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Views and Opinions.

^ m asked .
I hay ' 1Uce the B.R.C. instituted its Sunday services 
lip protested against the Corporation setting Itself 
iiig J ln avowed Christian propagandist, and exclud- 
How J-VJ deliberate criticism of Christianity. And 
all, ]( las just dawned upon me that I may, after 
li.D Qa\e tuade a huge mistake. Instead of the 
lie 0ne a friend of Christianity it inay actually 
^  the °T ds most deadly enemies. Its aim may not 
tion. e<Jlreservation of Christianity but its destruc- 
I haVe v 11 J°hn Reith miay not be the first class bigot 
craft r]S° taken him to be, but a master of super- 
thr ’'^ m in in g the power of the Christian religion
be llsj — agency of its own advocates. He may 

as Plutarch says the Spartans used 
Hieir tj ln^cn slaves— to impress upon the youth of 
be a,j op'e the beauties of sobriety. He may even 
(lep of Moscow, and with Viscountess Snow-
S'lcviks' ^and in glove with the atheistic Bol

Uiost r attraeted to this conclusion because of the 
Uejjj0ri eccat announcement of the B.B.C. in con- 
campa] Wl.tl1 Christianity. It intends launching a 
!t say,!1'1 Ul favour of the abolition of pulpit English, 
bililg a , at Parsons must be brought to read the 
1'erly J r  to Preach and pray in the English of pro
file pm l.',cated men and women. The English of 
°f the (P,t nntst be the English of the public platform, 
die fao/ >nie’ °f the conduct of everyday affairs. On 
but, f]J ° ‘ it the proposal seems harmless enough; 
L*ni°yin !!’ iS° doubtless did the Spartan’s slaves while 

¡̂1 to p ,.G delirious happiness of being made drtuik 
:iH airi Ca i7'e that their exhibition was intended as 
Russian 1 J °  abolish drunknness. So did the 
^h'lrch ■ "isheviks launch their crusade against the 
f»Ublic p'f1 ^le name of the uplifting and purifying of 
as ag J  e‘ ft is an old trick of the devil to appear 
as Sir °f bght. Harmless, even praiseworthy
be oneJ° fm Reith’s action appears to be, it may yet 

0 the most deadly attacks on the Christian

Cliurch that has been made since the establishment 
of the Copernican system.

* * *

A Pretended Reform.

Consider what it is that makes the parson distin
guishable from other men. He is not marked out 
from others by being wiser, or better, or wittier, or 
better educated, or as being more useful. He comes 
among us as the representative of a party unknown, 
he acts as a leader to a land also unknown, and he 
writes his own credentials. Let him dress as other 
men, and speak as other men, and he will be judged 
as other men, with some risk of being classified 
among the sellers of gold bricks, confidence operators 
and hawkers of Spanish treasure. So, in virtue of 
that instinct of self-preservation which leads indi
viduals and institutions to fight for their perpetua
tion, parsons have been driven to elaborate a par
ticularistic technique of speech and manner and dress. 
If a parson is to talk as do other men, liow are we to 
distinguish him from other men, and, more terrible 
still, are we not likely to judge him as we do other 
men ? Of course, there is left the dress, but we take 
it that once the priestly lingo goes the dress will not 
be long before it follows. For dress and speech have 
been evolved together, they go together. The 
speech goes with the dress, the dress matches the 
speech. They fit in with each other as the fool’s cap 
fits in with the fool’s bells. For the clergy to speak 
as do other men and to dress as do other men, would 
be as devastating as it would be to put the members 
of the House of Commons through a stiff intelligence 
test. Even the people who can be fooled all the time 
must be surrounded with the machinery of illusion.

*  #  #

The Hand of Moscow.

I see by last Sunday’s Weekly Dispatch that their 
Moscow correspondent (who probably lives perma
nently in the neighbourhood of Streatham) has dis
covered that the League of the Godless intends 
launching a large scale atheistic propaganda in Great 
Britain. But Moscow is nothing if it is not artful, 
and the British people— according to the picture of 
them drawn by our “  patriotic ”  press and our lead
ing politicians are nothing if they are not simple and 
easily.gulled. And I am left wondering whether 
this move of Sir John Reith’s may not have been at 
the direct orders of Moscow. For it strikes at the 
very life of religion, and in a way that is quite in 
keeping with the scientific methods of Atheistic 
Russia. The condition of life for every organism, 
social or individual is harmony with environment. 
If the natural state of things is such as to provide a 
suitable environment, as is the case with wild animals 
in their native habitat or religion under primitive 
conditions, then artificial culture is unnecessary. But
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if tlie environment is not primitive, if the conditions 
are not such as the wild animal has been habituated 
to, then artificial forms must be provided. In the case 
of animals this is done by modification of tempera
ture, etc., in the case of religion by the creation of an 
environment which approximates to the original one. 
This is the whole significance of the special dress, the 
special language, the peculiar enunciation of the 
clergy, or the retention of an archaic form of 
language, all of which figure in religion. One sense 
of the word “  sacred ”  has always been that of 
something set apart, and in modern life the farther 
removed religion is from scientific ideas and actual 
knowledge, the more significant becomes the use of 
“  sacred.”

Now consider the tremendous influence of an ex
cision of a peculiar enunciation, of special forms of 
speech, of special dress, in a word, of a special “  at
mosphere ”  where religion is concerned! Think of 
what a dropping of even all the “  thees ”  and 
“  thous ”  and “  thys ”  in religious readings and in 
prayers would mean. It is one thing, for example, 
to p ray: —

We who are this day gathered together in thy 
holy house pray thee that thou who hast out of thy 
loving-kindness so often in time succoured thy err
ing children will again take mercy on them and will 
send down upon the parched earth the gentle and 
fructifying rain, so that our crops may be restored 
and the hearts of thy servants gladdened. And if 
this thing be done it shall be as a sign of thy good
ness and greatness, and thine shall be the glory for 
ever and ever.

And this, spoken as it would be spoken in an ordinary 
gathering of ordinarily educated men and w om en: —  

This meeting has been called, Lord, to consider 
the question of the shortage of rain. We all be
lieve that the control of the weather rests with you, 
and we are asking you that in view of the wide dis
tress prevailing over large areas of the country in 
consequence of your withholding the necessary rain, 
that you cause it to fall in suitable quantities where 
it is so badly required. The whole country would 
be delighted if this matter received your attention, 
and it would be used to advertise your goodness and 
so make your own position more secure.

Let anyone take any prayer he likes and translate it 
into ordinary everyday language, and see how soon 
the glamour will be lost. Religion if it is to live 
must act as a drug, not as a -stimulant. It must, 
so far as it is believed in, lift the believer, tempor
arily at least, out of the present environment and 
give him an environment more suitable to 
religious beliefs. That is why a scientific, a philo
sophical, a political meeting may be held anywhere, 
dealt with in ordinary language and criticized in the 
ordinary way, while religion must be taught in a 
special environment, talked about in a special 
language, and enforced by men who are specially 
marked off from the rest of community. The 
B.B.C. appears to be attacking religion under the 
disguise of preserving it.

*  *  *

The Aim of the B.B.C.

In the light of my suspicion that the B.B.C. hand
ling of Christianity is part of a Bolshevik plot to dis
credit religion in this country, other things against 
which I have previously protested wear a different as
pect. There is, for example, the Sunday sermons. 
Never in the history of preaching has there been a 
selected series like them. Of course there have been 
foolish preachers, as, for example, the Bishop of Lon
don, who even when he slips into sense never allows 
the hearer to fail to realize that he is by nature silly.

extent 'n f 'r r !  ° f lllau *las not keen "flicked out to d'e 
John Rpiti fifty-tWo everY year. The subtlety of Sir 
that Iia 1 1111 1IS attach on Christianity lies in the fad

ias so arranged things that he has forced upon
- ■ • The

nrpnrb pieacIlers the inevitability of stupidity. 
he\-P u  iu d t0 represent all Christian sects, with 

anv+b'SU • ̂  eacl* one was prohibited from sayh'S 
‘ yt nfif Wlth which any of the others might dis-

• of plat'-agree. The consequence has been a series 
tudinous sermons, a Sunday cascade of clotted 11011 
sense unbroken by a single gleam of anythin# ‘'l 
proachiug intelligence, that is unique in the wh»1* 
Christian record. Preachers have been forced 0 
dwell upon such valuable things as assurances tW 
there will never be peace in Europe until the nati011 
stop fighting, that the wray to have generosity co'| 
mon is to do away with greed, and that the w°r, 
can only be saved by following Jesus. Now it 15 
odds against this being accidental. The law of ProD' 
abilities seem against it. There are plenty of pars011 
who could have given better sermons. Why " er
they not selected? Or if they were selecte

why
made it

were the conditions of the preaching such as - (0
impossible, or difficult, for them to give a >ser'11jj5teii 
which even an intelligent non-believer might 
with interest? eX.

I can see, at present, only one satisfactory^ 
planation. Sir John Reith found himself in P ^  
sion of machinery which would enable him to ^ 
the homes of hundreds of thousands of people ^ 
numbers of whom do not read the Freethinker,■ ^  
who never come into actual contact with ^  
thought. There is nothing in their immedia c 
vironment to set them doubting the truth of & ^
or the value of the clergy. So, probably pearlIt|ieir 
mind the way in which the Spartans used 
slaves to educate their children into sound h 
the B.B.C. saw the opportunity of using the 
to the same end. It has been saying to the V ^  
at large, and under guise of helping Christw*
“  Here are selected representatives of the Chr'-'

theiri 
fr o'11Church of to-day. Look at them, listen to 

note the stream of sheer vacuity which flows 
them, weigh their addresses against the inteHeC. 
quality of the speeches you hear from sociolo# 
scientists, artists, etc., and then say whether 
placing in positions of authority such men aS. .¡. 
Christian clergy of to-day is not a slur upon our c 
ization?”

The more I dwell upon this theory the more E 1
able it becomes. It might even explain the 
of Viscountess Snowden with which I dealt

#  
letter

the

other week. For that letter was so naked i*1 * f 
evasiveness, its shallowness, and its showing _l'P ¡t 
the religious apologist, that on reconsideration 
might easily be taken as an endeavour to disef, < 
the religious case. We ought also to bear in n' 5 
that Viscountess Snowden is a Socialist, and j 
has a plain affinity with Socialist Russia. B11 ^ 
do not think Russia will welcome so clumsy aD 
vocate. It demands something more subtle— s°y . 
thing in the line of Sir John Rcith. I must 0011 ,^e 
that for a long time he deceived me, but that ari1 
in the Dispatch, that Moscow is planning a iaf i 
scale Atheistic propaganda in Great Britain op^1 j 
my eyes. If I had not written against the 
might in the interests of Freethought in this coun 
have remained silent. But I desire to be just ah°  ̂
all things, and therefore I wish to put the truth of 
B.B.C.’s religious Sunday services before the Pu . ,0 
For note that after some years getting the clergy 
line, the B.B.C. publicly proclaims its intention 
trying to strip them of their artificial aids and < 
ing them up to the public as they are. It is bru 
as only Moscow can be brutal. It is like present’
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for ' C<̂ êauty Usiiig either paint or powder and 
eWt'1̂  '̂er to stalld before the public under a strong 
defend ^.B.C. proposes stripping, all
pltbijCes £rom religion and parading it before the 

lc w all its primitive savagery. It is too cruel!

C hapman Cohen.

3 o ]y  Men and Housing.

renoS0? ety ®a’ns n°thing whilst a man, not himself 
°'ated, attempts to renovate things around him.”

Emerson.*f wj
last 6 i,may so much 'n the habit of bowing as at 

(l 0 ae unable to stand upright.”—Latidor.
Vain are the thousand creeds.”—Emily Bronte.

Hie 'c IN(’ 'n £ke House of Lords on the debate on 
^nt g ay Entertainments Bill, the Archbishop of 
State* w^ose salary as Primate of the English 
r,alacê lurch is ¿15,000 per annum, with two

s°othin 
it

and a town-house, spoke the following
lS words

is no use urging the desirability of a quiet 
1 aay at home to people who are cribbed, cabin’d, 

lc confined in one room,
Sund

folks*' C£U*te apparent from this outburst that even 
Sam •*n tlle most exalted ecclesiastical positions do 
real Unes ga'n an inkling of the happenings of the 

around them. “ Fine words,”  however, 
an(j'.C ,arir>er’s wife remarked, “  butter no parsnips,”  

ls fhe more to be regretted that His Grace’s 
i'ar ai\Ce Was tkat ° i  a voice crying in the wilderness. 
s ^ / W i s e  are the raucous calls of those thou- 
gre S ?£ “  Lord’s anointed ”  who urge their con-
anj 3 lons to oppose Sunday relaxation, in any form, 
Vale t ° Profess to believe that the world is but a 

, tears.
theij1'ef UnPleasant fact that so large a proportion of 
at ,eB°w citizens are forced to live in single rooms 
bu,kX '^rhitant rents does not appear to interest the 
tc-rrji, t£le clergy at all. Overcrowding is a most 
'7-ed S evd> and should never be tolerated in a civil
l y  C°Unt.ry' But the thousands of priests never 
interCr Bieir saintly heads with such matters. They 
fog GSt tllemsc‘lves with jealous and hysterical gird- 
l e j «  ®very other institution which caters for the 
'hid

y uuier liisiuuuim w ^ vyA iiiwJ y hours of working people. Sunday cinemas 
to charabancs, golf and gardening, are anathema
tWi * and excite the whole wide vocabulary ofôior-5 -°focal abhorrence. But the recent utterance 
of foface of Canterbury lets a very large cat outof His 

t
°Uly
the bag.

ing p”  a month' ago the Bishop of London’s Hous-
Bioc mniittee’s Report was presented to the London 
foarn n Conference, and from this document we 
dra o£ the large and rapidly increasing income 
tt yil.by the State Church of England from ground 
bfock- 111 Haddington, London. This is one of the 
c°ndV spots in darkest London, and the housing 
Bish tl0ns 111 Bus district have been described by the 
leSal ° f London himself as “  ghastly ”  and the 

conditions described by him as “ unfair,”  
Sher °f which are overstatements. 

out fn'S ex£st only because somebody makes money 
Wipj them. All the beastliness and filth associated 
Part °fVercrowding simply springs from greed on the 
Otyjj o£ the owners. In this particular instance the 
O  is the formidable and wealthy corporation 
injSs- n as the Ecclesiastical and Church Estate Com- 
the l0ners. Who are these persons? They include 
Chu , Archbish’ops and Bishops of the Anglican 
C0r, cb> three deans, five Cabinet Ministers, the 
laytn Chief Justice, three other judges, and a few 

611 nominated by the Crown and the Archbishop

of Canterbury, the whole forming a pleasing mixture 
of Church and State. Their revenues are vast and 
variable, ranging from coal royalties and tithes to 
ground rents, the gross capitalized value not falling 
far short of ,£100,000,000. These Ecclesiastical Com
missioners came into existence by the will of Parlia
ment, the Act being passed in 1836. All the old 
endowments of the bishoprics and cathedral chapters 
of the Bad Old Days were transferred to these Com
missioners, and they, out of these enormous revenues, 
pay the stipends of the present-day bishops, deans, 
and chapters. The balance, a large one, is paid into 
a common fund, and this is partly used to assist 
parishes where assistance is required, and partly in 
payment of pensions to the clergy.

During the past two generations bishoprics have 
been multiplied at a really alarming rate, and the 
higher ecclesiastics of this State-manufactured Church 
form a very much more numerous body than was 
needed in the Ages of Faith, when the entire popula
tion was forced into places of worship by harsh penal
ties in case of absence. This pleasing anomaly is due 
to the fact that the town properties controlled by the 
Church had generally and enormously increased in 
value, and the priests, true to type, were anxious to 
share the spoils. This is not to put the case too 
strongly, for it is idle to pretend that a Church having 
a large interest in the tyranny of the tithe, and also 
a financial interest in slum property, would be 
squeamish in such matters.

The Medical Officer of Health for the London 
County Council, has estimated the number of un
healthy underground tenements in the Metropolis at 
not less than 30,000. It is a grievous thing that so 
many of these insanitary dwellings should be in pro
perty owned by the State-aided Church of England. 
It is the bitterest of all comments on one of the 
wealthiest churches in all Christendom that its priests 
should make a comfortable living from the misery 
of ordinary citizens.

It is idle to talk of the bare pittances of the 
wretched clergy. What right has this Anglican 
Church to make its priests rely for their income upon 
royalties on coal, upon ground-rents of slum-pro
perty, and upon the tithe-tax upon agriculture? This 
particular Church is “  by law established,”  and hy 
law it can equally be disestablished and disendowed. 
Parliament made it and Parliament can also un
make it.

I11 the Ages of Faith practically the whole popu
lation of this country was professedly Christian. 
To-day only one person in ten attends a place 
of worship, more or less regularly. Of this number 
only a percentage can be claimed by this so-called 
Church of England. Its vast revenues are actually 
increasing in value owing principally to the rise in 
value of urban property, and this extra money is 
shared by thousands and thousands of priests. The 
Church of England has outgrown its usefulness, and 
outstayed its welcome. Soon it will be a Church of 
priests, rather than of the people, whom it, hypo
critically, pretends to represent. Parliament im
posed this State-aided Church upon the people of this 
country. Some day Parliament will devote its atten
tion to the drafting of an Act disestablishing and dis
endowing this relic of the Middle Ages. There is 
need for it. Unless priests can teach and practice 
humanity, they are worse than useless in the modern 
world. The Bishops and the Ecclesiastical Commis
sioners could take advice from Shakespeare’s 
lines : —

"  Take physic, pomp,
Expose thyself to feel what wretches feel;
That thou mayst shake the superflux to them,
And show the heavens more just.”
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As it is, these professed descendants of the legend
ary “ twelve disciples”  resemble the greedy boy with 
the apple, who, when his brother asked him for the 
core, replied : “  Get o u t! There ain’t going to be 
no core.”

M im nerm us.

The Gospel of Pain.

“ Decadence conquered in hoc signo—God on the 
Cross—is the frightful concept behind this symbol not 
as yet understood? All that suffers, all that hangs on 
the cross is divine . . . Christianity was a victory, a 
nobler type of character was destroyed by it—Christ
ianity has been the greatest misfortune hitherto of man
kind.”  (Nietzsche. The Antichrist, p. 326.)

A ccording to modern exponents of Christianity, 
especially among the Protestant Churches, the most 
characteristic and distinguishing quality of Christ
ianity is love. It is claimed to be par excellence the 
religion of love.

So sedulously and persistently has this view been 
expounded, by innumerable sermons and books, that 
it is now regarded, by Christians, as unquestionable 
as the multiplication table. It was by love— so it is 
claimed— that the early Christians overcame the 
ancient pagan world, sunk in sin and iniquity.

But the truth is that this view of Christianity, at 
least, to the extravagant extent to which it is now 
carried, is very modern. It practically, in its full 
development, coincides with the decline in the belief 
in eternal punishment. When people could no 
longer be driven to Church by the fear of hell, then 
they must be attracted by the candy of love. The 
substitution has not been a success as the progres
sive falling off of Christian believers testifies.

What was it, in the first instance, that this new 
religion came to teach the ancient world ? It com
mences with the sudden apparition, from the wilder
ness, of the uncouth savage John the Baptist, clad in 
camels hair, girdled with a leather belt; crying “ Re
pent ye for the kingdom of heaven is at hand.”  
(Matt. iii. 2) and adding the sinister warning “  flee 
from the wrath to come.”  Fitting forerunner, and 
symbol, of the coming doom of that immense achieve
ment, after ages of endless toil, of the great Grseco- 
Roman civilization with its aftermath of a thou
sand years of Christian Dark Ages.

Then we have the advent of Jesus Christ. Now 
what was there, in the teaching of the Gospel, to 
cause it to spread over the Roman Empire and pre
vail over the many other competing religions that 
came flooding in from the East at that time? The 
Christian answer to this question is that Christ
ianity triumphed because of its superior ethical teach
ings, especially as regards its command to love one 
another.

Now there is nothing new in the moral teachings 
of the New Testament, except when they go to 
ridiculous, or wicked extremes, such as the command 
to love your enemies, which Jesus did not practice, 
and the command to hate your dearest relations, 
which apparently he did.

But there was something new in Christianity that 
distinguished it from the others, namely, that the 
Kingdom of Heaven was at hand, and that the world 
would shortly come to an end. In fact, some of 
those who stood listening to the discourse of the new 
prophet, so he asserted, would witness, and take part 
in the affair. Then there would follow the Judg
ment Day, when the righteous, the few who had 
chosen the narrow and difficult path, would be re
warded in Heaven, while the great majority who had 
chosen the broad, easy, and pleasant way, were des

tined to dwell for ever in eternal torment with the 
devil and his angels.

It was to the terror inspired by this terrible pjc" 
ture of the after life, that Christianity owed its 
success. None of the other competing religions Iiat 
anything half so effective as this. Terror seized up»0 
the ignorant multitude, among whom it was first Pr» 
pagated. I  here was a sauve qui pent, a Pa»IL' 
spread, everyone rushed to the new faith to save 
themselves from the horrors of the red prison house- 
It was not love, but fear, that gave Christianity the 
victory. A s Range, briefly, but accurately sunu»e( 
the matter up, the teaching of Christianity ‘ 1111 
hinged the ancient world.”  1 ‘ '
fifteenth chapter of his Decline and 
Roman Empire, observes :_

UL uw».*»*- - n11c
Gibbon, in the fa® 

Fall of

tid tfti-
The careless polytheist, assailed by new a  ̂

expected terrors against which neither his P 
nor his philosophers could afford him any jj, 
protection, was very frequently terrified a1]1 ^ rS 
dued by the menace of eternal tortures. B u n¡ 
might assist the progress of his faith and r 
and if he could once persuade himself to ^ f| 
that the Christian religion might possibly be ^  
it became an easy task to convince him that 1 ^
the safest and most prudent part that he 
possibly embrace.

As the same great historian further remark®» «

tin? 
no

with

mordant irony, when the only condition attached^

a j«5t
it:

us

mili

the gift of eternal happiness, was that o f ^ j 0̂  
the faith and precepts of the new gospel, “  ** aV-e 
wonder that so advantageous an offer should j  
been accepted by great numbers of every rehgj ’ „ 
every rank, and of every province in the R - 
Empire. The ancient Christians were animate! 
contempt for their present existence, and by a 
confidence of immortality, of which the dou 
and imperfect faith of modern ages cannot give 
adequate notion.”

There is another doctrine peculiar to Christ1» 
that has exercised great influence, namely, tlil „j. 
pain and suffering endured in this life will be L 
pensated in the life to come. It seems that the1"®.̂  
a sort of debtor and creditor account opened v'^e 
every individual boru into the world. 0» 
creditor side is entered all the pain and suffering  ̂
dured, and on the debtor side, all the happiness 
joy enjoyed. If you have been well off, and f
had a good time on earth, then you have had 
share, and are in for it on Judgment Day. If, °n 
other hand, you have been poor and had 
time, full of grief and trouble, then you are e

a r0llii'i

to a mansion in the skies and live happy ever a.  ̂
Jesus is reported as teaching, according to the S1* 
chapter of D uke: “  Blessed are ye that weep 110 u 
for ye shall laugh.”  Blessed are ye when men s  ̂
hate you . . . Rejoice ye in that day, and lesP  ̂
jo y : for, behold, your reward is great
heaven . . . But woe unto you that are rich! f°r (ill 
have received your consolation . . . Woe unto J 
that are fu ll! for ye shall hunger. Woe unto > 
that laugh now ! for ye shall mourn and weep- 

Again, when Lazarus, the beggar full of s°r n 
dies, he is carried by angels to Abraham’s boS» 
But the rich man Dives, after his death, finds h* 
self suffering torments in the flames of hell, and ’  ̂
seeches Abraham to allow Lazarus to bring hi»1  ̂
single drop of water. “  But Abram said, So»> ^  
member that thou in thy lifetime receivedst thy 8°^  
things, and otherwise Lazarus evil things : but » 
he is comforted, and thou art tormented.”  (k11 
xvi. 25.)

This teaching, as to the sanctity of suffering, 
ercised great influence, not only upon the ea

1 Lange. History 0/ Materialism. Vol. I. p. 170..

riy
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Christians, but tight through the Christian ages 
;'o\vn to the present time. It accentuated the lack of 
interest in life created by the expectation of the 
sudden approaching end of the world; and when, as 
l'me passed on, and this fear became less acute 
although it never died out— the teaching as to the 
sanctity of suffering and pain remained to remind 
'uen of the uselessness and worthlessness of this 
earthly life, which should be regarded as a pilgrim- 
afie through a vale of grief and suffering and a prepa
ration for the life to come. This has been the 
teaching of all the greatest of the Christian teachers
through the ages.

W. M ann.
(To be concluded.)

Biology and Life.

^1; shall frequently find that in some schools of 
h ulosophy the nomenclature of science has quite a 
' nferent meaning from that used by the scientist m 

le laboratory. Indeed, when the latter himself is 
f Wn into philosophical discussion he, too, is apt to 
'"get the lessons of his research, and to share in the 

)arRon which has little or no connexion with it.
lake the term “  life,”  for instance. In science 

I e 's a concept; in vitalist philosophy a principle.
le difference is important. A  scientific concept is 

a for a class of properties which can be investi- 
a principle is something beyond analysis,gated 

someth
visihl " — ““ “  “ ‘ '•“ “ '•“ ‘'■ i

tlin e an<;l fundamental. And in order to give life 
e scmblar

a basic existent, in-diviVi'i'11̂  ^nal an(l irreducible Vlbible ai

atorv̂ i'1̂ 31̂ 6 sucli » “  life”  in the scientific labor-
In ^  )ecoines “  Rife ”  in the philosophical system. 
attei C paPital letter we see the twentieth century 

-, ’Uation of what the Malanesians call mana.
'uind says ^le fyPe of philosopher we have in 
i„di '■ is individual . . . and each living being is
quotas' ’ a w l̂0 ê w°i constituted of parts ”  (the

Row
lon is from Wildon Carr).

Jf the words in italics were actually true,daily
Pha exPeriments by students in physiological and 
IlOSs. . acol°g-ical laboratories would be rendered im- 

e> and the whole progress of biology has been 
doct • P°ssible by the implicit rejection of Carr’s 

Uue. The physiologist
kes the living machine to pieces and studies the 

l°pertics of its several parts. The experimental 
’¡'"bryologist can put it together again. (Prof. L.

A
ilogben.)

heart", ̂  known example is the removal of a frog’s 
Salin ir°m ^le body, perfusing it with a suitable 
¡Uj, e to keep its heat, and then arresting, restart- 
^  accelerating its rhythm by changing the con- 
(l>Snl n • the saline medium. Here is an organ 
‘‘aiiy y,lnS properties of living matter (i . e being 
So ) when the rest of the body has ceased to do 

, similarly
ls possible to study properties of nerve, muscle, 

e cell membrane, absorption of food in the gut, 
' Ration of nitrogenous materials in the liver, etc., 
s isolated events (ibid)-

te ^UV ’ pursues our philosopher, " y o u  cannot 
ear 1 i e,Qble the living system, as you can a motor 

Tet even here the analogy with the machine
W0r]f’ '■ bis despite the infancy of science. The 
of a °f Ross Harrison has shown that the head end 
taji' 'a P̂°̂ e of one species can be grafted on to the 
W  en  ̂ of a tadpole of another species, while five- 
in an<f two-legged newts are now manufactured 

I if6 kd'oratory.
fjjjj . L‘> then, is not a unity; the organism not a 

led product. Metamorphosis is a striking ex
atlipl, and is mechanically conditioned. There is

no need to resort to a purposive agency anywhere; at 
the will of the scientist tadpoles may be- perma
nently detained in the larval state; at his will their 
change into the adult may be accelerated or pro
longed.

In the normal tadpole the change is initiated by the 
liberation of the thyroid secretion. Thus the re
moval of the rudimentary thyroid gland in the frog 
embryo will produce a thyroidless tadpole, one which 
will never mature. A  similar result can be obtained 
by depriving the tadpole of iodine, which normally is 
used by the thyroid gland to effect metamorphosis: 
again we have a permanent tadpole.

On the other hand, the American salamander, 
Amblystoma tigrinum has a characteristic larval 
state. It inherits a deficient thyroid gland, which can
not utilize the surrounding iodine, and consequently 
its form normally remains larval. The biologist can 
produce a mature, land-dwelling salamander in a few 
weeks by feeding with thyroid gland. Again the 
scientist interferes with “  Life.”  He conditions ex
ternal agencies which will modify, quicken, arrest; 
and the analogy holds good with human beings (diet
ing, etc.). Where is the inaccessible “  principle of 
L ife?”

Life, then, is not something permanently removed 
from scientific treatment: it is more and more found 
to be determinably conditioned. What, then, is it? 
The definition here used is from The Nature of 
Living Matter : the only intelligible significance of 
the word “  life ”  in scientific discussion is to denote 
collectively the characteristic properties of living 
matter, such as receptivity, reactivity and reproduc
tion. Life is thus treated as a concept; not as a 
principle or unity.

Is there any property of living matter which is in
trinsically incapable of being imitated in the labora
tory from non-living materials? The whole develop
ment of biology goes to suggest that there is not, and 
the onus of proof lies with the vitalist.

It is not so much a question of whether science 
actually will produce a homo sapiens, but whether 
there is anything to make such an achievement in
trinsically impossible, i.c., whether there is in "life” 
something inaccessible to scientific treatment. As 
Prof. A. V. Hill says : —

Although such experiments are not possible on 
men or animals or plants as may be made on non
living objects, there is little evidence— indeed, I 
would be bold and say there is no evidence—that 
such living creatures can in any manner or degree 
evade the ordinary laws of mechanics, chemistry 
and physics.

Thus, by refusing to accept a conception of life 
which removes it except in degree from the ordinary 
practice prevailing in the laboratory, the biologist is 
making an important contribution to philosophy, and 
one which may serve to correct impressions made by 
physicists like Eddington and Lodge, and by writers 
like Carr, who spent the bulk of his adult life on the 
Stock Exchange.

Modern biological progress is sufficient alone to 
demolish both the Vitalist type of philosophy and the 
Christian plan of survival. The question, "  do the 
dead live?”  becomes as irrelevant as "  does an ex
tinguished light burn?”

G. H. T ayi,or .

Be your character what it will, it will be known; and 
nobody will take it upon your word.— Chesterfield.

Education is a cheap defence of nations.— Burke.

I say discuss all and expose all—I am for every topic 
openly.— Walt Whitman.
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Acid Drops.

The Church Times is very uneasy Over the Stiffkey 
case. It thinks that instead of bringing all the cases of 
alleged misconduct before the court the Chancellor might 
have had just one or two only, since that would have 
been enough. It was also a mistake to bring the case to 
London, since that gave increased opportunities for 
publicity. Above all “ a word of real sympathy from 
the judge for the ideal which, at least in the beginning 
of his career, Mr. Davidson had set before himself 
would have raised the Church in the opinion oj the 
masses.”  The italics are ours, and it gives the reason 
for what the Church Times has to say. It means that 
if the trial had been accompanied by the usual sloppy 
and false talk about the high ideals of the Christian 
Church, and if the charges had been limited to one or 
two, or if the trial had not had so much publicity, 
nothing would have been done to lower the prestige of 
the Church. The imposture of the lofty moral influence 
of the Christian Church must be kept going at all costs. 
But if the accused man had been a layman, we wonder 
whether the Church Times would have held that the 
trial should not have had publicity, or the offences 
whittled down to one or two, or the judge have paid 
a stupid compliment to the high ideals which the 
accused man once held ? We think not.

One important consideration the Church Times alto
gether omits. This is that the high ideals of the 
Christian Church, the all-saving power of Jesus Christ, 
does not, if the verdict be a sound one, appear to have 
had much power over Mr. Davidson. The power of Jesus 
for good appears to have, as usual, most influence over 
those who are able to do without it.

As we anticipated and predicted the Stiffkey case is 
followed by a demand by the Church and its press for 
new privileges for the clergy. The Church of England 
Newspaper urges that the Judicial Proceedings Act, 
1926 (which applies only to matrimonial causes) shall be 
amended so as to “  make it unlawful to print or pub
lish indecent matter in any judicial cases.” (The italics 
are not ours). The cause of this demand is not the in
terests of public morality, but, as our contemporary 
naively admits, “  the grave effects on religion gener
ally ”  of publishing the reports of clerical offences and 
trials. Dissenting ministers and Catholic priests have 
no privileges exclusively theirs by law. Parsons have 
many. One of them is that a clergyman may not be 
arrested during divine worship. It is obvious that this 
exemption could only assist a criminal to escape justice. 
The clergy have a coward’s castle of legal protection as 
it is. It should be brought down, but now it is proposed 
to add to its fortifications by a gross interference with 
the liberty of the press. It is suggested in the article 
from which we quote that the National Assembly (of 
the Church) must “  face the problem of Ecclesiastical 
Courts and clerical discipline,”  i.e., with a view to 
“  hushing up ”  their proceedings and breaches.

Fortunately the press can be trusted to look after 
itself in the interests of “  good copy.” What is much 
less certain is that a Parliament which has already 
passively allowed the Government to give a pledge that 
it will not interfere with church revenues, and which 
has made new provisions to restrict the liberties both of 
Parliament and the public, may “  give facilities ”  for 
some measure of the National Assembly to be smuggled 
through. Parliament cannot amend such measures, but 
can only reject or pass them. Quite a number of 
measures of which the public has heard nothing have 
been secured in recent years, everyone of them increas
ing the Church’s independence of Parliament. In 1926 a 
Neglect of Duty Act (for parsons) gave a Bishop power 
to set up a court of six persons and, in effect, transfers 
powers of a judicial character (in the Church Discipline 
Acts 1S40 to 1892) to an exclusively Anglican body. If 
there is an appeal from this body it is heard by the 
Archbishop of the Province and a judge of the Supreme

:dcd
Court. If the Vicar of Stiffkey had been Pr°ceea"‘ 
against under this Act, we gather that the “ °'ra' 1grave

followed.
xried, t,lC

effects on religion generally ”  would not have 
lliu s, since the so-called Enabling Act was car 
State Church has been steadily arming itself with *>c" 
privileges and exemptions which arc calculated to UDi'cr.

-  ne
the nation has a right to exercise so long as it

I privileges and exemptions wlucli are eaicuiau-u ,
' mine the effective control of it which Farlianien ^

established religion.

There is another aspect of this demand for 
over press reports. What is “  indecent m atter^ ,fl

1 ' and
atter

the clerical mind it may include all that is 
the Acts relating to Blasphemy and seditious libel,
any judicial proceedings against a clergyman no n1, 
what their nature. “  Indecency,” according to - 
clerics, includes anything from a hatless won18 ,. 
church to the grossest criminal offences. “  Inclcf
in print means anything held to be indecent by 8 P^t 
man, and we learned from a recent case, to write oi 
the police think is indecent, although it is not pr"1 
published, may, and in this case did, end in six 1110 
imprisonment for the writer. There is more real *

decency in the Sunday newspapers every week
policemen and common informers hunt out in

tha'1
Jvttwe'V

months. The Church is not concerned with that.
only when religious opinions and religious pcirsotis afc

involved that leading articles appear in the pi°llS 
crying “  Hush ” “  Hush.”  Interviews with nn*r<

s Prc?i
dererr-

bee"ex-criminals, and persons who would never have 
heard of but for some scandalous action on their y . 
these are all “  good ”  and permissable “  copy- ^  
that reporters and press and cinemas photograP .̂i 
should attend the trial of a clergyman is "
and must be stopped, 
a lot of stopping.

We hope and believe it will t *

1 pci>(l
At the Liverpool Builders Annual Festival the ^  

of Chichester asked this question : “  For ten ye8*  ̂rC- 
more the leaders of the nations had been trying jltl- 
erect the shattered fabrics of civilization. H" ,t 
potence had marked all their efforts . . . whilc '

tlicpiece of patch-work was attempted in one sp° 1 
noise of some fresh crack was heard in another • • ’ 
question might be asked ‘ was it worth while to 
tinuc the task of building the great cathedral at ^  |̂C 
pool?’ ”  The answer of the Dean was that, „¡1 
shattered fabric of civilization”  only shows tl'8 ,, 
new age can be built upon the supernatural a ,,c;1ilc<l 
the supernatural alone.”  The Catholic religion ‘The Catholic religion -. ¡„ 
on men of all conditions, cultures and colours, aI1(, (Vc 
the last bunded years ”— including 1914-191^.^0 
have been slowly and steadily recapturing its c*fllllpf.

to know why if. aSqualities.”  We should like 
A. S. Spencer Jones said, Hells gates are porrei

did
„in

when we build ”  French and Belgian Cathedrals pc 
escape its ravages ? He was nearer the truth " ’** 
said that the reason for building cathedrals is tha ■it1 efi
are "arenas for adorning great national ani. e d'd 
occasions with ecclesiastical pageantry,”  and (aS , >> 
not add), securing good pay for the “  adornnie*1 •

According to a pious spouter, Christ conqUefCj  |)C-t 
merely all that was vile, but all the greatest a*’ j)9n 
that the world could produce. Christ was great1-'1. )]Cl\ 
Caesar, Plato, Napoleon, Darwin and modern sc of 
This must be true, because tens of thousa** ^„5 
Christian priests depend for their livelihood on ***1 
of people believing it. Meanwhile, we cann°

„of

wondering what there would be left of true civil** .„4 
in the world, if all that has been thought and ac * 
during the past 2,500 years by the greatest and na.or)il 
minds could be removed from the world. If fl,c . c it. 
had had nothing beyond the Holy Bible to ilhin’"^ ^  
the world would not have travelled much farther 
the path to civilization than Anno Domini r.

The Rev. Thomas Tiplady suggests, in the 
Recorder, that now that cinemas are compelled -¿y, 
to give a portion of their Sunday takings to c 
the same terms should be made, in justice to tl*
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"'as> legally applicable to all other orS plea-
hade on Sundays, including railways, club’s, res-
5urc boats, public houses, golf clubs, Also,
taurants, shops, char-a-bancs, H ence. But
motor-cars should pay extra for a Sun • y  relieve
as we are all compelled to pay taxes m - ^  make 
places of worship from paying their , once. We
Wiese special taxes over to the cliurc 1CS ^his sug- 
feel sure Viscountess Snowden would endors
gostion.

iIr- Hugh Redwood, who now writes tl ^ jor p;s 
in the News-Chronicle of a Saturday, „  It

.ist text "  then went Solomon • • • ® 1 -de
sea's Well known that “  we all like to )C _ . when he

Sldc>” and Solomon was no excep 10®‘ . . _the j,lar-
asbs how did Solomon pass his time a .«paddled,”
gate ot his country—and wonders whet ^  that he

'■  M m  mmtnot expect t  for
d<*s not know how, in fact, that “  wise man a blow w-<~
; ; r ;£ w e e n  finishing “
loin

all the work ”  for the temple,
lj‘j K1"g up four hundred and fifty talents of gold 

of 111 a'n on the way to his pow-wow with the Queen
talei,tsC 3f '^le Save him “  an hundred and twenty 
ab(uU]a 0 S°ld and of spices and precious stones great 
Queen 1Uf:e7 neither was there any such spice as the 
<ktt(] Sheba gave to Solomon.” It is not to be won- 

bat Solomon “ gave to the Queen of Sheba all 
whatsoever she asked” before she “ turned and'vent

des:ire

"'on ea'a  ̂ *° dler own land.”  Mr. Redwood says “ Solo- 
the ti(i r  bis holiday,”  and pictures him walking by 
bad ],afc Css waters of the Red Sea thinking of all that 
llryslio(f£Cllccl s’nce “  God brought the Israelites over 
record ft is vvell that .Solomon’s thoughts are not 
"°ulcl 1 °r ^ they were like some of his conduct they 

'o\e given Mr. Redwood a nasty shock.

Tlie

Idll bv’r,Quotes some interesting figures published in

i l % n ,  a
fishes a magazine localized in many Anglican

Ata°^ one> Mr. Wright, Secretary to the B ish o p  of E y .
sonlJ t ctlme “ 6,311 incumbents were non-residents, an
pattt ° the'n “  were constantly seen at routs, cart
abk c or thc theatre, and in the summer at the faslnon- ”Pas.”  -i . * Bishop Tomline of Lincoln (1787-1820) pre-
0f 11 J  three s 

0L 4 Parishes

‘‘ICQ y
’ 1 h t/ ' !lj’ cc sons to thirteen livings between them.

4,412 had a resident parson, andq . ---  ---*------- ’
1 "''Uiu ,.,, .'cllargc was paid, on an average £40 per 
",r'tcr (n ls  ̂ bas all been altered according to the 
> al.” J V  T. I)ilworth Harrison) by the “ Catholic re-1 »-.1 . --vu litUll.lUU) u y  U lt 1 1

“ js he says taught that the Church of Eng-
,,e Oovr,11C1̂ ler Hie creature of the Reformation nor of 
CU. Verninem »'lergy p ‘ )vent.” Thus, it is to be supposed, The 
!; "ralities S,; ence Hill, and the measures abolishing 
ltJ> olic >, ,c\  were passed by Parliament before the
¡*«asure*v' . revival started, and the Prayer Book 
»rth, w],0, nearly one hundred years after its
¡'r°ofs tJ ,cl’ was rejected by Parliament, are convincing 
a catbo]; . “ Church of England has always possessed 
Urc °f Uk> A postolic basis, and is neither the crea-

Wes
ïfocSÔ Vi
aft,
: lea;.Ual colareaves 
«ru.
hL00ft andh"n

it.'.6 tlie 

""sxv~.Eve"

iear, whose parishioners figure much in 
nus of the papers, complains that he often 
twenty-five to thirty cards ”  in a single 
°nly sees one person. They are “  out ” 

1,10 majority of them lie thinks “ do not be-

rom

( mrch and intend to have nothing to do with 
W . cred, _ appeals from the Bishop”  remain un
to,, " '‘ hough the church is said to be “ always

tilo
Med !llu'cil 'Cimes

it is not with parishioners.”  I11 a letter
1, “wu a - ‘ hws this clergyman says that he has 
,] Est fi C latlge in the attitude of the parish during 
j fa  as tnVe or six years,”  but, unless all the available 
/.'Hoc,! ft cll"roli attendance is wrong, lie might have 
(1""ks or . ,°"g before. The average Londoner never 
j '̂bted] '""self as a “  parishioner,”  and if, as is un- 
H'aberv. _, le case, he cannot be got to vote in anyIIC wu, W VOLC iu  “ u>*»v- Lttuuu«. uC & - rnfittersatfectih* at a '"unicipal election concerned u n

froin Vf ’'is pocket, it is not very likely that
n U'c Bishop ” will trouble him. Among the many

anomolous features of the Establishment none is more 
conspicuous than ^tbe complete breakdown of the 
parochial, system both in town and country. It has no 
relation to reality.

The Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty seem to have 
made no impression, except one of disgust, on Tithe- 
payers. In a trenchant statement, the Berks, Bucks 
and Oxen Tithepayers point out that as stabilized by the 
Act of 1925 the tithepayer was “  stuck ” for eighty-five 
years to come to pay at the rate of 15 per cent more than 
the average value of Tithe for the previous eighty years. 
In addition he had to pay, under the same Act, £4 10s. 
per annum for every 1̂00 for eighty-five years to re
deem the tithe. This, it is pointed out, will eventually 
endow the Church with a sum of over £70,000,000. No 
wonder there is anxiety about disendowment. Of the 
£3,ooo,ooo per annum now raised by tithes upon agri
cultural land, in return for which the tithepayer gets 
nothing—for, even if he is a churchman, it does not ex
empt him from voluntary obligations as such—goes to 
the income of the State Church. The tithe-payers say, 
if the nation wants to pay for a national church the 
nation, and not only agriculture, should pay for it. 
Such a proposition is of course unthinkable; but the 
Cliureli, entrenched in legal privilege, can use thc 
machinery of the State to collect this money which, in 
these days of supposed national necessity, might as well 
be thrown into the sea for any good it does to the nation.

The unction and naïveté with which the Church 
trims her sails to the prevailing wind is notably ex- 
ampled in two items in this week’s news. First the 
Archbishop of Canterbury, finding that people cannot 
be compelled to go to church in these days— although it 
is still the law that they should—make a virtue of 
necessity, and thinks people who wish to go elsewhere 
would be a doubtful addition to the worshippers even if 
they went. There is not, according to His Grace, “  any 
form of healthy recreation which is not preferable to 
Sunday loafing!”  The second ease comes from America, 
and on the reliable authority of Mr. S. K. Ratcliffe, 
who, stating the reasons for the likelihood of a revision 
of the Prohibition law, notes that “  what was for twelve 
years a closed issue in the Protestant Churches has now 
been sharply re-opened.” Why, and by whom? Mr. 
J. D. Rockefeller Jnr. is tlie first American layman to 
declare Prohibition a failure and liis decision “  is a 
decisive event,” not because of his money—but because 
it coincides with what is obviously the popular view 
on the subject. We do not wonder that Mr. RatclifFc 
concludes his article thus : “  If I am asked whether any 
known political or spiritual leader is offering a pro
gramme of escape and recovery from lawlessness and 
want, my answer, unhappily, is n o!”  Comment 
is unnecessary.

At the Conference of the Museums Association of 
Birmingham, the other day, they were discussing how 
to populafize Museums. One lady, Mrs. L. M. Pheysey 
(Bristol), advocated “  exhibitions of herbs illustrating 
primitive belief in witchcraft and love potions.”  She 
said, “  There are thousands of women in England who 
believe to-day in witchcraft and love potions,”  and 
they must “  appeal on physiological grounds to any
thing which interests women.”  We are glad it was a 
lady Citjr Councillor from Bristol and not us who said 
that the point of view of these women must be ap
proached “  as you would approach somewhat aboriginal 
minds.”  We do not object to exhibits illustrating 
primitive beliefs—the more the better—but we notice 
that nothing is said about the character of the informa
tion which accompanies such exhibits. If they merely 
pander to the superstitions of these “  aboriginally ”  
minded ladies in order to increase the attendances at 
museums we hope the Curators and Committees 
will be wary. To inform the ignorant is one thing and 
a good thing, but to cater for credulity is another. 
There are plenty of parsons and mediums to satisfy 
those who prefer scares and horrors to information.
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At the Priests’ Convention, the other day, in Oxford, 
the parsons who read papers had the time of their lives 
discussing why people don’t go to Church. They all 
gave different reasons, of course, few of which had any
thing to do with the case. In fact, it was obvious that 
a more bewildered crowd of clerics never got together 
in holy conclave. One rev. gent, got a tremendous 
burst of applause for this : “  One of the two things 
necessary to fill our churches in the evening is Bene
diction.” When the applause had subsided, he added : 
“  Benediction of itself will never do any good. It must 
be received in that spirit of faith which can only be 
aroused by efficient preaching.”  Well, we’d like to bet 
a bottle of holy water that you can serve up Benediction 
in any spirit you like, it won’t make a ha’porth of 
difference. A good rollicking sex film will attract a 
thousand people where Benediction would not attract 
one.

Another vicar came to the conclusion that one big 
reason why people don’t go to church is the B.B.C.— 
“  not because the wireless is unchristian, but because 
the B.B.C. is Christian as far as it can possibly b e!” 
Really there’s no satisfying these holy people. They 
have captured Broadcasting almost entirely and forced 
religion on to its hearers, and just because “  hundreds 
and thousands are now taking all their religious teach
ing through the B.B.C.,”  they want to blame it for the 
lack of Church going. Our only hope now is that Sir 
J. Reith and Viscountess Snowden and all the other re
ligious people who settle for us what we ought to hear, 
will sit up and take notice. Stop giving us religion on 
the wireless and the people will flock back in millions 
to the Churches. Perhaps.

Then another good Christian, the Rev. G . D. Rosen
thal, described the harm done by religious controversy : 
“  The discordant syncopation of a hymn of hate sounds 
from all our fiddles while both Rome and Canterbury 
are burning.”  What a sweet confession! In our inno
cence we always thought that the claim made by 
Christians was that “  true ”  Christianity, whatever that 
was (we’ve never been able to find out), simply could 
not engender a “  hymn of hate.”  Mr. Rosenthal insists 
it comes from “  all ”  their fiddles, and we would not 
dispute his word. But he certainly shed no light on 
the problem why people don’t go to church. Now if the 
priests’ convention had only asked us . . .  !

We do not know what lies behind the recent Papal 
order prohibiting the sales of candles in Churches, the 
Church does not usually let go very easily anything in 
the shape of revenue. And the sale of candles repre
sents a regular income to Roman Catholic Churches. 
The Montreal Star points out that hundreds of thou
sands of candles are burned in Montreal, and these rep
resent a considerable revenue. It says that in some 
churches as many as ten thousand candles are burned 
weekly. Still, we expect some way out will be found. 
Probably electric light will be installed, and the 
pious will be invited to put the money in a slot and so 
Set an electric candle alight. There are more ways 
than one of killing a cat, there are very many more 
ways of fleecing the foolish where religion is concerned.

Dr. Orchard has now told us in the Universe why he 
joined the Roman Church, but we doubt if anybody will 
be the wiser. There’s only one reason really— the be
lief that Rome holds the veritable keys to heaven given 
by Jesus to Peter, the first Pope. The only evidence 
for this is that the Church says so, and it ’s as good a 
reason as any other. Dr. Orchard, however, does seem 
to have had some qualms in giving up body and soul— 
“  the final issue,” he says rather sadly, “  was with the 
terms of subscription which seemed to be uncharitably 
harsh and unnecessarily exclusive.”  Just so; but as he 
swallowed the lot, there’s an end of that. And in the 
whole of flis article we could not find a trace of that

JUI/Y 24» I9E

“  joy which passetli understanding.” Dr. Ore 1 
, not have that magnificent thrill of freedom. . 1C , jjje 

to all of us who leave the shadow of religion 
1 light of Freethought.

The Rev. Donald Soper (“ the famous
Wesleyan

preacher”) says “ I get very close to everyday h1'"'3., a 
. . . I do not wear my dog-collar, and I ’m sure t a ^  
help.”  He doesn’t explain why or how. Perhaps 
reason is that “ everyday humanity” has a healthy P ^ f
dice against a symbol which advertises that the " ‘

Mr. Sopor at
a minister is 99.

believes he is a pet of God Almighty 
volunteers the information that 
cent man and only one per cent clergyman

We do»'1

quite get what Mr. Soper is trying to convey- ¡0
mean that the parson is only one per cent sup ■,
ordinary men, or that he is only one per cent 111 (0
Whichever is the case, the parson would aPl̂ xjl0rt,
possess little entitling him to presume to lecture, ^^11 
counsel or guide those who are 100 per cent ^   ̂
beings. He is inspired by impudence, and trades

be ei'
Ecclesiastical trade being bad, custom has s0lne 

couraged by any promising expedient. ^ eDCgutiday> 
parsons profess to see no “  sin ”  in games on 
provided the participants also attend divine 
Others offer free teas to “  hikers ”  on the vicara|)lC key 
Various other bright wheezes are under trial, ^  
note of these advertising stunts being "  br°3i is 
ness” and “ tolerance,”  because the modern n pie 
believed to have a weakness in these directi011̂  ̂ vjr. 
parsonic mind has not. It is merely assuming 
tues of broadmindedness and tolerance f°r cifcub' 
reasons. As a popular weekly paper with 3 ^ 3rc 
tion over the million mark says : “  The P3̂ s ̂ ¡0$ 
playing a wiser game . . . ”  Wiser? Yes, 11 
and cunning are synonymous terms,

A pious reporter who attended a Methodist pi 
at a seaside resort refers slightingly to “  the s 1 -^e, 
ugly little girls who marched about ”  the Pro11 tbds 
“ wearing boys’ clothing.” “ What kind lVc
they are going to make I don’t know,” he cxCilljjslikct' 
suspect that tlie reason why the pious reporter .
the girls and called them ugly was that they joii1
pious exhortations to come and be “  saved.”  ̂ s 
quite see in what way the wearing of “ shorts 3  ̂ *
girl’s capacity for motherhood. But seemingly jjs-tlic 1 

the
ceas«of the Puritan species imagines that girls, by 

pensation of God, are born with skirts on 31,<U1(lpc 0)|f 
be females when they wear anything else. Y 'e . j Jp’ 
pure friend has now recovered from the shock 
covering that girls have knees.

Fifty Years Ago.

the c°rrtcr(No issue of the Freethinker appeared on 1 pri" ( 
ponding date of this one (July 24, 1932)- 31 ,j,e ':'"t 
was frightened by the prosecution, atid ai- js bf" 
moment refused to print. How it was mc ji6 isJ,‘ 
described in a special note which appeared m 
for the following week.) c0asc'

T he Freethinker did not appear last week, . 
quence of the sudden break-down of ° ,ir ^ Cft'° , 
arrangements. We made almost superhuman • j, '' 
to retrieve the disaster, but without avail, alth° tb 
got so far as to prevent the actual discontinuanc \\l 
paper by pulling enough copies for a legal pfij1* 
have been obliged to take a shop and to set up telpri' 
ing office of our own, in order to carry on our c jn 
and keep our flag flying. All this has been ( ® fb 
week, and in the face of tremendous obstm j, tb' 
counsel for the prosecution said in Court last 'u j it 
the Freethinker was dead. Nothing of the yu
the founder of Christianity, it disappeared late 
and reapjicared early the next.

The “  Freethinker”  July 3°> 1
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S_ jjj, C0I,M- Received. Will publish as soon as possible.
0£ y .0N— Naturally we share your opinion of the quality 
of .11StJn,n*:ess Snowden’s defence of the religious policy 

5 . •®-C. But we suppose the lady had to make her 
frie' a°n S°od somehow or the other, and those of her 

n s who see the shallowness of her defence will prob- 
lj J' tqXa'.Se 'ler on the grounds that she means well, 

liolde INNI0N'—^ e rece*ve> as we suppose do most house- 
the S’ mauy °f these missionary begging circulars in 

° ' a year. These missions are among the many 
• c 'w  'niPostures ?n this Christian country.

'eaders ®Tyring writes, “ I am asked by several Leeds 
,0 trs the Freethinker to write you in appreciation of 
exn v tlde on the Vicar of Stiffkey. It is quite the best 
SQ 1011 °f all that can be said on the matter. Philo- 
:û t d e a d l y  and accurate. The Revenues of Religion 

“ .0 hand is a fine weapon for propaganda,
asn • 8 FrEEThinker.” —We should be the last to cast 
niatê '0n’ -°r even to think slightingly of an “  illegiti- 
tliink cthld, and we should feel ashamed of any Free- 
the <(T "F° t°°h any other attitude. It has been one of 
H i Sca"dals of English law, under the influence of re- 
alth°n Pun'sh a child born of unmarried parents, 

°ugh they might have been married in the best and 
]. V5?‘  sense of the word.

uti(], HS,’-!'''—Fleased to hear from you and to learn of your 
tlie '"’"''shed affection for the Freethinker. As you say, 

G. C f al outlook is not very cheerful.
(m huss— Very pleased to learn of the success of Mr.

■ > on’s lectures in Stockport, and that the intolerance 
\y jT'misly manifested is dying down. 

r(a Hastings.—Thanks for paper. The poor clergy are 
sa'v ' *° any excuse for people not attending church 
■ pi j le one that really explains their staying away.

' lave mostly given up believing in Christianity.
rcj freethinker ”  is supplied to the trade on sale or 
rc. n' dny difficulty in securing copies should be at once

Thro Cd t0 this °fficc-
Str C,adar Society, Limited Office is at 62 Farringdon

The S ’, L°nd0n- E C-4‘
yj ‘ at*°nal Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon 

Lett CCl' London- E.C.4.
adT f°r thc Editor of the " Freethinker" should be 

The ,',CSscd dr Farringdon Street, London, E.C.f.
HSI .Freethinker ’ ’  will be forwarded direct from thc pub- 
Qn >n£ office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) :— 

dll r yCar‘ half year, i f6; three months, 3IQ.
“ Th Ĉ ues and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
Clr u Ftoneer Press," and crossed "  Midland Dank, Ltd.,

lcct , nWen Branch-”
$ £ C Notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
inst'rt ^  tllC fUSt ^°St 0,1 Fnesday, or they will not be

Sugar Plums.

Hoothcrnv 'dear and simple tilings are when we arc judging 
riQts .Fc°ple. Commenting in a leading article on the 

1,1 Germany the Daily Telegraph says th a t: —
'""ties which organize themselves on a military 

ar e . "re soon persuaded that the actual possession of 
jjjt'|S |s a necessary compliment to their training. The 
bn 'eaders have been threatening to arm their 

as aiJd weapons excite a desire to use them. 
times' ncy we have said much the same thing many 
ci1(j0 1,1 connexion with wider issues, but without any 
We *c'"ent from the Daily Telegraph. All the same 
S% itl<Mltier ^ 'he Telegraph, would agree with c 

* -v altering the above cited passage thus :—
o„Wh' n. we train school cadet corps and similar lx>dies 
s ,l military model, those who are so trained are per- 
c ’ ' e7 'hat the actual possession of arms is a necessary 
lis, 'phment to their training. And when nations estab
le r  armaments as a necessary part of their
'hen>â  Ffe these armaments excite a desire to use

Sfic°n<l fllS  ̂ statement is true, what is it that makes the 
Will ?lle false? We do not expect the Telegraph 
A j-er,eF‘y. In such cases silence is the wiser policy, 
is cur-'  In'Sht ojxjii thc eyes of those who read, and it 

nous that the same issue of the Telegraph which

contains the comment on Germany, has an illustration 
of a British General reviewing a regiment of schoolboys 
in full khaki uniform.

When a Trade Union official ventures into a public 
discussion to champion Christianity as the solution of 
the world’s difficulties, obviously there is a catch in it. 
In two guesses we could always state the nature of the 
catch. When discussing with Mr. R. H. Rosctti in the 
Hendon (Mixed) Adult School last Sunday, Mr. H. H. 
Elvin, .Secretary of the National Union of Clerks, tried 
to show how Christianity would solve the world’s 
troubles, his Christianity began and ended with the 
ethics of Christ. Beyond that he would not trust him
self or the scriptures. That game is safe enough in the 
pulpit, or at a Labour Party political meeting, but not 
in a public discussion with a Freethinker.

Woolwich and District Freethinkers are informed that 
a meeting for the formation of a Branch of the National 
Secular Society will be held on Tuesday, July 26, at the 
Queens Arms, Barrage Grove, Woolwich, at 7.30 p.m. 
The movers in the formation are keen and energetic, 
and have arranged open-air propagandist meeting on 
Mondays, Tunrsdays, Fridays, and Sundays, full details 
in the Lecture Notices column.

The tiresome reiteration that modern science has made 
short work of what the clergy and a large section of the 
press call “  materialism ”  is the best evidence that ex
actly the opposite is the truth. In Osiris and the Atom, 
Routlcdge, 5s., Mr. J. G. Crowtlicr, who is an able ex
positor of “  science without tears,” that is to say science 
made as simple as sound knowledge and clear language 
can make it for the lay reader, deals with some of the 
most remarkable of recent advances and discoveries. 
His view is that “  if a substantial section of society 
could come to approach all problems, especially social 
problems, in the manner that scientists approach the 
problems of physics and biology and all sciences, the 
profound difficulties of modern society might more easily 
be solved.”  These essays, addressed to a popular audi
ence, are as useful in their exhibition of the temper and 
manner in which these problems should be approached, 
as in their treatment of the problems themselves.

The biological section of the book is very typical of 
these qualities. Mr. Crowther points out that we have 
an expenditure of £10,000,000 on the treatment of mental 
illness, but only £13,000 available for essential research 
as to its nature and hence its cure. Bio-chemical re
search has made some progress and offers hope of great 
achievements in this direction. A simple blood-test, 
which enables the emotional tension of a patient to be 
recorded and estimated in relation to his liability to re
currence is a ease in point. The malaria treatment of 
general paralysis of the insane seems likely to remove 
that condition from the category of incurable diseases. 
Many, and permanent cures have been recorded. In 
this, and in many other of the practical departments of 
science, much depends on getting rid of fantastic and 
superstitious beliefs and ideas which, as Mr. Crowther 
says, “  are repcllant to modern times” but “  still com
mon in the popular mind.”

With many examples of thc immediate and practical 
uses of new discoveries, in astronomy; hereditary and 
environment and the proportion they each play in 
character-determination ; new alloys in metals ; purifying 
water electrically, and many other interesting matters, 
Mr. Crowther shows also how great is the range and 
possibility of modern science and the grounds of his 
belief that mauy hitherto unsolved and in some cases 
apparently insoluble problems are like to be on the way 
to their unravelling. With a minimum of technical 
phraseology and many excellent diagrams ami illustra
tions, and in English which is all as good as that chap
ter written in Mr, Ogden’s Basic English— a vocabulary 
of 850 words sufficient, it is thought for all nomal pur
poses—this is a most fascinating and informative book.
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Masterpieces of Freethought.

X III.

B ib l e  M y t h s .

By T . W . Doane.

I.

S t r ic t l y  speaking, this work is not a masterpiece in 
the sense of it being an original treatise on some 
aspect of Freethought. It is really a compilation 
and one of the best, if not the best, I have so far 
come across. It is not as well known as it should be 
among Freethinkers, particularly among those who 
lecture and debate. For them it should prove one of 
the finest works of reference in the whole of our 
literature. Indeed, I know of none which gives so 
illuminating an explanation of the subject it deals 
with— Bible Myths.

I have been unable to discover any personal details 
about the author, as he is referred to by neither 
Wheeler, McCabe nor Robertson. His name ap
pears in Mr. George Macdonald’s Fifty Years of 
Freethought once only— when he died. This took 
place in 1885, when Doane was but thirty-four years 
of age, and that is all I can find about him.

My own copy of Bible Myths is the third edition 
published in 1884 by J. W. Bouton of New York, but 
as the preface is dated 1882, one can thus gather that 
the book sold very well. It was published anony
mously— at least the author’s name is not in my 
edition. I think, however, a later one appeared with 
Doane’s name as the author. Bouton was obviously 
a liberal-minded publisher as his list includes Free- 
thought works as advanced as those of Payne 
Knight, Inman, Godfey Higgins and many other of 
those older writers whose courage in attacking estab
lished beliefs and elucidating many of their 
“  mysteries ”  we should never forget. Doane used 
their works almost exclusively, and he says in his 
preface : —

In pursuing the study of Bible Myths, facts 
pertaining thereto in a condensed form, seemed to be 
greatly needed. Widely scattered through hundreds 
of ancient and modern volumes, most of the con
tents of this book may indeed be found; but any 
previous attempt to trace exclusively the myths and 
legends of the Old and New Testament, published in 
a separate work is not known to the writer of this. 
Many able writers have shown our so-called Sacred 
Scriptures to be unhistorical, but have there left 
the matter, evidently aware of the great extent of 
the subject lying beyond.

Doane never claimed his work as original, but he 
put many years of research in compiling it. It does 
require a great deal of perseverance and intensity of 
study to take up a myth and try and find its origin, 
and Doane gives a list of authors and books to whom 
he was indebted in the main. He mentions 165 
names, and apart from Gibbon, Herodotus, Huxley, 
Darwin, and similar world-famous names, Doane 
mentions men like Dupuis, Ernest de Bunsen, S. F. 
Dunlap, Ignaz Goldziher, Thomas Inman, J. P. 
Lundy, Volney and a host of lesser men, all of whom 
wrote more or less valuable theses on religion and 
myths, and who were volubly quoted by Doane as 
occasion required. There are forty long chapters 
and hundreds of useful notes, and in almost every 
case Doane gives chapter and verse for every state
ment made. Of course many of his authorities have, 
in these days of more rigid scientific knowledge and 
more accurate research, been discarded or could be 
if necessary. On the main facts they have certainly 
been proved right. On minor small points they may

have made mistakes. Christian opponents, "bi 
have had occasion to look into Bible Myths never, » 
they can possibly help it, admit that Doane and l'|S 
authorities were nearly always right. They do not 
read such a work, of course, with any other objecj 
than to find out if, perchance, the author has slipPe< 
into some error. If one error can be found, then, 
the whole book is, naturally, “ worthless.”

Some years before the war, a member of that body 
of advanced thinkers, the Christian Evidence Society 
"  b°se speciality has been to claim that there is s0,,,c 
evidence for the truth of Christianity without ever 
having been able to find it, produced a gentleman 0 
the name of Nash as the author of a book supP01*11 
to be a crushing reply to Bible Myths. Mr. Nash5 
objective was really The Churches and M°dern 
Thought, that extremely clever resume of the ci!5e 
against Christianity, and Mr. Nash was very 
that its author went for some of his facts to B if  
Myths. In a pamphlet entitled Pagan and Chrish11 
Parallels, Mr. Nash delivered what he thought 
he an annihilating onslaught on both books, b"t 1
should be a rule with us never under any c! 
stances to accept a quotation given by a

but
ircum-

Christ’ff

from a Freethought work without verifying it 0,,e'
If.

Over and over again in my early days I accep 
Christian’s quotation, and it was only bitter

ted thc 
e*Per!'

ence which proved to me that in defending  ̂
faith few Christians can be trusted in any way " ^  
ever. I think it worth while to give one or two^, 
amples from Mr. Nasji’s deservedly forgotten 
to show how faithful he was to Christian traditi°a ,  ̂

Mr. Vivian in his Churches and Modern Th°11 
quoted Rhys David’s Buddhism. m

“  A  wise man,”  Buddha is reported to have sa.^ 
“  should avoid married life as if it were a bur..  ̂
pit of live coals.”  Mr. Nash taking up a late . » 
of Buddhism found the author had “  inchasti 
instead of “  married life,”  and therefore conch  ̂
that Doane had deliberately falsified the quotajj 
and Mr. Vivian had simply repeated the falsifR3̂ ^  
It was therefore “  not the reputable work of ■ 
Davids,”  that was quoted, but “  the obscure 
worthless Bible Myths.”  Yet in front of me

lie«

Buddhism, the sixth thousand, dated 1878, with * j 
words “  married life,”  and not “  inchastity ” h’ ¡( 
In other words, the “  obscure and worthless ”  j )e 
Myths quoted accurately chapter and verse from 
“  reputable ”  work. Nash never took the troub e 
find out the truth, and was confident his Cbrm 
readers would not either. e

Far worse is the Christian “  author’s ”  refe^."^ 
to the death of Chrishna. Doane very clearly P01.̂ , 
out that the accounts of the “  deaths of most vir.£* 
born Saviours are conflicting ”  (p. 184). He feb • 
was justified in saying that Chrishna was “  crl.,v, 
fied ”  because more than one distinguished aiitho 
insisted that “  a remarkable and convincing tra ^ 
tion makes Chrishna perish on a tree.”  After a  ̂
the same is said of Jesus, “  hanged on a tree,”  'v ”  ,, 
all Christians claim means “  crucified on a cfoS5,e 
Nash says: “  It is invention pure and snUP
Crishna’s death as narrated in the Puranas Wil*• . , 1
caused by the hunter Jara shooting him wit*1 
arrow.” We are, the reader will notice, being iH'

instructed by Mr. Nash. Yet Doane actually says . 
184) “  The Vishna Purana speaks of Chrishna be* 
shot in the fool with an arrow, and states that l 
was the cause of his death.”  c

We can now leave all the wretched little tribes 
Nash’s severely alone and get on with our niutto  ̂

Each of the forty chapters in the book deals c*, 
haustively with such subjects as the “  Creation* 
the “  Deluge,”  “  Samson,”  “ Jonah,”  “  The  ̂
aculous Birth of Jesus Christ,”  the “  Temptation,

\
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í e " M i r a d ............................

a n (U -íelÍ^ 0ns’ ’ ’ "  Explanation of the Myths,
I'atmn tííe “ Trinity,”  “ Antiquity of

lliin

many other equally fascinating subjects. 
Although Doane often gives his own ideas on 1 
inKS, he far more often leaves his authorities1- r uucn leaves ms

speak for themselves, and we are taken -  hf b 
ami forwards through Pagan antiqui >, s^Qwn 
Egypt and Persia and India and Assyria, a ^  
''here the Blessed Revelation of the L o t  

W d ” came from. No one can r e a d  the 
selected quotations made by Doane mvth or
how the Bible has taken up an astronomica . 
a n„.a ’ • or indeed a com

Holy
quasi-historical legend

J te  fiction and transformed it ««
> t . ” That the final editors may not J  ^  
‘hat the legend or myth n e v e r  bad any e

lor>eal fact is beside the point. It '• 1 meaning
so’"e of them failed to understand the

story. O thers, " » « 'k  shape 
kno'vn that the stories they w e r e  putting H e b

translating into the “ sacred languagrew Wdf/v -
tloi
AHoIa- 1 * "«V.V/H VU1U.U 111V. » Y 1JUV11L Vi HIV

Aleuts ** q • •knew ‘ ft°me of the early Jewish Rabbis certainly

. -  ----  — — . ■— .*—r. — e»-* —* —;
... Ue Packed with symbolism, symbolism which 

mated what Bacon called “  the Wisdom of the

tori¡ c a l l " lany things taught the “  vulgar ”  as his- 
,A;en' •' trile were not true and never could have 
°ries f,‘ âily Christian fathers admitted the alleg- 
an Cy .leT ^ved their faces b>' claiming there was 
one ° *inc s'ĉe to the Bible as well as an esoteric 
grcate ''‘ there can be no question that some of the 
legt,u]S Jesnits knew that the Bible contained myth, 
scientif-311̂  Embolism. When pagan religions were 
Pagan . Y bisected, when the stories surrounding 
each < tn eit'es were traced back and compared with 
an(] ¡n CT’ "ben it was seen how man in all countries 
had n afi'es bad made gods and how and why he 
a rc.. .C diem, the Bible was seen, once for all, to be 
e h a ^ ^ y  of the same kind of development that 
"0HclcrCr'Z<M the books and stories of Paganism. The 
e.\act]rs Judaism and Christianity were not always 
talc die wonders of Paganism, but the same
The ,aa‘ouud behind both when carefully examined. 
eUtn 1 crence, if any, was due to a variety of cir- 
Vo]„ atlCes> and the works of people like Dupuis, 
"'an Y> ^*reher, Bullfinch, Dunlap, Higgins, I11- 
otheY âyne< Knight, Goldzhier, King, and many

be

otheis r, . . .  ,
"°rid l roved conclusively that myth was myth the

V ° Ver even ¡n die Bible. 
aiitlioY '10w many °f us can collect a library of 160 
apart r ’ a êw (>f whose names I have given when, 
V  t,,'?111 kbe fact that their books are very expen
or

l  ----------  --------- -------- ---J “' I ' "
... 3"y, they are for the most part out of printeMr,Ho '-«nely difficult to get? Moreover they are by 

"aril,.ails easy to digest, and one has to tread 
Pet t] ' Even Freethought authors often have their 
iectllrc r,es, and one cannot and need not accept con
iza,. ,°r speculation. But leaving aside fanciful 
Hie,,,’ '®Se men left some marvellous work behind 
flood , 'Eb- sifted properly', has led more than a 
i)oa„e° bght on the Bible and ancient religions.

as many of the gems as he could, 
><ler L U’,T ,  in regular order, and an orthodox 
tive "°uld be shocked and amazed at the cumula- 
Wit], °°ts and irrefutable arguments brought to bear 
“ histr CV metb°dical and deadly care on Bible

H. Cutner.

(To be concluded.)

bet
°f it lls aU seek truth as if none of 11s had possession

r̂ecti
unking leads to free enquiry'.—Abner Knccland.

Criticism and the Bible.

W ho W as the O ld Y a h w e?

I.

If Yahwe during the Nomadic Age of the Hebrews 
was in no sense a national god, who was he? How 
did his worshippers think of him in the pre-Canaan- 
ile period ? That is a question which is by' no means 
easy to answer. What the oldest Hebrew documents 
tell us about those times, are conceptions and tradi
tions which only arose many centuries later in 
Canaan, and which, furthermore, were in many ways 
“  corrected ”  and adjusted in the interests of the 
Levitic-Judaist priesthood. Notwithstanding, some 
of the older traditions offer us at least a foothold for 
further exploration.

In the second Book of Moses there is presented a 
report of a journey to Sinai of the Hebrew tribes, 
where they received a revelation of Yahwe. An 
account is given of his legislation and of the general 
institution of his cult in Israel.1 It is necessary, in 
the first place, to emphasize the fact that this legend 
is taken solely from the Elohist authority. The 
Yahwist knows nothing at all about this episode.

According to the Yahwist version, Moses, who 
had fled to Midian,2 returns to Egypt. On the way, 
Yahwe appears to him in a flame of fire out of a bush 
of thorns, and commissions him with the liberation of 
Israel from the Egyptians.3 Moses carried out his 
orders. The twelve tribes depart from Goshen, pur
sued by the Egyptians. Yahwe terrifies the latter 
with his fiery glare4 and throws them into a panic. 
When they attempt to retreat over that part of the 
Red Sea which had been temporarily laid dry 
through an east wind, they are taken unawares by 
the returning waters and drowned. But this Yah
wist report knows nothing of the myth that the 
children of Israel earlier on had negotiated in safety 
the dried-up passage over the Red Sea.

Continuing the Yahwist account, we find that 
Moses marches from Goshen to Massah and Meribah 
in the oasis of Kadesh, strikes the “  rock in Horeb” 
to -provide water for the thirsty Israelites, leads them 
into a victorious battle against the Amalekites,5 and 
then sets himself up as the chief justice in Israel. He 
appointed administrators and judges, and impressed 
upon them the legal maxims according to which’ 
they should discharge their functions.6

But there is nothing in the Yahwist report about a 
journey to Sinai, about the giving of the law by 
Yahwe on the mountain, etc. It represents Moses as 
a kind of legal representative of Yahwe, who makes 
all the legal arrangements and institutions himself, in 
the oasis of Kadesh. This point of view of the Yah
wist chroniclers is confirmed by other legendary tra
ditions- In a much later time, the well-spring of 
Meribah was characterized as the old, sacred fountain 
of justice. Likewise in other passages as, for example, 
in the Judaist-Levite hymn which, as the “ Blessings 
of Moses,”  became tacked on to the fifth Book 
of Moses, Yahwe is represented not as a god en
throned on Sinai, but as “  him that dwelt in the 
bush.”  7

It follows as a consequence of this radical difference 
in those two reports, that at the time when the

1 Exodus xix., xx.
3 North West Arabia.
3 Exodus ill., iv.
4 Exodus xiv. This chapter represents an attempt to amal

gamate two different reports.
5 Exodus xvii. 8-13. Battles between nomad tribes are 

invariably fought for possession of these oases.
« Exodus xviii. 13-26.
7 Deuteronomy xxxiii. 16.
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Yahwist— a Levite of Judali— had composed his 
narrative, the legend of the journey to Sinai and of 
the subsequent announcement of the divine laws at 
this place, could not have been a matter of general 
knowledge in Judah or, at least, could not have been 
regarded as credible and worthy of notice.

In conjunction with the fact that, according to the 
one tradition, Yahwe was originally a god who had 
his abode on Sinai, and from there issued his com
mands to the people of Israel, but according to the 
other, had dwelt in a fiery pillar in the midst of a 
bush of thorns in the neighbourhood of the oasis of 
Kadesh,8 where Moses imparted the law to the judges 
appointed by him, there is still another important 
fact, namely, that in a large number of passages in 
the Old Testament there is contained a reminiscence 
of a violent quarrel which took place among the 
Hebrew tribes in this oasis by the waters of Meribah,’ 
and which culminated with the defeat of the tribes 
of Eevi and Simeon and with the dispossession of 
their claims to political independence.

The first of these allusions is to be found in the so- 
called “  Blessings of Jacob,”  a very old hymn which 
describes the merits of the tribes and the character
istics of their territories, and which, together with 
the so-called “  Song of Deborah,”  is one of the 
oldest fragments of speech in the literature of the 
Bible.

In the fifth, sixth and seventh verses of the forty- 
ninth chapter of Genesis, the hymn runs : —
“ Simeon and Levi are brethren;
Instruments of cruelty are in their habitations.
0 my soul, come not thou into their secret (plans)
Unto their assembly, mine honour, be thou united :
For in their anger they slew a man,
And in their self-will they digged down a wall (literally 

they desecrated a steer).
Cursed be their anger, for it was fierce;
And their wrath, for it was cruel :
1 will divide them in Jacob (among the posterity of Jacob). 
And scatter them in Israel.”

This passage can have no other meaning than that 
the tribes or rather the totem-groups10 of Simeon and 
Levi drew their swords against the other participa
tors in the expedition, slewr a number of them and 
mutilated the steer, i.e., the steer representation or 
image of Yahw'e— centuries later we find this repre
sentation of Yahwe in the form of a steer— for which 
conduct they brought the curse of Yahwe upon their 
heads. They were dispossessed of their rights and 
dispersed among the other Hebrew tribes.

The above interpretation is corroborated by one of 
the Elohist reports— a variation of the above, written 
at least two hundred years later. According to this 
account, Moses, blazing with anger at the sight of a 
golden statue of a young steer (usually translated in 
the English Bible, “  golden calf ” ) which had been 
set up in the camp, appeared at the entrance to the 
camp and called o u t: “  Who is on the Lord’s 
(Yahwe’s) side.”  Then the report continues : ‘ ‘And 
all the sons of Levi, gathered themselves together 
unto him. And he said unto them, Thus saith the 
Lord God of Israel, ‘ Put every man his sword by 
his side, and go in and out from gate to gate, 
throughout the camp, and slay every man his brother, 
and every man his companion, and every man his 
neighbour.’ And the children of Levi did accord
ing to the word of Moses: and there fell of the 
people that day about three thousand men.”  11

A  further allusion to this episode is furnished by 
the Levite passage in the so-called “  Blessings of

* Kadesh means holy place.
,J Meribah means strife.
10 .Simeon and Levi are totem names and not names of 

tribes. Beni-Simeon signifies children of the wolf-hyena; 
Beni-Levi signifies children of the wild cow.

11 Exodus xxxii. 25-28.

Moses.”  It says there apropos of the gens o1 
L e v i: —
“  Illy Thummim and thy Urim12 be with thy holy 011c 
\\ horn thou didst prove at Massah , „
And with whom thou didst strive at the waters of Menbah.

Here, according to this reference and in contrad 
tmction to the Elohist version, Levi had not fo*1#1 
for Yahwe but against Yahwe by Meribah in Kadcs!l 
1 hat is the sense of the passage from the “ HlcssinP
of Jacob.”

of this old
There is, however, still another version ^

legend which is given in the twentieth chapter 0  ̂
Book of Numbers. There, the Israelites fi°. UnriUlbeca«56

other

be gathered unto thy people : as Aaron . 
died in mount Hor, and was gathered 11
people.

Because ye trespassed against me
tit«

« ‘“gdc*
fied

not in the midst of the children of Israel.1
in the

children of Israel at the waters of Meribah-K3“ 
in the wilderness of Zin ; because yc sanctif

There are a number of such passages m 1‘"  j ¡a 
Testament15 The episode of Meribah stands 0 
this legendary story of the Hebrews in *1 
Canaanite period, as an event of decisive imP0^
The many allusions to it, prove how widcsP1L’a
general— however differently coloured these 
were— in later times was the circulation of th'5 c), 
tion of a one-time struggle among the tribes

w . CbAI
(To be continued.)

12 Oracle paraphernalia.
13 Numbers xx. 24. 

Deuteronomy xxxii. 50, 51.
D Psalms lxxxi. 7 : xcv. 8, 9 : evi. 32 : Ezekiel S 

xlviii. 28.
XlV>>'

Let There he Light.

•„ th£i£
T iie present writer recently observed in c]pi' 
columns that Protestants in general must he 
rined by the precarious position in which 
Protestantism stands— between the Devil 0 . ¡¿tfl- 
thought and the Deep Sea of Roman Catho^rk
Since he wrote these words we have read a 
able outburst from the Head of the Roman 
Church, which clearly shows that the Holy ^ o*]CC
has also got the wind up. The steady adva  ̂ ^  
Rationalism has put the dovecotes of Rome aflpilp.i'r 
testantism alike in a flutter. The wisdom  ̂
violent tirade is questionable. It could ono ¡¡jf 
been produced by a profound sense of the 8 (p 
menace that Freethought now really is ^  
Christian tradition and to the whole lying P .¿i) 
sions and propaganda of Supernaturalism 
shape and form. But Papa s heated apprc*' 
have run away with his discretion. Calmness 
possession, presence of mind and coolness a 
essentials in meeting the onset of a formidable e

loggerheads with Yahwe at Meribah, not 
they had “  fallen away ”  from him to serveupply. 
gods, but because he had cut off the water s ^ 
That this is a later interpretation is evidenC ^  
another passage which is found further on m L
same chapter :—  1 . (or ',e

Aaron shall be gathered unto his peop!e ■ ffjvCn 
shall not enter into the land which I 
unto the children of Israel, because }'e (| „ 
against my word at the water of Meribah.

In this sentence, Aaron is condemned to <• jj at 
cause he had made a steer-image or golden j,e 
Meribah. The same fate overtakes Moses ĉĈ eCoiiif 
had gone astray with Aaron at Meribah and a„. 
disloyal to Yahwe. His sentence of death 15 
nounced in the following words :—  _ #  .

And die in the mount whither thou goest l ’
thy bI ■
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(

Then
-V 'fo-110- ev’dence of these in the Pope’s dam-

are
natorw <r •  ̂ a>«e m me r ope s (
beginn,-5 Uslon> The walls of Supernaturalism «¿v 
the an!115 trcm^ e- The sappers and miners of 
It is hi hi ?'re.et ôu8'ht have done their work well. 
sliou](] y significant that a Pope at this time of day 
natural roa^"as  ̂ an appeal to all who are super- 
enga„e anc\ not only to his own followers, to 
The fact'l‘Ir Ullated energies in fighting Freethinkers. 
are vr a ^ l̂at ecc êsiastics of every denomination 
its ;nfj! Ua ^  being found out. Priestcraft has lost 
Fven vast nurr>bers of thinking people.
Unies t e sec°nd-hand book stalls the bulk of vol- 
logy r Sa e or tbe penny stands are works of theo- 
Holy p ^ er books, hymn books and copies of the 
shield« ft, e‘ "  Tacts,”  as the Scots say, “  are 

It j5 ^at winna ding.”
enough that Protestant clerics who know
form an° ^  hast history of Roman Catholicism to 
aPPealii °hlnion on the matter will derive from this 
kome outhurst any hope of co-operation with
eolie'.11 th£ tried attempt to establish some
ftorld p 3Sas Christian Re-union throughout the 
the M et°re the Pope’s thunderbolt was launched 

aatnber of the Church of Scotland’s official 
°Penju e _/e and Work, was published; and its 

arhcle written by one of its most eminent 
the Cat! 1?. ^ev- Millar Patrick is entitled, “  What is 
against ti C Church?”  It consists of an argument 

at l'6 Ĉa™ s Rome and Canterbury. Un- 
e .v for Dr. Patrick his article in the main

fo,,rUin
fesoj~v-,iV0s « i . . — --- _
r6sbyr . ”  mto a quibble about names. If the

Cathoij Clpan Church believes itself to be the true 
^tholic? UlrCh’ why should it not plainly call itself 
selves o ^Jle section of Protestants who call them- 
tion in a ,°hc Apostolics had no difficulty or hesita- 
hy C °lnff so- Dr. Patrick sets out to prove that 
Hi -  '°man çf'Uployment of the name “  Roman ”  the

l° be but
Catholic Church lim its itse lf and shows itse lf 

« W at a section o f Christendom. Even i f  th at be 
ded- w hat a

n nl i /%
°f the

at -thei atricks
tri
Ch

<°man p wnat a huge section of Christendom the 
°tie ot M a^h°hc Church is as contrasted with any 

other sects calling themselves Christian !hut t]
hatr;„i rc ls a fundamental fallacy under-lying Dr.
that rjJj argutnent. He does not seem to appreciate 
he Q}1m at down from its institution the Roman Catho- 
its clujj0 1 bas never abated or waived, or wavered in 
Church to be the only true universal or Catholic 

, e0f.,ChHst- merely adopting St. Peter’s at 
Sl'PernafS geographical centre from which its 
%tld 1 l’ra  ̂ essence radiates to every part of the 
'vhlc[1  ̂ Rome claims to hold the Divine warrant 
aad fa|Vâ  delivered to St. Peter. All else is heresy 
PriesH._Scb°°d in the view of the Roman Catholic
Tl1eeSthood-

rit«al 
^  defi

Upon this rock I found my Church.”
That is the 

There must be
sP>riti, '̂b?hc rock is situated at Rome. 

, s,gnificance of the matter.
P'ay 1Dl*e eentre to which the eyes of all the earth 
il'e ¡ns," religious guidance, and that centre by 
i Pie ltuti0n and ordinance of Christ himself is 
Mort . °0s it avail Dr. Patrick to contend that the 
die p ‘ 1011 caused by disorders and abuses within 
"iff atl .atl Catholic Church had the effect of restrict- 
tr°vy ^  ^arrowing the Catholicism of Rome? I 
°rders ^as any religious sect been free of dis- 
?fe theand abuses in all known history? And how 
lsm t0 'Ul,,ierous educated converts from Protestant- 
■̂ plai], ?'nan Catholicism in the last fifty years to be 
I)r p away? No, it will not do.

atrick says Roman theology is fixed and 
see room ôr development. Really he ought 

d’at a lat this stability of doctrine is the very thing 
kitfi^^eals to many who feel they need a religious 
b°tetit-l_ >ebef in a supernatural being who is omni- 
hstutuj ai'd which has drawn myriads from Pro- 

Sln to Rome. He is driven by evidence to

concede that the Roman Church alone fulfils the con
ditions required to be fulfilled to justify a claim to 
Universalism— namely a common faith and a com
mon government. It is just because of late years 
Protestant sects have been emphasising their differ
ences and coquetting with advanced modern and 
liberal thought that those who want a simple easily 
understood and unequivocal faith which will put 
their minds at rest— a rock upon which they can set 
their feet— have deserted Protestantism and embraced 
Roman Catholicism. Dr. Patrick makes much of 
the idea that the Church Visible is to be distinguished 
from the Church Invisible; but surely that is no ele
ment of disease as between Rome and Protestantism. 
Rome believes in the redeemed who are asleep in 
Jesus; but the dead redeemed are only those who 
have entered by St. Peter’s Gate at Rome and are 
now in Abraham’s bosom. Everybody else Rome 
declares is now suffering the pains of everlasting 
punishment.

Probably in their heart of hearts many Protestant 
clerics do not assent to this grim aspect of the faith 
which has been accepted by multitudes for centuries. 
There is a number of sentimentalists among leading 
Protestants who though they shudder at the Old 
Testament character of their God— at his wrath, 
jealousy, vindictiveness and brutaltiy— are concerned 
to prove that with the advance of knowledge and 
civilization he has become a reformed character; 
though certainly the evidence is not copious or con
vincing that he loves mankind and is solicitous about 
their welfare. The existing economic conditions of 
this world at the present time, granting that Jehovah 
has sloughed off his primitive savagery, do not serve 
to persuade anybody that his capacity for giving 
effect to his better nature is very conspicuous or 
active.

Ignotus.
(To he concluded.)

DOUBT.

If it is correct to say that cariosity is the mother o! 
knowledge it must be equally true that doubt is the 
parent of intelligence. For doubt of existing know
ledge, or what is believed to be knowledge, is the instru
ment which tests accepted beliefs. Doubt is the be
ginning of real wisdom, it is the acid test of everything 
that is established.

Doubt is not, as some would have, sheer waywardness, 
it indicates a lack of confidence in respect to certain 
ideas, or the value of particular institutions, it is an in
dication of suspended judgment until more knowledge 
is available, an illustration of the Freethinking spirit, 
and proof of honesty of purpose.

Doubt is thus the conflict between thoughts aroused by 
experience of the fallibility of human generalizations. 
Demanding that all belief shall be a logical inference 
from known facts it is the direct antithesis of religious 
faith. Under the influence of doubt man lias been per
suaded from time to time to revise his beliefs and to 
test the religious explanation of the origin of the world 
and of the forms of life which people it. It has been 
the condition of his rejection of the idea of a universe 
controlled by a supernatural being and of a number of 
subsidiary religious doctrines. Positively it has led to 
the establishment of the various sciences and the eman
cipation of man from the grip of gross superstition.

The road to freedom and progress lies through the 
portals of doubt, but unfortunately it is only the minor
ity that have crossed the threshold. The vast majority 
have always been content to let matters rest as they 
found them on the principle that "  what was good 
enough for our parents is good enough for us.”  Yet 
doubt in some form is probably a mental state through 
which most pass. More than likely this has occurred
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vvith greater frequency in youth, for as E. D. Starbuck 
assures us in his informative work The Psychology of 
Religion, “  Doubt seems to be the natural heritage of 
youth,” and it may safely be said that it is during 
adolescence that the majority of people are troubled by 
doubts concerning the established beliefs to which they 
are asked to give allegiance. One may go further and 
say that but for religious influences this tendency of 
youth to question and criticize might develop and be
come one of the most potent factors for the general ad
vancement of mankind.

The truth of this may be easily demonstrated. Every 
religious organization recognizes the importance of con
trolling the mind of youth. Beginning at an early age 
religious organizations impress upon all the importance 
of mere belief. Doubt is denounced as a sin, and every 
endeavour is made, positively and negatively, to sur
round youth with an environment which will prevent 
the questioning spirit finding free expression. Certain 
books must be avoided, strange doctrines may not be 
listened to, heretical companionship must be avoided. 
The great virtue is belief, the cardinal sin is doubt. Re
ligion aims at creating an environment in which doubt 
is as nearly as may be non-existent.

Scepticism, said Buckle, is the condition of progress. 
All history confirms that generalization. It is a sen
tence that should be displayed in every educational in
stitute in the country.

T om B i.ake .

Correspondence.

THE B.B.C.

S U N D A Y  L E C T U R E  N O TICES, Ëtc'

LONDON.

OUTDOOR.
the

Bethnal G reen Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, near
Bandstand) : 3.15, Mr. R. H. Rosetti. chorrol*

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (corner ot » sf. 
Road, North End Road) : 7.30, Saturday, July 23,
C. Tuson and E. Bryant. Freethinkers on sale. ^

North L ondon Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond,  ̂
stead) : 11.30, Sunday, July 24, Mr. F. P. Corrigan.
Hill Park, Hampstead, 8.0, Monday, July 25, Mr- jjr 
Leighton Road, Kentish Town, 8.0, Thursday, Jll',V 
L. Ebury. . 5.30,

South London Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell P a w  ' 
Sunday, July 24, Mr. C. Tuson. Wednesday, July .2"’, July 
Pond, Clapham Old Town, 8.0, Mr. L. Ebury. I‘rida. >
29, Wren Road, Camberwell Green, A Lecture. _ Polled' 

West H am B ranch N.S.S. (outside Technical |( ^  
Romford Road, Stratford, E.) : 7.0, Mrs. Grou
Christian Revelation.” . eS<]ai,

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : We“« ^  
July 20, at 7.30, Messrs. Tuson and Wood. Thurso )>
2i, at 7.30, Mr. E. C. Sapliin. Friday, July 22, 
Messrs. Bryant and Le Maine. Sunday, July 24, at l3\! aIni 
B. A. Le Maine. 3.30, Platform No. 1, Messrs. s0j,
Wood; Platform No. 2, Messrs. B. A. Le Maine an p|at 
6.30, Platform No. 1, Messrs. Wood, Tuson and Bryan 
form No. 2, Messrs. Hyatt and Saphin. . ¡ch):

Woolwich Branch N.S.S. (Beresford Square, W00' tejil 
at 1.0, and 7.45, Thursday, July 21. “ The Ship,  ̂a 
Common, 7.45, Friday, July 22, Mr. F. P. Corrigan'  ̂ p, 
ford Square, Woolwich, 7.45, Sunday, July 24> Job" 
Corrigan. Lakedale Road, Plumstead, 7.4s, >r°"0 jorI„.v 
23, Sir. S. Burke. Tuesday, July 26, meeting for the .^s,1' 
tion of a Branch of the N.S.S. at the “  Queens e5tei 
Burrage Grove, Woolwich, 7.30. All Freethinkers 10 1 
invited to attend.

To the Editor or the “  Freethinker.”

Sir ,—Re your article in last week’s issue, my com
mittee ask that our efforts may be followed up by all the 
Branches. We are of the opinion that if all Secularists 
who are licence-holders of the B.B.C, had made a strong 
stand at first even the mandarins at Broadcasting House 
would have had to give way.

We are sure your readers have no idea of the astute 
dictatorship that emanates from the B.B.C. Head
quarters. We ask for a united effort by all Freethinkers 
by protest and local agitation, as we have done, to bring 
these dictatorial methods from Broadcasting House to 
an end. G. B urgess.

Envy is the attendant of the empty mind.—Pindar.

UNWANTED CHILDREN
In a Civilized Community there should be no 

UNW ANTED Children.

For an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of Birth Con
trol Requisites and Books, send a 1J d. stamp to :

J . R. HOLMES, East Hanney, W antage, Berks.
KSTABI ISHED NEARLY HALF A CENTURY.

C A M B R I D G E  C I N E M A .
The most Luxurious Cinema in London. 
(Cambridge Circus). Temple Bar 6056.

Sunday, July 24.

Li°°
indoor.

South Place E thical Society (Conway Hall, ^ p i t  
Square, W.C.i) : n.o, C. Delisle Burns, M.A.,
“ Civilization and the Leisured Classes.”

COUNTRY.

OUTDOOR.
Jill)'

Birmingham Branch N.S.S.—Picnic ramble Sunday^^, 
24, Sutton Park. Members will meet at main 
Park Road, Sutton, at 3.30. Tea provided at sina*
Profit to Branch funds. >lr'

Chester-le-Street (Bridge End) : Friday, July
J. T. Brighton. rlaVt0|1'i

Clitheroe, Thursday, July 28, at 7.45, Mr. J- L jjr, J' 
Darwen Market, Sunday, July 24, 3.15 and 7-°’ 

Clayton. pfi*5'
L iverpool (Mer eyside) Branch N.S.S. (Queen , 1. ' 

opposite Walton l aths) : 8.0, Messrs. H. Little ai'1 ]lu jq /u ou « . u  a n u u  I  u u io / . O.U, AUC3M3. 11 . lylli*»- *'

Shortt. Tuesday, July 26, Edge Hill Lamp, 8.0, jlir 
Little and P. Sherwin. Thursday, July 28, corner 0 I1,
Park Street and Park Road, 8.0, Messrs. A. Ja , , pol1'' 
Robinson and S. Wollen. Mr. G. Whitehead will  ̂ f̂if 
ing meetings from July 31 to August 6. Curren 
thinkers on sale at all meetings. pa1*1

Manchester Branch N.S.S.—An Outing to LyIIiet 10P 
Disley, July 24. Train leaves London Road Station â  3J 
a.m., calling at Stockport at 10.30 a.m. Return faf‘ pfid'a 
Lunch and Tea to be carried. All Freethinkers anc 
invited. - 0

Nelson (Chapel Street) : Tuesday, July 26, at 
J. Clayton. . , rarket)'

N ewcastle-on-Tyne Branch N.S.S. (Bigg 
7.30, .Sunday, July 24, A Lecture. .„(y i‘l

South Shields (Market Place) : 7.0, Wednesday, >
Mr. J. T. Brighton.

Sunderland : 7.30, Sunday, July 24, Mr. J. T. 1

ACADEMY CINEMA, Oxford B tr e '
(o pp o sit e  w a r in g  & g il l o w s ). Ger.

Premier Richard Oswald’s German Sound Film.
“ DER HAUPTMANN VON KOEPENICK.”

Based on the Hoax which made the whole world laugh. 

Continuous Performance a-11. Sundays 6-11. 
Prices is. 6d. to 8s, 6d. 500 Seats at is. 6d.

Second Week.
Picl Jutzi’s Sociological Drama of PerU>,‘ 

“  MUTTER KRAUSEN.”
Also Walter Ruttmann’s 
“ WORLD MELODY.”
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