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C f 68 Ancient and Modern.
latest—  examples of the Savage in OurT^win.^In 

l«st been furnished in Germany an women
the instance a number of men and uome

- ~~ , T t̂ock^u testSettle

on the summit of the formula,
y  ̂ ther it was possible, according  ̂ man. Mr.

transform a goat into a handsom Research
arry Price, of the Laboratory o - tkat pe did 

'\as responsible for this. H e has s matter to
!‘°l Relieve in it, but he wished to P ctiy  what 
l  scientific test. I  do not know ^  taking 

scientific test ”  means here, 0 
Care thatserVi a mere trick was not played on the ob 

It is also said that it may disprove the be- 
Ce, m witchcraft, which is still widely held. I n 1 

aufiy not (lo that Those who believe m witch- 
g. : 'v îi go on believing. They will merely sa\, as 
■ dualists say when their practices result 111 noth- 

all> that the conditions were not favourable. 
C / V e n  though someone managed to rntroducea 
ca ’ r me youug man in the place of a goat, an 
i Sht doing it, believers would say, as do Spin - 
I 'i i l  m detection of a fraud does not disprove the 
f e blllty  of there being a genuine transformation. 
: Lr tlle expressed desire to abolish a supers 
of t l .Confessed belief in the possibility of this 
five ”.S taRing place. Otherwise no one wouh i 

minutes at such a ridiculous game.
Hex USe of the word “  science ”  in such a con-

is

tale

Uon
itie

is ,still more ridiculous. There is as much
ing ^mnee about it as there is about a scientist 
terrm*0 temPerature of a room, or the pulse and 

4%iriti,.,.er?ture of a medium before commencing a
stati

ritual.-... e ot a medium be 
tbs n S lc exPeriment. TheyU PfmlJ . . . . . .  . give superstition a

^e<ls frr 'T lld n0t otherwise attain. Science pro- 
'6 satne. ^n°’Wn forces with the aim of reducing to

stu-Pidities Category unknown ones. Surrounding
hfic ja“ cs such as the Brocken display with scien- 
levcrs ?iQ *s merely giving believers, or nascent be- 

fie feeling that there may be something

after all in the childish superstitions with which the 
world is stocked. Mr. Joad, who was one of the 
spectators, or one of the performers, said that if the 
goat had been transformed into a handsome young 
man the bottom would have dropped out of his uni
verse, I really do not see why it should. Mr. Joad 
appears to believe in a universe in which a mysterious 
and quite unknown and inconceivable thing 
which he calls “  mind ”  wanders about, having 
no necessary relation, with anything and able 
to interfere with everything, and if I could 
accept that I do not think the young man 
on the Brocken would trouble me much. He would 
fall quite properly into a world in which no two 
things really fitted together. After all this use of 
scientific jargon in connexion with foolish supersti
tions is no more than an example of the tactics of the 
medieval magician with his circles and incantations, 
or the seller of quack medicines at a country fair.

*  *  *

Dublin and the Brocken.
On the Brocken a number of men and women, in 

the name of science, are seeing whether it is possible 
to change a goat into a man. In Dublin, hundreds 
of thousands of people are gathered, representing 
millions all over the “ civilized”  world, who believe 
that at the word of their chief magicians, a bit of 
bread and a drop of wine will be changed into human 
flesh and blood. Our newspapers laugh at the Brocken 
experiment, and either say nothing or speak respect
fully of the Dublin one. But wliat really is the differ
ence in the two cases? If a man can believe in the 
one, what is there to prevent his believing in the 
other? Can one really say, or if one can say it, can 
one believe, that the kneeling crowds who believe in 
the actual transformation of bread and wine into 
flesh and blood, and the priests who work the miracle, 
are upon a higher intellectual level than the medieval 
magicians of the Brocken and their followers? Now 
I suggest that if Mr. Harry Price, and the members 
of the Society for psychical research, and the scien
tists who spend their time seeing whether spirits are 
really materialized, or whether bunches of flowers are 
passed through solid brick wulls, wish to do some
thing that would be far more useful, there is a very 
easy way of getting to work. Let them secure some 
of the wafers and some of the wine that are changed 
into flesh and blood, then let them hire the Albert 
Hall, and announce that on a certain date, with all 
the appropriate ceremonial a test will be made 
whether the consecrated wafer and wine are any 
different after the performance from1 what they were 
before. That would be something striking and some
thing of world-wide use. For the Brocken miracle is 
believed in only by admittedly ignorant people. But 
the Dublin one is accepted by men in high places, by 
men who have a voice in the direction of the world’s 
affairs, and v'ho because of the alleged reality of this
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and similar miracles, are given a voice in education 
and in legislation. More, it is because of the power 
of those who believe in the Dublin miracles that the 
papers take two identical superstitions, laugh at the 
one, and treat the other with the utmost gravity. Nay, 
I am quite sure that there is not a paper in England 
which would not say, if a number of scientists sug
gested the experiment I have named, that it was blas
phemous and the law should prevent this wholesale 
outrage on the religious feelings of the people. We 
cannot advance much further than Hobbes’ “  religion 
is superstition allowed, superstition is religion not 
allowed.”  All we need add is that whether a super
stition is treated respectfully or otherwise by the 
present-day press depends wholly upon whether it 
has a sufficient amount of money and influence be 
hind it.

* * *

Science and Superstition.
It betokens a little advance that so many peopl 

are at least getting ashamed of being credited with 
belief in quite a number of superstitions. To-day 
there is no revival of superstition, but there is going 
on, a process which gives it a certain air of respecta 
bility, and which encourages a certain number of 
people to feel that, after all, they need not be ashamed 
of it. Much of this sanction for superstition is 
found, as I have already indicated, in the use made of 
science and scientific terminology. One of the even
ing papers, for instance, just after the Brocken joke, 
gravely said in a leading article that there exists 
vast amount of evidence for what is put forward by 
Spiritualists and others, and solemnly winds up with 
the fatuous remark that “  denial of their possibility 
is an offence against the scientific spirit.”  One 
ought not to be hard upon this anonymous jour
nalist since many scientists of standing have informed 
the world that to science all things are possible. But 
neither of the statements are true, and both of them 
miss the really scientific spirit.

First, it is not true in fact that all things are 
possible in nature. In nature only one thing is 
possible, and that is the thing that occurs. 
Possibility' is not something that can be predicated of 
nature at all; it can only hold of our knowledge of 
things, and is strictly relative to our intelligence or 
to our knowledge. To a child sitting in the front 
seat of a motor-car, pressing the starter may wind up 
the clock on the dashboard, or winding up the clock 
may set the engine in motion. To any engineer no 
such alternative possibilities can ever exist. As 
Spinoza pointed out more than a couple of centuries 
ago possibility exists in exact proportion to ignor
ance. All things are possible when we know noth
ing, a limited numlier of things are possible when we 
know more, but only one thing is possible when our 
knowledge is complete, and that possible thing 
is the thing that occurs. Far from it being 
true that to science all things are possible, science is 
only complete in any direction when possibility is re
placed by certainty. With the tales that go to make 
up the W'orld’s stock of superstitions it is not a ques
tion, to science, of whether they are possible, it 
knows they are not possible, or, with strict 
accuracy, if they are possible then all science is a 
delusion. The statement tnat to science all things 
are possible is at best a foolish1 formula, and very 
often it is a knavish one, deliberately used for the 
purpose of veiling timidity *yr imposing upon the folly 
of others.

* * *
Fact and Fable.

The paper I liave cited does, unconsciously I think, 
state a sound truth. It says "  The true scientist in

quires into the meaning of all phenomena without 
prejudice.”  That is true, but it does not mean that 
every time any one comes along with any sort of3 
story that an enquiry must be held to find out whether 
it is true or not. The meaning of a belief is olie 
thing, and always provides room for investign 
tion. The truth of a belief is another thing, and that 
may be settled in the light of previous knowledge a; 
to what we already know to be true. There is, *°r 
instance, no need to discuss whether the story of t!'c 
loaves and fishes in the New Testament is true or n* 

If Mary' Smith gives the wori 
that she has never had

we know it is not.
baby and informs us uiai out uap wvt»- ^
course with a male of the human species 've ’ ■ 
it is not true because we have absolute knowle g 
to how babies are produced. And if the same 
is told of some person who is assumed to have 
some 2,000 years ago we know that this also 1 
true. There are a thousand and one things we 
are not true, and we know they are not true 111 ^
of a knowledge that we already possess and "kno"'

nieiihas been tested times out of number. We 
that goats do not become handsome young . j 
we know that bodies do not become êina 
ized and materialized, in the seance room, that ’
and wine does not become flesh and blood, that 
will not grow a new leg in place of a severer  ̂
and that prayers will not cause an earthqt18 ^  
effect a change in the weather. To say that d  ̂
time a crank or a rogue comes along with a s • ^

tltfthe contrary “  scientific investigation ” 
held to find out whether the story is true is 
highest degree absurd. j 3ll

But to say we must find out the meant*#  ̂
phenomena is quite a different proposition. , IiaJist 
belief of the Christian in the Mass, of the Sph'^^t 
in the phenomena of the seance room, of the I ‘ 0f 
in witchcraft, of the fashionable lady' in a ma*c 
another individual in lucky' days, of the devoi .{ 

alter the weather, or that dying 
;e of heaven before they die, ai 

things are facts, as actual in their being as ' j,j5 
existence of the Matterhorn. But here scieucĈ e„ 
already' been at work and the explanation l'31’ 0r 
given, not by the .Society for Physical Resear 
by journalists who turn into money every PaSSI pill3* 
sation by writing of it in terms that play r / o f  f  
ignorance, but byr giving us the conditions 
phenomena. We know to-day perfectly " c nfld 
witchcraft was believed in all over the wot <• 
why it is still believed in many quarters.-
why people have believed in the existence 0 
and devils and ghosts and witches and heave" ^ er 
hells. And we know that the understanding S]fl|0fe 
stition in all its multiform phases requires n°^)iei1 
than an adequate knowledge of its history- t]ie 
we have this, the necromancer on the Brocke ’ 
priest in his church, the faith healer on his 
the medium 111 the dark room, the quack m * 
ket place all fall into their respective places as j)ie 
sentatives of a group of beliefs that rest

ignorance practitioners in the supernatural  ̂ t
ag‘‘

such beliefs is not to appoint commissions to 
whether they are true, but to create a social 
sphere in which these noxious weeds will fi11̂  1 
possible to live.

fear and ignorance of man, and upon which
supernatura

fattened for generations. The way to work

in1'

C hapman Coii£iI'

. . _5̂ »Indolence is stagnation; employment is lne- 

Freetliinking leads to free enquiry.— Abner Iv,,f

iff
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Joanna’s Jolly Joke.

• t novelty.”—Landor."Truth is only unpleasant 111 j .3 jed py lies.”
“ The vain words wandering >111 ’ Lucretius-

. . the only way to get at “ Rough work, iconoclasm, )U
truth.”—0 . W. Holmes. . - a profanation

" To aim to convert a man by m.racles P
of the soul—Emerson. lS l4  leaving

Jo\nn\ Southcott died as l°ng ago as i  ^he Book 
to lier innocent and uneducated o -t  should
°f S e a le d  Writings, with instruction a b me of

opened by “  twenty-four bis death, the
national crisis.”  Over a century a bere are still 
dtief follower of the present day 0 bcdd advert-
'hsciples of the prophetess.—has issue E  lan(j  will
isement warning people that poor, o „ ed “  the
f  ^aight to what Mr. Manta en Fathers-in- 
demnition bow-wows ”  if tPe **!?. , immediately- 
God do not open Joanna Southco tbe under-

These posters, which may be see attracted the 
ground railways, and elsewhere, newspapers,
eagle-eyed journalists. The L  ,, tQ tlie
denting a sensation for the dog- . tbc big
Place of those hardy annuals, the se ( ot»s wife,”  
gooseberry, and the rediscovery o 
have been publishing paragraphs 01V J never admit 

Although the newspaper penny-a- a South-
he soft impeachment, the life-story paths of

c°ft throws a flood of light on the Joanna
rdigious origins. A  “ aid-of-al-'vorh, ^
declared that she possessed supern janguage and 
frote and dictated prophecies m stilted lang g ^  
hâ tmg rhyme. Originally a M e t h o d « book Gf 
elf out as the woman referred to herself
'to Christian Bible, predicting tlia 33er abra-

g've birth to a brand-new baby cs , religious
cadabra imposed upon tens of thov'sV  by her very 
People, Great preparations were prophetess
to'ojerous followers for the eveI t̂\  sv very shortly
'cd of the mundane disease of 1 P presents were 
tor the time predicted. Many cos y  ̂ worth 

’bade to Joanna, including a super Bible
£2o°. a richly-embroidered coverlet an ^
^  ¿50. She was buried close to Lord s 
Ground, in St. John’s Church burial grouna,

tomb may still be seen.Whom- ■
bi nmmuc, ui wuciuer sue

toboozled innocent believers, is difficult to deter- 
S e- If the former, there was plenty of method m 
\v .„."todness. Like Mrs. Eddy, Joe Smith, and 
ha(i Booth> and many another religious boss, she 
PasQVCry Been business instincts. She specia me in 
action *S to heaven, which she called sea s, a 
to all>' Persuaded multitudes of simple-minded folk 
¿ojurchase them. She officiated in the House of

letlier c »ecu.
•oo»ier,Ŝ.ie Was a religious maniac, or whether she

->od 
°P ly  ,

i S a c l .

a large building at Newington Butts, London 
a few hundred yards distant from the site of tinTIoaI

fish,
yards distant from the site of the

' ‘ ‘ulcle where Charles Spurgeon afterwards estab-
.ec I'imself for so many years.

oriJ  a Matter of fact, a box, claiming to be the
at m 1 and °uly genuine, was opened five years ago
b0vhe Church Hall, Westminster. This particula

'contataed. among other things, one of Joanna s
Pair Cf Ps’ a Pistol, a dice-box, a lottery ticket, an a
Peoni carrings, beside several books. Some ot the
iudl-„ Present at the opening of the box were highly
Po4 ; antl  at Joanna’s jolly joke, but, such is the
the t  ° f pious delusion, others declared that this was torontr u.- ’

tbe and they are still awaiting the advent
aPpoij,. great box ”  +1

a lted ’, ----------  of their prophetess at the
A. t;A'u hour.

^rrin . a dice-box, a woman’s nightcap, cheap 
tolvatiorl atl(*.a n°vel, are not common emblems of 

1Q firue of national distress. But the faith
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that caused their grandparents to part with real money 
for paper passports to an imaginary heaven was quite 
equal to a situation as funny as any in “  Charley’s 
Aunt.”  It is so difficult to shake the belief of those 
with the will to believe. That explains why priests 
always seek to control national education, and, what 
is of greater importance to them, respect for the 
sorriest set of imposters who ever disgraced humanity.

Priests have in all times arisen to foretell events, 
smooth and otherwise, at prices absurdly cheap con
sidering the value of their services. From the days of 
the Roman augurs, who, it is said, could not meet 
without smiling, down to the present-day Spiritualist, 
who giggles in her dainty sleeve until an infidel 
magistrate usurps her calling, and prophecies that she 
will spend some months in prison, an unbroken line 
of more or less inspired personages has existed, even 
in reputedly civilized countries.

The rain doctors and prophets of so-called uncivil
ized peoples, however, are kept to their contracts. 
They are expected to bring rain or victory when it is 
required, and if they do not the consequences are 
summary and unpleasant. But the prophets in civil
ized countries retain all the financial and social advant
ages of their savage prototypes without any of the 
risks and dangers. The civilized dupes allow the 
prophet or priest to play his pleasant little game on 
the principle, “  Heads I win, tails you lose.”  If the 
Christian clergyman prays for rain, and the drought 
continues, the people in the pews ignore the mistake. 
If by pure chance the parson is correct, they put it to 
his credit, or he puts it to his credit, which is much 
the same thing in a fancy world.

Joanna “  did herself well ”  out of her holy hocus- 
pocus. She deceived a quarter of a million of adult 
men and women, most of whom paid varying sums of 
money for alleged passports to the golden streets of 
the New Jerusalem. The credulity displayed by her 
dupes was abysmal. Her bunkum appealed, natur
ally, to religious folks, who already believed in a 
three-headed god, including a whole-time messiah, 
and a terrible devil. Yet, at slight notice, they were 
fully prepared to accept a second messiah, and to add 
another prophet to their bead-roll. That this should 
happen in the West Country is not so surprising, but 
that it also happened on a larger scale in London it
self shows the quality of the so-called education which 
the priests then permitted to the people of England. 
The clergy are so fond of boasting of their care for 
education. This was the result of nearly twenty 
centuries of the instruction of tens of thousands of 
Christian “  pastors and masters.”  So dreadful was 
the state of education towards the end of the nine
teenth century that the State had to take a hand to 
rescue the nation from wholesale ignorance, and 
worse. The Education Act of 1S70 has been nobbled 
since by priests and their catspaws, but it is an im
mense advance on anything that preceded it.

Each generation has its own difficulties, but Demo
crats must always be on guard against Priestcraft, 
w’hich is ever ready to sacrifice civilization itself in 
order that it may make an easy and lucrative living. 
Priests are as ruthless and insensate as Transatlantic 
gangsters. “  Me, cruel!”  exclaimed one brilliant ex
ample, “  why I always use my left hand in striking 
women.”  Not only Britain but all Europe is semi- 
barbarous at the present hour, and this distressing 
state of affairs is primarily owing to the domination of 
Priestcraft, which ever seeks to retard progress and to 
perpetuate ancient ignorance. Priests are unjust 
stewards who keep ninety-nine parts in the hundred 
as their emolument. How shall they fare on a day of 
honest reckoning?

Mimnermus.
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Ethel Mannin: Freethinker.

(Concluded from page 388.)

E thel Mannin is an artist with the pen, one who can 
make you realize her emotions ju s t 1 as an expert 
pianist, or violinist, can make you realize his. Those 
who could read her account of her greatest loss, with
out being affected, would be callous indeed.

Suppose, through the telephone, you had put off 
meeting one you loved dearer than life itself, saying : 
“  We shall be meeting to-morrow. I will telephone 
you again this evening.”  But by the evening that 
life was flowing out on the dark sea and lost for ever. 
And afterwards, following a torturing morning, and 
a night of torment, trying to discover the whereabouts 
of the loved one. Suddenly the telephone bell rings. 
Then we have the following tense and dramatic 
finish : —

Fear leaps up in you, together with a wild frantic 
hope that here at last is some anxiety-relieving ex
planation . . . something has happened out of the 
ordinary run of daily life . . . The Exchange asks 
if you will accept a call, and it is as though the 
whole house, still quivering from the ringing of the 
bell, listens. You are not a reasoning human being 
any more; you are merely a turmoil of apprehension 
and hope. And a voice says, “  There’s bad news. 
Have you heard? He’s dead . . . Last night . . . 
suicide.

Then, at the mortuary, when she turned back the 
sheet, to touch the hand of the dead for the last time, 
she relates how the young policeman sprang into a 
shocked activity at such desecration of the dead. And 
as for the self-deceiving comforts of religion, she 
would much rather think of the lost loved one on ceas
ing to be : “  than as reincarnated in some other body, 
or mooning about as a disembodied spirit. Either of 
those alternatives strikes me as indecent. “  Con
temptible ”  was the word Bertrand Russell used to me 
when we were discussing it.”  And further, the 
*' need is for a new philosophy, a new social order, a 
new religion— a religion not of God, but of Man; not 
of Fear, but of Freedom; not of Heaven, but of 
Earth.”

There is, one realizes, says Ethel Mannin, a little 
handful of intelligence functioning in an arid wilder
ness of superstition. “  The world is riddled by super
stitious fear which infects not merely its cliche-ridden 
speech but its habit of thought, so that it even thinks 
in clichés— when it thinks at all, though usually it ac
cepts all the ready-made ideas which school and 
church and press pump into it from the time it can 
accept ideas at all.”  1 We are overridden with 
Puritanism, and “  Puritanism is begotten of stupidity; 
stupidity begets Puritanism; the thing works in a 
vicious circle. And Puritanism is rapidly making this 
country no fit place for a decent, intelligent person to 
live in.”  (p. 152.)

There are thirty chapters in the book, we have read 
them all, and, like Oliver Twist, wished for more. 
We have not read a book of this length, for a long 
time, with which we are in such full agreement. If 
we were asked which chapter we preferred, we should 
select the last, as we fancy Ethel Mannin would, for 
it contains some of her finest writing. This last 
chapter is reserved for the appreciation and admira
tion of a “  first-class mind.”  Somebody whose 
opinion she respected had said : “  Bertrand Russell 
is the most brilliant person in the country, possibly in 
Europe; he has a first-class mind.”  And this esti
mate was confirmed for her, by the interview after
wards accorded to her by Bertrand Russell (now Earl 
Russell, since the death of his brother) .

1 Ethel Manuiu : Confessions and Impressions, pp. 107-8.

June 26, i93-

r$You might read the yellow press from one yea 
end to the other, without learning anything a , 
Bertrand Russell. The only time they took notice  ̂
him, was with violent abuse when he was 5el1 
prison, by professing Christians— the yelloW-PrcSŜ  
also ostentatiously pious— during the great war, 
his opposition to the world-wide slaughter.

But there has been a great change since then, 
accursed and rejected outcast, is now acclaimed---  ̂
still, not by the gutter press— as one of the 
spirits of our time. As Ethel Mannin observe - 
“  The reputation Bertrand Russell has built up  ̂
himself without ever at any point capitulating

than 3 
than 3popularity is quite simply terrific” ; It is more 

fashionable Anglo-American reputation; more 
European reputation, it is literally world-wide. ' 
his caustic comments on American barbarism, ca® 
affect his reputation in the United States. If 'ie ' 
less intellectual he might become a cult like

.da- 
11 i

But then Bertrand Russell has no belief in a 
life, a belief generally indispensable to the flu’11 
tion of a Cult. The separate existence of sou 
body, he describes as “  a metaphysical superstu1 
And as for a future life, he says :; . ¡„¡r

I believe that when I die I shall rot, ami no 1
and 1 1of my ego will survive. I am not young at thelife. But I should scorn to shiver with terror  ̂ .̂5

thought of annihilation. Happiness is none the
:Ild, por

true happiness because it must come to an e,ul\j)ey 
do thought and love lose their value because 
are not everlasting . . . Even if the open "in 
of science at first make us shiver after the c0.̂  l̂C 
door warmth of traditional humanizing myths, s 
end the fresh air brings vigour, and the great sj 
have a splendour of their own. ,.

e of tlieRussia he regards as the intellectual hope  ̂
world. Civilization is moving Eastward; W . ^ 
civilization being crushed out by American Barh*
He takes a serious view of the increasing power 
Roman Catholic Church, owing to its condemn ^  
of birth-control. It will win, he says: “  By ^  
force of numbers; the Freethinking intelligent51-1 ^  
not reproduce itself in sufficient numbers to be 0 ,y 
force.”  A  rather bleak outlook! Which caI} 0]jcS- 
be met by Freethought propaganda among Ca  ̂ tj,e 
The only saviours we can trust in to save US are  ̂
revelations and application of organized scien 
Ethel Mannin so eloquently pleads : —  ,jty

The only hope I see for poor confused hu ¡t- 
stumbling through the darkness it has made . 0r 
self; if there is any way to paradise, or salva jS 
happiness, or whatever one chooses to call 1 ’. tj,jg

rad'“ _ ,that white light of scientific outlook WraB 1 * (T 1
thought and guiding human conduct stabbiflS  ̂ajiu
sword through the welter of fear and supcrstH1 . fjty 
muddled thinking which makes life as the a ‘ .ĵ e it 
of people who compose Western civilization
the futile asymptote it is.„ „ tn,veri”r(

Bertrand Russell I see as a colossal figure w j o'
above the stupidity and chaos we have made 
our civilization, supremely sane, splendidly  ̂ol,t 
ageous . . .  I think of him in his tower lookW-^j. 
across the English countryside to the infm1, 
zon, a small quiet figure, completely lacking j tl*c 
bast or self-assertiveness, patiently consider1 ^ jiii 
problems of humanity in the light of science, 
it all out as a mathematical, proposition, an1 
flashing put of the exquisite precision of ltde 
like sunlight glancing off a swordblade, a 
truth, absolute beauty.

“  Others abide our question; thou are uc ’ 
out-topping knowledge.”

It is a hopeful sign, for the future, that the y ^  
intelligentsia of the coming generation, have 
Bertrand Russell, and Ethel Mannin, among 0 
to lead them to the promised land.

w.
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Variation on a Sex Theme.

* 4- xr ^  ̂ Conference,Tni$ resolution passed at the recent • • * Church
expressing satisfaction with the surrent e a timely
to the birth control movement, not on y sq Tnuci1
tribute to those Freetliinking pioneers w ' . pe con-
to popularize that movement, but ma- , position.
ordered as a warning to review the p that it
When the Christian Church publicly ann0 . immedi-
"as adopted some of its opponent’s ideas, ^
ately necessary to look closely into the e|  process

• Christians are notoriously skillful i t t h e
0 so distorting ideas as to render t ion ^ control
«Efess. That may be the intention with birthideas, ,

Originally knowledge of birth control was advoca 
°n the grorr ’ ' - . reSultant

ag to a desired number, gu  1 » smaller •
me grounds that it would enable PaTĈ  resultant

ofispring to a desired number, S1'.11.® ^ making
smaller family better economic con 1 :te the fact that 
,ot improved maternal health. priests con-
both objects were eminently desira . rmation on
srstently opposed all attempts to n » Trowever, not- 
mntraception to the mass of the l f 0P , vere in the 
withstanding all their power, their e • deiaying the 
mam successful and merely resul e the spec-
sPread of knowledge. And yet nt to the prin-
mcle of the Established Church giving f ,  . . t  it seems
eiP̂ e of family limitation. Why ? . ,, Scientific at-
reasonable to conclude that once again t htude has
but ^overcome the reactionary forces of superstition,
r- • And that “  but ”  is important, especially if we 

al tbe record of priestly guile and treachery.
"mch has never yet willingly assented to any policy of 

.«Provement in the human lot, particularly when that 
i n d e n t  was in sex relationships, and it is_expect- 
*1?.°° much to ask i's to swallow without question t 
wbii °Und aKreement with birth control. And it is wort 

'le remembering that the Bishops did not give unco 
£ ° nal consent to the free use of contraceptives, but 

their permission round with so many obs rue u 
¿Returns that it was obvious that they found no 

*n ^eir new attitude. Christians have 1 
f0r connected with sex too heartily and too o £
, , th[s latest move to be genuine; their course was 
Wat “btedly motived by more subtle considerations, it 
¿^ertainly not the outcome of a priestly conviction of 

nith or social value of the new ideas
lut;think the Priest saw the less obvious and more revo- 
an,l ary .Possibilities of an ever-increasing knowledge 
Piinr?r?Ĉ ce °i birth control, and that he accep e 
t,:r.n lple while it was still being discussed mainly m 

s oi smaller families and improved maternal health, 
tic!"; 5e.?lized that it was better to accept a hated prae 
c0umV nle U was a relatively weak growth (and when 1 
to be emasculated and controlled by the Church, never 
u i  T e ss  beyond mere family economics and hygiene)

 ̂ was to leave it to develop to a vigorous and 
ful thing that might ultimately sweep him away

ar,alysis is correct, as I think, it is but one 
scctLCXamPle of the astuteness of the priestly class, 
faSut? fthat kas at all times shown an nnequalled 
intcvZ {.or self-preservation, and which is. w icre - 
s'ght i S c°ncerned, gifted with abnormal v acu e
C ;  V Ull-v a<bnit that the priest has good reason to
loved 10dern contraception, because it threatens 

and divinely ordained ”  moral codes.
l4 a?Ty brief survey of the course of birth control pro- 
g ra J S  T'lU sb°w why this is so. At first there was a 
Pected1 ,decline in the birth rate; that was to be ex 
an 0 ’ lt was the desired result. This normally caused 
fear ak°ut race suicide, which mere y means
Payjj1?1 there might not be enough soldiers or ta - 
'Walu ln the future but arguments about the improved 
K i V  the stock’usually sufficed to still that anxiety 
aKes thcI e was a noticeable increase in childless mam- »tv..-. FI OHS

there might not be enough soldiers or tax- 
y . future, hut arguments about the improved 
t)ler t ,c stock usually sufficed to still that anxiety. 

-J? Was a noticeable increase in childless m j - ’ 
1a,1!iers. Was the beginning of the less obvious 

aeh i1)t enunciations of anti-social practices, of too 
Hie * st in the things of the material world, and 

Ss selfishness of our modern married couples

formed the base of innumerable outbursts of pulpit and 
press claptrap. But there was a deeper anxiety that par
sons hardly dared to voice.

From deliberately childless marriages to marriage-less 
sexual relationships is only a very short step, and that 
aspect it was, I think, that appalled the church. All 
its sexual moral codes had been founded on the possi
bility of conception being the almost inevitable conse
quent of sexual indulgence, and it had endeavoured 
through this to restrict sexual satisfaction to marriage. 
By means of foul illegitimacy laws and despicable cant 
about fallen women the Church had built a gaudy (and 
bawdy) moral structure, before which all were expected 
to grovel. And then modern sexual knowledge came and 
threatened to shoot the whole edifice full of holes, and 
finally to demolish it altogether

That to me is one, if not the real, reason for the 
parson’s attempt to take birth control under the wing of 
the Church. That way lies his only possible hope of 
escape, and he has clutched it as a drowning man is said 
to grab a straw. He is, most emphatically, doomed to 
failure in this sphere as he has failed in all others, the 
forces arrayed against him are stronger than he seems 
to realize. Birth control may have started as a means of 
giving individual families a better chance in life, but 
it will not stay there, it must inevitably exercise a pro
found influence on almost every aspect of the sexual life 
from ordinary sexual intercourse to venereal disease.

Sexual relationships, which, though comparatively 
common, were secret and in defiance of the moral codes of 
priests, will probably become normal. The old fear of 
unwanted pregnancy having been removed, the old argu
ments will not prevail against them. With increased 
sexual freedom, both pre-marital and extra-marital, great 
changes are likely to occur in prostitution, even if it is 
not entirely eliminated. That will put the venereal dis
ease problem in a different category and make a simple 
solution probable.

Marriage will not escape, it too is bound to be altered, 
and likely enough its future basis may easily be a vast 
improvement on the present one. But marriage reform 
means divorce reform, and both indicate changes in 
family life and in the treatment of, and provision for, 
children. This very brief indication of what birth con
trol can cause will, I think, serve to show that the prob
lem has ramifications throughout human activities, and 
although its effects will undoubtedly bring complex diffi
culties to overcome, in general it promises progress to 
greater happiness and freedom for humanity. That 
should commend it, in the wider aspect suggested, to tlie 
careful consideration of Freethinkers. But whether its 
possibilities make for the enrichment of debasing of life, 
we can be sure that the priest will strenuously oppose 
contraception being carried beyond a very limited appli
cation within the family.

Fortunately for those who are more concerned with 
human welfare than priestly tyranny and interference, 
the fight for a better sexual ethic will be easier for the 
reformer than was the fight against the ridiculous god- 
conceptions for the Freethinker.

The latter’s campaign was exclusively in the intel
lectual sphere, his appeal, was (and is) to reason and hard 
thinking, and although science was in his favour his work 
was uphill. The people to whom his propaganda was 
addressed did not take kindly to hard mental exercise, 
he had no popular emotional appeal, and he was thus 
confronted with an almost immovable mass of indiffer
ence. And yet he won all along the line and is still 
going forward.

The movement towards a freer and better moral out
look in the sexual life will at least at first not need to 
base an appeal to the people on profound intellectual 
grounds. The sexual urges are instinctive, they con
stitute a hunger that will not be denied, and, even if 
new theories are not welcomed with enthusiasm, they 
will not meet the same relentless opposition. The break 
from tradition will not be sudden, but it will be inevit
able, in current sexual morality each individual lias an 
enemy inside the gates, and an attempt to build a freer, 
saner and happier sex life has human desires already in 
its favour. Therein lies our hope and guarantee of once 
more defeating the machinations of the “  savages in our 
midst.”  LYKOS.
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A City of God.

During this week Dublin has been a city of 
what? Words fail to describe the terrible tragedy 
of it all. Floodlights pouring out over the buildings; 
flashing lights illuminating the sky. Under this 
poignant light there are hungry men and women, 
and children too; there are families ranging from 
seven to twelve persons eating, living and sleeping 
in single rooms. In the crowded hives of men the 
most pathetic tragedy of modern times is being en 
acted. People on the borderline of starvation have 
plunged themselves further into debt in order that 
they might decorate their streets to give a welcome 
to the representatives of the Catholic Church who 
met in their biennial Conference known as the Inter
national Eucharist Congress.

It is estimated that when this Congress will have 
adjourned that a sum of ¿1,500,000 will have been 
spent on expenses alone, 
journeying from all parts of the world. And how 
they journey. No travelling along rough roads on 
the back of an ass; the human asses in their simple 
faith have made it possible for them to even charter 
an ocean liner that remained here during the Con
gress so that those who met might not be discom
moded in any way.

Over one million flags floated in the breezes of 
Dublin during the week, each flag costing from six
pence to £2 10s. The streets where slums abound 
have spent anything from ¿50 to ¿300 per street; 
household possessions pawned that the wherewithal 
might be secured to buy the decorations. Altars 
erected in these slums costing anywhere from ¿50 
up.

The whole city is in the grip of the crushing power 
of the Church. Men and women in public life have 
become human bolsters, inert, spiritless, spineless, 
responding to every pressure from the Church. 
Brave person, indeed, would he or she be who would 
rise up and make protest against it, so powerful is the 
influence of the Church.

What of the aftermath?
The sun shines gaily for it is summer. The flags 

lend colour to the colourless lives of the poor. The 
bands play music to soothe their tired bodies. There 
was the parade of the City Council and the digni
taries of the Church. Over all the city there came 
the sound of the dulcet tones of the Pope’s voice 
sending his greeting via the radio. In four days it 
was all over.

The household possessions will be again needed. 
Where will the money come from ? They will not be 
able to sell the flags for the need for them will have 
passed. The moneylenders will be filling the court 
dockets with cases of people refusing to pay, for they 
will not have the money to pay. And when the sun 
has fled before the cold grey dawn of sober reflection 
there will be much thinking, for there is nothing pro
duces thought quicker than grim necessity. People 
will ask was it worth all the expense, and the answer 
will depend upon the goods secured through reliance 
upon “  the faith of their fathers.”

Hungry men and women will ask the question :
“  If you can afford to spend millions of pounds on an 
affair of this kind, then surely we are entitled to some 
consideration?”  And an answer will have to be 
given them, for these men and women are grumbling 
to-day despite the terrible influence that is being 
exerted to crush any protest that finds its basis in 
the social injustices of to-day.

Last week the Public Assistance Committee of 
Dublin met surrounded by the police. There was a 
fear the unemployed might march on the offices and

theUnemployment is increasing in

o f the
igiy 
will

demand action 
city of Dublin.

Not all the prayers, the indulgences, etc, 
Church will fill the empty stomachs of the »un 
men and women. Not all the “  holy water 
wash away the crimes of those who made tbeinse^ 
responsible for this riotous extravagance while 
own people hungered. ., 3

The Church comes out to show its strength 
view to intimidating those who dare to challeng , 
power, and in coming out it discloses the strong1 
the Church in terms of £  s. d. In this tragic U  ̂
dox it creates the very weakness that will slowly . 
about the disintegration of the Church. Unim01"'’^  
people are easy pawns in the hands of subtle-»11  ̂
clericals, but science sternly marches forward, c ' 
lenging at every turn of the road the fables 
which men build their power over other men. 
masses are being compelled more and more to e

■ , the advantages of science. The day is not far &
Thousands of priests | tant when they will seek to understand something

the science that offers them so much. In that i f  
they will be bitter, bitter because they will real|Ze 
how they have been exploited.

The show goes on . . . watch out for the dra®3 
that will follow.

ERlti-

SCIENCE OR SUPERSTITION?
if ^

The mere accumulation of knowledge is not in ds£ 
sufficient guarantee that the superstitions and i;1 ^ ¡4  
liefs will thereby be eliminated. They seein to U 
and thrive in spite of it all. You and I have ®e ^  
intelligent Westener who, having lived in l lU,arjtlg 
several years, assures us that the famous disapP£a,.fl]1 
rope trick actually takes place. He says that the ^  
boy really disappears. Nor need we go to the Onc ^  
such credulity. How many of you consciously 1 f 
walking under a ladder, deliberately spill salt over >  ̂
left shoulder, and jokingly touch wood at the 111 ^  
danger? People still have a sneaking half-belief 111 ^
cots and amulets, charms and talismans, and » 
part with them lest bad luck befall. How many 
are wearing at the moment some little luck-» ^  
which you would not part with, and even if »a 
should come, as it does, do you discard your clia ’ t 
do you still continue to believe or half-believc m ' 0r 
little black pig, or swastika, or elephant’s hair r» ¡̂11 
shark’s tooth, or what not? How many of V»1' 
wear pearls on a Friday ? How many of you c0U‘t.j jate 
your fortune told and bear the indications of an e'̂  ,f

disbelief an indication that you are just a little licr' ^  
Well, you may say, after all we are only hm»'1 

can’t all be scientists, and if we fall short of the sci 
ideal, it is because we have our little prejudices »a j (p 
to a spiteful world. I am human too, and I h<>P̂  jjS 
not fall into the error of presuming that man. ^eflcC

tuU’present state of evolution, can be satisfied by sc*
creaalone— by cold reason. We are complex c0ti- 

wrapped up in our past, and it is difficult for 01 0̂,,r 
duct to be dictated by purely intellectual ideals- ^j8j,le
mon-sense cried aloud for consistent and rca--- ^0 
actions and yet how many of us are consiste ¿*1 
reasonable? This raises a rather important con

a « y
to

11"'
\>cissue. If I am going to be allowed to act in 

reasoning fashion, and if you are similarly 
allowed to act according to your particular prcJ „;1ce- 
we are going to find it hard to live together in ^  U 
But we must live together. We shall clearly a of 
come to terms, we shall have to find a common ^  for 
belief— and a common basis of conduct out of th tbe$e 
liefs. The point I have been making thoughon 0r 
talks is that the only basis of belief that is eon1 ^0^' 
public in this sense is belief resting on scientifie 
ledge. It is the only method of approach to kn 
that enables unanimity of assent to be won.

Prof. H. Levy (in "T h e Listen^'
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Acid Drops.

Tli
feccntl WesI^ an Committee on Sunday Questions 
form '  C0Ils'dered the provisions of the Sunday Per- 
Hill t|'CeS (^fpBation) Bill. After examination of the 
"'cut h ("011.lln**;tee resolved to press upon the Govern- 
c,iterta'1C V'6W Sunday music-hall or “  variety ”  j
boxin''lnin.fcnts’. aviation meetings, prize-fighting, or , 
aiereiaP * l'*)'^°nS’ 8rey_hound racing, and similar com- 
made*'1̂ °̂  exhibitions or recreations should be definitely 

1 le£al !; (2) that the claims of the conscientious 
(3) t l? r  a â’ns  ̂ Sunday labour should be respected; 
of • la l̂e profits accruing from the Sunday opening 
such ,CnT  s ôu^  be submitted to public audit, and all 
renevv i° f ?ev°te<i to charitable purposes; (4) that the 
joC(. ^  0 c'nema licences for Sunday opening be sub- 
t0 ann"al revision. But was there really any need
tî j. ou .̂ C'e Committee’s views in all this detail ? All 
\yeŝ retlu'r (̂l to be said was, “  the parsons of the 
have po-1 ^^urcb, together with some mugs whom they
V̂ery aPersuaded to think as they do, object strongly to 

p 'y  amusement and recreation that is likely to mter- 
cre with the parsons’ Sunday business.”  The (.o\ern 
,'ent> having had the matter thus stated clearly and also 
iCe. all irrelevancies, would then merely have o 
eeule whether it was in the best interests of the citizens 
‘ the nation that one profession should be allowed to 
ta'n the monopoly of Sunday entertainment, or that 
hzens should be allowed a free choice of Sunday en- 
r ainment and recreation.

quest °'v Brban District Council recently refused a re- 
ti°n f j 113' 6 h7 Ibe South Harrow Ratepayers’ Associa- 
feereat' het~nnssion for Sunday games on South Harrow 
Was ac'°n ground. We should say that the Association
Cou as well acquainted with the citizens’ wishes as the

„ „ j ! '  but the difference between the two is that the 
that (,'H.I>robably has more pious members who believe- J  ....o 111U1V jacu.. ■ .

citizens should be made to conform to the prepi- 
• es of the local parsons. This happens, by the way, 
;i„,a country where the people boast of being free,
. also of not being priest-ridden. But perhaps a 

a l°be which only Freethinkers can really appreciate.

,,uV er all the widely disseminated advice of modern
of ,.°s as to the value, from the health point of view,
brHl:!, °'vin!T free access of sun and air to tlie^human , ” 1 then» —  •of tir ceven Councilsthere are still as many as ̂ r e f u s e d  to permit 

Popular seaside resorts which < proper des-
U'-bathing on their beaches. \Ve suPI • . ,-cates a great 

J ‘Ption of this state of affairs is tlia 1 ignorance
nioval ”  victory of Puritan prejuc u êrn scjence. 

a!? enlightened medical opinion a.nt t^;ng  new. The
t fteI an> this kind of pious victory is noGnuR 
K.reatcst was when Christianity triumphed . -de,
dreels (/ S" ancf caused Europe to be scourged, for hun- 
t'bristian 'i|'arS| w>th diseases which originated in dirt,

P tecntl, ’lestants have been celebrating St. Patrick’s 
utholics Ceri|enary with quite as much enthusiasm as 

¡‘based at 1" '̂° ( 0 not> however, seem particularly
cuemv 'riV'1T  their pet saint bodily taken over into 

Ivhat camp. Both sects have been arguing as to 
v'ri°̂  a Christian St. Patrick was, and Bishopb '* ‘teg „ " vmi,

almost ie.ms to have come to the conclusion he was
'l'i(:tilçr himself—thoroughly evangelistic, buthon . _ *t. r>_i_................................ . . . .

^nuacii--LJKJI Uii” in_y evaugenesuv., uut
. ■ and ' Patrick believed in birth-control, in evolu- 

llibl«111. allegorical character of a good deal of Aiiv e— —• - . . . . . .

Cl

Ulh]p . . —  a i ic g o n c a i  c u a ia c ic i  01 a  g o o n  u m i  01 
" » a y  p ’^e Bishop Barnes— we are left to infer. 
Comi 1 ^atholics /Ir» or* "nitiliorv «urmliprl flip
evid°„element '
'°mic

"ristJent he

think the dear Bishop supplied the 
in the Protestant celebrations, so it 

is not liked by his Roman brothers in

L
rtl" riotran£e toC hl*rch

say, is he liked in the opposite camp.

Barnes has any greater respect for St. Patrick than he 
has for St. Francis, whom he once described as ‘ ver
minous,’ and to invite to Ireland a prelate who has out
raged Catholic opinion by his references to the Blessed 
Sacrament, appears to us entirely deplorable and certain 
to increase the ill-feeling between Roman Catholics and 
Protestants.”  How these Christians love one another! 
But we are glad that Bishop Barnes did once say St. 
Francis was “  verminous ”  for, of course, most saints 
really were and were thoroughly proud of it—for 
Christ’s sake.

The Bishop of London, speaking at the Church As
sembly, on the subject of Church Patronage, explained 
that it is “ very easy to drive two horses abreast,”  a deli
cate reference to his pliability in the bestowal of patron
age as between Anglo-Catliolics and Evangelicals. The 
difference between them is so great that it is responsible 
for the fundamental cleavage in the Christian religion ; 
but, so that Church parsons may not “  fall into the ditch 
of nonconformity,”  or into “  the morass of Rome,” 
Keble and Simeon must be harnessed together. To 
judge from the competition between the party Trusts 
for livings available for purchase, and by the existence 
of the English Church Union and the Church Associa
tion, each declaring the religion of the other to be 
wrong, it is a very frisky, obstreperous and contrary 
pair that the Bishop has to draw his coach. Each of 
the horses spends much of his time trying to go in the 
opposite direction to his fellow, so it is not surprising 
that the embarrassed driver and his antiquated vehicle 
are increasingly apt to arouse the risibilities rather than 
the sympathy of the observant public. They also, on 
occasion, arouse its indignation, as a futile obstruction 
to more intelligent and reasonable travellers.

Such indignation has been justifiably aroused by the 
recent Housing Report showing that some of the worst 
slums in London, in Westminster and Paddington among 
other Boroughs, are the property of the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners. The Bishop of London himself declared 
that church defence meetings were useless while such a 
condition existed. In Paddington, where infantile mor
tality is terribly high, there are hovels unfit for human 
habitation which are, nevertheless, sources of profit to 
the Church. When the press called attention to this the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners expressed their regret that 
they were powerless to do anything but take “  a friendly 
interest ”  in the proposals for bettering these appalling 
conditions. What good their “  friendly interest ”  will 
do so long as they are content (as are the clerical re
cipients of the monies they handle), to profit by the 
degradation of the poor, and on the lifeblood of slum 
children, it is hard to see. No Public Authority would 
be allowed to be tlie landlord of such premises; but the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners, who only recently sent 
out a lot of “  dope ”  about the sanctity of property, and 
declared that they had pledges from this Government 
and the last that they would not interfere with their 
revenues, are not more to blame than the politicians, 
and the indifferent public. Having little use for the 
Church itself (except for what Arnold Bennett called 
“ quasi-legal occasions” ) it acquiesces in the continued 
establishment and endowment of this denomination. Not 
a single M.P., we noted, asked a question as to the terms 
of the engagement made by or on behalf of the Govern
ment with the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. We can 
have a Royal Commission on Lotteries, or Drink, but 
Parliament has no time, and, we suspect, less inclination, 
to tackle the vested interests of the State religion.

A play called “  Blind Man’s Buff,” by Roma June 
was banned by the Censor (of Plays). Says the press : 
“  owing to the ban the play, which was to have been 
given a private show on Sunday, and a public matinee 
on Monday, will be given in private to ticket holders 
only. The Censor of Plays, like all Censors, is not con- 

cUy, ls Ilc illtcu JU LUC cerned about morals, but only about the morals of
Times says, “  we cannot suppose that Dr. 1 ordinary citizens. A play that is really not fit to be
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presented to an ordinary modern audience ought not to 
be presented in private to a select audience which, for 
all the Censor knows or cares, may be as disgusted with 
salacity as, no doubt, he is himself. Another play, by 
Eden Philpotts (The Secret Woman) was produced in 
the same week, having been previously banned. Why it 
ever was banned nobody, not excluding the most re
sponsible dramatic critics, can imagine. This play 
was privately produced by the Peoples National Theatre, 
and, like many other banned plays, turns out to be by 
no means the best work of its author. There-is no appeal 
from the Censor’s decision. If there were how many 
decisions of censors, whether of Films, Plays or Books, 
would stand ? In the latter case the censor is com
monly a policeman, and in the former cases, so far as 
we can judge, the same humble functionary could not 
give inferior decisions to those now come to by the more 
cultivated holders of those offices.

Sir Ambrose Fleming, in a Presidential Address to the 
Victoria Institute of Science, criticized what he called 
the “  half-baked scientific hypothesis ”  which there was 
a tendency to accept. He strongly dissented from the 
view that the universe is governed entirely by mathe
matical laws. The universe, according to Sir Ambrose, 
is “  wasting away and moving towards a state in which 
some fresh act of creation will be required if physical 
phenomena as we know them are to continue.”  Further, 
he asserted that the universe is the result of Creative 
Power, and requires continually operative “ Directive 
Agency.”  This is not a “  half-baked hypothesis,”  but 
theism posing as science. Even so, what is the “  opera
tive Directive Agency ”  doing while the universe .is 
“  wasting away?”

There is an axiom of forensic medicine that might 
well be considered by those scientists in other depart
ments who combine religious apologetics with scientific 
exposition. A medical witness, giving evidence pro
fessionally, is properly supposed to have no interest in 
the legal result of his evidence. The moment he is sus
pect of bias for or against one of the parties to the case 
his professional testimony ceases to be convincing. 
Scientists, recording and expounding the results of their 
researches, are not, or should not be, concerned with the 
theological implications thereof. If this wise legal 
doctrine secured the adhesion of all popular expositors 
of science the “ popularity” of some of them might be 
less, but their authority in their own domain would not 
be prejudiced as it is when they lapse into theological 
speculation.

If the premier chieftain of the Anglican Church is 
really under direct guidance from Above, he will hardly 
be in need of nor welcome instruction from a popular 
weekly journal. However, John Bull, audaciously ignor
ing—perhaps we might say, usurping— the Almighty’s 
privilege, counsels and cautions the Archbishop of 
Canterbury in this wise :—

Is the Church powerless to prevent the increasing
number of feuds between clergymen and their flock ?
. . . These unseemly brawls do the Church no good.
You should take immediate action.

What our contemporary fails to appreciate is that, the 
Christian religion being what it is, squabbling indicates 
that there is still some life in it. Squabbling shows that 
there are people who take the absurd dogmas and form
ulas of that religion seriously. When the Christian re
ligion ceases to arouse disagreement, ill-feeling and 
squabbling it will no longer be the Christian religion as 
we know it historically, but something quite different.
In any case, religious squabbling cannot be displeasing 
in the sight of God, or he would not have given man the 
Christian superstition with its inherent propensity to 
mischief-making.

Canon Dearmer, of Westminster Abbey, thinks the 
time is coming when the Church will set up its own film 
studios to produce “  talkie ”  sermons and Biblical films. 
Religion, lie says, “ is the oldest force in the world; the 
kinema one of the newest, and they will combine to

touch the heart of man.” He might better have said that 
the Church may in the future utilize the methods of t ic 
kinema to arouse the primitive fears of man in order tha 
the Church may “  touch ”  his pocket.

Speaking now of the ordinary Cinema, Canon Dcanlicr 
declares that “  One of the best achievements of the Cmc 
ma to-day is that it keeps people out of the streets °n 
Sundays.”  The Canon, you see, is really very broad
minded, for his Church and the other Churches only al °'v 
the people the alternatives—Church or pub—on Sundays- 
But as large numbers desire neither of these and wan 
something else, a few of the more astute clergy have con
cluded, like Canon Dearmer, that it will not pay 1« 
long run to antagonize the people by opposing t,,e‘ 
choice of entertainment on Sundays. What, however, « 
really wanted is not the choice between Church, Pub, 0 
Cinema, but every- recreation and amusement that is n° 
objectionable on week days, so that the people con“  
take their choice in accordance with individual taste. in 
a really free country the right to make such a choice 
would never be in question, nor the opportunity to eX‘ 
ercise it be prohibited.

I-or a man of his years, learning and one time influence 
the Rev. Dr. R. F. Horton makes astonishingly stu[lU. 
statements. Speaking recently at the 164th comment*' 
tion of Cheshunt (Theological) Callege, and pleading 
they would “ keep Cheshunt in Cambridge, aI1(‘ 
get Cambridge into Cheshunt.”  Dr. Horton said #

“  As y°a So through Cambridge you are occupied 
perpetual remembrance of the Lord. There is Jef”, 
College, Christ’s, Emmanuel, Trinity Hall, Trinity * , 
Corpus Christ! . . . Looking at the names of these 
eges I cannot help wishing that this college should 

known, not openly and by advertisement, but by c° 
ception as the college of the Holy Ghost.” ,

Hie immaculate conception of the Virgin Mary is sl,rL ; 
not more miraculous than would be the immaculate con
ception of Cheshunt College, which, in point of fact, * a 
founded by the Countess of Huntington, who also ga 
her name to the sect known quaintly as the “  Countc 
of Huntingdon’s Connexion.”

Fifty  Y ears Ago.
. c 0 ^

Consciously or unconsciously, Charles Darvviib * fC* 
ccntly gone from us, was the most formidable * 
ligion ever had. All his work was founded upon.ic 1. 
The teaching of religion lias 110 such basis. H'S c 
discoveries admit of experimental verification.  ̂ to 
of the fundamental propositions of religion in rega  ̂
God or heaven or immortality admits of such ''CIfr0iU 
tion. His vast generalizations are all deduced 
myriads of facts. The generalizations of religi0” 
based wholly upon fancies. His rigid demonstra p 
bis teaching of the unity of existence his deniofls‘ r‘ j0r 
of immense, unceasing natural laws, left no ro0,)lCl-&l 
God to intervene in the universe. And w hilst the g c^ j. 
tenor of his teaching, by its thoroughness and "° jj1er- 
ness, is a lasting condemnation of the vague, j1 cr? 
worldly utterances of the men of religion, his tra a,, 
in the past, his sycophants to-day, his work 1  ̂ jt 
especial manner was an attack upon religion, in 1 ‘)llCii 
demonstrated that upon the points where relig'01'” ,[,eV 
and religious books had pretended to instruct uS’̂ >j1cSe 
were entirely and egregiouslv in the wrong- pic 
blind and wicked men, in their false teaching 0 , ta 
peoples, had, amongst other falsehoods, profes?1 ^  
give an account of man’s origin. Charles DarvyiU e 
shown the account to be a stupendous lie. And '* irc 
evil leaders are inaccurate as to man’s origin, E G  . 
not likely to be much more accurate as to his dc* ,jy 
If they have taught falsely as to the past, they Pr<> ‘ |,U’ 
are teaching falsely as to the yet more i'iscr  ̂ ¡ill 
future. The garden of Eden and heaven and l,c )Tle 
rest upon the same sort of basis. If the one has v ju 
a source of laughter to thinking men, the others - 
the same condition.

TcS3-
The "  Freethinker,”  June 25.
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* 0  C O R R ESPO N D EN TS.

C' ûRGess.—-The interview was a confidential one, and no 
statement of what occurred could be published. Your 
letter on the B.B C was excellent and should do much 

We will comment on the letter from Viscountess 
, lo'vden next week. We should like to see similar 
otters from Freethinkers all over the country. It is 
certain that if the strength of the feeling against

e Sunday programmes could get public expression a 
arige would be made.

't'RESSIDLLF.R.—Will do as you desire.
-̂■ t —Mr. Cohen will be pleased to advise you on the
Matter if you will let him have a summary of the proposed will.

’ ■ W. R. Silki: (Cape Town).—Both your letters to hand, 
e are glad to learn of the progress of Freethought in the 

University, and hope it will bear good fruits.
^•EF.-—Thanks. It looks like the offspring of a religious 

unatic suffering from drink.

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

Th* Secular Society, Limited Office Is at 6i Farringdon 
Street. London, E.C.4.

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

Letters for the Editor of the "  Freethinker"  should be 
a dressed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

the services of the National Secular Society In con- 
nexi°n with Secular Burial Services are required, all com
munications should be addressed to the Secretary, R. I ■ 
osetti, giving as long notice as possible.

'tends who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 
marking the passages to which they wish us to call

atlention.

0r*'r* lor literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
' me Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, h.C.4, 

ani not to the Editor.
h‘  " Freethinker "  will be forwarded direct from the pub- 
“thing 0f]ice at the foiiotving rates (Home and Abroad)
Une year, i5f . ; haif year, q/6; three months, 3/9.

4[‘ Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
The Pioneer Press," and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd., 
le'kenitlell Branch."

' r ? 1 n°ticcs must reach 61 Farringdon Str«et, London,

W t 'ay the first post on Tuesday’ or they wi l n0t b

Sugar Plums.

'ibrar r 1611 'las received a request from the National 
t°rk .... 01 the Blind for permission to transcribe his 
Ic ], ,c' Other Side of Death for the use of the blind.
.Iso jQS’ oi course, given the required permission, and 

11 a«y other of his books or pamphlets.

It
¡Ulti: an
sihi“0r of Th 

.1917ce
open secret that Mr. Alan Handsaere, the 

Revenues of Religion, and who has been
?0htrik, f atl occasi°nal, and more recently a frequent 
ioutmaij1 f°r to these columns, was formally a responsible 
i?-ati0lli.S ,c official at Liberal Headquarters, and organ- 
i9og (-0 ail<i campaigns connected with it. In fact from 
l93o th.Ui3° he was almost exclusively so employed. In 
health 'S c°nnexion terminated upon a breakdown in 

Ion’«- n°t w’thout a formal and generous recognition 
bibli^j Usefu1» and appreciated service. The Liberal 
s°n Wa.10n department, of which Mr. John M. Robert- 

;i]S once Chairman, publishes The Liberal Maga- 
N>k ' ’ ’ °n the announcement of Mr. Handsacre’s 
hublj^1 disestablishment and Disendowment, oflered to 
VeHiSen’ and did publish in its May issue, a free ad- 
;,ny eaŝ t  of that book. A copy was, and would in 

.j. nave been sent to the Liberal Magazine for re- 
b°oh f ,e author received an acknowledgement of the 

m Ihc Editor, and it was exposed for sale on the

L.P.D. Bookstall at the Clacton-on-Sea Conference of 
the National Liberal Federation in April last. The 
June issue of the Liberal Magazine is now on sale. It 
contains no review of The Revenues of Religion, nor any 
mention of it. Now as there was never any question that 
this book, issued for the N.S.S. would deal with its sub
ject from the Secularist point of view well known to be 
that of the Publishers and of the Author—Mr. Hands
acre’s Authordoxy was published in 1921, when he was 
on Mr. I.lov’d George’s staff at Old Queen Street— what 
can be said of this omission ? It is admitted that the 
Editor of the Liberal Magazine agrees with practically 
all of The Revenues of Religion, but we must assume 
that he dare not offend the church-going and chapel
going readers of the Party’s organ by recommending a 
book which deals with what is, or used to be, an im
portant item in the Liberal programme. There was 
some talk recently of a re-organization of the Liberal 
Party under a new name. The deletion of “  Liberal ”  
would seem to be appropriate. The incident is illustra
tive of the power of the parson in politics— a subject on 
which we commented last week.

Manchester Freethinkers are invited to an outing 
arranged by the Manchester Branch N.S.S. for to-day 
(Sunday) to Heald Green, Cheadle. Train 10.25 a.m. 
from London Road Station, return fare is. 2d. Those 
joining the party are asked to bring dinner and tea. 
Rambles and outings provide excellent opportunities 
for Freethinkers to make new acquaintances under 
pleasant conditions.

During the summer months the Liverpool Branch has 
decided on a series of rambles to take place fortnightly. 
These will be advertised in our lecture column, and if 
those who would care to join will notice they will be 
kept in touch with what is going forward. We are quite 
sure these “  rambles ”  will be enjoyable, and may open 
the way for some useful propaganda efforts.

Mr. G. Whitehead will be in the Ashingtou district, 
Northumberland for the whole of this week commencing 
to-day (Sunday). There is a recently formed Branch of 
the N.vS.S. at Ashington, with an enthusiastic secretary 
who is helping for increased interest and strength in 
local Freethought as a result of Mr. Whitehead’s efforts. 
Information concerning the Branch and its work may be 
had from Mr. J. II. English, 7 Railway Row, North 
Seaton Colliery, near Newbiggin-on-Sea, North
umberland.

On Sunday, July 3, the West Ham Branch will have 
an outing to Kew Gardens. Train 9.30 a.m. from Bow 
Road, Underground. Cheap Day Ticket is. return. 
Lunch to be carried. Tea arranged for 4.30 p.m. at the 
“  Rose and Crown,” Kew Green. Besides members and 
friends, Freethinkers generally are invited to join the 
party, either at Bow Road Station or Kew, Underground. 
Any further particulars from the Branch Secretary, Mrs. 
H. Rosetti, 17 Garbutt Road, Upminster, Essex.

CHURCH OF ENGLANDISM.

Church of Englandism is far too robust, too secular- 
minded, to care a rap about the opinion of bishops and 
divines, who are but necessary evils, only to be defended 
when attacked by low-minded Radicals and vulgar Dis
senters. It is the external church, the bricks and mor
tar, the ivy-mantled tower nestling in the valley hard 
by the “  Blue Boar,”  the chiming bells on a Sunday 
morning as they fall on the ears of men walking in an 
opposite direction, that appeal to the stalwart sons of 
the Establishment . . . Church of Englandism is the 
religion of England, and it is the duty of every English
man to belong to the English religion. What that re
ligion is doesn’t matter, and is perhaps uncertain. But,

1 whatever it is, it is a moderate, decent religion which 
leaves you alone, or which you can leave alone if so 
minded.— A ugustine Birrell.
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A New Slogan For Secularists.

(A Paper Read at the National Secular Society’s 
Annual Conference, 1932.)

A ll  too frequently a newcomer into a movement 
makes himself obnoxious by finding it full of faults 
and prescribing impossible remedies for them. 
Although I have been a member of this Society for 
some years, I am a newcomer to active propaganda on 
its behalf, and I propose to call your attention to the 
first faults that I have to find with Freethinkers 
generally. Fortunately for me, you who are here to
day prove by your presence that you are particular 
exceptions to the general rule. Let me, therefore, 
give my reasons for accusing my fellow-unbelievers of 
faults which I hold to be as inimical to our cause as 
the fiercest opposition from organized champions of 
orthodoxy.

After passing Wembley, nine miles from Euston, 
the train bearing me to this Conference entered a kind 
of intellectual backwoods, from which it did not 
emerge until it crossed a line joining Birmingham and 
Leicester hundreds of miles later. If we had been 
travelling due west, Cardiff would have marked our 
point of exit from this benighted region, if south
west, Bournemouth.

These, in fact, are the first centres reached after 
leaving the London area where organized groups of 
Freethinkers are to be found. Northampton is note
worthy as not being amongst them by having no time 
for the Society whose foundation was probably Brad- 
laugh’s most lasting work. It has foregone its right to
day to the honour it once deserved when it repeatedly 
returned him as its parliamentary representative.

It should be stated tha tnorthwards the Branches 
of the Society are more numerous.

Now my listeners know full well that the existence 
of Freethinkers is not confined to a few centres at 
about a hundred miles’ distance from each other. 
Why, there is a village Atheist whose presence compli
cates the life of every country parson ! As for towns 
of a few thousand inhabitants, can there be one that 
does not possess enough infidels to form a branch of 
the National Secular Society ?

The fact remains, however, that branches of our 
organization are non-existent in the majority 
of such places, and I invite you to consider what I 
think are the main causes of this state of affairs and 
how it may be improved.

This brings me back to the two faults of Free
thinkers to which I alluded in my opening remarks. 
The first is timidity, and the only cure I know of for 
that is a growth of the number who evince a bolder 
spirit. Example is catching. The other fault has its 
origin in what could be a virtue. The individual who 
openly discards beliefs, whose profession is still the 
hall mark of respectability in most circles, undoubtedly 
has an independence of mind and temper worthy of 
high respect; but when that very independence acts as 
a bar to the formation of fighting groups of Free
thinkers, it has certainly overstepped the bounds of 
social utility. One such case with which I recently 
came into contact was that of a man who has occa
sionally written articles in the local press in which 
he has made wild apologies for his own sceptical atti
tude. “  I prefer,”  he said to me, “  not to limit my 
independence by joining any organization such as 
yours.”

This, I admit, sounds quite a praiseworthy posi
tion to take up, and if there were any evidence that 
membership of the N.S.S. had ever limited the free
dom of thought and action of anybody it would be a 
good thing if everybody adopted it. However, all the 
facts point in the opposite direction, showing that

when a Freethinker becomes an active worker in 
branch of the Society he or she benefits by a 
measure of independence, so far a s . Frcethougn 
concerned, than ever before.

Although the same considerations affect every other

district where there is or might be a Branch, I should 
like to give a few instances of the differences resulting 
from the work of my own Branch at Wembley, which 
is a combination of a self-contained township with its 
own affairs and industries and a dormitory suburb oj
London. After living there for over two years I di(

finally
thenot know a single local Freethinker until one 

got hold of my name and address and suggested 
formation of a local Branch. Notices of a Pre 
inary meeting to discuss this were published m ^ 
Freethinker, and two local papers, and fifteen 
thusiasts turned up and straightway enrolled. A 
tions have been made to this number almost e 
month since. . •

This event brought to the local Freethinkers Prl'  ̂
leges unknown to them previously. Freethow^ 
meetings have been held regularly indoors, and 
now being held outdoors. Every activity .
Branch has been fully reported in the local press
whose correspondence columns there has been c 
tinuous controversy about one or other of the leC 
reported. The local clergy have been goaded 1 
taking a hand in this correspondence, and have 
drawn into positions where they have had the c 
between a public encounter with us and an ad mi .i.ev 
that discretion is the better part of valour; so far
have chosen the latter to their own local detriffl1ent

i t y
mis*The local Council has also been given an oppor*-'1 

of demonstrating how religious jacks-in-office can - ^ 
use the powers entrusted to them in the intereS ^  
all electors irrespective of creed. Seeing that 
one-sided decisions have drawn protests from P , 1 
with views opposed to ours, we have in reality 
victories on such occasions.

move 
wild 

nda aS

Such an improvement in the status of our 
ment locally provides a crushing answer to those 
are advocating independent, individual propagain ^ 
the better method of winning converts. I sPeagj0j 
one who has tried the power of individual person 
for I should say a period of twenty years, before 
ing the effect of corporate action in a Branch / j ^ e f
and I have no doubt that six months of the 
method has achieved more than twenty years 
former.

Freethinkers who are, often w ith the gravest ^  
cerity, devoting themselves to lone-hand aĈv<̂ ‘ ,jo- 
are not thereby maintaining their independence 'n ^

of tll£

sig

late.
w

Rather are they laying themselves open to tbe
ota-

capons of boycott, intimidation and misreprcSe .
- . . - - . ~'1CCCJ

thesetion such as can only be used with maximum sll̂ £ 
against the sporadic efforts of individuals; ^ 
weapons, in fact, prove more and more ineffecti 
direct proportion to the organized strength 0 
Freethought group. ,e)l

Here is a pointer to a policy we might very’ ^ 
adopt for the next year or so. Our foremost all'|jieie 
always been to “  make more Freethinkers,”  nnd ^¡¡g 
is no doubt that we have steadily succeeded in p 
so. But whilst Freethought ideas have been PerI1' ^  
ing the minds of the people there has not bec ̂  
increase in the power of organized Freethought 
parable to the increase in the numbers of those • t 
ing our views. I suggest, accordingly, that the ^  
task of all members of this society from now on s g 
be to concentrate on strengthening and consoh 0f 
our organization; making more Freethinkers 'v l pe 
course, go on, but there is no harm in lettmg ^  
subsidiary to this question of making better 
thinkers of existing ones.

The first step is to set about increasing the m'

coiii'
hold'
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of N.S.S. Branches. T he they |
are already members of the a  embers of the
may be found amongst those who to a Branch
P aren t Society only, and those who . present
out ot their own district. Valuable «5  o{
support is, pioneer work in starting important
Freethought activity would be vastly

to the cause. , • . tbe duties of
Such Freethinkers might retort a propaganda

organizing new Branches and ca” crving need is, how- 
are not their strong points. The c . Tesponsi-
over, for individuals to assume 1 1 -preethought
bll'ty, and any private soldier in 1 undertake 
army that comes forward and volun as many
such duty is not going to find it as. ar tor>s name
In'ght anticipate. A  mention of letters to the
and address in the Freethinker, ant re published 
editors of as many local newspapers a produce
in hie district can usually be reh e(. wbo w ill he 
some response from a number o
willing to co-operate in the work. ^ ^  constitute 

Seeing that seven members is eiwug hundred or 
a new Branch, it should be easy o s organization 
more Freethought groups, a n d U*hole country. It 
could be really said to cover tli to do the
""ght not be possible for these iar lecture
same kind of work as the older oncs’ . uut letters 
Programmes might be out of the ques » topical
to the press giving the secular occasions when
matters, organized protests on all blic affairs,
religion is unwarrantably dragget self-seeking;
revelations of clerical impudence _ -— 55 every-
tbese are activities that should be in count on

Branches doing such dut.es 7 ’“  “ " ortcr9 
' ,e assistance o[ near-by Brandies a could
'« t h e  s„PI),y  „1 good ^ « “ er a t i o n a l  w o *  
arry on a certain amount of pure y

In passing, I should litre to emphasize news-
can be done tl,rough the with

Papers. Freethinkers are sometimes suffer a
le idea that Freetliought is forec °° aQ attempt 

Press lioycott that they do not even n news-
» W  their views published..

Papers with a national circulation take <( „  aS
• it is by no means the case w it i oc. ^  news- 
hey are contemptuously called. In '  t  affairs, 
‘apers that deal with Wembley an "Brancb than 
'ere has appeared more about our tbe past
mut any three cburches combined bave
'Sht months. New Branches, m virg A kind

opportunities of an achievetnent o M h m ^

. advise they are not hampered by O  nioning their
g in editorial departments agams strongly

Give these people news not t o o j ^  ^
°P agan d ist in tone, and they wil - . stir up 

r7 that you get fairplay when your a ^ ort time. 
At m°US opposition as they will in ^ iu order to 

the start a little diplomacy is advisa . , a gradual 
stf P"blicati°n; this can be followed up ^  scarcely 
. .A l i e n i n g  of the doses by degree ‘ ecUiar stream

’aeable, u n til finally it results m  <- your
^ d i l u t e d  Freetliouglit being po^ed on^ove

through the medium of the °  ^ , ' can do

stition and hypocrisy tliat debases local and national 
affairs alike. Moreover, to carry such a policy to 
fruition would mean that your Society would be in no 
danger of sharing the neglect and obscurity with which 
history shrouds the names of some of the bravest 
pioneer Freethinkers. Instead, it would thereby en
sure for itself a permanent position of deserved honour 
amongst the significant factors chosen by future his
torians of these times.

P. V ictor Mo r r is .

>tiĉ abl & V/A L1IC uvsea uy ----
Undii 1 ’ Untd finely it results in a regular stream 

-¿stH* Jr Freethought being poured out over your 
SeVen p °uKh the medium of the local press.

P'is f0r . ^thinkers organized as a Branch Cc*
Jj°t ^  e' r cause in almost any district; a hundred 

hranC] °rsanized can do practically nothing. 
C'P if pr 'es everywhere”  is a slogan to adopt and act 

f̂ SoCia[e.e.tj lought is to be the influence on all phases 
the , d la t ’t should be. Only the will is needed 

°r this I T  freethinkers throughout the country 
'ape. j  0i?an to reflect an achievement rather than a 

l>f therefore translate the aim of “ Branches 
of 7 re ”  into reality. It will result in a hasten- 

e c°mplete defeat of that mixture of super-

Criticism and the Bible.

H ebrew  A nimism  and A ncestorism .

I.

T he study of the historical connexion of the belief in 
spirits, or animism, with totem-worship and with the 
later ancestor worship (the worship of tribal, gentile 
and family gods) has remained for the theological and 
philosophico idealist critics of the Bible, an unknown 
or unintelligible territory. But without the know
ledge of this important part of the history of religion, 
it is impossible to understand those passages which 
still remain in the Old Testament, notwithstanding 
all later revisions and falsification, relating to anim
ism, totemism and ancestorism in the religious history 
of the Hebrews.

It is, for example, related in the ninth chapter of 
Genesis, that after the abatement of the flood, Eloliim 
concluded a contract or covenant with Noah and his 
sons, and gave them permission to consume the flesh
oj animals.1

Every moving tiling that liveth shall be meat for 
you : even as the green herb have I given you all 
things.

But flesh with tlie life thereof, which is the blood
thereof, shall ye not eat.

And surely your blood of your lives will I require : 
at the hand of every beast will I require it, and at the 
hand of man ; at the hand of every man’s brother 
will I require the life of man.*

No one with adequate knowledge can mistake the 
significance of this passage. What is it which this 
tribal god of creation demands ? He demands from the 
members of his trilie that they shall give him back 
the souls or spirits which he first gave them and 
which, as it were, are a part of himself! But that is 
not all. He requires also that his god-children shall 
refrain from consuming animal blood. W hy? Be
cause the soul or life invested in the animal, resides
in the blood of the animal.

We find this outlook almost everywhere at a certain 
stage in the evolution of religion. There are still 
other passages in the Books of Moses, which indicate 
the same outlook. For example, in relation to the 
burnt offering, it is ordered that neither the blood, 
nor the inner fat, nor the kidneys are to be used as 
human food. They belong to Yahwe.2a

The Biblical critics are unaware that those tabus, 
beginning with the passage from the flood narrative, 
are associated with notions which belong to animism 
and ancestor worship. They are content, in some 
cases, with tracing the tabu back to an innate in
stinct of the Israelites. When one resorts to such 
origins, it is a misnomer to dignify this kind of pro
cedure with the name of “  criticism.”  Convenient

> Genesis ix. 3-5.
5 The word “ life ”  may be more strictly translated as, 

soul or spirit. The life is the soul and the soul is in the
blood.

*a Leviticus iii. 12-17; xvii. n ,  12, 14; Deuteronomy xii. 

23-25-
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it may be, but certainly not critical! It is a pro
cedure dictated by helplessness in the interest of a 
hopeless case!

This inability to explain religious customs is still 
more clearly illustrated when we turn to the same 
quarter for an explanation of the “  covenant ”  con
cluded between Elohim and Noah’s descendants.

This, we are assured, has no other significance than 
that contained in the promise given by Elohim, that 
he would never again allow the earth to be destroyed 
by a flood.

That is merely a re-assertion of what the author of 
this report says on the subject of the flood. This kind 
of explanation may be worthy of a “  true believer,”  
but not of a critical historian of religion, whose task 
does not consist in simply assimilating the accounts 
of old legends. As a matter of fact, the ascertain
ment of the old basic conception which underlies the 
custom of the “  covenant,”  is rendered much more 
easy by the fact that there are several reports about 
contracts which were concluded between Elohim and 
his people, in a whole series of Old Testament writ
ings.

Elohim twice concluded a covenant with Abraham; 
first on the departure of the latter from Sodom3 * and, 
on the second occasion, before the birth of Isaac.'1 
But the contract deals not with Noah’s descendants 
but with Abraham’s own posterity, which Elohim 
promises to multiply and maintain if they remain 
mindful of their obligations to him, that is to say, if 
they let themselves be circumeized and bring offerings 
as their part of the contract: —

This is my covenant, which ye shall keep, between 
me and you and thy seed after thee; Every man 
child among you shall be circumeized.

And ye shall circumcize the flesh of the foreskin; 
and it shall be a token of the covenant between me 
and you.

And he that is eight days old shall be circumeized 
among you, every man child in your generations, he 
that is born in the house, or bought with money of 
any stranger, which is not of thy seed.

He that is born in thy house, and he that is bought 
with thy money, must needs be circumeized : and 
my covenant shall be in your flesh for an everlasting 
covenant.

And the uncircumcized man child whose flesh of his 
foreskin is not circumeized, that soul shall be cut 
off from his people : he hath broken my covenant.5

This is just the same outlook as has been found 
among many other peoples in different parts of the 
world. Among the lowest of the Australian aborig
ines— those who had not as yet any gentile organiza
tions— circumcision was a ceremony which the young 
men had to undergo before being accepted into the 
circle of adult men. It indicated that the newly- 
circumsized was now a fully-qualified member of the 
horde. But for those tribes which already possessed 
developed gentes or totem organizations, circum
cision had become more and more a token of blood- 
kinship with the totem society and, at the same time, 
with the ancestral god or god-father who was 
esteemed as the founder of the group. Circumcision 
has had the same significance, not only among Melan
esian and Malayan peoples such as those of the New 
Hebrides, the Vitu Islands, New Caledonia, Solomon 
Islands, Madagascar, etc., but also for many African 
peoples like the Massai, Damaras, Zulu-Kaffirs and 
Bechuanas.

But it is not sufficient to acknowledge that circum
cision is not a peculiarity of the Israelites, and to 
admit the widespread character of this custom. One 
must ascertain what the fundamental notions are,

3 Genesis xv. 18.
1 Genesis xvii. 2-21.
5 Genesis xvii. 10-14.

which’ associate those different tribes with the ce 
mony of circumcision. It is not enough to si 
assert that the blood out of the organ of procrea v> 1 
the seat of life, was at one time regarded as a ®a  ̂
charm by means of which man could acquire P  ̂
over the spirits; and that therefore a large effusion 
this blood appeared to enable a very potent chan® 
be exercized. It is true that the blood out o  ̂
male organ was looked upon as magical. But 1 
not true that this was the motive of circumcision- 
was rather the consequence of circumcision. .
portant questions which must be studied before a sa  ̂
factory explanation can be found, are the quest®®® ̂  
the object of these charms, i.e., for what purpose 
were applied among the old Hebrews; over v 
spirits it was desired to acquire power; how cir 
cision came to be introduced as a religious cere® ^ 
into the Hebrew cult; in how far it was concehe 
the performance of a contract with the god of the 
and how it was related to the blood and spirit be 
of the Hebrews? s.

Even perhaps still more transparent than the P . 
ages already cited from the seventeenth chapter  ̂
Genesis, concerning the blood-contract character  ̂
the covenant between Elohim and Israel as a co® 
between the members of a tribe and their ance

in the
god, is that other account, which is given -  .
second Book of Moses, about a renewed cove ‘ 
which was made after the legislative episode °® 
mountain of Sinai. After it has been described 
Moses prepared a great burnt offering and had y °   ̂

oxen slaughtered, for the purpose of carrying1 0 ^  
ceremony in confirmation of the covenant, it 15 
lated . it in

And Moses took half of the blood, and P®t  ̂ t|lC
basins; and half of the blood he sprinkled °®

altar- 1 readAnd he took the book of the covenant, and i ^
the audience of the people : and they said, A
the Lord hath said will we do, and be obedient- ^

And Moses took the blood, and sprinkled it °® ^
people, and said, Behold the blood of the cos^
which the Lord hath made with you concern)!1.-’
these words.”  6 ^

f «-iC
It is quite evident that here we have before 

same ceremony which has been found in PraC ê 
among many other peoples who have reached

->r e' 
of t*

stage of a developed ancestor-worship, as, f°r
ample, in Peru— the ceremony of confirmation - ^  
bond of blood between the people and their f>. .ujig 
ceremony does not always consist in simply spn® ' 
‘ ‘the blood on the altar.”  We find among many 0 ^  
peoples that after the god has received his part 0. .¡5 
blood-offering, another part is consumed by the P j  
or by the people; or, after the images or the ®a 
seat of the god (holy place) have been smeared ^  
blood, those present rub a few drops of the bl°° ^  
some part of the body; or, alternatively, those Pr®j  ̂
inflict small wounds on the body and let the 
run on to the altar stone, and then reciprocally ® 
themselves with the blood on certain parts 0 fC 
body— in most cases the sexual parts, since th°se 
regarded as the seat of the faculty of reproduce

W. CKAIlCl
(To be concluded.)

6 Exodus xxiv. 6-8.

The Athenian schools of philosophy continued ^t' 
tract strangers from all parts of the world until .̂JiO 
ianity began to see its bitterest foe in the Stoica’ t¡1te 
taught many of its doctrines, Julian the 
declared for a movement for reviving Greek ph1 0 ,, of 
so as to overcome Christianity by borrowing ^  thc' 
its teachings, but at last a decree of Justician clos 
Athenian Schools of Philosophy in A.n. 529- >>

J. C. Stobart, in “  The Glory that was G 'ccC
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The Intellectual Confusion of 
Our Time.

A .— Instances.

 ̂ i. Sunday Entertainments. W hy are th y  j

First answer : Because we have passed b y  
primitive conception of taboo days, we com-
l'ie notion of a six-day Creation; v> e <- °  11 thousands 
Pelled to observe the law of a Jewish n  hberty, 
<* War» ago; and we assert the P e o p le  of £ £  y, 
claiming the same right to disregard the S 
is kilned by its observers. . op]e to

Second answer : Because God ?e should
catch his sunshine; his divine wish is tha 

happy on his I
* * going to church.

-- uuppy on his Holy Day, and we can still be good 
Christians without going to church.

Sweepstakes. W hy are they justified .
First answer : Because the individual can do as lie 

Pleases with his own earnings providing he is not in
terfering with the rights of others. _

Second answer : Because Charity will beneh .
Christianity. What is :t?

First answer : It is a particular system of beliets, 
Vl“lch embody a complete philosophy of the origin 
an'l destination of man. . ...

Second answer : It is a word co-extensive witn 
Morality and bonhomie.

4- God. What is it? .. ,
First answer : It is the name given to an alleged
êing, powerful and personal, who has the destiny ol

universe in control, and who is approachable by prayer.

Second answer : It is a term which having under- 
f . ne evolution, can be applied to the universe, nature, 
u stance, law, goodwill, etc. .

5- Spiritualism. What are the implications ot un-
eecttd phenomena? ..
First answer: They imply either that the medium 

s at present too cute, or the investigation not cute 
Jn°ttgh, or that our present knowledge is insufficient 
0 account for such phenomena.

?econd answer : They imply the existence ot a 
tji"rit world, wherein the dead live, and wherefrom 

a*m at communicating with us.
. °w is it that many people prefer the second answ er 

each case? What are

. ( t )

F-— T he F actors at Wo r k ?

when the bag comes round for blind babies. Soft
hearted— and soft-headed— John Bull is ever ready to 
delve deeply into his pockets on such an occasion. 
The eugenic point of view seldom occurs to him; if it 
does, he shudders.

(4) Phrase-slavery (see recent editorial of this 
paper).

C.— T he Remedy.

How, and by whom, are these factors worked? 
Here is a short lis t : priest, press, politician, salesman, 
advertiser, schoolteacher, B.B.C., film producer. The 
Freethinker is primarily concerned with the first-men
tioned, but has nothing to lose by keeping the others 
well in mind. Fifty years of onslaught has helped to 
reduce the power of official Christianity to its present 
state. But the work does not end there. To strike 
at the priest is to strike at the stronghold of organ
ized confusion and cant. When people have learned 
to doubt religion they are ready to doubt anything, 
and are nearer to a healthier outlook in general. Our 
crucial aim is the creation of a type of mind which is 
sceptical rather than gullible, which is prepared to 
doubt and investigate, which laughs at the idea that 
we should drink more tea “  because the Prince of 
Wales (bless him) recommends it,”  which is not 
carried away by the rhetoric of a Jimmy Douglas, 
which knows valid reasons rather than finds good ex
cuses for its behaviour, which is not ashamed of its 
convictions, which acknowledges no Pope in any 
sphere of life, and which will adopt a healthy agnostic
ism where knowledge is lacking.

G. H. T aylor.

^  Uniformity, wherein the individual’s opinion 
! or self-restrained. This shows man as a social 

ev a!> and has possibly been of some value.
At u lts ^advantages are too obvious to e ignor . 
prJ he exclusion of Catholic meetings I  have no 
je s s e d  non-Catholics joining in the Apostles 
a v S L  A »ore common instance is the way m which 
t ' ?  Republicans stand bareheaded for God savec King »»
■ (2) Th
l(leas.” ^  dominance of what the French call “ fixed 
n AH B 1 "known faulty syllogism illustrates: 
dolshevl-t„°  ̂ ernsts have beards; (b) Dostoevsky is a„  . ---- ..o nave ucaiua, \vj n w - v . - a j
at hi?V-St; (c) Therefore he has a beard. On looking 
ahanri Future we find he is clean-shaven, and have to 
" Wh°Q,°Ur major premise. Thus, to the query,, 
Will 1S lien ee wrong?”  many Roman Catholics 

_eFly, “ Because it contradicts the holy Church, 
inhere'ce is observable among men of science, who 
“ Co« ■ m tradition the conception of “  life and 
t W 7 ? ° Usness ”  as fundamental unities, things in 
Prove ” es, and hence as premises whereby to dis- 
Fght theories which do not regard them m that

Correspondence.

(3)
Sent:nnentality. Anyone can see this at work

T o the E ditor of the “  F reethinker."

t h e  c r i m i n a l .

.Sir ,— What is wrong with the Criminal ? His habit- 
system,” says Mr. Turney. True, and so is “  bad 
trade ”  the cause of unemployment. Rut “  bad trade,”  
and “ habit system ” do not solve the problem; they 
state i t ; they are labels for fields awaiting investigation. 
I mentioned gland atrophy, etc., as conditioning factors 
at present most amenable to treatment. For the integ
ration of “  conditioned responses ”  1 await further 
achievements.

“  Social conditions account for men,”  implies Mr. 
Turney. This is of no practical consequence. What 
promises to reward investigation is that men account 
for society.

When I say the Criminal is anti-social I do not imply 
that sheep-like law-abiders are social, but that non
criminals are pro-social in virtue of their non-crimin
ality.

Mr. Turney (par 2) confuses gregarity with social 
utility. Criminal gregarity is the birds-of-a-fe'ather 
type. G. H. T ayi,or .

LAND AND POPULATION.

S ir ,— Some weeks ago Mr. D. Dawson asserted in 
your columns that from one acre of land he could sup- 

| port four or five adults. I pointed out that this assertion 
' might have two possible meanings, either that he sold 

the produce for enough to maintain four or five adults, 
! or that he grew enough food to sustain that number of 
* persons. I asked for precicse information, but unfortu

nately it is not forthcoming.
! Perhaps you will allow me to furnish some informa

tion. The highest production of wheat in the world is 
1 in Denmark, viz., five and a half quarters an acre. The 

price of wheat is now 25s. a quarter. That gives £7 
I per acre—not a very princely sum to maintain five 

adults.
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In calories, according to the Royal Society’s standards, 
each Danish acre of wheat produces enough for rather 
less than two and a half men. Calories, however, are 
not the whole of human food. Many vitamins, absent 
from wheat, are necessary, and are usually found in 
fruit and vegetables which otherwise have little food 
value. Moreover, the English people desire about half 
their food to be animal, either meat, eggs, or dairy pro
ducts; and these take five times as much land as wheat 
to yield the same number of calories. Again, the high 
farming of Denmark is very wasteful both of fertilizer 
and human labour and most authorities agree that it 
would be folly to go much above the present English 
four quarters an acre.

Sir Daniel Hall and most agricultural statisticians 
hold that about two and a half o f , cultivable land per 
head are needed to provide the present English standard 
of comfort, with the present hours of labour. As the 
whole of England and Wales contains less than one acre 
per inhabitant, and as many of these acres consist of 
mountains, lakes, towns, and roads, it is evident that 
our land is totally insufficient to feed our population. 
Those who maintain the contrary always break down in 
their mathematics.

R. B. K err.

ELECTIONS AND PROPAGANDA.

»Sir ,— I thought it might be of interest to your readers 
to know that a number of the members of the South 
London Branch of the N.S.S. accompanied me on one or 
two evenings to the open air and indoor meetings held 
by the candidates at the Dulwich Bye-Election. We 
distributed a large number of recently issued leaflets on 
the question of the Sunday Bill, which we have reason 
to believe will be well read, although the enthusiasm 
of the Dulwich electors for political parties was not very 
marked for the crowds were comparatively small. One 
speaker for the Conservative candidate when asked if 
“ Mr. Bracewell Smith would support the Sunday Bill,” 
said he could not speak upon the candidate’s personal 
opinions, but the consensus of Conservative opinion in 
the country was against the Bill. That was funny in 
view of the large Conservative majorities which passed 
the first and second readings, and was duly appreciated 
by the crowd as such. The Labour Party speaker ad
mitted that many of the shortcomings of the late Labour 
Government were due to the pressure brought to bear 
upon upon it by the presence of religious elements 
within the Labour Party itself. The further question as 
to whether the Labour Party had learnt anything from 
this experience was not taken by the speaker. On the 
eve of the poll we asked Mrs. Bentwicli, who was sup
ported by Mr. Arthur Greenwood, what the Labour 
Party’s attitude was to dual control in education. The 
candidate was verv much embarrassed, and after a long 
consultation with Mr. Greenwood said that she did not 
think the Labour Party had any official policy on this 
matter at all. Personally she said she would always 
support any legislation which provided money for 
denominational schools.

Our experience and the nature of the replies we re
ceived from the representatives of the various candidates 
clearly show what useful work for Secularism can be 
done by Freethinkers in this direction. I hope the ex
ample we have set will be one which will be widely 
imitated, and that it will lead to the giving of greater 
prominence to the just claims of Secularists on the part 
of political parties.

G eorge F. G reen.

Obituary.

Mr s. H. Cutner.

SUNDAY L E C T U R E  NOTICES, Etc'

the

LONDON,

OUTDOOR,

Bethnal Green Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, near
Bandstand) : 3.15, Mr. F. P. Corrigan. ^

F iteham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (comer of Sh° , 
Road, North End Road, Walham Green) : 7.3°> , *
June 25, Messrs. F. Barnes and E. Brvant. Frcctl'tin 'l 
Sale.

North L ondon Branch N.S.S. (White Stone P0Ijd| PpHi 
stead) : 11.30, Sunday, June 26, Mr. Corrigan. SoU ,j,uSon, 
Park, Hampstead, 8.0, Monday, June 27, Mr. C. ^  
Leighton Road, Kentish Town, 8.0, Thursday, Jl,ne --’0’
L. Ebury.J . ,  . 7.30,

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Pars) •
Mr. F. P. Corrigan. Wednesday, June 29, Cock P°n

ChP-
\Vre»

ham Old Town, Mr. F. P. Corrigan. Friday, July 1 
Road, Camberwell Green, Mrs. E. Grout.

W est H am Branch N.S.S. (outside Technical Co e 
Romford Road, Stratford, E.) : 7.0, Mr. D. McLareu-

W est London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : Wedfle- 'e 
June 22, at 7.30, Messrs. Tuson and Wood. Thursday >  ̂
23, at 7.30, Mr. F. C. Saphin. Friday, June 24> a  ̂ jp, 
Messrs. Bryant and Le Maine. Sunday, June 26, at 12 
B. A. Le Maine. 3.30, Platform No. 1, Messrs. Brya_. 0̂. 
Wood; Platform No. 2, Messrs. B. A. Le Maine and pjat- 
6.30, Platform No. 1, Messrs. Wood, Tuson and Bryan , 
for No. 2, Messrs. Hyatt and Saphin. stea'

Woolwich Branch N.S.S. (“ The Ship,” 11»^un
common) : 7.45, Friday, June 24, Mr. S. Burke, A jp. 
(Beresford Square, Woolwich) : 7.45, Sunday, June - >
R. H. Rosetti. A Lecture.

indoor.

South Place E thical Society (Conway Hall, Ra jt
Square, W.C.i) : n.o, C. F ~
“ Fhilosophy and the Arts.”

pio«

C. Delisle Burns, M. A.,

COUNTRY.

OUTDOOR.
1 note1’

Asiiington Branch N.S.S. (in front of the Grano a, 
Ashington) : 7.0, Saturday, June 25 to Saturday, J 
Mr. G. Whitehead (London) will speak each evening ^ofl. 

Burnley Market : 8.15, Thursday, June 30, Mr. J- 
L iverpool (Merseyside) Branch N.S.S. (Queens y, 

opposite Walton Baths) : 8.0, Messrs. H. Little jf.
Shortt. Tuesday, June 28, Edge Hill Lamp, 8.0, Mc  ̂
Little and P. Sherwin. Thursday, June 30, comer 0 p. 
Park Street, and Park Road, 8.0, Messrs. A. JaC ' je a* 
Robinson and S. Wollen. Current Freethinkers on 
all meetings. Qtei

Manchester Branch N.S.S.—Outing to Heald „Jo'1 
Cheadle, Sunday, June 26. Train 10.25 a.111. ‘ U
Road Station. Return fare is. 2d. Dinner and I ea

iC-

to

carried. ífiiW’
N ewcastle Branch N.S.S. (Bigg Market) : 8.0, j lect- 

June 24, Mr. R. Atkinson. Sunday, June 26, Member!'  ̂ f. 
ing at 3.0, at Socialist Club, Pilgrim Street, 7-3°> '
Brighton at Bigg Market.

Seaham H arbour (Church Street) : 7.30, Saturday 
25, Mr. J. T. Brighton. ,g,

South S hields (Market Place) : 7.0, Wednesday, J 
Mr. J. T. Brighton. ^  J-

T rawden (Post Office) : 7.45, Friday, June 24> 
Clayton.

U N W A N T E D  C H I L D B ^ f_ jjg JA
In  a C iv ilized  C om m unity there should

U N W A N T E D  Children.

W e desire to express deep sympathy, which all our 
readers will share, with our esteemed contributor, Air. 
H. Cutner, in the death of his wife which occurred, after 
a long and painful illness, on Friday, June 17. Death 
was in the nature of a release to a great sufferer, but that 
does not lessen the loss and sorrow of her husband and 
relatives.

..... ...........  rtb C°°'
For an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of & *

trol Requisites and Books, send a i^d. stamp

I. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage» Bef
ESTABLISHED NEARLY HALE A CENTURY,
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“ MADCHEN IN UNIFORM.”
4 Psychological Study of Adolescence 

and the Submarine Drama 
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* ----

220 pages of W it and W isdom
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The Bible Romances is an illustration of G. W. 
Foote at his best. It is profound without being 
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Bible Handbook.

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

- .0 me proper end of all thought and ^ 'secular Edu
cate freedom of inquiry. To promote universal S ^  state>
cation. To promote the complete seculan conducive to 
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P,ers«n, and to employ the same for any of the purposes of th* Society.

^ m bers pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a 
Sequent yearly subscription of five shillings.

s The liability of members is limited to £t, in case the 
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?e s«m of £...... free from Legacy Duty, and I direct

‘but a receipt signed by two members of the Board 0 
me said Society and the Secretary thereof shall be 
good discharge to my Executors for the said Legacy.
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pJSL®64 lost or mislaid. A form of membership, with full 
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