; Coignard say .

>l S,10W to you the Almighty ruling over the reason
and ey'U 1 will show you Him in Pagan philosophy, 
I win u" tlle sPeeches of the impious. Yes, monsieur, 
°f Von,.'̂  ̂  - ou recognize that you profess Him in spite 
exist .. ’• evcn while you pretend that he does not
'n n h»  is part of an argument that takes place
f)reseti(C lK. °i vinous revelry in which the only ladyStrinc «f ’

We striPs off her wine-soaked chemise !
a,,slnt"e *° Alcssrs. John T.ane (The Bodlev Head) 
ood J ? ,S °f Anatole France’s works, which are as

tr;

H  as translation^ can be, and modestly priced withal
Mr l lc[to ĉ France and Mrs. Grundy (The Cayme Press) • John t>̂h - -
Passages j. )U°ck has published the hitherto unpublished

yj1' (Putt.

f UblicatioSeT taiy an'i companion. When translated for 
t() avoid U. lere bis book had to be pruned, presumably 
tcirian In 1rosecution. Mr. Pollock observes that “ no his- 
Sation 0f STeVer been bold enough to publish 

James T. of England as recorded t?mb¡
I’Aporta,,,!’1 at bis Court ” j and that if a book is of such 
, e cut 0C<7 as t° merit translation, passages should not 
^ rrect ,Wbicb> ’ n e2ect. make the English version 

‘ In this case, while literal translation of the

the conver- 
of England as recorded by a foreign

French might be impossible or unpleasant, a translation 
that is free from any reasonable objection has been pro
duced by Mr. Pollock. Mrs. Grundy’s objections, how
ever, are never reasonable.

“  Great wits are oft ”  to goodness, as to madness, 
“ close allied” ; but not always. Anatole France is 
credited with saying that “ biography adds a new terror 
to death.”  While we do not agree that “  talent should 
always be judged at its best and character at its worst,”  
it is as well to say, in dealing with this distinguished 
Freethinker, that, in our view, his life stands in exactly 
the same relation to his work as does the life of every 
Christian artist to his work. That however is not the 
Christian’s view, for he invariably indicts Freethought 
for the sins or follies of its advocates or adherents and 
acquits Christianity of all responsibility for the crimes of 
its professors.

In conclusion we will transcribe the inimitable finale of 
The Procurator of Judea* (Pontius Pilate). Lucilius 
Lamia, exiled from Rome, had travelled in Armenia, 
Syria, and Palestine, and made a long sojourn in Jeru
salem at the time of Pilate’s rule there. He meets the 
latter on his return to Rome, Pilate now enjoying a 
tranquil retirement on the sea-shore near that city. They 
talk of the past, and after supping together, Lamia refers 
to some amorous adventures of his with Jewish women, 
and is upbraided for his too liberal living. But the 
exile was not to be silenced, and, “  having tossed off his 
cup of Faleriiian, he was smiling at some image visible to 
his eye alone.”  After a moment’s silence he resumed in 
a very deep voice, which rose in pitch by little and little 
— “ With what languorous grace they dance, those 
Syrian women! I knew a Jewess who used to dance 
in a poky little room, on a thread-bare carpet, by the 
light of one smoky little lamp, waving her arms as she 
clanged the cymbals. Her loins arched, her head thrown 
back, and, as it were, dragged down by the weight of her 
heavy red hair, her eyes swimming with voluptuousness, 
eager, languishing, compliant, she would have made 
Cleopatra herself grow pale with envy. I was in love 
with her barbaric dances, her voice— a little raucous and 
yet so sweet—her atmosphere of incense, the semi-som- 
nolescent state in which she seemed to live. I followed 
her everywhere. I mixed with the vile rabble of soldiers, 
conjurors, and extortioners with which she was sur
rounded. One day, however, she disappeared, and I saw 
her no more. Long did I seek her in disreputable alleys 
and taverns. It was more difficult to do without her 
than to lose the taste for Greek wine. Some months 
after I lost sight of her, I learned by chance that she 
had attached herself to a small company of men and 
women who were followers of a young Galilean thauma- 
turgist. His name was Jesus : he came from Nazareth, 
and he was crucified for some crime, I don’t quite know 
what. Pontius, do you remember anything about the 
man?”  Pontius Pilate contracted his brows, and his 
hand rose to his forehead in the attitude of one who 
probes the deeps of memory. Then after a silence of 
some seconds— “ Jesus?” lie murmured. “ Jesus— of
Nazareth? I canliot call him to mind.”

Alan ITandsacre.

* “  The Procurator of Judea ”  from Mother of Pearl (pp. 
25-26) Rod ley Head).

We promise according to our hopes and perform accord
ing to our fears.— La Rochefoucauld.

Nothing is certain but death and taxes.—B. Franklin,
Fine words! I wonder where you stole them.—Swift.

Some for renown on scraps of learning dote,
And think they grow immortal as they quote.

Young.

Silence, the great Empire of Silence : higher than all 
others, deeper than the Kingdom of Death! It alone is 
great; all else is small.— Carlyle.

Sin is disease, deformity and weakness.—Plato.
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Correspondence. SUNDAY LEC TU R E NOTICES, E*c'

To the E ditor ok the “  F reethinker.”

IRELAND AND THE OATH.
.Sir ,— It is true, as you state, that the objection to the 

Oath is not theological. The Oath is, however, incidental 
to the real conflict which is between abstract and prac
tical ideals of nationalism. Can the idea of undiluted 
nationalism prevail against the more practical idea of a 
commonwealth of nations, or, in the last analysis, can the 
latter prevail against the brotherhood of man ? In a 
tiny State in a world in which the telephone, the motor, 
the monoplane and the wireless hold sway, retreat for 
the pure idealist is inevitable. This, however, makes 
the Irish conflict somewhat romantic. Fiana Fail, it is 
to be mentioned, has a strong, but non-aggressive Catho
lic backing that, in Ireland, may be more valuable, Tor 
the moment than material advantages. But, as poor 
Tom Kettle said, Ireland, which has the oldest history 
in Europe, except Rome and Greece, must “ learn to be 
European ”  if it is to maintain its place and influence in 
the world. D ubliner .

Samuel Pulman.

A n A ppreciation.

Man y  of Mr. Pulman’s friends in Manchester will have 
noted with regret the passing of this Freethought stal
wart, as recently recorded in the Freethinker. Notwith
standing the ripeness of his years, the movement can ill 
afford to lose such enthusiastic workers as he.

I first became acquainted with him in the winter of 
1915, when efforts were being made to revive the Man
chester Branch, and in my capacity as Secretary of the 
new organization, it was my duty to hunt up all old 
members— and from the first day I met Mr. Pulman, his 
help and advice were always forthcoming when needed. 
With the distraction of this war period it was no easy 
matter to collect the Freethought supporters in Man
chester, and* it was mainly due to his efforts that we 
were able to get our organization together and make a 
new start with our first meeting on a Sunday in March, 
1917, â  a small Picture House in Swan Street, which 
packed to its full capacity. As chairman 011 that occa
sion 1 remember the difficulties of the meeting—no plat
form available— and Mr. Cohen, who opened our cam
paign, had to address the audience from the screen end 
of the Hall with a sloping floor in front. On this occa
sion, Mr. Gott (the last prisoner for blasphemy) caused 
some sensation by turning up with his famous “  Rib 
Ticklers,”  and placard-portrait of himself in goal uni
form. It seems more like fifty than fifteen years ago.

From there we obtained a small room across the way in 
the Bakers Hall, where Pulman was invariably chair
man at our Sunday night meetings, where one or other 
of the new members would do their best in presenting 
papers for discussion. I often think we younger Free
thinkers must have been great trials to our old Veteran 
Pulman, who had been in the thick of the fighting in the 
strenuous periods associated with Bradlaugh and Foote, 
but he was ever kindly and courteous, and it was with 
pardonable pride he and his wife worked along with us 
through the subsequent progressive and prosperous days 
to Downing Street Hall.

He was the first to suggest to me the proposal for ad
vertising the Freethinker in 1917 by engaging a “  Sand
wich ” man to parade the principal streets in our city 
with a poster on each side and a quire of Freethinkers 
for sale, but as in those war-stricken days we rarely sold 
twenty a week by this method, we soon had to call our 
man in on grounds of economy. Nowadays, at the 
Kiosk in Cannon Street, we have achieved a regular 
circulation of twenty-five to thirty weekly by the show
ing of a poster, notwithstanding the efforts of rival paper 
men to stick their posters over ours.

The N.S.S. has lost a good worker for the “  best of 
causes.”  He fought hard and cleanly for his principles 
and leaves behind him a happy memory of necessary and 
arduous work well done. H . B t.ack .

LONDON.

OUTDOOR.

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (corner of Sb01*0̂  
Road, North End Road) : 7.30, Messrs. F. Day an 
Tuson. .] at

North L ondon Branch N.S.S.—A meeting will be he 1 
White Stone Pond, Hampstead, near the Tube Station e' 
Sunday morning at 11.30 a.m.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 13'0Lvatt, 
B. A. Le Maine; at 3.30 and 6.30, Messrs, Bryant, ? ej 
Tuson and Wood. Current Freethinkers can be 0 
opposite the Park Gates, on the corner of Edgware 
during and after the meetings.

INDOOR.

Hampstead E thical Institute (The Studio Theatre, 59 
Finchley Road, N.W.8, near Marlborough Road Ste“0 „
u . 15, Mr. George F. Holland—“ A Rose Without a lh® 1

--------- Sch
Shall " c

South L ondon E thical Society (Oliver Goldsmith Sc
bekham B 

Live For?”
Peckham Road), 7.0, John Katz, B. A - What
,ive r o i r  , jjoll
South P lace E thical Society (Conway Hall, ReQ(, 

Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, Delisle Burns, M.A., D.Lit- 
Standard of Living and Economic Nationalism.” ,0li

T he Metropolitan Secular Society (City of L® (S 
Hotel, 107 York Road, Camden Road, N.7, five jg. 
from the Brecknock) : 7.20, Rev. Fr. V. McNabb v.
T. F. Palmer—“ Is There a Future Life.” TiCfi'

Study Circle (N.S.S. Office, 62 Farringdon Street, E- 
Next Monday, April 24, Mr. F. P. Corrigan will open a 
cussion on “ Freethought and Sociology.”

COUNTRY.
, piigr»"

Newcastle Branch N.S.S. (Socialist Club, Arcade, 1 
Street) 3.0, Members Meeting. fire6"

Sunderland Branch N.S.S. (Co-operative Room*- . f. 
Street) : 7.0, Final indoor meeting of the season. l r̂' 
Brighton—“ The Progress of Secularism.” tl'e

Paisley Branch N.S.S.—Owing to a clashing of da 
A.G.M. called for April 14 has been postponed to fh" 
April 28, in the Bakers Hall, 5 Forbes Place at 7-3° 
Business Important.

with'"O  MALL cottage wanted for six months or more. 
w j 30 miles of London. Unfurnished or part furn' flf 
Moderate rent. Quiet village near main road, , rrinS" 
Bucks preferred.—Reply Box W ., F reethinker 61 Fa 
don Street, London, E.C.4.

sc 40

RICHMOND HILL.—Unfurnished labour-saving h°m tJie 
let. Situated in a quiet position on the summit .¿'s 

Hill, near the Terrace and Park. Four Bedrooms, ^5, 
room, two reception rooms, large bathroom, usual (> 
telephone, every convenience. Rent £100 per annuim^j. 
further particulars and order to view, write to Box 627 
thinker, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

ACADEM Y CINEMA, Oxford Streflt
(o p p o sit e  w arin g  & g il l o w s), Ger. 29S1,

Sunday, April 24th

E mil Jennings as “  DANTON.”
Ivens “ RADIO,” and Ruttmann’s “  WORLD MEL®

Last Days “  KAMERADSCHAFT.”

UNWANTED CHILDR#
In a Civilized Community there should be 

UNW ANTED Children.

QQ$
For an Illustrated Decriptive List (68 pages) of Bit4*1 

trol Requisites and Books, send a i£d. tamp to :

I. R. HOLMES, East H a u er, W aataft,
ESTABLISHED NEARLY HALF A CENTURY.
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This is a selection of pregnant 
passages and arguments from the 
various writings, articles and books 
dealing with questions in Ethics, 
Science, Religion and Sociology. 
The whole offers a view of life by 
one who never fails to speak out 
plainly, and seldom fails to make 

himself understood.
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