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O]'Jf'e?m’a‘va*cgnference goes the way of most of the
W Jjfcllces that have been held since the war there
Asat many people one adequate reason why.
ac’nin 1ir Conferences there have been all the usual
a the ai™nients of hopeful speeches," as there will be
jotn eiul the customary ones of the great good
sraffHshed | and the valuable preparations made for
(o6 Conference to see whether anything has been
of legates have been duly photographed in all
filbits  sltliations— leaving their hotels, playing
1"anj Bering motor cars and shaking hands with
sii; , Slindry. But there lias been one serious omis-
bvajg 'f e confess that we should have been un-
Whois® *Nis but for the vigilance of a Scotch minister
sli ed’f'Ver °u the look-out to see that his Lord is not
m"rds. The Glasgow Daily Record and Mail
A atl astounding revelation by the Rev.
Sis acara, of Denny OIld Parish Church, who
bessa? llavinE scrutinized the momentous”
'liepa from the King delivered at Conferences in
He In,Sd Ic bad found in them the words " Soliciting
He PA%nce °f Ood in your deliberations.” But in
V\&s’\L"ge to the Ottawa Conference God’s name
= be found! So asks Mr. Macara, “ Who
Ej)&% ~le message, and why was God’s name not
JHepMed?”  ‘pjiat js guestion. Who is respon-
Hye' t ~e must not blame the King, for he has no
t <2 ~° with the message than the machine on
Jter j *s written. AUGaR haidly be tHe Roime DAlin-
drick «.r wbenever he flings official secrecy to the
TBc fri* Rives the quite startling information that
Hat L~-r-1d is in a bad way,” or “ it is imperative
atomnrethinR should be done if anything is to be
_ljg'gRS>Ished," Je never fails to adopt both a re-
Ilioma tone and attitude. Why is “ Jimmy”
hogj ‘s at the Conference and God without an invita-
WIlj r how can we expect that the Conference
sult in good when God has not received an
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official call for help? When Parliament again
meets Sir Thomas Inskip should certainly raise the
question.

* * *

What God could have done.

You see God could so easily have lent a hand. |
do not mean that he could have made all the poli-
ticians at the Conference intellectually honest or sup-
remely intelligent. There are admittedly some things
beyond even his power. But, for instance, part of the
trouble appears to centre round the question of the
world’s supply of wheat. Not that there is not a sur-
plus of wheat; the trouble is, there is too much. And at
Ottawa the problem appears to be whether non-Em-
pire wheat can be shut out, and so force the sale of
wheat that is Empire grown. Now if God had been
invited to the Ottawa Conference he might have done
something.  Again, for instance. In the Evening
Standard for July 27, there appears the statement that
Russian wheat production has grown from seven hun-
dred and three million bushels in 1929 to one thousand
and eighty-four million bushels in 1930. This, ex-
plains the Standard, is an increase which represents
a quantity almost equal to the average output of the
whole of Canada.

This, I may interpolate, opens up a very serious
question. For Russia has done this without asking
God to bless the crops when the seed was planted, or
thanking him for the wheat when it was grown. Had,
therefore, God been asked, there can be no doubt to
the religious mind that he might have done some-
thing. He might have helped the British Empire,
which more than any other Empire or people in the
world exists to carry out his will, by blighting the
crop completely in Russia and moderately in other
parts of the world outside the Empire. This would
have sent up the price of Empire wheat, and good
dividends or large profits is, as experience has shown,
the true proof that we are working in line with the
will of God Almighty. God must be indeed angry
when he has thus encouraged Russia at the
expense of his own favoured nation—or collection of
nations. But God is not mocked ! He has not been
asked to be with “ Jimmy ” Thomas in the delibera-
tions of the Conference, and quite naturally he will
feel like " Let it go to the Devil!”

. . «
Experience.

On the other hand, it must be admitted that on
several important political occasions lately, to which
God was officially invited, the consequences were not
very encouraging. At the Indian Congress, the out-
come was an almost complete fizzle, and the great
drawback, officially, was—religion. The religious
differences of the Indian population, it was said, pre-
vented cohesion, or the application of uniform self-
government. Then there has been the just concluded
Disarmament Conference, which was an even more
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ghastly failure. Even the Christian World is dis-
tressed at the result, after “ the prayers of devout
Christian people were offered on its behalf.” Each of
the leading powers was content to do away with any
armament that it did not seriously want, so long as
the other powers would agree to give up what they
did want. Our own country was content to give up
the use of bombing machines in war, but not for
use over our mandated territory. But while our
representatives were willing to give up the use of
bombing machines they were not agreeable to give
up building them.  They were to be merely decora-
tive—in times of peace. So the prayers of “ devout
Christian people ” do not appear to have affected the
course of events very much. But the prayers of
British Christians may be taken to have shown the
world that we are still full of lofty Christian ideals.
# * *

Mussolini and God.

Yet in all this there is one gleam of comfort for
hard-pressed godites. For from that very pious
paper the Daily Express one learns that Mussolini
has declared himself on the side of some sort of a God
— provided, we assume, that this some sort of a God
is on the side of Mussolini. Herr Emil Ludwig, has
been reporting in the press a series of interviews he
has had with the Italian dictator. And to him Musso-
lini has declared :—

During the last few years my faith has grown in
me that there may be a Divine force in the universe
As a youth | didn’t believe in God, | had called
upon him in vain. But | do not completely exclude
the possibility that once in the course of millions of
years a supernatural apparition took place. It may
even be that in millions of years a similar apparition
will repeat itself.
It is true this is not much, but in times when God is
so generally neglected, and is ignored at an Ottawa
Conference, it is something to learn that Mussolini has
not ruled him out altogether. True also, “ Divine
force ” is nothing very tangible, but it is something
to go on with. Putting “ Divine ” in front of
“ force ” makes a devil of a difference to preachers
nowadays. It makes force more than force, and if it
is more than force, then it is not force, and if it is not
force then it is a person, and if it is a person then it
must be God, and if it is God it must be the Christian
God, and if it is the Christian God then the whole
Christian theory is necessarily true. The chain of
reasoning is quite in the line of current Christian
philosophising, and it is not for me to disturb the
smoothness of its sequential running. And as Musso-
lini, when a youth, did not believe in God because God
paid no attention to Mussolini, we must assume that
nowadays God is more respectfully attentive to
Mussolini.
* # #
Man and God.

How God came to be so ignored when they
were drawing up the King’s Address might be
excused by his Ministers as a mere oversight. But
to the scientific sociologist there would seem to be
much more in it than that. Things that are essential
are not overlooked so easily. When they really are
essential, and that for generation after generation,
they simply cannot be left out of sight. They become
part of the human habit. And if they are useful then
sheer utility keeps them before the general mind. But
to be told, as we often are told, that the troubles of
the world are with us because man has forgotten
God—as though we were dealing with a parcel that
one has mislaid in the course of a journey, we begin
to wonder whether after all God is worth bothering
about. A God worth remembering simply could not
be forgotten. A God who can so easily be forgotten
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takp if ? Ol** rcniembering. In any case we rigy
had rom m 1ni@y wou” llot have forgotten God if ™
seem fl em. ere™ man- And of the two cases it wok

slmnui mt 11 *? far more impaqrtant to God, that nan
¢ remember him than it is to man that lje:

remember God. For if man forgets God then Il
ceases to exist, while man does continue in [
whether he remembers God or not. A godless menl
a solid fact, but a manless God is a sheer inpossibility-
I here are many things that exist just so long as ai3
believes in them and no longer. Fairies, witches,
ghosts, devils, medicine-men and Kkings, all he'(8
to this class of existence. So far | agree with
Rev. Macara. It is a terrible slight to have onitte
God from the Ottawa Conference. It may *r
as a precedent to his being omitted from other AL
functions. A deposed monarch is a sad sight, g
God ignored is much sadder. Even a Pat ia
back from Mussolini may not compensate

such neglect. _
Chapman C°ilEN

Liberty Under the Big0O®§g

“ Truth can never be confirmed enough, ~
Though Doubt did ever sleep.”—Shae5\
" Every reform was once a private opin'QL "

w<

“ | see but one cross remaining on earth, hb
of the unrepentant thief.”—Landor. .

Recent hasty legislation has had the effect Cffcajm
public attention once more to the vexatious it
of Sunday observance in this country. The “éy
self is so obviously a stop-gap that the matter IS
to cause endless controversy in the near fu ™ Le
little clear thinking is required, and history 1
of some assistance. .. gk

To begin with, our Sunday is not the Je'viS s @t
bath, and the Jewish Sabbath in its turn " “fro"
originally Hebraic, but was borrowed by Israe
the social and religious customs of Babylon ax te
surrounding peoples. Moreover, tlie Sabbath "
last day of the week, and Sunday is the first'. g

In England the practice of the Roman
from the first the rule, and Roman mastery
over Britain for five centuries. The AnglQ joy
laws commanded the keeping of Sunday as a n°1
which meant abstinence from work, but not,

means, giving up games and amusements- &
Anglo-Saxon times onwards to the Tudors trac
interdicted, but relaxation was not. It was

vent of the so-called Reformation which d
“ sun ” out of Sunday and made it the worst

the week. n

The Puritanical fanatics who led the Refor”
soon began to disregard the easy-going method* g
in vogue in Christendom, and reverted to the
fanaticism of the Jewish Rabbis. To the Puritaj,.
Christian Sunday became a replica of the $‘iie'l
Sabbath. And, curiously, whilst England waS
wholly  Puritan, the religious reformers
sufficiently organized to lay a very heavy hfl
English social life and “ make a goblin of the .f.

The tyranny of the Puritan Sunday would e”\tll
fectly intolerable were it not for Secularism a,
ends of the social scale. A large number of ricll.
poor alike quietly disregard the Sunday taboo—."'.;‘t

, Gi

on that day that the rich man gives his d'd,,,>9
parties, and the day when the poor man P
from his sordid week-day surroundings. In 1 .a%

the majority Sunday is the day of leisure, and jo
is not more so is due less to public sentiment _

the existing state of the law, which has, in tin5
proved itself “ a hass.”



August i4) ig3

g cann°t be too often repeated that the precious
un ay Observance Acts by which the English Sun-
ni 's £°verned are mainly the work of Bishops of the
sa ished Church. They consist of two unrepealed
IHE °* ™ lar’es le> one of Charles Il.; one of George
ulo' I"° Acts ~ueen Victoria, and the latest ridic-
m SscraP °f paper concerning the opening of cine-
s. Of the older Acts of Parliament, a few of the
atMSIOs are enforced, but the majority are antique
st 'nto‘'erahle. For example, you may be put in the
s %or attending a sports meeting outside your
Parish on a Sunday.
by ACtS are paralysed in places, hut they are not
havat! f means dead. In country places shopkeepers
that J6On ~re<™f°r Sunday opening. It is on record
Qlle newsagent was fined over two hundred times.
"as°ne Seas”™ e town a prosecution for Sunday opening
"it .COlnniencect against a tobacconist, who had the
Por r 3 counter summons against the local Cor-
1°n for hand performances and pier-opening
N ay of taboos.
JaUule Act of George I11. makes the house, room, or
are "'lere debates, amusements, or entertainments
jsJuried out “ a disorderly house,” where payment
crack 6 ~°r admission. Everybody knows the wise-
ev ,s V which this odious church-going law is

p tetr It was a Bishop of the Anglican Church,
day CnS' drafted this tyrannical statute. Some-
"ell

rCa” statesman> not a fanatical priest, might
°f n'C\*e “1,s attention to the revision of this mass
cr ~directed bigotry embodied in the Sunday Ob-
y 3nce Acts.
ing "’hat are we to do? Bullying enactments fore
are Caaritable contributions from cinema proprietors
\ n°remedy, and will only promote just indignation.
ToreStarat'on of the Jewish Sabbath is neither possible
really in keeping with the spirit of civilization,
b; 6 clerffy shout for a day of rest. They are the
'I'Ofrst employers of Sunday labour in the country.
Clir' acC a taboo upon simple social pleasures may be
anilstlan>hut it is none the less an act of tyranny
y ""Pudence.
Snd°® priests can put the clock back two thou-
gh 7ears- They cannot prevent Cabinet Ministers
Paru*3 °n Sunday or abolish week-end dinner
ilig 6 Much less can they abolish Sunday motor-
bavy ~he city clerk and the working man should
cile ~e same rights, and should not be barred from
"ork'laS an” theatres on the one day of leisure in the
day In™"'eek. Every citizen has a right to his Sun-
de © ~°res of ecclesiastics who denounce Sunday
of ration work their chauffeurs hardest on that day
Week.
div 1~ are considerations higher than these. The in
si a"al Christian may be happy “ bounded in a nut
sgtj ' Mit it is absurd to expect a whole nation to be
pr-~1Cd with his obvious limitations. So far as the
I'n SSare concerned, the position is entirely different.
5es™ are merely tradesmen bent on crushing all busi-
Sriyals. “ Nothing is here for tears.”

Mimnermus.

FARRINGDON STREET.

books in boxes and rows,

Authors nobody knows;

Pamphlets and plays,

byrics and Lays,

jhrt and Divinity,

b' propinquinity;

oertnons as heavy as lead,

lectures that never were read,
Reason and romance and rancour
All oi them going at sixpence a tune.

A.CAV.
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Youth and Religion.

We liave heard a great deal, since the war, about what
the average young man— the man in the street—thinks
alxmt religion. For the most part they seem to have
ceased to think about it all; and those who do think
about it, and give vent to their thoughts, say the most
shocking things alxmt it.

In the book Youth Looks at Religion (Philip
Allan, 5s.) the youth is representative of the Public
School, or College class. It occurred to the editor,
Mr. Kenneth Ingram, that the view's on religion, of
seven young u'riters whose names w'ere known would
be interesting, and a guide to what the younger gen-
eration were thinking; and he has succeeded in gather-
ing the opinions of the seven writers whose essays con-
stitute this book. Mr. Ingram thinks that besides
informing middle-aged and elderly people what
youth thinks, it will also act “ as an incentive to
youth to think out its religious beliefs for itself,” and
as a corollary', “ It must make its mind clearer as to
what it is going to scrap and w'hat it means to carry
forward into another age.” (p. vi.)

This invitation to youth to pick and choose, to keep
only the parts of which he approves, and scrap the
rest, would have horrified the parents of Victorian
times. We were given no liberty of choice. It was
"believe or be damned.” Any rejection, or falling
away from the faith would be met byT some such
shocked remonstrance as :—

Ralph, thou hast done a fearful deed,
In falling away from thy Father’s creed!

This alone indicates the change that has taken place
during the last half-century. Youth, instead of being
dragooned and bullied into religion, now sits in the
judgment seat and delivers the verdict.

Mr. Christopher Casson, whose essay comes first, is
the son of the actor of that name, u’ho, after becoming
a midshipman in the Navy, forsook it for his father’s
profession. He tells us frankly, that the making of
any statement alxmt his religious beliefs “ is exceed-
ingly' difficult ” mainly because they are not fixed
but in a state of flux. In consequence of which, he
says, wlien “ I look back on my effort as it will appear
in print, | shall find that | have developed sufficiently
to disagree with a great deal of what | have said.”
(p. 14) To Mr. Casson, God is “ the symbol of the
highest state of mind, the greatest consciousness, and
the most wonderful sense of humour.” To many
people, he observes, a sense of humour is not im-
portant, but for himself, he says, “1 cannot think of
God without linking Him to a sense of humour. When
one examined the face of a mosquito, for example, one
can hardly imagine that God had not an exquisite
sense of humour in creating such a design.” (p. 17.)

We have read many astonishing things attributed
to God, but this, from a professed believer, is the most
astounding of them all. 11 fact, we had to read it
over twice, to make sure we were not mistaken; for
the Mosquito is one of the most terrible scourges that
have afflicted humanity. In the tropics they abound
in such numbers, are so voracious for human blood,
bite so viciously—raising painful swellings—that it is
impossible for Europeans to sleep at night, when they
operate, without being enclosed in Mosquito proof
nets. These insects also, have been, and are still, the
cause of myriads of deaths after untold suffering,
through their communicating the germs of Malaria,
Dengue Fever, and Yellow Fever, the dreaded
“ Yellow Jack,” one of the most fatal of Tropical
fevers. Anyone who could see humour in a Mosquito,
would probably see something funny in a Crocodile or
a Shark.

Mr. Casson asserts his belief in Christ, in God the
Father, and in a God the Holy Ghost, but states that
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“ Were the Bible and the whole Christian record dis-
proved to-morrow, it would make no difference to me.
The ideals would still remain.” (p. 23.) The Quaker
idea of worship appeals to him the most, where every-
one sits quietly until someone is inspired to speak, but,
he objects:—

It would be ideal if all the congregation were
artists and were capable of being inspired in such a
way as to inspire others. But in practice, | imagine,
many people who speak on these occasions and who
fancy that they are being moved by the Spirit, are
really the victims of their own emotions. The
Quaker scheme of worship seem to me to provide a
terrible opportunity for the bore who likes to hear
himself speak, and only talks rubbish, (p. 30)

Miss Pamela Frankau, the novelist, tells us in her
contribution, that she was an enthusiastic believer
when she was confirmed, and remained a communicant
for some years. Then she began to talk and argue
about religion and dropped the habit of prayers and
communion, and “ From a period of fairly voluble
agnosticism, | have since settled into tolerance. | do
not ‘believe’ as Christians believe. Nor am | quite sure
that | do not ‘ believe * something. But | cannot
reconcile the ritual of Christianity with logic.” She
still thinks of it as a wonderful story, but as no more
than that. And when “ they tell us we shall struggle
through a manhole to find Eternity ” she observes,
“ this last is perhaps the hardest to believe, since for
millions of years we know that men have died and
been forgotten, nor for a second has any knowledge
of a life after death broken the profound silence.”
(p. 44) In conclusion, Miss Frankau says, “ The
wise accept their ignorance. | could do that ... |
should push the problem to the back of my head,
saying: *1 don’'t know, and | never shall know,
and here’s an end of it.” Faith would phrase the
decision, ‘ | don’t know, and while | live | shall not
know, but | believe.” Therein lies the difference.”
(p. 49)

Mr. E. E. B. Hawkin, who is a nephew of the late
General Eouis Botha, Premier of South Africa, in his
contribution, referring to the Wesleyans and Bap-
tists, complains: “ One is quite unable to argue with
them, and, in the main, they are narrow, bigoted, and
filled with a sense of their own uprightness. The
Pharisees of old were tolerant in comparison.” (p.
64.) He thinks the Christian Science Church, whose
religion, “ if practised in the correct manner, cures
our ills and makes us successful citizens with sound
bank-balances,” is making the most headway, the
younger members being bright and optimistic. But,
says Mr. Hawkin, “ In spite of this note of optimism,
| am forced to the conclusion that organized religion
is rapidly losing its hold on the youth of to-day.”
(p. 69.) And further : “ Modern youth does not feel
inclined to side with any formalized religion, but pre-
fers to work out its own salvation and paddle its own
spiritual canoe.” And “ The Church will have to do
some very hard thinking if it is to win back the hard-
boiled modern youth of to-day.” He “ knows too
much.”

One of the many reasons, says Mr. Hawkin, “ which
induced me, personally, to throw over religion was
that | was always hearing about the ‘ Brotherhood of
Man. ” And then, “ When a war is started the
Churches cease talking about brotherhood and begin
to preach the doctrine that * God is on our side.” . . .
In war time the Christian God of Love is quickly
transformed into the fiery Jewish Jehovah of the Old
Testament.” (p. 73.)

Miss Susan Lowndes is the only one to uphold the
old views, which she gives as follows : “ As a Catho-
lic I am intolerant, not because | regard myself as any
better than anyone else, but because | believe that
the Catholic Church is the sole mouthpiece of God.”
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(p. 92.) While we admire her frankness, especia y
avowing her intolerance, a thing that so many <
co-religionists are so anxious to disavow, >e
hope that her religion will never be able to excrcj
again the intolerance of which she is evidently PrO
Miss Lowndes is a daughter of Mrs. Belloc Lown
the novelist, and a niece of Mr. Hilaire Belloc. _
Mr. Giles Playfair, the son of Sir Nigel Playfai™
another contributor; he sets out to answer three qu
tions, “ Do | believe there is a purpose in the 1
verse?”; “ Do | believe in the continued need fpr
institutional Church?”; “ Do | accept the Chris 1"
claim?” To the first question, he answers, aiter .
study of Eddington and Jeans, that “ Apart from 1 |
mate annihilation there can be no such purpose-
Yet, he holds, if we believe in a future life, that 1
not matter. To which, it might be asked, if the
verse is annihilated where is the future life 10
spent? In a Vacuum? .
As to Christianity, Mr. Playfair, observes: *'pir
demanded of His followers that they should live {
He lived. And that seems to me to be precisely "
Christianity means—to live like Christ lived. A»
I am right in thinking so | am not
Christian: and what is more | do not
anyone who is.” (p. 102) Yet he admi
Christianity as the greatest power for good the "*°r.
had yet known. “ But with the birth of modern C\M™
ization it necessarily lost its force, because the
were incompatible.” (p. 107.) The last two esaS
are on similar lines, and contain nothing fresh.
According to these writers, youth thinks very
about religion, and that little is coldly indiffere
when not actively hostile.

little

W. Man*-

Is A Natural Beligion Possi® 6’

It is deplorable that some professed Rationalists c°aj
tinue to hold a candle to the enemy by the misuse”™
the term “ religion.” There has recently
printed an article by Mr. Henry S. Salt, headed
Religion for AIll?” No Rationalist will, of c°urlt
misunderstand Mr. Salt’s intention. He is an °I0
standing humanitarian, and his object, one has
doubt, is excellent. But he overlooks the depth “°
astuteness of the chief representatives of superna
ism; and we may be sure that they are quick to fas
on to the utterances of any well known Rationalist«
which the term “ religion ” is employed to show t

a universal natural religion for all who have the
being of mankind at heart is a desirable thing,
average man in the street who is unused to me
physical subtleties and the sophistications of acade »
debaters is thereby deceived because in the mifl0S
999 out of every thousand persons the term rehgb,
at once suggests a supernatural being with car' v
representatives in the form of clergymen from
Pope downwards.

It is earnestly to be hoped that Rationalists generd®yY
will once and for all prove their resolute militancy
throwing overboard this term “ religion ” and ce
from misusing it in the future.

Over fifty years ago Matthew Arnold, in replyl
to critics quoted from Homer : “ Wide is the range (
words! Words may make this way or that way ¢
Probably some such thought is in the minds
Rationalists who want to regard some new unsecta 2
religion as a potentially beneficent thing. It 15
old straining after some ethical code to be drawn »
for general observance by those who desire to
humanity: emancipated and elevated. But we k° ™
from the experience of our greatest leaders what
objective is without requiring to hamper the cause
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tave at heart with any table of cast-iron laws. Any
such table could in any view be merely temporary
alC Provisional. We know the great principles for
"hich we are fighting, and we know that their
dermends are far higher than any of those that have
itherto been laid upon the believers in any existing
tel'gious communion. The exact thinker knows that
tle general estimation of religion is that is inevitably
associated with the supernatural. Humanism puts
orward more comprehensive and more exacting ideals
»alany body of supernaturalists have ever advanced.

Let the dead past bury its dead.”

Only a fool would assert that we should ignore the
accumulated wisdom of past thinkers and actors on
e stage of the world. We can learn very much
rmthe past. But it is worse than folly to be for
@er hving on the past as well as in it; to be victims
0 jhe past; governed by past ideas and conventions
aul Preferring old dicta to new ideas. One
. aral proposition we are entitled to make whic i is
Justified by history, and that is that the diversities
all( differences between the nations of the earti are
7 nearly so great as our forefathers believed; that
at(raH all peoples are very much alike in essentia s,
axkthat diversities arise from natural environment.
Waﬁéf l:‘HFﬂys:\'fe"é&i"st'ence, man in every par{ of the
of 7 s to be found following a common method
I>drVen™ng Shortly put he deified the human
they 4-\Wh°m he loved, respected or feared most after
e —once he realized that their death meant the
they hitd their consciousness and powers which
Larlie ™ act*vely established in their living bodies.
Slh el, he had worshipped great natural objects— the
step" ICfountain, the River, the Tree. With every'
into "mvnrd that man takes, the gods recede further
Vegu 16 'nane void. They became more and more

'n,. and less and less distinguishable.
thB,'s gradual ascent of man has at length produced

huablelrf’i Or mo(lern pseudo-scientific parson, who is

ady more anathema to Rome than the out and
Olit Ath

________________

reed ' brotherly, accommodating, benevolent, well-
Rati@nT interesting, by whom unhappily several
are attracted. How such a clerical type
gdicS°c'lred for himself so much freedom and indul-
do,:@ rorn his own ecclesiastical corporation, people
st°P to enquire. His inconsistency is mistaken

f°r courage. Wlien a Bishop of the Church

sie, N a friendly declaration about the advance of
desSa.’ ;ve may be sure he is putting up a ballon
Ofjjpid to ascertain what effect it will have on public

his < _If it tends to bring more adherents within

claly, arfic,,lar “ fold ” he will go on repeating,

C In? and embellishing his declaration. 1€ tt
hut ‘'le 'von’'t. He will try something els«

ﬁtiﬁh " o a grip of is not satisfied with that

to felloyx Here is nething clear definite and
r‘on&]éy ~rasp.  Sometimes he scents intellectual ds®
k"o\\AggIn all this clerical flirting with new scientific
fis¢ust an” turns his back on the “ moderns ® in
Mth p' “hat is why Rome, united and indivisible
and ]2 inmutable creed, is extending her borders
%ifat,lering in from other communions many who
'vh* a”gSotTle supernatural being to depend on, but
lhere  ~ |,P with trimmers and opportunists. But
~dsenfre °~ers who have learned the futility and
are fQj s °f all supernaturalistic systems, who likewise
find ¢ llb with trimmers and opportunists, but who
hie ra ®Senial scope for their reforming energies in
°f ej. s °f Freethought. Surely to them after years
Oherat"Cri°nce supernatural ordinances and their
Siirdit' A1 ~e tenn “ religion ” is not only an ab-

Jiit an obstacle to emancipation.

Ignotus.
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Who Wants Juries ?

“ Trial by jury, except in the very limited classes
of cases assigned to the Chancery Court, is an
essential principle of our law. It has been the bul-
wark of liberty, the shield of the poor from the op-
pression of the rich and powerful . . . Many of the
liberties of the subject have been originally estab-
lished and maintained by the verdicts of juries "—so
declared Ford Justice Atkin, in the Court of Appeal,
on the hearing of the case Ford v. Blutton, in 1922

Why is it, then, that recent years have witnessed a
growing tendency to dispense with the services of
juries in our legal tribunals? The answer is to be
found in the fact that juries vary considerably in their
nature and functions; these are not always clearly
understood, and the misunderstanding results in the
vices and virtues of one type of jury being popularly
assigned also to quite another type.

Law courts are concerned either with civil suits or
with criminal trials. Juries sit to assist the judge
only in the lower courts, i.e., where questions of fact
have to be decided as well as questions of law. If
juries were called upon by the State to resolve prob-
lems of law a valid objection to them would be that in
this scientfic age we cannot tolerate the decision of
technical questions by amateurs; but their services
are not so invoked; questions of fact only are left to
them—under the guidance and after the summing-up
of the judge.

But besides trial juries there are also inquisition
juries, c.g., the coroner’s jury, the grand jury and the
jury of matrons.

" Juror ” means a “ swearer ” (Latin), i.e., a per-
son who takes an oath—to find facts. The institution
of the jury goes back to the dawn of the history of the
British nation; in essence it represents the small, co-
hesive village communities where every inhabitant
knew everyone in the district, so that each was quali-
fied to form an opinion upon the guilt or otherwise of
a person submitted for trial. Indeed, whatever the
issue put to the jury, it was anciently entitled and
bound to use its own knowledge of local facts as well
as to weigh the testimony adduced before it. Even
to this day this feature of jury service survives both in
the coroner’s jury oath and in that administered to
members of the grand jury. Both these species of
juries, it is to be noted, discharge functions which nor-
mally are followed by further proceedings before
another tribunal. They conduct merely a preliminary
inquiry; the coroner’s jury decides whether there is a
case of homicide which ought to be fully investigated,
whilst the grand jury—comprised of local notables—
determines whether the Crown has made out a “ true
bill ” against a person accused so as to justify his
being put upon a full trial by judge and jury.

Because of their subsidiary nature both these juries
have been subjected to considerable attack in recent
times. The grand jury, it lias been suggested (even
by the Bench) can well be dispensed with for reasons
of public economy; in so far as it constitutes a quaint
survival it has become an expensive luxury; on the
other hand, it is to be borne in mind that the grand
jury has always enjoyed the privilege of raising ques-
tions of public importance, over and above the specific
cases of crime submitted for its consideration; this
privilege has proved, in times of constitutional crisis,
of considerable value to those who have sought to
raise a popular voice of protest against the arbitrary
trend of government. No British subject will lightly
abandon any institution which may subserve the
cause of individual liberty or popular rights.
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The coroner’s jury, ancient as it is, stands in
another light. Its services for the most part can be
rendered more speedily and efficiently by the coroner
sitting alone and using his own (or another’s) expert
medical knowledge. The Coroner's Amendment Act,
1926, in fact, has given the coroner wide powers to
dispense with the summoning of a jury in cases which
raise no grave or public issues (see Section 13).

Modern experience points to this factor of public
issues as being the vital consideration in all questions
appertaining to the function of the jury. Whatever
the particular questions which a particular jury is
called upon to answer it may justifiably be said that if
no public interest is involved the jury’s service is, if
not wholly superfluous, one which could be performed
more efficiently and economically by other means.
This assessment of the value of our jury system is
applicable whether the cause be criminal or civil. In
criminal causes, however, if the offence is such that
conviction may involve the accused in loss of life or
liberty, then it cannot be gainsaid that the public in-
terest is at once involved. In civil suits, on the other
hand, the gravity of a cause is no criterion; an action
for breach of contract brought by one merchant
against another may involve thousands or even
millions of pounds, and yet neither its facts nor the
law applicable to them be of the slightest interest to
anybody save the parties directly and immediately
concerned in its trial.

Hence in civil suits juries tend to be dispensed
with. Indeed, the graver the issues to the parties the
greater is the desire to dispense with a jury. For civil
suits are grave in proportion to the sums involved or
the complexity of technical problems raised by them;
a jury picked haphazard from a roll of citizens is un-
likely to be the best tribunal for the solution of in-
tricate industrial, commercial or financial transactions.
One obvious cause for the increasing popularity of
commercial arbitrations in the last half-century or
more has been the opportunity they afford, not always
available in the law courts, of submitting technical
trade disputes to technical experts.

The New Procedure Rules devised in April, 1932,
for the speedy trial of certain categories of commercial
suits launched in the King’'s Bench Division of the
High Court give an official blessing to trials without
jury wherever such may seem expedient. Similarly,
the Commercial List approved, towards the end of
the nineteenth century, modern methods for modern
trials.

The categories of civil suits exempted from the
scope of the New Procedure Rules, however, indicate
that there are classes of civil suits which approximate
in nature, origin and potential consequences to crim-
inal suits; e.g., libel, seduction, malicious prosecu-
tion and false imprisonment; for these juries may well
perform services quite as valuable as those they dis-
charge in criminal qourts.

“ Trial by peers” which Magna Charta declared
to be a right wrested from the sovereign, finds its ex-
pression in trial by jury. A citizen has, under the
jury system, the right to “ put himself upon his
country,” i.e., to call upon a representative selection
of his peers (meaning “ equals ") to witness his trial
and to act as a buffer between himself and the forces
of government in the person of the Crown prosecutor.
To deprive him of such a right would, clearly, be a
retrograde step mistakenly taken in the sacred name
of progress.

Nor was it in the interest of the accused alone that
the jury system was fashioned and maintained for so
many centuries. The jury, a body of ordinary men
and women, brings to the administration of the law a
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knowledge of ordinary conditions not always in the
possession of the learned judge. The jury is a oof-
Crete expression of public opinion; as such it adds to
the dry bones of the judge’s technical knowledge of
the rules of law, the flesh and blood of human inter-
course. The jury is potent to restrain tyranny and to
expedite reform, by forcibly bringing to the notice of
the judiciary the trend of public opinion. Thus, when
a thief might be sentenced under our law to death for
stealing a sheep or forty shillings juries constantly r
dulged in the pious perjury of finding as a fact that
the sheep in the case was not a sheep at all, or tret
the forty shillings in question really amounted only to
thirty-nine shillings and elevenpence— thus rescuing
from the shadow of the gallows the wretched DB
créant before them, and at the same time bringlC?
public ridicule to bear upon so inhumane a law '@
which is thus publicly derided cannot long Survwe-
Law, as Professor Dicey has shown, tends to ,
hind public opinion; the jury can force the PLC

legal reform S

Furthermore, the administration of justice,
between citizen and citizen and as between
ment and subject, is the most important of all Pl
services. By it and through it alone can h
activities proceed; without justice, freely and reg'l
available, progress is a mirage and freedom an e
cry. It is altogether fitting, therefore, that
zen should have not merely the right but also the
to give his share of time and effort to jury ser ~
Much unpopularity has attached to the princip
jury service because in actual practice those sunni'O
to sit on a jury are impressed with the “ waste
time in which they personally seem to be inVv° S
To deride a principle because its application ¢
personal inconvenience is clearly improper. “(
order, and freedom—these are boons which ca™ @
be enjoyed for ever simply because they have
been triumphantly vindicated. They are not 1
acquired but also retained only at the cost of ete
vigilance.

Jury service is to the judicature what the ball0®
is to the legislature. Our judicial and electd
systems are neither of them perfect in detail a“@
practice. In principle they are sound; rightly
they can be turned to engines of progressive free<(fie
of thought and action. Let us by all means bathe
baby, but let us beware of pouring out the baby v
the water.

Lincoln GkaV

WAR.

The panegyrist of war places himself on the P\ﬁ\
level on which a moralist or a patriot can stai't ™
shows as great a want of refined feeling as of re’,4
For the glories of war are all blood-stained, delirious
infected with crime; the combative instinct is a s
prompting by which one man’s good is another 1‘~e
evil. The existence of such a contradiction 10 ~
moral world is of nature whence flows every
wrong. He is a willing aeseompliee of that perversly
things who delight in another’s discomforture or
own, and craves the blind tension of plunging. *?
danger without reason, or the idiots pleasure in f&'
pure chance. To find joy in another’s trouble, 1?7 3;
man is constituted, not unnatural, though it is 'vl ¢p
and to find joy in one’s own trouble, though it be 1
ness, is not yet impossible for man. These aTec"
chaotic depths of that dreaming nature out of 'v
humanity has had to grow.

George Santayana in “ Little Essays'



Acid Drops.

ff]'%liadio Times in & recent issue says that the more
'esial are the letters it receives the better it likes
«&n. IS .

iS may be so, but as a man once said to Bur-

the latter said—he_received at the offices of
«any amusing stories, “ Why the devil don't you
Publish some of them’” The Radio Times explains that
,_hes «ever. been its intention to keep out letters “ for
c>r of hurti- , . "
rg people’s feelings.” Excellent, but may
"e ask why it has never, while continually publishing
f Pk« in support of religion, published any
'gainst religion? Frankly, we place no more reliance
these professions of impartiality from the Radio
v'"Us than we do upon the statements of women like
Ueountess »Snowden or men like Sir John Keith as o
esatisfaction given by their religious services. ‘ Lying
%ﬁater glor_y of God ” is a very old religious cus-
Is ns vigorous as ever.

V\?ﬁmrrggl'lll()\/\/ins laece of pious logic from a contemporary
S°div°® Q0lIht be regarded as profound wisdom by the
itjs ' Obedience to the Jaw of God is not a limitation ;
honev 6 °Pen way to liberty.” The fact of the matter is,
men fa’ obedience to the alleged law of God places
ters Of 'aental subjection to the self-appointed interpre-
merkaiji . kuv—the priests or parsons. There is re-
Itisij t'ttle liberty for man in that degraded position.

rostricts'S SaiTle obedience that has restricted, and still
else the free spirit of man,

uare, than anythin
ﬁ;s[jo\i{\%l §%8YE|1 after knowledge and understanding of
nature and of the world he lives in. There
ba““ °Pen road to libertv, but the most formidable

the , °UU are*and have always been, those erected on
(J0dPCGa  compelling obedience to the (alleged) law of
title of

fully c flle™ beads ” of English Nonconformity sorrow-
die, nesses that it is more difficult to preach the
*Ptid°'day- tPan ™ ever was. “ Our fathers made as-
Ude 1S "ithout challenge, many of which we cannot
twentieth ~anL °f the old shibboleths fall dead on the
>, fricintury ear.” New knowledge has come, he
putflle®.n Wpny quarters, and it is not always easy to
'sthat ° ' ftfiith in a new setting. What he really means
n "7 knowledge—scientific discovery and modern
pdi assin laf) grievously upset the old religious notions
«film options, and that only by clever theological con-
«oclerjr be made to seem to harmonize with
"rOlg or [aS' Now, if the old assumptions are all
Klaraijtc au”y> the modern man may well ask what
f° be Qe there is that the new assumptions are likely
VchsaM 1110,0 true than the old. If the revelation
lleWgyy * to * our fathers ” was misleading, so may the
"P'to-date revelation be also.

«ollg .ha? been heard lately about a new kind of re-
., levival called the Group, gengrally the Oxford
"5 foul[“vpUent  I.i%e most new religious movermerifs it
gﬂﬁw\b« not at Oxford, which still has a bias for the
th™te8. but in the United States, Dr. Buchman its
h, ''vas a Lutheran pastor, and lie is so fortunate as
"ho "6 as his “ right-hand assistants » two gentlemen
"akp,&°1Cc in the names of Sherry Day and Sain . me
thiiv. * «f"'e movement is reported to be strong 111 10
Sinn! Sltles. and, if a book just published about it (For
spw.f O,lly by A. J. Russell) is reliably informed, it is
of tiJInK its net mainly for the upper classes. As some
Pray,.r ,Baders of the movement “ live by faith am
gill]- * that is to say like the prophet Elijah, on the
Who \Ney appear to have hit upon a field for their
iletw. In which there is a minimum of risk of actually
vorts 1'nk either on faith or prayer or both. The con-
t° e, ?re encouraged to confess their past sins in public
meet? °ther* and, as those present at the “ testimony
appe gs aje advised to take notes, the confessions would
risk ofto Inv°lve not only much scandal but not a little
Verbt “ 1110re serious kind. We greatly doubt the pro-
niav P'a, “ °pen confession is good for the soul,” and i
Wi,y be worse for the i>ockct. A cynical reviewer ob-

@

serves that the leaders of the movement “ are more
familiar with evening dress than the hair shirt.” In
short, much notice as it has had from the press, there
is nothing novel in the doctrine or practice of the move-
ment, it is just another flat trap—with God as the bait.

The Rev. Geo. H. McNeal has been explaining why he
is a Methodist. He was born into Methodism, and re-
mained in it because he believed in its spiritual genius
and its appeal to the heart and mind. Well, this doesn’t
seem much worth boasting about. He had certain re-
ligious notions impressed upon him as a child, and he
never developed sufficient intelligence to question them,
nor enough ambition to seek for anything different and
better.

The Rev. G. Hickman-Johnson has been offering counsel
to some young missionaries. When bad times come, he
says (he means, when doubts about the Christian faith
arise), “ keep the securities of your faith intact by the
aid of the Holy Spirit that dwells within us.” What he
really means is that, when doubts arise, the young mis-
sionaries might try auto-suggestion as a means by which
the disturbing thoughts may be dispersed. But, of course,
the remedy mustn’t be put so bluntly as that, but wrapped
up in a sugar coating of pious jargon.

Communion plate was recently stolen from a church.
We daresay it was insured against burglary risks, and
probably the church itself was insured against fire, and a
lightning conductor is placed on the roof in order to pre-
vent the Lord’s electricity from doing damage. Which
reveals how much (or little) faith the ecclesiastical gentry
have in God to look after his own property, or to com-
pensate them when the accidents incidental to property-
owning occur. Presumably they have arrived at certain
sound conclusions concerning how far it is safe to put
one’s trust in God.

At the “ pastoral session ” of the Wesleyan Conference,
the representatives present were especially asked not to
take away the hymn-books; 1,500 books had already been
“lost” during the past week. Evidently Wesleyan
notions of honesty are very peculiar. We can quite ap-
preciate that a certain parson was right when he said
there was a need to “ evoke the sense of sin.”

The Rev. Arundel Chapman thanks God that he “grew
up in an atmosphere in which Methodism was made
lovable.” Well, it certainly would be right and proper
to thank God for a miracle. * Lovable Methodism ” un-
doubtedly comes within that category. On the other
hand, perhaps the reverend gent may be merely quite
innnocently revealing that he thought Methodism lovable
because lie lacked experience of anything better.

The parson, says a contemporary, used to be a power
in the village or parish ; to-day he is too often the sub-
ject of jibes and music-hall jokes. How are the mighty
fallen ! The parson’s misfortune, however, is the not un-
usual one of those with great pretentions who get found
out. It is the nemesis that overtakes people who think
they can fool all the people all the time.

Dr. Moses Gaster, the Chief Rabbi of the Sephardic
Communities in England, says that “ the Talmud tells us
that most Hebrew texts are capable of seventy different
interpretations.” If such is the fact, then the chances of
the English Bible being a true translation of the meaning
of the originals are seventy to one. Let Christians not be
perturbed at this. For whichever way the originals might
be translated, the Bible would still remain as much
“ Holy Truth ” as it now is—that is to say, a collection
of ancient fables and myths, and superstitious fancies and
conjectures.

Mr. Robert Lynd, in a helpful mood, says : “ | believe
in censorship because of the fallibility of authors ; I disbe-
lieve in it because of the fallibility of censors.” For the
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truly Christian man, however, there is but one sure way
of settling the question. This is by affirming that he
believes in censorship because of the infallibility of
divine inspiration and pious prejudice in Christian cen-
sors.

The following quotation from a contemporary may per-
haps help to explain why the Holy Bible is, according to
the Bible Society, the world’s “ best seller.” “ To many
minds fiction is a great relief from the humdrum of a
work-a-day world; it is a sort of anaesthetic.”

Mr. Clennell Wilkinson, in the Daily Sketch, says he
“ can never understand why so much fuss should be made
about bathing-dresses, Sunday cinemas, and other vex-
atious regulations.” He doesn’t appear to realize that
this is a Christian country, and that therefore it naturally
possesses pious persons who endeavour to compel other
people to conform to the peculiar notions and prejudices
of the godly. Ignoring the beautiful Christian theory
that man is a free agent to sin or not to sin, our pious
busybodies proceed, in practice, to enact and enforce co-
ercive laws and petty regulations on the assumption
that the “ free agent ” can be made righteous thereby.

A trinity of contributors to the Christian Union
Quarterly (Baltimore) combine to write a terrible tale of
the way in which “ the old sanctities are disintegrating
and disappearing.” Once more we hear that “Secularism
is making deep inroads into Christian faith and prac-
tise,” and that—and this is surely a happy similie—
“ there is a run on the bank of religion. Many have
withdrawn their deposits, and many old stockholders are
not free from doubt as to whether the institution is sol-
vent.” This doleful diagnosis would, we should have
thought, have been followed by some practical sugges-
tions for saving the remainder for such “ stockholders ”
as are left. The three writers, however, have nothing
more original to say that there is too much competition
in the business. “ We must consider the validity of our
present divisions,” and *“ hopefully anticipate that
denominational groups will increasingly recognize the
challenge toward greater unity arising from these grave
modern conditions.” Sad to say the only thing on which
the " denominational groups ” seem to agree is that there
is a good prospect of the whole lot being “ broke ” before
long. We wish them nothing worse than that their fears
are justified ; but they are reminiscent of statements that
were common a hundred years ago, and, we fear, will be
a century hence.

There is a Mr. J. W. Poynter who bids fair to rival the
late Mr. Algernon Ashton as a writer of letters to the
press. Mr. Ashton’s contributions, however, were varied
in subject, and often of an informative character, while
Mr. Poynter’s seem to deal only or mainly with matters
relating to Roman Catholicism, to which religion he was
attached for some years before returning to his first love,
the Anglican Communion, to which he still adheres. From
the Literary Guide to the Christian World, from London
suburbs to the shires, this assidious pen roves with un-
flagging facility. The burden of his message seems to
be that he (Mr. Poynter) is peculiarly qualified to correct
the more ignorant misrepresentations of Roman Catholic
doctrine and ritual, and to judge as to how much weight
may be attached to any criticisms other than his own.

In a recent correspondence (in the Hampstead and
Tlighgate Express) Mr. Poynter, being pressed to explain
to what extent lie accepts the tenets of the Anglican
Church which are common to it and to Roman Catholic-
ism, avowed that “no one can do more than believe what
seems to him to be true ” which can hardly be considered
a satisfactory reply to that question. In the Christian
World he argues that the propagandist efforts of the
Roman Catholics in the British Press have been going on
for “ about the same period as those of the Salvation
Army,” and suggests “ the success of the latter is far
greater than that of the former.” Whether this is so or not
is nothing to do with the point with which rhe corres-
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pondence in our contemporary is concerned, fI2®
there is not enough done to counter Roman Ca
propaganda. “ It is a mistake to exaggerate "ie,ex yS
of the success of Roman Catholic propaganda, N
Mr. Poynter, and goes on to charge Protestants

“ inexcusable apathy” in that very matter! ~f '
typical of the purposelessness of this gentlemans e
The poor reader of the Christian World may well wor™"
as we have often wondered ourselves, whether it uon »
possible to say anything anywhere about the ChU
Rome which would not call forth the scrupulous
tion of this amiable and prolific correspondent.

Of remarkable, and, to Christians, disconcerting ai
sions by pious writers as to the state of religld'> t
defences and its exponents, examples are provided a
daily. Dr. H. Emerson Fosdick boldly asserts tha ((j
of the profoundest needs of religion is brains,” 10>
religious zeal be ignorantly managed, the end is ¢ J.
ity.” So far we have advanced from the time when
ance and zeal were regarded as a holy combination”™
learning and “brains” as a temptation and an evil-
we have an “ Abbreviated ” Old Testament, “ arraE«
for use in Home, .School and Church,” by Francis
ley, with a preface by no less a light than Dr. Horton™
which, by way of defending his editorial methods,
Wrigley says :—

What real purpose is served by publishing U/d
details of the tabernacle in Exodus, the obsolete ~
legislation in Leviticus, the awful stories of triba #
and frontier wars and murders that occupy s° a
place in Judges, Samuel and Kings, the endless S

logical lists in Chronicles, the imprecatory passag
the Psalms, the pessimistic and agnostic utteran ~

Ecclesiastes and the somewhat voluptuous love *
of the Song of Solomon?
The conclusion to be drawn is obviously that in Pr™ €
tion as Christians acquire and use “ brains " they |
to use, at all events without careful censorship, exN\"ey
tion or editing, the “ evidences ” upon which all that
are supposed to stand for used to be buttressed.

Fifty Tears Ago.

The last influence concerning religion is the existell ~
a class interested in its maintenance and propagatmil t
the most important Christian body the clergy arc dn° ,0
from family and social ties, and irreyocabl m?me?rlo
the church. In other instances they are afienated
the interests and sympathies of society by a systejil
sectional and distorted education, as well as by thel n
ence of class feeling and personal interest. It has
said that if a class were interested in proving that
and two count five, it would secure a large nuinbcl t
zealous and satisfied converts. We quite believe it- ¢
two and one make one is a fundamental verity with * j
solemnly-constituted impostors, This arithmetical
is even outdone by the mental gymnastics involved,
the belief that a little flour-paste, after being mamb:,
over by a priest, becomes converted into the whole 1
—bones, flesh, and blood—of a person who died over 1
years ago. But a little acquaintance with historyl «
ever, shows that the influence of the clergy lias sef*)ufy
declined. Men begin to think for themselves.
item of progress has been won despite the bitter m:f :
. : 0ssi))
and intolerance of the black regiments. They have tliong,
ized their dogmas until none can preach them save
who are so dull that they cannot master the logical ¢ j
of recent criticism, or so dishonest that they find no to
incongruity in the advocacy of opinions they do notl ,
in the ordinary and conventional sense. But a c‘t
which is intellectually dull, or morally blunt, caE
long retain ascendancy over the public mind; and
process of deterioration in the character and influence”™
the clergy, which during the last three centuiTu to
materially compromised their position, seems likely e
result in the total extinction of all respect for the °
and services of the class.

The “ Freethinker,” August 13,



August H 1932

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

~ Hmdrrson—We are sending paper for six weeks, again
Gl[]ary thanks for your keen interest.
nort

R O’ ~~ext weeh.
TiesinrhfVIE~e Preacher who said that Mr. Cohen was a
a health °* tlIC C°nservative Party and a “ rank Tory,” was
ju ..,y hut an inartistic liar. Mr. Cohen takes no part

sent ' ICS di<™belongs to no political party. Book is beipg

G p‘AK~ hanks for note. Much regret the news.
Aq Thanks for extract with translation.
Wt °U ?ver™*°k the fact that in any case Spiritualism
k ,, .consist in a belief in the correct interpretation of what
Tacc«nlr!! ff° C y°U . . .
ph(fet . ancs f0|yextremely interesting and timely pam-
amt t JYe mania for making new “ crimes,” as well as
been'’ Ne legitimate freedom of the individual has
Ad °lle e lllarked features of the past thirty years,
y ™ n°thing breeds so quickly a contempt for law.

am LIASs— The edition of Paine vou have is without any
Greirercial value.

Tre Up
rotur, reCthinker” . is. suPPlied to Ue | n sale Or
rc. r’' Any é}h?culty in securing COF%IjeS s‘z\%(ljﬁdobe at once
Th P Hed to this office.
Str'lCGadar Society, Limited Office is at 62 Farringdon

The ' Cnd°n’ EC4
StrM~°na” Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon
et- London, E.C.4.
titers t . .
°r ™e Editor of the " Freethinker” should be
essed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

"rnexj e services of the National Secular Society in con-
* » Jth Secular Burial Services arc required, all com-

RosctrtionS sLould be addressed to the Secretary, K. H.
*>giving as long notice as possible.

~ j.° send us newspapers would enhance the favour
atteni - inS the passages to which they wish us to call

o,

racrs f
of 1L t°r literature should be sent to the Business Manager
d\Lc Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4,
*tp <nbt to the Editor.
Whij ree™inker ” will be forwarded direct from the pub-
0-e I%foice/at the_)ffollowin}q ratﬁs (Homehand Abroad) —
. g . 2
Al q%/ear 15/.; wif year> 7/(;; three months, gf<)
TiCY!S and Fostal Orders should be made payable to
qeﬂ%kloneer Press” and eressed * Wielant Bark, Ttd.,
nwell Branch.’
1due .
B.g n°ticcs must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London,
inserted t>e first POst on Tuesday, or they will not be

Sugar Plums.

VAtSH’CIIIL‘etiug of the British Medical Association l.ord
(f ifp, “>cun pointed out that in the cholera epidemic
I-holerr .°Ver 50,000 deaths occurred in this country.
I°rged Is now extinct, or next to it, in Britain. But
°f the jIntions the Churches had prayed for the salvation
Protectj from this disease. To-day no one prays for
tjle°ri against it The disappearance of the scourge
*, i8 A 4 A-red attitude of the public mind in relation to
I'ayer olly the work of medical and sanitary science.
s%eiiPn ~as futile, and God was helpless. Atheistic
'Ce Aid the trick.

Ale w’rth while pointing out, as did Lord Dawson
l'our ahnental error of thinking that “ disturbances of
N t JiV:l are I'pder your control, and are therefore your
lour ¢ “Yeas disturbances of your body are not under
"hfOrtl ntr°l and are therefore your misfortune.” But it is
I'e la,’ ~la* 'n so doing one is almost compelled to
"VOu;, l««nge that sets up misleading implications,
1hl § 1 cither instance sets up the wholly misleading
M(I)r;\'l’\titious notion of a something to which both
all !
Y Mere is no “your” body, or “your” mind, there is
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only a structure, an organic whole in the qualities classi-
fied as mental in one direction and physical in another.
But our language is so saturated with supernaturalistic
implications, that one can only warn anyone against mis-
leading connotations.

Mr. G. Whitehead reports excellent meetings in Liver-
pool, with one exception. At the Edge Hill pitch some
rowdy advocates of a better England demonstrated the
force of their arguments by smashing the N.S.S. plat-
form, to the accompaniment of filthy language. The
joy in heaven was brief as following meetings on the
pitch were orderly and satisfactory.

The Swansea Branch N.S.S. thanks largely to the new
Secretary, gives every promise of a full restoration to
activity. Mr. G. Whitehead will be in the district for
two weeks, during which there will be plenty of work for
any local saints who would care to give a hand. Details
of the meetings will be found in the Lecture Notices
column, and information concerning the Branch may be
obtained from the local Secretary, Mr, B. G. Howells,
1 Baptist Well Place, Swansea.

Dr. Norman E. Himes, who is one of the leading
authorities on the history of Birth Control, has compiled
an exceedingly useful little book in A Guide to Birth
Control Literature (Noel Douglas, Loudon, 1931. Cloth,
3s. 6d. net.) It is a selected bibliography of some of the
best works on the subject, both in English and foreign
languages dealing with the technique of contraception as
well as the social aspects of Birth Control. Dr. Himes is
careful to explain that his list must necessarily over-
look or omit many well known names, but he mentions
more than 130 authors and their works. As a good many
of these have been published since the war, one can
gather the immense interest now taken in the population
guestion—a side of sociology championed by so many
great Freethinkers in the past.

From New York comes a bulky volume of nearly 600
pages dealing with Woman’s Coming of Age. It is pub-
lished by Messrs. Horace Liveright, Inc., at 3 dollars 75
cents, and is one of the finest symposiums on the
Woman question ever compiled. There are twenty-eight
essays by many famous writers, who were given an
absolute free hand in dealing with their special subjects.
The Editors, Samuel D. Schmalhausen and V. F. Cal-
verton, both contribute exceptionally well written and
acute essays on “ The War of the Sexes,” and “ Are
Women Monogamous?” but it would be difficult to give
anything but praise for the others. Among the writers
are Havelock Ellis, John M. Robertson, Joseph McCabe,
Dora Russell, Rebecca West, Robert Briffault on the
English side and Charlotte Perkins Gilman, G. V. Hamil-
ton, Samuel Putnam, Ben B. Lindsey on the American
side, and the essays deal with almost every aspect of the
subject in the light of the latest biological, historical,
physiological and psychological discoveries.

Mr. John M. Robertson, as can be expected, is at his
best iu “ The Possibilities of Women,” Dr. Havelock Ellis
writes as the leading authority on “ Woman’'s Sexual
Nature,” Lydia Nadejena gives a fine account of “ The
Great Transformation in Russia.” Dora Russell deals
freely and provocatively on “ The Poetry and Prose of
Pregnancy,” Mr. Joseph McCabe gives a graphic account
of “ llow Christianity has treated Women,” while our
own contributor, Mr. Il. Cutner, discusses “ Woman'’s
Devotion to Religion "—needless to add, from an entirely
Preethouglit standpoint. These are but few of the sub-
jects dealt with in this very striking symposium, the
editors of which should be congratulated on having got
together so many views so brilliantly expressed.

Terhaps the one thing which can claim a little success
in soothing the grief caused by death is the sweet sadness

=a the sense of our owning a suit.of.clothes. Actu- | of human sympathy. Following the death of Mrs. IT.
" Rosetti, my wife and chum, | have received messages of
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sympathy, tributes to her work in the Freethought
movement, and to her personal character, from many
angles, including a number from people of orthodox
opinions fully aware of our unbelief. Although those
messages are very numerous | would undertake to reply
to each individually, but feel the ordeal would be a pain-
ful one to me. A silent handshake will convey more than
words, and | am asking the Editor’s kindness to allow
this note to appear as a grateful recognition to all those
who sent expressions of condolence with myself and son,
and affectionate tributes and admiration for my late
partner.
R. H. Rosetti,

General Secretary.

Adaptation or Design ?

V ague awareness of discomfort in unfavourable sur-
roundings apparently emerged at an early stage in the
evolution of life. Dim consciousness of unease,
steadily increasing in intensity as living organisms ad-
vanced towards greater structural and functional com-
plexity induced faunal and floral life, as a whole
to seek pleasure, and avoid pain. Plants and animals
alike, from the simplest to the most complex flourish
in a congenial environment, while they languish or
perish on unsuitable soil. Pleasurable sensations,
accompanied as they are by health and vigour,
possess survival value, and those organisms that have
most successfully resisted and overcome inimical, and
therefore painful factors in their surroundings have
become the parents of a more numerous family.

The terms pleasure and pain are employed in
their widest sense. Some may prefer the terms
happiness and misery, although they mean much the
same. All, however, must admit that man, in com-
pany with the lower animals, almost instinctively
seeks pleasure and shuns pain. Indeed, the prob-
lem of pain and the difficulty of reconciling its con-
stant existence with a compassionate divinity pre-
siding over the world’s affairs has confounded all
theologians and theistic philosophers right down the
centuries.

Everywhere around us we encounter a stupendous
sum of unmerited pain and suffering. Plague and
famine, floods and droughts, earthquakes and vol-
canic eruptions were long explained as the deity’s
punishment for human wickedness or as manifesta-
tions of Satan’s malice. Then, again, the fallen state
of man accounted for much of the world’s misery.
For when Adam and Eve dwelt in their earthly para-
dise unalloyed happiness prevailed. But the eating
of the forbidden fruit made thorns and thistles grow
where they had never grown before, and man was
doomed for evermore to toil in the sweat of his brow.
Eve was the temptress, and the Hebrew god therefore
condemned woman to bear children in pain and
suffering. Even as late as the nineteenth century
the pangs of parturition were attributed in orthodox
circles to the curse laid upon Eve. For, when Simp-
son employed anaesthetics in cases of child-birth not
merely divines, but doctors condemned his conduct.
A writer in the Edinburgh Medical and Surgical
Journal in 1847 darkly referred to “ those bold enough
to administer the vapour of Ether, even at this critical
juncture, forgetting it has been ordered, that *in
sorrow shall she bring forth.” ”

Simpson answered the fools according to their folly
when he said : “ Besides those that urge, on a kind
of religious ground, that an artificial or anaesthetic
state of unconsciousness, should not be induced merely
to save frail humanity from the miseries and tortures
of bodily pain, forget that we have the greatest of all
examples set before us for following out this very
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principle of practice. | allude to that nost
singular description of the preliminaries and details
of the first surgical operation ever performed upon
man, which is contained in Genesis xi. 21 : " And the
Lord God caused a deep sleep to fall upon Adam; ad
he slept; and he took one of his ribs, and closed up
the flesh instead thereof.” ”

Contagious and infectious diseases are traceable to
micro-organisms. These, in terms of the design
theory were deliberately devised by the divinity-
Again, the immense array of parasitic organisms which
scatter misery, demoralization and death must als’
have been intentioned to function to the detriment of
their victims. Moreover, medical science in its en
deavour to minimise or banish the baleful activities of
disease genus is nullifying the intentions of anb%"ter%(em
designer. Obviously, if the orthodox doctrine '
every pathologist is opposing the plans of God.

As a matter of fact, pain has operated as a P
progress from the dawn of life onwards. 1 he Pre
painful state of the world’'s economic affairs
caused many thousands of people to think senO
for the first time in their lives. Innumerable scie' »
for improvement are with us, but whether any of *
are of any value seems doubtful. Pain in s°me
or other, appears part of the nature of things. *
interpreted in terms of natural causation its unwel
presence is accounted for. But one cannot recon
its existence with an all-powerful and benen .
divinity. Still, it is occasionally urged by evoW
ary Theists that Nature’s trials and tribulations
the only means available to God in promoting »
ultimate happiness of the race. This attitude is
expressed in Tennyson’s verses:—

“ That nothing walks with aimless feet;
That not one life shall be destroy'd,

Or cast as rubbish to the void,
When God has made the pile complete.

“ That not a worm is cloven in vain;
That not a moth with vain desire
Is shrivel’d in a fruitless fire
Or but subserves another’'s gain.”

In other words God through evolutionary ptofe "g
is slowly shaping a perfect world. Yet, whde
must admit the tragic truth that progressive eV0|nt|0§'|
is the resultant of ceaseless conflict and suffering, °, a
that the end may justify the means, still what ate x
to think when we discover that many loathsome g
degraded parasitic creatures have descended fre.
comparatively superior to a pitiably abject state. ©* j
having slowly and painfully ascended in the
life as survivors in a protracted struggle, they
gradually became adapted to a condition of aw
degeneration. From this fallen state there is no c
ceivable prospect of recovery. Instead of justify,
Providence, the painful rise and pitiful fall of pam
organisms reveal an utter indifference in Nature
wards structural or functional advance. v

That a fortunate few derive advantages from *
neighbours’ sufferings possesses no ethical va ™
Others’ pleasures afford little satisfaction to those »
endure pain. Darwin, as one naturally surnus
pondered long and deeply on the problem of pain- ~
like Tennyson, the great naturalist approached ~
problem with an open mind, and he was unconcern”,
with what salvage might remain from the ship'VA,
of theology. @ When accused of fostering infimd
Darwin was aroused from his customary serenity-
an epistle to the eminent American botanist, Profe™
Asa Gray, Darwin vindicated the views expressed
his published writings. With characteristic cand
and genuine modesty he wrote : “ I had no intention ™
write atheistically. But | own that | cannot sec
plainly as others do, and as | should wish to do, e
dence of design and beneficence on all sides of 1j
There seems to me too much misery in the work1

tIC
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cannot persuade myself that a beneficent and omni-
potent God would have designedly created the iehneu-
nfnidae with the express intention of their feeding
within the living bodies of caterpillars, or that a cat
should play with mice. Not believing this, | see no
necessity in the belief that the eye was expressly
designed.”

Considerations drawn from the several departments
O biological science induce students to believe that
lle sense of sight possessed by the higher organisms
hef been gradually evolved from primitive pigment
@~ just capable of distinguishing between light and
darkness. When regarded as the product of innumer-
a e’stages of development, the power of vision as
~nifested in birds and mammals, including man,
. s much of its popular majesty. From lowly bc-
Rmmings vision has been slowly elaborated m the
c°nflict of life. Those creatures endowed with a faint
"sual sense possessed advantages over those that re-
<Ponded only when physically touched, and thus dis-
mguishing their enemies at a distance—however
Port—escaped in ever increasing numbers. With m-
Measng range, the sense of sight gave greater sur-
"'Val value to its possessors.  Hence, step by step,

staRc by stage, the eye has evolved into that com-
lex organ of vision which we find in the eagle, the
"epbant, and in man.
’ eVe thus ceases to furnish an argument for
“on v ™ *S bbe outcome of long continued adapta-

stail] eu’ structure is still imperfect from the
tist p°uit the oculist. That world-famous scien-
fecti0 1 Helmholtz, detected several serious imper-

striln;:s In the organ when studied as an optical in-
file 1, cven iu its most developed forms. In all
jeet pM'er. animals, man among them, the eye is sub-
N ni¥aripus malformations and other morbid states.
dfs 1 U ”e Maimed that these abnormalities are the
tamt(Jn™ an artificial civilization. For in un-
sim|. Slirr°ttndings, both in savage and barbarous life,
Pathological phenomena occur.

T. F. Palmer.

Bronte Sizters—Heretics.

liii?
aHiatts.0'bp™3! Pos'tion of a person of genius is always
fiiore j °* great interest, and in the past was, of course,
toju(( P°rtant to the personality as an index for others
IsreuT  ~ "ban to-day when the theologian’s standpoint
218 nm,lin result by reason of the non-acceptance
IitheQ C ORical standards by the person under review.
“gjca iS(% °* the older novelists of former generation, the
heretj UT net obvious, standpoint was often that of the
the egs’ Co,'sidered by the judgment of their times, and in
daice’«° °t,the Bronte sisters the “ inheritance of intoler-
firn(c Which Mr. Shorter speaks of in his Charlotte
aHmtr°~ lcr Circle, combined with, and the fruits of,
°rope, retcstant education, were bound to have secret
PsyehoiJ*. s’ca”™alKt psychological results which modern
o .. ; Rcal science would have fully gpened to view
Ulls ease liad it been able to apply itself to her

u is
] 31 vtciuentary point we need to remember in
Ire inc]°b'y that persons of individual and strong intellect
thei’™ to jump, as it were, the boundary walls of
1 HUllt Vcular environment, but laying aside a sufficient
Ulig., 1 °ias to compensate for this tendency, and tak-
SorXe,i lamination of the relationship the sisters pre-
fi'at ] "Wads the remaining powers of belief, we find
add ..fast reluctant theologian-defender of the sisters’
cter,ai * a?mit that Anne departed from the doctrine of
IOrtlierjf 'nishment, that foundation point of the bleak
Mtitle 1 preaching which surrounded her childhood days,
fi'e opjO-" at that, was the one who kept most nearly to
N OWstlans °f her father parson. Listen to her cour-
h°eni o Hrcaking through the iron-clad doctrine in her
" A Word to the *Elect.””
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It was Anne, the unobtrusive, calm in mean and looks,
«who protested with softer voice but never railed. She,
1perhaps, was the greater heretic, if only her mind had lain

itself bare for us. Still waters . . . Schooled to patience,
Anne quietly took on her burden, recognizing that her
I work was not to be that of the front-line rebel but that of
teacher.
I thought that with the brave and strong
My portioned task might be,
To toil amid the busy throng
With purpose high.

Thus she sighed and took up her less glaring portioned
task. However, Anne’s poetry though religious and sad
was impressed too deeply with the iron stamp of Calvin-
ism ever to be a loud clarion to revolt, and having been so
impressed in the years that modem educationalists now

lrecognize as the most elastic and impressionable period
i of childhood, she could never free herself from the brand.
The fear of ultimate damnation caused her to tremble, but
twice her timid voice revolts : first when she apostro-
phises the smug security of the “ elect,” as Calvinists,
sure of themselves as regards salvation, name themselves.
The second occasion is when she penned “ The Doubter’s
Prayer,” where she calls on Him to appear in stronger
light and drive her cruel doubts away. But all she re-
quired in her human dilemma was a “ spring of comfort”
which, given the conditions that life found her in, was
not forthcoming from human fellows.

The quiet Sister Anne, composing poem and romance,
was meek in spirit, gracious in act but Emil}- was the
rebel whose courage would not break—the admirable cour-
age of the imprisoned bird fluttering desperately against
the uncomprehended strength of the bars of the cage. .She
was the warrior whose cause was stronger at heart for
suffering and fighting. She poured out her songs telling
the enemy what she had learned in battle :—

Let me be false in others’ eyes,
If faithful in my own.

Like her character Catherine Earnshaw, Emily was part
of the moorland. She came to heaven but “ Heaven did
not seem to be my home, and | broke my heart with
weeping to come back to earth, and the angels were so
angry that they flung me out into the middle of the
heath on the top of Wuthering Heights, where | awoke
sobbing for joy.”

Emily reaches almost to pantheism in her poems as
she in her strength defies narrow Calvinism and the first
light of sceptism appears in the lines beginning, “ No
coward soul is mine.” She was the happiest of the sisters.

Riches | hold in light esteem,
And love | laugh to scorn;

And lust of fame was but a dream,
That vanished with the morn.

For her a life after death had no terrors, and although
she believed in immortality without explanation why or
how, in the end she freed herself in the concept of “ when
I shall sleep without identity,” and “ The time when my
sunny hair shall with grass roots entwined be.”

Take old Joseph from Wuthering Heights and we find
Emily’s opinion of the pliarasiacal world, with its ser-
mons and Bible, that surrounded her. This character is
a scorching denunciation of the worst of the eighteenth
century precept and practice : a scourge for Christians
and a delight to unbelievers.

While in Brussels, for all its gaiety, we find the envir-
onmental call too strong for Emily, and she was home-
sick for the lonely moors and the “ piteous gravestones”
of Haworth; the last bands had been tied too strong by
the hands of religious strictness, and she longed for the
compensatory peace of the morbid locality that in the end
could grant her shelter to hide her resentment at defeat
of her life desires and ambition. But it was only the in-
stinct of the fighter who retires to his stronghold when
other defences have fallen. Emily waged war to the last
against the world and fate :—

No promised heaven, these wild desires
Could all, or half, fulfill;

No threatened hell, with quenchless fires,
Subdue this quenchless will!

It is not perhaps well-known that Emily once ex-
pressed approval of a friend’s action when that friend had
refused to state what her religious opinions were. That
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friend was one of the early pioneers of Freethought, un-
known, alone, fighting brave-hearted against the heavy
hand of orthodoxy of those bleak days. All through
Emily’s writings, too, the heretic is peeping out, and it
seems that she retained what little she finally held of re-
ligious belief in spite of, and not because of, religious
formulae.

Possibly Emily under a summer cloud, and a less par-
son-ridden condition of life might have freed herself from
dogma. She could see the sores and callouses gained
from the enchaining creeds, but her concept was not yet
awakened to the faint clash of battle for mental freedom
elsewhere in the world that might have aided her to break
her shackles. Hear her cry :—

Vain are the thousand creeds
That move men’s hearts .. . .

Perhaps here she calls woe on the evenings of disputa-
tion among the strict Protestant circle in which she
moved. Emily, living in this clerical evangelistic atmo-
sphere was driven to acknowledge to herself its un-
Christianlikeness, was revolted and, not yet daring to
openly avow her opinions, hid them under the loose term,
“ Broad Church.” In her writings we find her love for
earth the greater—earth the mother and grave of man,
with no coloured threat of damnation or immortality,
but a deep certainty of rest.

E. Corinna.

(To be concluded.)

Criticism and the Bible.

Was Yahwe Originally a National God?

We have already emphasized the tendency of the theo-
logical critics of the Bible, to make their criticism
vindicate the alleged peculiar character of the
Christian religion and thus exempt it from ethnologi-
cal criticism. The case for the peculiar character of
the Christian religion rests almost entirely on estab-
lishing as a fact, that the god of the Hebrew religion
out of which the Christian religion in large part, and
indeed the oldest part, developed, was from the very
beginning a monotheistic and national god. We have
already criticized the method by means of which the
“ critics 7 seek to build up their casel and have also
applied ethnology to a part of the chief
handbook of the Christian theology. From
what we have so far seen, the evidence which the
theological professors require is not there, and that
which they tender in evidence is often a travesty of
what is there. Now let us directly take up this ques-
tion of the role and range of the Hebrew Yahwe. Was
he at the outset a national god, or, like every other
grown-up god, had he in the earlier course of his
career been a local god?

We have in an earlier article referred to the need
for greater caution in dealing with the text of the Old
Testament, owing to its crumpled and distorted char-
acter. This caution is particularly essential in the
enquiry before us.

The Biblical history of the exodus of the Israelites
from Egypt and of the forty-years wandering in the
desert, is not actual history but a legend, and, apart
perhaps from that part of the legend which refers to
Joseph, it has less historical value than even the
legends about the patriarchs. It would be scarcely
possible to pile up greater contradictions than those
which are presented in the Biblical amalgam of Elohist

1We have before pointed out the partiality of most of
those critics for the Yahwist authority. Naturally! I'or the
Yahwist author had a similar aitn to the modern theologians
to prove that Yahwe was the original and therefore true god
of the Israelite nation.
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and Yahwist reports concerning the exodus 1
Egypt. And this applies not only to secon <
matters but to the whole framework of the legenc.

According to the Yahwist version of the legend,
Israelites dwelt, before the exodus, iu
land of Goshen, since they were shepherc s>
according to the Elohist report they were agricu
and lived beside the Egyptian population in t'0 jc,
fertile part of Egypt, in the land of Raineses. N
Is the correct version? Neither! Goshen was

and the
small to support a numerous shepherd people, o
Israelites are described as numerous in the ace0”
the exodus. But if, as the Elohist relates, the
ites were agriculturists in Egypt, how could they
grate from there as nomads?
. . Is

Again, although, as the Elohist reports, the
ites were settled in the midst of the Egypt'3l
tion, they constituted, according to this 3

; nuNreross
a particular people who were more ol
and more powerful than the EgyPtiall3 ag\%
were, therefore, considered by the Egypt'3l3
danger to the kingdom.4 Yet, according to the »
wist narrative which makes the Hebrews live as ™
herds apart from the Egyptians, to whom O
shepherd is an abomination,” the descernian
Jacob were not feared as if they had been a h
people. On the contrary, they had to perform
forced labour for the Egyptians. “ And they nd "
their lives bitter with hard bondage, in mortar & = °
brick, and in all manner of service in the 1€ ride
Field-work and town-buildings6—what apPr°Fé’Vlery
occupations for shepherds ! For the rest, almost,
sentence contains either a contradiction or an '
sibility.

What have the Egyptian records to say abollt ~
episode of the exodus? Nothing! If the depa™ »
from Egypt and the disappearance of the ari"J
Egypt in the waters of the Red Sea had been an}
more than a fable, such an event, such a trait »
would have surely, found at least some referenCR#
the historical records of Egypt. And the Eg)!1 5
history of the fourteenth and thirteenth centur'e |,
relatively rich in detail and well-known, We r,
only know the more important events of each
but even quite minor incidents. Yet of such
portant events as the exodus from Egypt and O ~
drowning of the Pharoah’s army, there is not ~
smallest word or slightest hint in the recoP5
Egyptian history.

We do not deny that this exodus-legend may,
nevertheless, some residuum of historical fact
Such legends rarely, if ever, arise without some
of recollection of a historical occurrence in the bﬁm
ground. Perhaps the expulsion of the 1yksgs: g
Semitic shepherd kings (who had settled in the
delta about 2,100 n.c., and had subjugated 0 ~
Egypt), by the princes of Upper Egypt, in the
teenth century, supplied the impulse for such 3 PL 1
of legend-making. Again, it is perhaps to be t®
back to the fact that for a time Hebrew nomads d |
in the south-west corner of the Syrian desert, 111 »
Egyptian rule. It is possible, further, that there.te
sticking in the legend of the exodus some Can®30j
reminiscences of the time when under ThutnxoS'5
and I11., in the fifteenth century n.c., the EgyP1™
had extended their sway as far as Phoenicia
Mesopotamia, and imposed heavy tribute up°n .u
subjugated Phoenician princes. There is an EgyP *

mt

rael’

N

2Genesis xlvi. 33, 34; xlvii. 6.

3Genesis xlvii. n.

*Uxodus i. 9, 10.

5Genesis xlvi. 34 .
* They had to build two treasure cities for the Phai®4
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wop .. one finds mentioned two among
ﬁe.(’:.aapa%lnl{]e\éllhskcrri]cts which had to pay this tribute

O Ml tmosis TT1 ., called Jacob-El and Joseph EI> 1

a funheF Preef that both names are of f-apjshits
onStn and characterize the ancesto g their
"Wch were worshipped there, and ro

Posterity took their name.

?ut in whatever way the exodusrlegen my t™ere

arisen, for the history of the exodus theological
exists no sort of proof; and even cer a

iWEStigathrs openly admit this fact.

it fa'f%s no better with the story of the fortyr™

Pandering in the desert. That ten or " e x these
shepherd people could have wandered aroun

1Eaﬁsmie, durir\llé'h allﬂ1ﬂ1hoeset9egr156, 1|:s per?'ecmy rg{
.'en in the more fertile stretches m th horde
05 Anr%aia, it is exceptional to find an N a
R __Ihorla Ifew hL.mdr.e:d members. As a run
totliirt, , em ioeniity counts only some twenty
tents with from sixty to eighty people. But

{® cpitdren f Israel left Egypt in hundreds of
oreamer Of lsrael le gypt in hundreds o

, ve

And the children of Israel journeyed from Raineses
t0 Succoth  ahout six hundred thousand on foot that
W men. pegide children.
ar1ja‘nCI 8 mixed multitude went up also with them;

Yj ocks, and herds, even very much cattle.7

.J.je nhole story is quite impossible !

thet st MtCr Israelites, who still knew the nature of
Qepirt. ~n”rt. were, notwithstanding eastern
Peonb'J’ (lifte unable to imagine that an entire
maint could have once wandered about there and
Al Zllef themselves and their live-stock. They
dlprh Was thought, have been fed in some other and
aeeojl'3» Way- And according to the Biblical
" Ne emigrants, after their departure from
Sacj * offered as early as the third day from a
PoMsy °f water; 8 and notwithstanding the store of
5gypt°ns which they had brought with them from
saw themselves faced with death from
h’lg j '°a- Here Yahwe comes to the rescue. “ Be-
day tj 'Vff rnin bread from heaven for you.” Every
ration C >read came down, and on Friday’s a double
Vidate S Mat bis chosen people should not have to
Plan ~abhath through collecting the heavenly
~bPlenf " 10 definite times, too, Yahwe issued a
< C 7 ntary allowance of flesh-fare, by dropping
Only r°m heaven swarms of birds—*“ quails.”
1h'eirjr5I fbis way, thought the later Israelites, could

"Mhitr,, rtfatbers have been able to exist in the barren
IrPcss.

tPavej.]'v lat follows when we decline to accept this
NiSe V 10sPitality of Yahwe's as a historical fact ? 13
. \\}s no alternative but to conclude that the
E{Wﬁp ,10lnads at that time lived, scattered through
Mnshipdesert>in small hordes held together by ties of
11 apd under the command of horde leaders—
;ranila'nOg e nomads of the Syrian desert and of the
blie n.,a,d Siberian steppes in more modern times.
*3ec ncal legends of the patriarchs Abraham,
e3bibit nd Jacob, even if in legendary-fashioned form,
dearly the features of this sort of pastoral life.

W. Craik.

(To be continued.)

*«e 37, 3B
, + Odiis xv.
> «* o« 3
Il)!"llll ) l 5!
xvi. 8, 13

‘Ais g(?r{li °rt: many miracle-believing theologians for whom
makes too strong demands on their faith.
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Obituary.

Hypatia Rosetti.

I 1earned, while away from Eondon, of the death of
Hypatia Rosetti with a sense of personal loss. My
acquaintance with her goes back to her early girlhood,
and | can see before me as | write the bonny, vivacious
face of the young maiden in her “ teens.” When
young she was a girl to inspire affection, and as she
gained maturity there was revealed a strength of
character that commanded one’s admiration. It is a
compliment to her parents—both of whom are alive
to mourn her loss—to say that she developed a devo-
tion to principle that was in every way admirable.
And where Freethought was concerned her attitude
was outspoken and unflinching. In the elementary
school she was withdrawn from religious instruction as
a matter of course. In the training college and in
her work as a teacher in a Council School she was an
avowed Atheist, outspoken and unafraid.

All her life she was actively associated with Free-
thought activities. Her outspoken attitude made her
of necessity a propagandist wherever propaganda was
possible. For some time she took an active interest
in local politics, but found it too mixed up with re-
ligion to suit her taste. She lectured occasionally,
and on the few occasions when | heard her make a
short speech, she showed a clarity in her ideas and a
capacity for phrasing that promised well. She was
Secretary of the West Ham Branch for twenty years,
and held the office when she died.

Her married life was peculiarly happy, and the
blow to her husband and sou is a very heavy one.
Nothing can make good that loss, but nothing can
rob them of the memory of a beautiful companion-
ship that has been.

It must have been a sad group that gathered at the
City of London Crematorium, Manor Park, on August
4, where a worthy tribute to her work and gifted
personality was made by Mr. A. D. McLaren, and had
it been possible 1| should have been present
to have paid a tribute to one whom | had known for
so long, and of whom | thought so highly. | can
only atone for my absence by this inadequate note
concerning my own feelings, and of my sympathy with
my fellow mourners. One has to pay a price for liv-
ing and loving, and that price is very high when it
involves a lasting good-bye.

Chapman Coiirn.

Correspondence.

“ HATE.”

To the Editor of the “ Freethinker.”

Sir,—You give a very esoteric meaning to the word
“ hate.” Whom do you hate? By your own definition,
I doubt if you can hate anyone.

“ Hatred is rather a lojty passion, and should be re-
served for lofty th in g s About as logical as reserving
money for the rich! " One does not hate a parasite.”
I do, anyway. | have no contempt for Christianity, any
more than for a tiger. They are both too dangerous. |
hate both, but Christianity worst; it is intentionally and
deliberately cruel, which a tiger probably is not. You
say “ hatred can only exist between equals"; but is it
not the natural feeling of the weak for the strong tyrant ?
And Christianity is that.

C. H. lIARruR.
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The Church Mouse.

Poor was the little mouse,
For all Church Mice are poor,
But in the Steeple House

He found upon the floor

A crumb of consecrated bread,

Which he gobbled down quicker than this can be said.

Now consecrated bread

Is no ordinary fare,

But it goes to the head,

Soon the mouse was aware

Of a very peculiar feeling,

A kind of intoxication that set him reeling.

For consecrated bread,

Though of water and flour,

Has had over it said

A spell of great power,

The work of a most potent wizard;

And soon the Church Mouse felt the spell in his gizzard.

This most powerful spell

Was the work of a priest,

One who knows about Hell,

Or who says so, at least.

This knowledge, of course, may be “ bunk,”

But it’s true that his spell made the Church Mouse feel

drunk.
The priest by his spell
Makes bread into God
(The God who made Hell),
And----- Hell 1 but it’s odd
To think of a god made of bread!
Why not a pound of the best Danish butter instead ?

But I must be careful

Of what | next write,

Or some irate and prayerful

Christian theophagite

Will call me a common blasphemer

And cast doubt on my faith in mankind’s Redeemer.

Now when men are well drunk
With spirits, wine, or beer,

No longer in a funk,

They cast out every fear;

And so it was with the Church Mouse

As filled with god-like power he left the Steeple House.

He said good-bye to that

Safe hole behind the altar,

And sought the Vicar’s cat

Intent on Pussy’s slaughter;

The god-like feeling in each vein

Drove caution right away and made the mouse insane.

My story soon is told.

He found the cat all right;

Though his attack was bold

The cat put him to flight;

His god-like strength full soon was sped;

The cat-like strength was real, and the Church Mouse

now is dead.

The moral of this tale

Is surely very plain,

Fictitious strength is frail,

And god-like strength insane;

The theophagite with his spell

Is just about as silly as his God of Hell.

Bayard Simmons.

UNWANTED CHILDREN

In a Civilized Community there should be no
UNWANTED Children.

For an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of Birth Con-

trol Requisites and Books, send a i Jd. stamp to:

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berks.

KETABL1ISHRD NEARLY HALF A CENTURY.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Ete
LONDON,

OUTDOOR.

Bethnal Green Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, nta
Bandstand) : 3.15, Mr. A. D. McLaren. ”
North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone P°r(1’ j'V
stead) : 11.30, Sunday, August 14, Mr. L. Ebury. n
August 15, South Hill Park, Hampstead, 80, Mr. L- ~
Thursday, August 18, Leighton Road, Kentish ‘town, <>
Tusou. ¢Jo,
South London Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell ParkD
Sunday, August 14, A Lecture. Wednesday, August J&>
Pond, Clapham Old Town, 80, Mr. F. P. Corrigan. 1
August 19, Streatham Common, 80, Mr. F. P- Corny8
West Ham Branch N.S.S. (outside Technical <
Romford Road, E.) : 7.0, Mr. L. Ebury. AnesW
West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : ~E llirsjay,
August 10, at 7.30, Messrs. Tuson and Wood. 1 a
August 11, at 7.30, Mr. E. C. Saphin. Frida}', Augos
7.30, Messrs. Bryant and Le Maine. Sunday, Augns dS
120, Mr. B. A. Le Maine. 330, Platform No. L
Bryant and Wood; Platform No. 2, Messrs.
Maine and Tuson. 6.30, Platform No. 1, Messrs. " °° jn
and Bryant; Platform No. 2, Messrs. Hyatt and S;IP”jail
Woolwich and District Branch N.SS. rQpi3t
Square) : 745, Thursday, August n, Mr. T. P- )
Friday, August 12, “ The .Ship,” Plumstead CoullllD peres
Messrs. J. Read and S. Burke. Sunday, August i\
ford Square, 7.45. Messrs. G. Mead and J. Read- dlj S
August 15, Lakedale Road, 7.45, Messrs. J. Pea. g™

Burke.  Wednesday, August 17, “ The Ship,” ' 1
Common, 7.45, Messrs. J. Read and S. Burke.
COUNTRY.
OUTDOOR.
w3
Bacup (Union Square), 7.30, Monday, August JBb<
Clayton. >
Bishop Auckland (Market Place) : 7.0, Wod3
August 17, Messrs. Robson and J. T. Brighton.~ .eof

Liverpool (Merseyside Branch N.S'S. (Queen's /" it
posite Walton Baths) : 80, Sunday, August i4> e
Little and D. Robinsoli. Tuesday, August 16> i4
Lamp, 80, Messrs. H.-Little, P. Sherwin and E. .
Thursday, August 18, corner of High Park Street 8/undt
Road, 80, Messrs. A. Jackson and J. V. Shortt.
Freethinkers on sale at all meetings.

Merseyside Freethinkers—Sunday, August t4 ~, Jiw
in the Wirral. Meet at Birkenhead Boat, Liverp0)
Stage, 230 p.m. A4 ?f

Newcastle (Bigg Market) : 7.30, Sunday, Augus
J. T. Brighton. n

Preston (Town Hall Square), 3.0, and 7.0, Suncu*. <
14, Mr. J. Clayton.

Seaham Harbour :
Brighton.

Sunderland (Lambton Street) : 7.0, Tuesday,
Mr. J. T. Brighton.

T rawden, 7.45, Friday, August 12, Mr. J. Claytotl-

v J
7.30, Saturday, August r3 W
AU?1

S5,

lovit

ADiqri/Anivii IUIAIN, age 31, goou appealau-- o
O

tion—some business experience, requires enil
Able to drive car. References—Write Box "
thinker, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C-4-

ACADEMY CINEMA, Oxford St*6
(opposite waring & gillows). Ger. 29’
Sunday, August 14.
Premier Pabst's famous Masterpiece

“ WESTFRONT 1918

Last Days Trauberg's
“ ALONE.”

CAMBRIDGE CINEMA-
The most Luxurious Cinema in London-
(Cambridge Circus). Temple Bar 6056-

Fourth Week.
Richard Oswald’s Brilliant German Comedy

“ DER HAUPTMANN VON KOEPENICK-’
Also
" THE BATTLE OF LIFE.”

(Russian)
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BLASPHEMY on TRIAL j

Defence of

Free Speech

mSING i

Three Hours’ Address to the Jury
IN THE

[ COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH jl
1 irosi >

lord coleeidge t

On April 24,-1883, !

BY |

G. W. FOOTE.

Aith Historical Introduction by H. Cutner

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.) !
|

wing to the historical importance of the 1

categorical laying down of the Common

Law of Blasphemy by the Lord Chief Justice,
°n the trial of G. W. Foote and W. Ramsay,
that trial is to day the leading case wherever
British law is operative. The great speech of
C. W. Foote, with its complete survey of the
whole field, with its fine literary form, its elo-
guence and scathing irony, gives the trial first
Place among the numerous trials for blasph-
emy that have taken place. The speech
Rained the deserved praise of the Lord Chief
Justice both during and after the trial. The
report of this speech has long been out of
Pr'int. It isone every Freethinker in the king-
dom should have by him and every lover of

free discussion should possess.

J

1

Well printed on good paper. 1
I

?rice SIXPENCE. Postage id.

e rf

OPINIONS )

j ~ndom Reflections and Wayside
by

CHAPMAN COHEN

" (With Portrait of Author)

Sayings

GIOth G i 1€ e, 3s. 6d.
uPerior Edition bound in Full Calf 5s. d )
___________ PoBtage 3d. |
" B* piONiiH Press, 61 Farringdon Street, B.C.4. |

1 %1 4
Realistic Aphorisms and j

Purple Patches j

fiy ARTHUR FALLOWS, M.A. f

320 pages. 1

~aPer Covers 3/6. Postage 4%$d. i

(All Cloth copies sold).
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t

H eresies

An Anthology from the Writings of

Chapman Cohen

Cloth Gilt - 3s. 6d.

Postage 3d. extra.

| Thi Pionier Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. m

jSHAKESPEARE

. and other ..

' LITERARY ESSAYS

G. W. FOOTE

With Preface by Chapman Cohen
(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

Price 3s. 6d. — Postage 3d.

Thi Pionier Priss, 6l Farringdon Street, B.C.4<

FOOTSTEPS of the PAST

J. M. Wheeler
| WiththaaBioggappidab Inbieteoby vl O ORUB . mMNERWERLIRO

j Joseph Mazzini Wheeler was not merely a popular-
(iggm oh osoieintific -studies of religion, lie was a real
[pioreer inn thiee fitkdd off antiiepology. His present
work is rich in ascertained facts, but richer still in
. suggestions as to future lines of research. It is a book
that should be in the hands of all speakers and of
students of the natural history of religion.

| Price 3b. fid.

— = U s ._H—- -G

228 pages. By post 3i. 9d.

i FOUR LECTURES on |

! 1FREETHOUGHT and LIFE : 1

| By Chapman Cohen.
(Issued by the Secular. Society, Ltd.} !
\ Prica -

One Shilling. Postage i$d 1

i The Pionier Press, 61 Farringdon Street, B.GA4. i

r.-. N N

*'The Foundations of Religion

CHAPMAN COHEN.

Paper Ninepence

Postage id.

| The Pioneer Press, 61 Faningdon Street, E.C.4.



528

A RECORD OF ESTABLISHED RELIGION. (
IN ENGLAND. I

uM EEmm
m m n

in'w /i

RELIGION

H andsacre

rrifg

i* Al_an
\ li fis rf

!Ofﬁcial Facts about Church Revenues.
History - - Argument - - Statistics.
The case for Disestablishment and Disendow-

\ ment from the secular and financial points
of view.

! Cloth 2s. 6d. Postage 3d.

| Paper Is. 6d. Postage 2d.

j Issued for the Secular Society, Limited, by the

j Pioneer Press, 6i Farririgdon Street, London, 1i.C.4.

»™1 FFOH » < N1 jox

SECOND EDITION.

| Mother Of
! God

G. W. FOOTE.

WITH INTRODUCTORY NOTE

By
CHAPMAN COHEN.

Now that the Roman Cath-
olic question ismuch discussed
this useful and racy pamphlet
should be widely read and
circulated.

Post Free 21d. _i

“p

Pointed and Published by The Pioneer Press,
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A Devastating Document.

R are or R eason?

!

!

|

A . :

| A Reply to Cardinal Manning 1
|

! By Robert G. INGERSOLL |1
i — WITH

Introductory Preface by H. Cutner.

|

1 H IS is one of the most comprehensive dis-
. T proofs of the Roman Catholic Church ever
| issued. Manning, one of the best Catholic
| controversialists of his day, stated the official case
" for his Church. It is here completely and finally
! demolished.

by the Secular Society, Ltd.'S

Sixty-four pages in coloured wrapper

Price 3d., by Post 4d.

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4- J

“ Freethinker” Endowment Trull

A Great Scheme (or a Great Purpose

The Freethinker Endowment Trust was registered
the 25th of August, 1925, its object being to raise
sum of not less than £8000, which, by investme~j
would yield sufficient to cover the estimated anna
loss inCurred in the maintenance of the Freethink '
The Trust is controlled and administered by aV.
Trustees, of which number the Editor of the Frijf'
thinker is one in virtue of his office. By the tai
of the Trust Deed the Trustees are prohibited ‘tO 1
deriving anything -from the Trust in the shape .
Proﬂt, emoluments, or payment, and in the eve, i.e
he Freethinker at any time, in the opinion of
Trustees, rendering the Fund unnecessary, it may v
brought to an end, and the capital sum "handed ov
to the National Secular Society.

The Trustees set themselves the task of raising
minimum sum of ¢8000. This was accomplished
the end of December, 1927. At the suggestion
some of the largest subscribers, it has since been r,
solved, to increase the Trust to a round £10,000,
there is every hope of this being done within a reason
ably short time.

The Trust may be benefited by donations of cash»
or shares already held, or by bequests. All c°njr.
butions will be acknowledged 'in the columns of
journal, and may be sent to either the Editor, or f
the Secretary of the Trust, Mr. H. Jessop, Hollysbawi
Whitkirk, Nr. Leeds. Any further information con
ceming the Trust will be Supplied on application.

There is no need to say more about the Freethinkt
itself, than that its invaluable service to the Fre
thought Cause is recognized and acknowledged by al.’
It is the mouthpiece of militant Freethought in tb
country, and places its columns, without charge, 8
the service of the Movement. .

The address of the Freethinker Endowment Trus

1 is 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C4. n

(G. W. Foote and Co., Lid.), 61 Farringdon Street, London, E-C4



