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Views and Opinions.

,\j 6 "Without R eligion .
vo']|SSRS' V ictor G oixancz have just issued a useful 

Under the title of An Outline for Boys and 
of /  and their Parents. For once in a way the title 

a. T°ok is fully justified. For it is not merely a 
î a trough which an intelligent child of twelve 
t], ' 'vander with interest and profit, but we believe 
],r ^venty-five per cent of adults could read it with 
t),j lt Provided that their capacity for reading any- 
r, ng above the variegated emptiness of their morning 
iv l̂as not roHbed them of the capacity for decent 
¡¡I The work extends to 92S pages, and is well
aj lstrated, the illustrations in turn being admirably 
^ “Pted to serve the purpose of the whole work. 
1m j3,. aH the writers are well-known to the general 
Sl], , lc> some of them are high authorities on the 
t|) ,Jec*s with which they deal, and the work is under 
jsy general editorship of Mrs. Naomi Mitchison. It 
fjl]U Took that we confidently recommend to all who are 

look-out— or who ought to be on the look-out—  
j a simple outline of knowledge on most of the sub- 
Ij'e*s Which interest intelligent folk. The price of the 
 ̂. is 8s. 6d. We strongly commend it to all who 

. !s|' to have at hand a low-priced work dealing 
. Î .1 Present-day teachings free from the mistake of 
. utig a scientific catalogue for instructions in science, 
,1 are not afraid to study the tendency of current
V ig h t.
0j^ue word of criticism may be said. The first half 
( Hie book is well done, indeed better done than any 

lL‘r book with which we are acquainted that sets out 
plicate, rather than to instruct. The second part,

' Ucli deals with sociological questions and what 
I 0 book roughly classifies under the head of “ Values”  

rather more to instruction and over-emphasizes 
‘Htieular points of view, to the exclusion of their 

. HPosite . We should have preferred that it had been 
j.*  to the child— from twelve to sixty— to make up 

ls or her own mind, and to have indicated the

material for so doing and sound methods of doing so. 
After all it is important to recognize that there is no 
such thing as finality in social or artistic develop­
ments, any more than there is in scientific know­
ledge. In all these things it is the method of investi­
gation, the spirit of enquiry, that are important, and 
we should have preferred to have seen this thoroughly 
exemplified right through the book.

But while the book is so good it has, according to 
a review in the News-Chronicle, one serious blemish. 
The writer of the review is Dr. C. W. Kimmins, a 
late Inspector of Education under the E.C.C. The 
review itself is headed “  An Outline of Everything—  
except Religion.”  I do not know whether this head­
ing is due to a sub-editof, or to Mr. Kimmins himself. 
But it might well be by Dr. Kimmins, because he com­
plains it is “  unfortunate ”  that in such a book there 
is given the impression “ of a definite tendency to 
boycott religion.”  I admit it is quite a startling in­
novation to find in this priest-ridden country, and in 
a work intended for the consumption of youth, that 
religion is left completely outside. Perhaps it is a sign 
of the times. Perhaps the editor leans to the opinion 
of the great Augustus that the Gods should be left to 
protect their own honour and to look after themselves. 
At any rate, a God who cannot do this is hardly 
worth bothering about.

T eaching the Young.
I suggest that the explanation for this omission is 

that of Laplace who, when Napoleon said that in his 
astronomical teaching he had said nothing about God, 
remarked, “  God is not necessary to my hypothesis.”  
For, really there is not one of the twenty-odd sub­
jects dealt with that has any essential reference to 
God. It is true that with all of them religion has 
been mixed up. But the business of a teacher, as I 
have so often pointed out, is that of separating the 
essential from the non-essential. Religion has utilized 
music, and painting, and architecture, and geology, 
and many other things, but there is none of these 
things that cannot do without religion and which are 
not the better for it. And for once in a way a couple of 
dozen writers, who set out to instruct and educate the 
young try to fix the eyes of their pupils on what really 
matters in the subject they are studying. True, this 
conduct is something of an innovation— as new as 
would be a politician who spoke the truth, a parson 
who really knew and told the truth about religion, or 
a newspaper that was conducted without an eye on 
the advertisers. The ordinary plan is to get writers 
who, often with their tongues in their cheeks, give the 
students to understand that in every subject it is the 
cultivation of religion that matters. Someone ought 
to write a book on the necessity of preventing the 
young finding out the truth. I am quite sure that if 
it were given some such title as “  The Value of 
Established Truth,”  it would receive the enthusiastic



642 t h e  f r e e t h i n k e r October 9> 1932

support of a large number of leading men from the 
Archbishop of Canterbury downward— or upward.

t  * *
Are W e R eligious P

Take, for instance, the reasons Dr. Kimmins gives 
in order to justify his complaint: —

We are naturally a religious people. Religious in­
struction forms part of the curriculum in our State 
schools. It is so firmly established that, although 
differences of opinion naturally exist as to the exact 
nature of the religious instruction, any attempt to 
introduce the secular system in its place would not 
have the faintest chance of success. In thousands 
and tens of thousands of homes, moreover, religion 
is the most precious element in family life.

Dr. Kimmins has all the disadvantages of the over- 
zealous advocate. We are so naturally a religious 
people that it takes the combined efforts of thousands 
of professional preachers and a general policy of sup­
pression and boycott united in defence of religion to 
keep a declining proportion of this naturally religious 
people religious, for even with their activities the 
number of the non-religious steadily increases. And 
Dr. Kimmins, who has had experience of educational 
matters, knows or ought to know that the majority of 
the parents do not care— when they are left alone by 
the parsons— whether religion is in the schools or 
out of it. It is quite probable that if the issue were 
put to the vote in the country, the majority would 
vote in favour of a continuance of religious instruc­
tion, but that would be mainly because we should have 
all the parsons hard at work to see that their flocks 
voted solidly, and bringing to bear the machinery of 
terrorism and boycott to secure their ends. It is too 
much to expect Dr. Kimmins to realize that the point 
in question is not whether we are or are not a religious 
people, but whether religion is essential to a know­
ledge of the subjects dealt with in the book he is re­
viewing. As an instructor Dr. Kimmins represents a 
very common type— which explains the backwardness 
of the education of the majority of the population.

* * «
Collar the K id s !

Quite blind to everything save the need of keeping 
religion before the young, Dr. Kimmins proceeds to 
give the game away thus : —

If the hook were simply intended for adults it 
would not be such a serious matter, but in the case 
of boys and girls it is different. It might result in 
producing the feeling that their religious instruction 
received in the school is of no use in dealing with 
very important moral and national questions in after 
life.

You see, if we are dealing with adults it does not 
matter letting out the truth that the whole of life 
can be properly handled without any reference to re­
ligion. Adults may be divided into two classes. 
There is the class that can do without religion, 
and those who do not know. The latter will prob­
ably remain as they are, no matter what is said, the 
former will not be influenced if they are told they 
cannot do without religion. So, says Dr. Kimmins, 
we can tell the truth to them. But with children it is 
another question. If we do teach them that religion 
is not necessary to architecture, and music, and 
science, etc., they will grow up knowing that this is 
true, and where will the churches be then. In any 
public procession we might well expect to see Dr. 
Kimmins marching along with a banner bearing the 
inscription “  Collar the Kids.”  Clearly the work of 
fooling the adult is made all the easier if one first of 
all, fools the children.

After all, the question of whether religion is of use 
in dealing with life is being answered in the negative 
by even so “  naturally a religious people ”  as our-

in omr K, le,re Is no necessary reference to religion 
tion fo r  T  °f Scieilcc- A nd in no official examina- 
belief ; l- l.?^ree 111 arts or science, or literature is a
thiinr t ”  lL‘ ," lou essential. Our laws do have some- 
col1 . ? Sa} la )oul religion, but the procedure in the
oath n,!f !!U el'encTnt of it. There is the religions 
decH r»? that may be dispensed with, and Parliament
affirm'ifi'nni<ire V'an a generation since, when it made 
truthful n ■ tRa .ln everF ease, that a man may be as 
Union ’ f S lipngbt> ai,d as trustworthy without re- 
cmnes do *  1°*?  ** with iL Suppose Dr. Kimmins 
ns what l"”  aCrtS' be be £°°d enough to tell
without ' . n °f  life Cannot be carried on as well 
have the r 1” 1°n aS Wltb b  ’  1 wonder whether he will 

ou rage to answer a straight question.

E d u cation  v. Instru ction .
of thoseNow suppose that, following the e x a m p le   ̂

publishers who do not care how much people aic ^ 
led provided sales are secured, the book now be  ̂
had had a section dealing with religion. \Vba 
would it have taken? To be perfectly just 0 
rising generation it should have given both _ sj 
the question. There would have been an article 
reputable parson who would have put the ofncia1 . 
There would also have been another article setting, 
what is known of the origin and history of re 
ideas. It would have pointed out in plÏÏ
language that all existing religious ideas n’A aVe 
traced back to the ideas of savages, and it wou < 
pointed out that these ideas were pure 
standings of what are to-day well understood 
In this respect religious ideas would have been f 
to have the same origin and validity as the he1' .je 
fairies and wizards, and it would have made it 
plain that the course of civilization was of neceS' 
fatal to the animistic interpretation of nature. ^ 

Now if this had been done the odds are just a 
sand to one that Dr. Kimmins and his kind " 
have been still more angry than they are at a "  ^  
claiming to constitute an outline of knowledge f°^ ,e 
young, and yet ignoring religion. They would 1 , 
protested against these views of religion being P 1 
before young people. They would not have th°11 ^  
it wrong to give them views of religion as the tru ’ 
although they know quite well they are rejectee 
millions of people all over the civilized world. 1 ^ 

,-ould have said that it is not right to unsettle^ 
mind of the young, although the “  unsettlement 
of the same order as teaching that the earth £ 
round the sun instead of vice versa. . u

In other words the real aim of the type to wT 
Dr. Kimmins belongs is not to educate the young) D . 
merely to instruct them. The aim is to see 1 u

thflt
a"'

children are taught certain beliefs in the hope 
they will not discover they are false when they g1’' 
old. They are only anxious they shall not quest 
certain accepted views about particular things, fl 
they do their best to take advantage of the ignofa 
and helplessness of the young in order to effect tn 
aim. The section on religion which Dr. Kim111̂

dare not utter before a critical audience of educate 
men and women. ..

Bernard Shaw has for one of his plays the tn 
How She Died to her Husband.”  I suggest t'u' 

these religious instructors might well take as thc 
device a banner ‘ ‘How We Die to the Children.’ ’ 
would be a plain statement of the work that is d°,ie'

Chapman Cohen-

would like to have seen in the Outline is just 
stereotyped lies about religion which those who tL

Simplicity of character is the natural result of VT°' 
found thought.—Hazlitt.
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Fuel for an Old Bonfire.

“ I don’t believe in principle, 
ut Oh I do in interest.”

; The Pious Editor’s Creed.
aft . ̂ ough Priestcraft has been a potent factor in 

ldlrs> ft could never have availed without a broad 
Til' lay incompetence.” —]. M. Robertson.

are thousands of newspapers and periodicals‘ here

jj-'idied in this country, and, in spite of their ap- 
diversity and rivalry, they are of one mind in 

S]!;;;rc- nR Freethought. Indeed, this conspiracy of 
fill 1CL against freedom of thought is passing wonder- 
tile  ̂ 16 llewsPaPers devote columns to the details of 

most brutal and disgusting murder cases, and 
1 ut haloe 
'vhen 
articles

J^ .'vorst months of the world-war room was found 
lying accounts

aes on miscreants’ heads. In  the dog-days, 
sPace is very plentiful, the editors print silly 

concerning various phases of religious life.

b;
^fields:

sfatu and
of angels on horseback on the 

for alleged happenings to stone
¿ es of the Madonna, 

of a - l̂ere be no mistake on this point.
(]u lls trash do not all believe it. It is not entirely 
“ (• fanaticism or ignorance, but it is done to 
thfico iG ^le ears °f the groundlings,”  and so promote

The writers

n°se hu
l0°tball

ft iS)  ̂

£ ,me-rcialism.

ffe circulations, largely based upon crossword, 
and so-called sporting competitions, 

m the final analysis, simply a mere trick of 
«.tn aafism. Journalists, even those from the 
înh- f sfe> know better than that Free- 

^  are all microcephalous idiots or homicidal 
sjv Iacs> f)l>t they wish to curry favour with that elu- 
(i0l b°rsonality, the man in the street (and the public 
atij ^he imbecilities of the Bishop of London,
n,. runaway rectors, are reported at length, but

totieader:
c,r Work, unless it be of slander, disparagement,
-aders of Freethought seldom have a line devoted

^representation.
in j f  result is that readers of newspapers are kept 
" j ' 1Ssful ignorance of the aims and objects of the 
ha , L‘dectuals,”  and are perved up daily with a re- 
oi ,l of views on religion which were antiquated in the 
■ ' eentli century, and are well nigh prehistoric 

The glorious free press of England is one of 
spr 'n^ est Pieces of humbug existing, for the canker 
pa right through journalism from the sober 
C(f'ts °f the Hibberi Journal to the alleged democratic 

M-ns of the Daily Herald. 
tjd lls latter publication recently issued an article, en- 
Sq ^  “  I did not go to Church,”  and the editor was 
C(;iit °ase<̂  H the pious outburst that he put it in a

bin

!a:r£e
re Page with an illustration cut in the form of a

r*a w *. ».
be j011 ôr n° t  attending any place of worship is that 
Ul] S ie v e s  in Christ and in his d ivinity, but he is 
a tertain if this constitutes him a Christian. Maybe, 
»J,r continuous contemplation of the tangle of the 
t|| 'n’ty has been too much for him. There is some- 

ll!& the matter with this writer, for he bursts o u t : —  
Articles on the faults of Christianity have been 

Hooding every newspaper office in the world every 
day in the years since printing began.

of the Daily Herald ought to have

crucifix. This charming critic’s principal

.jj l̂e Editor
°'vn that this purple passage was very remote from 
l' truth. If not, the very office-boy, who empties 

'vaste-paper basket, could have enlightened him. 
fisa .writer of the article frankly admits that he might

k
til 
tlie

l̂ 'd it difficult to pass an examination of the Gospels, 
that does not affect his belief. That is the trouble 

]5 1 so many Christians. They are intellectually
Of ii 0

, he other great faiths of mankind.

Christians. They
■v> knowing little of their own creed, and nothing 

w.the other great faiths of mankind. The schoolboy 
jj ,lr> laboriously defined “ God”  as “ a sort of a some- 
"hg somewhere,”  was a great theologian compared

with so many Christians who derive their knowledge 
of their faith from the recollections of early child­
hood, and articles on religion written by chorus-girls 
for Sunday papers. It is about forty years since the 
columns of the Daily Telegraph (London) were open 
to a discussion on “  Is Christianity a Failure?”  when 
Robert Buchanan presented the Freethought position 
in a series of articles well worth reprinting even to­
day. But nothing like it has happened since in an 
English newspaper, and unkind critics said that the 
then proprietors were not Christians at all.

So far as the Herald article is concerned, the Editor 
thought this much required answering, and accord­
ingly a professional sky-pilot replied, and his remarks 
were illustrated by a picture of kneeling multitudes 
before a very Romish figure of a Christ-child carrying 
a candle and a wreath of flowers. This clergyman is 
meekness itself. Parsons ought to be saints. W ell! 
W ell! Some finish in barrels as a side show to a 
penny gaff. He is not disturbed. The Church of 
Christ is a great ship passing over stormy waters 
The previous critic had no right to heave himself over­
board.

What sort of a ship is this church? Obviously an 
ocean liner with many millions of money aboard, and 
not a “  fishing smack ”  as the writer suggests. As 
a defender of the Faith once delivered to the saints 
this parson is no more a success than Henry the 
Eighth, the old Mormon before Mormonism. He says 
there is persecution here and now of the faithful few 
who hand the torch of the Christian Religion on from 
age to age.

When the Sultan of Zanzibar sent a second-hand 
tramp-steamer to sink the British fleet, the proceeding 
added to the gaiety of a jaded world. So does the 
suggestion of present-day persecution in the mouth 
of an English State Church parson. Who are the 
martyrs who are being racked, or burnt alive? Who 
are the sufferers that are being thrown to the lions? 
Is it the Archbishop of Canterbury, with £15,000 
yearly, and two palaces? Or, is it the bachelor Bishop 
of London with a beggarly £10,000, a palace and a 
town-house? Maybe, it is the Bench of Bishops, who 
share £200,000 yearly, and who have seats in the 
House of Lords? Perhaps, it is the rectors and 
vicars of the City of London, who draw £50,000 annu­
ally, and have congregations of such microscopical 
proportions that nineteen of the churches have been 
declared derelict by the Ecclesiastical Commissioners ? 
Crockford’s Clerical Directory is not a Book of Mar­
tyrs. Indeed, the rectories and vicarages, with their 
trim lawns and trimmer maidservants, contradict the 
idea of persecution more than any words.

This verbal sham-fight is thought to be good enough 
for his readers by the editor of an alleged Democratic 
newspaper. Does the editor really imagine for a 
single moment that his tens of thousands of readers 
are all half-wits, only to be amused by a clown 
grinning through a horse-collar? Why does he pan­
der to Priestcraft in such a manner ? Few worse mis­
fortunes can befall a people than that of possessing 
a powerful clerical caste in its midst that promotes 
mental confusion, and that hinders the wheels of pro­
gress. The example of the French Republic should 
be an object lesson. Again and again, the Repub­
licans have been at death grips with the Black Army 
of priests, who wish for nothing better than the rein­
statement of Feudalism and the further triumph of 
priestcraft and Kingcraft. Priests are as greedy and 
self-centred as the lx>y at the seaside, who, playing 
with spade and pail all the morning, found the tide 
receded after dinner, and shouted : “  Damn it all ! 
Who’s got all my water?”

M imnermus.
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Can Science Discover GodP

T h e  two sets o f quotations w hich follow should be 
compared w ith each other as a whole; and a further 
comparison should then be made between each quota­
tion in the first set and the quotation bearing the same 
number in the second set.

Set A—
(1) Religion has been trying these centuries of time 

to demonstrate the reality of God . . .  It has been 
trying with equal diligence to prove that man is im­
mortal. It has failed in both instances.

(2) When Science announces a discovery, the aver­
age man accepts the discovery, because the method of 
the scientist is not to announce the fact until it has 
been proved.

(3) In every epoch of the evolution of scientific 
thought, orthodox religion has been left rather far. in 
the rear.

(4) The methods and deductions of established re­
ligion do not inspire confidence.

(5) In brief, orthodox religion does not and can­
not speak with authority, though it continues, despite 
a failing influence, to make ex cathedra claims. It 
cannot present that sort of proof which thoughtful 
persons to-day require.

Set B.
(1) In reality science cannot help searching for 

God in every minutest action it makes, because it is a 
search for reality; and a search for reality always is a 
search for God.

(2) According to the best in religion, God is a 
creating, sustaining activity. Between this hypo­
thesis and the hypothesis of contemporary science 
there is no conflict.

(3) Religion is the parent of research. The pro­
digal has caused the father much doubt and anxiety. 
But . . . the son may return at last. At no time in 
the history of the two movements were they nearer 
converging than the present.

(4) Religion remains with them (i . e men of 
science) the primary concern of mankind.

(5) Religion has not failed to provide consolation 
and reassurance for multitudes of saddened people. 
An honest practice and profession of religious faith 
is the finest act in which humankind can engage.

Having made the requisite comparisons, you will 
guess that Set A  was written by a scientist and Set B 
by a parson. You will be wrong. Both sets were 
written by Mr. E. H. Cotton as expressing his own 
personal views in an introduction (presumably meant 
to be logically consistent) to a collection of sixteen 
articles by different scientists. “ Hardly believable!”  
you will say. I agree— but it is true nevertheless. 
The authors of the articles include such well-known 
persons as Sir. A. Eddington, Sir J. A. Thomson, Sir 
J. Jeans, Sir O. Eodge, Albert Einstein, Julian Hux­
ley, R. A. Millikan, W. McDougall, as well as others 
less well-known in this country. And the title which 
the compiler of this book has chosen is Has Science 
Discovered God?

Needless to say, the question remains unanswered. 
It is, indeed, clear from the outset that there was no 
intention on the part of the compiler, nor of his con­
tributors, to attempt to answer it. And when we read 
the following extracts from the end of the same in­
troduction, the fact becomes obvious. “  May we 
really tell you why we have gathered the statements 
which compose this book?”  says Mr. Cotton. "  We 
wish to present the summarized conclusions of re­
search to-day concerning the inner spiritual experi­
ence, the search for Reality and the life everlasting,

sion.

belipf ; atl°n ky those men and women whose 
chancp n 1Gi God-Reality, and in themselves, P'r'
natumK <-ay ’?ve sndered shock in the recent cynical, 

ls 3C uPheaval and world-wide economic depres-

Iu simpler language the aim of the book is not to
science'1 e!her the verifiable and verified facts of 
exisf. I,rovide an y  proof of God’s existence or non- 
hPf,„-i,Ce,’ Ut simPly to give the minds of religion; 
ii- m, . U .Persons some excuse for a continued belief
Hrrinn U>‘!,n caufe ° f  their befuddlement, namely Re' 

■ And this is further confirmed by the naive 
the men of research who have con-wereconfession that

tributed directly to this co-operative effort . 
selected through the process of elimination.”  ^{’ 111 
other words, any scientist with known anti-relig1011 
views was carefully excluded. Is it to be wonder« 
at that the question “  Has Science discovered God- 
remains unanswered.

Smiles and tears, it is said, are seldom far aP3̂  
As far as this book is concerned, one cannot he 
being amused and yet depressed at the logical ineP 1 
tude of most of the contributors. I11 every case where 
God is mentioned at all, it is not the god of 
known religion. In every case where Religion is (15 
cussed, it is not the religion of any known god °r 0

bastard 311(1
watered do"1

any known religious sect. Both are the 
effete relics of childhood’s beliefs, first w»*—  (|ien 
by positive knowledge acquired in adulthood afo. 
gingered up by the infusion of metaphysical 0̂  
stract qualities which have as much relation y 
words “  God ”  and “  Religion ”  as Einstein s 1 
has to the question of War Debts. . .

God ”  according to Mr. K. F. Mather, ge°lô ](l 
is “  the motive power which tends to produce j 
personality.”  But he does not say what is, °r 
created, the power that tends to produce a brutal P*’
sonality. For Prof. Huxley “  God, in any  ̂ t0 
purely philosophical, and one is almost temp ^  
say, a Pickwickian, sense, turns out to be a PjY ¡} 
of the human mind.”  (“  Almost tempte 1( 
good!) “ The idea of God,”  says J. A. Thora^,} 

is or should be the highest expression of  ̂
mind,and it is a fact of history that it has been 
time to time refined and enlarged.”  (“ Or should ^  
is good. “ Refined and enlarged”  is better-) ^  
James Jeans mentions neither God nor Religi°n(- , 
nearest approach to the former i s : 
the intrinsic evidence of his creation, the Great A 
tect of the Universe now begins to appear as a P ^ 
mathematician.”  As someone once said, when sPeaM 0f

bid

of the innumerable and contradictory definition8 
religion : “  all these definitions are about as 
vidual and personal as the portraits of the men 
forged them.”

indi-
yl>o

The general impression given by this book is th3t

of a group of earnest children playing the gai,lC  ̂
"  Hunt the Thimble,”  with the whole cos®08̂  
which to hunt and with no thimble to hunt for. j. 
inevitable result is that, although none of them t------------ *„̂ v**v un-UOU^U HWllL V/l. tXAW*—
what he is supposed to be looking for, some of 1 . 
are convinced they will find a thimble some _c ‘ 
others believe that the thimble is unlike any thm j 
they know and so proceed to look for a thimble 
their own imagination; and the rest, abandoning 1 . 
search as hopeless, produce something else which 
not a thimble, but which they declare to be the '>l>'
thing they were asked to find, 
pathetic.

It is really rathef

itApart from this, what consolations docs the 
offer to “  those men and women whose belief in f 
God-Reality has suffered shock ”  ? Here arc a fe". 
them. “  Modern science does not sanction a rehg11̂  
which is based solely upon traditions of the past,

!



9. 1932 THE FREETHINKER 645

0ri Ĉ  '00'is to magic formulas and miracle-working
nances as the means of accomplishing its pur- 

acluall Mather). “  The question of what
(¡0  ̂ Is tor the common good is the whole stupen-
"itli r̂°^cm °f science . . . and has nothing to do 
v,(,r 1 n,1,°raIs or with religion as I am using these 
talief*'' Millikan.) “  If you say that your
toed is final and fixed, that your religious

J ' , * ®  i- shall be offended and refuse to follow 
"y  >Ccause you are unscientific.”  (H. D. Curtis.) 
enc° °lle can furnish scientific proof of the exist­
ing (i°r llature °f God. but Atheism leads to fatalism 
loveC’, e S I "  toto theism leads to faith and hope and
"ho Gonklin.) “  I cannot believe in a God

^ a rd s  and punishes the objects of his creation 
vH’o * .0*toer can I believe that the individual sur- 
bjri^110 death of his body, although feeble souls 
'sni ”>l'r SUĈ  thoughts through fear or religious egot- 
sen' Einstein.) “  I am agnostic in the true
• lse- that -- *■ - - ’ <■ ’ -------- *■
to ,'Und

is to say I confess that I myself have not
snch evidence as convinces me of the truth of

!iv\ ;heistic hypothesis.”  (W. McDougall.) “  If in- 
t(,ari seek recreation in other Sunday activities 
%io ' iVaile worship, one may feel assured that re- 
ro.Ct.lIS Practices of to-day fail to meet the demand for 
tod C'a,*'on and inspiration called for by a world re- 
lïrcnv- by scicnce-”  (H. T. Stetson.) “  There is a 
d0cs IItor araount of evidence that human personality 
Cjll rea,1y persist . . . That evidence must be criti- 
a11(] . jam m ed and subjected to scientific enquiry, 
0 T' h stands the test, it must be admitted.”  (Sir 

' lodged
Tl:Scj le_re’s consolation for you ! And from a group of 

fr0 lsts specially selected for the purpose ! Apart 
(c 1 toe flatly contradictory beliefs of some of them 
ijp a to  Conklin with McDougall, and Einstein with 

one wonders what the effect would have 

(iis 
are
jjj compelled to be in their own special 
¡Etnntces. An equal number of contributions from em-

1̂, — ' ■ w -----  ---
¡s d the compiler had been as impartial in 

choice of contributors as his contributors

scientists holding definitely opposite views— and 
W m are Plenty of them— would have made the book(here

fatal-

°toaps one day some enterprising publisher will

f(0(l  ̂ reading and keeping. The “  if ”  in Sir Oliver 
?es cautious remark would then have been ex- 

in its true dimensions, while Conklin’s 
0, aild despair ’ ’ of atheism would have been laughed 

„ °f court.

0j!<( ’t Worth his while to commission the production 
|j a (look with the title which heads this article. Per- 
a, . lie will be broadminded and fearless enough to 
I ''ut an equal number of opinions representative of 
0j ' sides of the question. And should this miracle 
S]. toligious fairness ever occur, I have not the 

'Khtest doubt that the answer of every reader, not1),
jj'toloned with childish preconceptions, will be : “ No. 
ec£tose there is no such thing to discover.”

C. S. F raser.

F A N C Y ’S WORLD.

llis
îth

chamber was dispaiuted all within 
, lt,i sundry colours, in the which were writ

S,

£ ’"to shapes of things dispersed th in ;
such as in the world were never y e t ;

0l*ic daily seen and knowen by their names, 
j " ch as in idle fantasy do flit;
"'crnal bags, centaurs, fiends, hippodatnes,

‘ tos, lions, eagles, owls, fools, lovers, children, dames.

Spenser.

“ The Truth of the Bible.”

(Continued from page 638.)

II.

Dr . Y aiiuda claims that the Hebrew language devel­
oped into a “  literary ”  language from the Canaanite 
dialect in a “  common Hebrew-Egyptian environ­
ment,”  and takes tremendous pains to show that the 
Joseph narrative is packed with words and meanings 
which “  display most visible traces of the Egyptian 
influence in the language.”  To put it in another 
way. The Israelites—-that is about seventy people—  
took with them the Hebrew language or something 
like the Hebrew language into Egypt. They then in­
termingled with the Egyptians and borrowed a lot of 
words describing all sorts of customs from the 
Egyptians and incorporated these words into their 
own language and made it “  literary.”  The writing 
of the narrative describing their history in Egypt, 
however, cannot be dated before Ezra. If it can why 
does not Dr. Yahuda produce the evidence? Where 
is the “  old Hebrew ” containing the Joseph story?

The accounts we have are the Samaritan Penta­
teuch, the date of which is certainly not older than 
the Maccabees, and the square letter Hebrew known 
as the Massorctic text, which is the Hebrew text re­
vised, and more or less settled by the Massorites about 
600 a.d . and later. We get then the Israelites form­
ing a wonderful “  literary ”  language somewhere 
about the year 1400 b .c ., and for 1,000 years after­
wards producing nothing literary whatever, not a line 
in “  Old Hebrew,”  which anybody has found any­
where. And the only literary work which they ever 
produced after 1,000 years succeeding their sup­
posed exodus is the Old Testament in square Hebrew 
— part of which is actually in Aramaic. Now I sug­
gest as respectfully as I can to Dr. Yahuda that, if he 
is right in his conjectures about the Hebrew language, 
it is simply incredible that the literary labours of 
1,000 years should be confined to a literature which 
can be collected into a comparatively small volume. 
Supposing I put forward another conjecture.

As the Israelites must have spoken some 
language, it was probably the dialect of the par­
ticular country in which they found themselves. That 
this dialect was in all probability based in their 
earliest days, on the language we know as Babylonian 
cuneiform. That if they did go into Egypt (which is 
extremely doubtful) they used much the same dialect, 
and if they invaded Canaan under Joshua (which 
again is extremely doubtful) they found there mhcli 
the same dialect again. That gradually this gave way 
to Aramaic or some kind of Aramaic which the in­
habitants of Canaan certainly spoke and understood 
about the year 600 n.c. If any history or legend was 
handed down or put into writing it was probably done 
in the Babylonian Cuneiform on tablets. When it was 
decided after Ezra’s time to put the various narratives 
into permanent form, an alphabet was invented which 
we call the square Hebrew and a literary language 
evolved which was sacred and meant to be mysterious, 
based 011 all the languages known to the inventors. 
Thus the Joseph story, full of Egyptian words and 
ideas, had to be translated into the “  Hebrew,”  and 
words obviously Egyptian in form and sound were 
simply transcribed into the new language. I admit 
this is conjecture, but it is far more probable than to 
imagine a people having a language “  enriched ”  and 
tremendously enriched by the languages of the people 
it came into contact with, becoming a superbly 
“  literary ”  instrument and then producing nothing 
whatever in the way of literature but the Old Testa­
ment for over 1,000 years. This story is simply in-
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credible, especially as not a line anywhere has been 
discovered of the Old Hebrew in narrative. The in­
scription on the Moabite Stone is neither in the Heb­
rew language nor alphabet, and there is the gravest 
doubt about the Siloam inscription being older than 
the Maccabbees. And in both these cases, anyway, 
there is nothing to prove the truth of the Biblical 
narratives except what no one disputes, the existence 
of certain Kings or the construction of certain things.

There is not a line in the whole of the articles by 
Dr. Yahuda which gives the slightest clue to the com 
position of the square Hebrew character Massoretic 
text of the Old Testament. He may give us a deal of 
information in his forthcoming book, but there is 
nothing in his articles. All he does is to assume the 
authenticity of the Massoretic text, show that the 
language therein is indebted to Egypt for many of its 
words, analyse the narratives of the Joseph and Exo­
dus period, and showing he possesses a thorough 
knowledge of Egyptian customs and ideas, coolly as­
sumes the stories must be true! It would be just as 
if anyone reading Robinson Crusoe proved that its 
author must have been to Juan Fernandez because 
he has so minutely described its characteristics; 
or that the Journal of the Plague Year, 
also written by Defoe, and one of the most marvel­
lous documents ever written by a man who was not a 
contemporary, must have been written by an eye­
witness of the events described; or that Dickens must 
have actually seen the Gordon riots in Barnaby 
Rudge, or the death of Foulon in the Tale of Two 
Cities, to recount them so vividly.

There is not the slightest reason to doubt the rise 
of a Semitic minister in Egypt, but this does not 
prove that the story of the Israelites in Egypt is 
accurately described in Genesis. Moreover, it cannot 
be too strongly emphasized that ordinary events, 
however wonderful they are, mean nothing to the up­
holders of Bible truth. It is the miraculous they are 
after, and the Genesis story is so full of miracles and 
the miraculous that if you put these on one side there 
would be precious little left and certainly nothing 
left upon which the orthodox Jew claims his people 
as God’s Chosen Race. Now Dr. Yahuda has not 
attempted in the least to give countenance to the 
miraculous in the story. All he is concerned with is 
to prove that the Israelites were in Egypt at the time 
the Bible says they were, and that the narrative des­
cribing their history must have been written by an 
eye-witness and someone who thought in Egyptian 
idiom, and based his ideas on Egyptian custom. Has 
he done so? I claim that all we can infer from 
Genesis is that the writer of the Joseph story was an 
artist who used Egyptian material. We know the 
story only in Hebrew, and in the Hebrew 
Massoretic text as far as Dr. Yahuda is con­
cerned. But it must be evident that in the 
form in which we have it, somebody transcribed it 
certainly not earlier than about 300 B.c. What 
was it transcribed from? Whatever it was, dealing 
with Egypt, the writer must have taken great pains to 
get his local colour right, especially if he was an 
artist, as is evident. There is no doubt that the 
story is a variant of a story of which the 
well known Egyptian Two Brothers is another 
variant, and Dr. Yahuda is forced to admit this con­
tains “  many similarities to our story.”  If so his 
whole case goes by the board. Why and how the 
story of Joseph became attached to Israel is simply 
not known— anymore than why the book of Job has 
found its way into the canon of the Old Testament. 
But while the local colour may be and probably is cor­
rect what are we to say of the miraculous ? These parts 
of the story which Dr. Yahuda brushes aside as if of 
no consequence, and which are far more necessary to

f .
1 or }̂an dle truth of file practice of shaving
' the ,h.f 1 "  lth mirrors> l]Pon which kind of details
1 relaterl P ^ e truth so strongly relies, are

nurpT U I)recise,y  the same vividness as are the 
l e a v e r 5 16 EVents- And the worthy Dr. Yahuda
leaves them severely alone.
areA soS; ; C)IV ? T n a good ruariy of the people who 
a„ai„ “  , that the truth of the Bible is once
nor an vT /fi” ^ ! Ilave ready read neither the Bible
no doubt l l-6 1 lousands °f apologetic works. 'f,ie-v 
new Tt '.u leVe that Dr‘ Yahuda's thesis is quite
this beino- 11 C°me as a surPrise then that far from 
i n k »f Egyptian »■ ' 

affirmed h i  , , ''XO( l!s story  has been vehement!)

t r u t h »  one whirh , ,C.Stanicnt Jn fact I don’t know of
h ° mits wonderful evidence.I CVlutnv-v.

In Turton’s well known Truth of Christianity ^  
be found, for example, a synopsis so to speak, o_ j«-ZV- 1V/UHU, 1V/1 Cl JJ liVJjtvOU VVX —c .
Yahuda’s arguments. He calls it “  the Egypt'cl 
the Pentateuch,”  and says':—  j„

By this is meant that part of the PefltateiK ^

ingho'd’which reference is made to Egyptian matters, G 
pears to be written with correct detail throu. ^
This would, of course, be only natural in a  ̂ pe 
temporary writer living in Egypt, but 'v°u .̂|icrc 
most unlikely for a late writer in Canaan . • • ejse) 
is not, however, a single word here (or anywhere  ̂
that is incorrect for Egypt or such as to show  ̂ _ 
the writer himself was unaware of its custom ^  
Dreams are peculiarly Egyptian . . • ItJnny ‘ 
wheat is known to have been produced in EgyP ^ (f 
There were officials corresponding to the ^ 0[ 
Butler and the Chief Baker . . . The better c a fe 
Egyptian always shaved. The Israelites alway ^  
beards . . . Joseph is given Pharaoh’s sig>,c

and so on.
and *>"Turton gives a long list of things Egyptian,

Dr. Yahuda does is to reaffirm what has been k" . 
for ages with regard to Joseph, Moses and B<py . 
Yet it would be safe to say that most of the I)CjT e 
who heard him lecture, and cerlainly nearly all < 
who have read his Daily Telegraph articles imag 
he was belalxmring the Higher Critics with some . 
quite new in the way of argument. The HiP 
Critics knew his arguments as well as he did, but 
also knew, which he evidently does not, but will n 
to learn if he is teachable, that the replies are 
clearer and more definite and convincing.

I shall try and sum up the arguments in the llC> 
and final article.

H. CuTNEK-

(To be concluded.)

TH E KINGDOM OF M ANKIND.

, life
The dignity of this end (of endowment of man S j 

with new commodities) appearetli by the estimation t ‘ 
antiquity made of such as guided thereunto. For wl'c 
as founders of States, lawgivers, extirpators of tyra.11. i 
fathers of the people, were honoured but with the tit 
of Worthies or Demigods, inventors were ever coir 
crated amongst the Gods themselves. And if the ordin*1^ 
ambitions of men lead them to seek the amplification 
their power in their countries, and a better ambit* 
than that hath moved them to seek the amplification _ 
their own country amongst other nations, better aga 
and more worthy must that aspiring be which seeke 
the amplification of the power and kingdom of niaiiki" 
over the world; the rather because the other two proscc*’ 
tions are ever culpable of much perturbation and 
justice; but this is a work truly divine, which conic 
without a noise or observation.— Bacon.
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Acid Drops.

As an example of the degree of self-sacrifice to which 
'fistianity enables a man to go, we may cite the ex- 

a"JPle of the Dean of Canterbury, Mr. Hewlett Johnson. 
Addressing a Missionary Meeting, he said that if cliild- 
ren were starving and no food were available he would 
v' ' c °tie of his hands to be boiled for food for them.

Imagination staggers at such a rare instance of cour- 
aSe exhibited in conditions— where it will never be re­
filled. But we suggest that it would be more appro-
printe if the Dean gave his head for the making of 
sponge cakes.

header-writers of popular newspapers have to say some- 
, nK each day on the topic of the moment. Something 
has to be said.
«suallv And if the comment should prove un- 
.. .■ fatuous which fifty per cent of it usually is
10 leader-writer knows that most of his readers are pie 

Bared to believe what they are asked to believe. Thus, 
hey Would be quite prepared to assimilate the following 

l”ece of “  editorial ”  wisdom :—
That Christianity has failed to reconcile men may not 

be the fault of Christianity. Yet this failure has been 
used as a reproach against its professors.

1 ,s true that Christianity has failed to reconcile men ; 
n°reover, nineteen-centuries of practical experience of it 
c'cals that it has caused men to hate and persecute one 
bother. Not only that, but religious feeling has added 

j,1 t°rness to controversies unconnected with religion.
We are told, the failure “ may not be the fault of 

lristianity,”  the implication being that it is the fault 
Ulan. He would prefer to lay the blame on God. He 

; UsR have known the kind of mentality he had created 
", his human children. Yet he chose to present them 

'I’.11'1 a creed that inevitably would arouse among them 
Imputation and ill-feeling as regards its weaning, and 

s interpretation in practice. The wisdom of God would 
aPP°ar to be rather over-rated.

tjje Well-known journalist has been declaring that 
¡jj r° ’ s in process a general move back to Victorian 
djras ,°f morality, etc. He probably means a move in the 
a,ruP'0ii of the repressive conventions of the Victorian 
fhlt hhe other hand, there appears to be evidence 
v a move is still being made away from those con- 
ei ! l°us, especially the more unhealthy ones. For an 
st ."!enP doctor, Sir Arbuthnot Lane, has observed a 
<ln change in the attitude of the general public, 

j j  . ]1g  the past few years, towards the health-value of 
¡.P '*• und air. He adds that, “  Health movements of one 
]i(!| or an°ther have captured the imagination, and ap- 
lv e(I to the common sense of the average man and 
f0',,lan- People have, indeed, combined to defeat the 
li °eS. op convention and officialdom when these forces 
j||Ve interfered with their plans.”  We may as well add 

' 'I the aforesaid “  forces ”  are those which embody
V;
una

wtorian religious notions of “ modesty,”  “ morality,”  
“ right and proper conduct.”

evidence produced for this belief at “  seances used for 
definitely religious purposes and conducted in an atmo­
sphere of prayer ”  are in a different category from those 
marked by vulgarity and triviality. Hence he protests 
against those who affirm that spiritism is all of the Devil 
and must on no account be investigated. The last “  in­
vestigation,”  which took place before a judge and jury 
of the High Court, gave good grounds for believing that 
the “  atmosphere of prayer ”  and of “  vulgarity and 
triviality,”  so far from being in contrast are generally in 
combination. It is only such impartial investigation that 
reveals the nature and the aims of their alliance— viz., 
pecuniary interest and the exploitation of weakness and 
credulity.

Tiring and purile as are the constant inspired refer­
ences in newspapers to various proposals for re-union 
among the churches it may be worth pointing out what 
is the real significance of the latest batch. Prompt on 
Methodist reunion, comes a “ push” by the Nonconform­
ist and Low Church Press as to why the Bishops, and the 
Lambeth Conference, do not “  get a move on ”  as to in­
ter-communion between Anglicans and Dissenters. Time 
has been found to fix up an appearance of union with Old 
Catholics and the Orthodox Church— both of which are 
non-Protestant. But that fellow-Protestants of different 
denominations should follow suit would, of course, bring 
out all the “  Anglo-Catholic ’ ’ ^Anglicans in protest. The 
Bishops, albeit they do not all have that appearance, are 
human beings, and it is easier to be friendly with a 
fellow in Holland or Greece than with a nest of hornets 
in your own garden. What is Christian unity compared 
to episcopal ease ?

It is a good many years since a cartoon by John Leech 
appeared in Punch depicting a stout lad seated on a stile 
to whom is seen approaching the squire on a fiery, 
spirited and prancing steed. Says the squire, “  Now, 
now, boy—-don’t touch your cap to me—don’t ! ”  The 
stolid lad without moving a muscle merely answers : 
“  Ah warn’t a goin’ tew.”

The poali, deali Vicahs and the squires of to-day need 
be under no illusions as to the leaven of Freethouglit 
which is working in the minds of working class people 
even in the remote rural areas. An agricultural labourer 
was heard to observe the other day : “  If they passuns 
doan’t shut their tater traps a bit toighter an’ stop 
shootin’ out their necks too much, they be hev cornin’ 
to ’em what them priests in Rooshycr got.”

Which indicates that Hodge’s interests are not now 
limited to the parish pump or even to the parish. Still 
it is pointed out that in the Southern rural areas of Eng­
land there are 700,000 farm labourers who have not 
been reached by Socialist propaganda and who are ex­
cluded from the National Health and Unemployment 
Insurance Schemes.

c f'- phenomenon of Welsh pulpit oratory, known as the 
‘Hvyl ” — a kind of verbal ecstasy— has apparently gone 

?.llt of use, or, perhaps, even the regular chapel-goer in 
. lese days is not quite so responsive or susceptible to its 
"'Alienee. Anyhow the Rev. W. J. Tame, Supcrinten- 
T " !  of the Claremont Mission has recently been visiting 
' r|les, and, being not as tame in his taste for sermons 

'"!s Ids name might suggest, he deplores the “  unutterable 
1 "'ness ”  of Welsh preachers. They “  spoke as coldly as 
4 depression over Iceland.”  It is all very sad; but we 
I'111 think of pulpit themes which would be all the better 
T r this refrigerating treatment. We do not share Mr.

line’s regret that Welsh ministers no longer (as he 
Eeasantly puts it) “ work themselves up into the sta te” 
lley  used to.

Archdeacon Storr has written a new book on an old 
Question : Do Dead Men Live Again ? The worthy 
"Jchdeacon is not only sure that the answer to this ques­
tion is in the affirmative, he is also confident that the

Sanitation and Housing are two matters that lag far 
behind in the “  agricultural districts.”  .Some cottages 
sweetly embowered in roses and honeysuckle resemble 
whited sepulchres for the internal arrangements are un­
fit for human beings and are highly inimical to health.

Population is so unequally distributed that Trade 
Unionism makes but slow headway in the rural areas. 
I11 the large industrial centres workers are better able to 
organize themselves. People will tell you that the types 
Mr. W ells presents in his work The Food of the 
Gods as Lady of the Manor and Parish Priest have dis­
appeared from the country districts. Have they? Don’t 
let social reformers delude themselves! The Church has 
still well impressed upon the mentality of the toilers on 
the soil the words : “  As it was in the beginning, is 
now and ever shall be.”  “  Semper Eadem" is still “ the 

, banner of its pride ” even unto this day.
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Tlie Free Churches and the bright young fellows of the 
Oxford group, hope as they say for “  a great spiritual re­
vival ” , They have sure “  spilled a bibful ” ; but our past 
experience of Christians when war was looming upon the 
world makes us very chary of placing any confidence in 
their sincerity or efficiency as peacemakers and prosperity 
b ringers. The “  spirit ”  they are not likely  to revive 
is a dubious and suspicious influence. The members of 
the black army can bang the war drums hard enough 
and hound on their fellow countrymen with the frenzied 
fallacies of a bastard patriotism— the root of sentiment 
that Dr. Johnson called “  the last refuge of a scoundrel.”

It is on record (in Morley’s Recollections) that Sir 
William Harcourt once said to the author of that work, 
“ there are two institutions that will never be mended 
or ended, the House of Lords and the Pope of Rome.” 
In the strict sense of the words the Parliament Act (1911) 
has slightly clipped the claws of a characteristically 
cynical dictum of one who was given to coining them. 
There is no sign that the other is not as sound a judg­
ment as may be. Harcourt himself, had he lived to see 
some semblance of the “  temporal power ”  restored by a 

•compact between His Holiness and an ex-Atlieist, would 
undoubtedly have been adequate to the occasion. Im­
movable as that institution seems to be, there is no 
reason why sane men should deplore a change in the 
tone of that opposition to it which has often been des­
cribed as a part of the Englishman’s nature. The “ No- 
Popery ”  agitators of to-day hardly cause a ripple on the 
quiet stream of religious indifference. Few responsible 
men remain who, like Froude (to quote Morley again) 
are “  too ready to snatch truth by the hair of her head, 
and to think the quarrel between Protestant and Catholic 
the only thing in the universe that matters.”  It is a 
controversy which interests Freethinkers only because it 
affords a curious and illuminating illustration of how 
much “  ado ”  there may be “  about nothing.”  It is the 
common creed of both contestants that is our concern, 
not the differences by which they contrive to show so 
touching and fervent a disposition towards the continu­
ance of brotherly love among them.

The neo-Protestants, who still describe the reputed 
successor of St. Peter as a lady who followed an ancient 
calling in Babylon, are almost the only non-Catliolics 
who, like him, stand without compromise or reservation 
for what have always been regarded as the fundamentals 
of Christian belief. Modernism is to them, as to him, 
anathema. They are, as he is, the enemies of humanistic 
ideas. What they call “  worldly knowledge ”  he calls 
"  intellectual pride ”  ; nor is there much difference be­
tween one who says it is a mortal sin for a Catholic to 
miss mass of a Sunday, and those who say it is a national 
sin to allow anyone to refrain from “  keeping ”  the Lord’s 
Day. The Catholic who dies in mortal sin, which may 
be only the sin of wilfully missing mass, has nothing 
but “  the wrath of God ”  to look for. The nation that 
breaks the “  Sabbath,” according to the Lord’s Day Ob­
servance .Society, may expect the same visitation. The 
Church of Rome, with its untold wealth, is the protagon­
ist of sacred property and of the priority of the world that 
is to come over that which now is. The Evangelicals of 
the Establishment, who will have no “ worldliness”  that 
they can avoid, arc the firmest supports of the Royal pre­
rogative in religion, and of the privileges and emolu­
ments that come from the State Connection. On “  sacri­
lege ”  Mr. Kensit and the Pope would be in complete 
if not complacent agreement.

 ̂ dressing the world as though it was composed of school

Mr. Hugh Redwood, a Congrcgationalist preacher, 
grateful for the back patting of the B.B.C. in the matter 
of religion, suggests that the Albert Hall could be filled 
with religious converts brought about by the messages 
from the B.B.C. It would be a simple matter to fill Hyde 
Park with the number of “ listeuers-in ”  who shut off, or 
switch on to something better, when the joyful nasal 
news comes floating through the air from a speaker ad-

children.

Frvii/n klrds the same feather, Mr. St. John
of ,1 t ' lama^st and novelist addressed the meeting 
seemed iCl!urch Union at Exeter. Mr. Ervine
the rd., °  ’ 'V ^  * le C upidity of the public for preferring 
of otberlna ft t lC Centre. He deplored, like thousands 
Coine" In n  lousands of past years that the public was 
this era,,if IC ( °* s ’ and the decline of intellect in 
know s f”  !? as. enorm°us. It would be interesting to 
deuce of n't 13 • ^olnt Church had ever given real evi- 
anv p-enem'c ln CrCS<: *n an education calculated to make 
in atiV 'vlse> curious, analytical, responsible, or
the grand m * r ° r nnyt!nng but ruthless exploitation by 

r £  f  u  ° f rd i- ion- ™ s  side of the case was
a r m v ^ o u in y rthC Speaker’ The actors in the black 
army could be trusted not to prompt him.

We confess that in the story of the Old Crusades ^  
sympathies were invariably with the Saracens, 
nothing pleased us more than when the doughty m 
delivered a smashing defeat on the Christian so 1 
We note that the United Methodists are being 
nized as “  Crusaders,”  and people are sending „ 
money in their fight against “  the enemies of the Cr ■ 
We venture to predict that these modern Crusaders, ^  
their ancestors, are coming in for a pretty rough _1 ^  
at the hands of the enemy. The idea that a united 
on the part of the Methodists is going to save the sup- 
stition and credulity which characterize both the B ^  
and Bible believers, is one at which modern infidels 
afford to smile. They know that the Bible, as Gc* 
Own Word, is dead.

We are also told that the United Methodists 
“  business-like,”  and are to preach “ a religion wit« 
frills.”  That Jesus was the greatest business man 
world has ever seen is, of course, no new thing. Am ^ 
can business men long ago took him to their hearts ‘ 
one of themselves. But what is a “  religion with ' 
frills?”  What is a “ f r i l l”  in this connexion? ^ 
answer is that the teaching of Methodism “  is as smjP 
and strong as the Sermon on the Mount.”  You can like

it or not— it (Methodism) “  promises little and ac f 
much.”  It certainly has succeeded in uniting itsm* 
last, but if it imagines it can “  capture the people 
are outside the churches,”  it is coming in for a ? 
rude awakening. There is as much chance of capturm» 
the average educated man who is outside the churches, 
there is of capturing the average Roman Catholic 
dinal. How many genuine scholars has Methodism evC 
produced ?

Fifty Years Ago.

In defending ourselves we are defending the freedom 0 
every heretic in England. If bigotry succeeds in punish 
ing us it will continue its evil work. Its appetite will be 
whetted instead of appeased; for all history shows ,lS 
that it grows by what it feeds on. Every form of hereri 
will be attacked in turn, until at last the law is rig id - 
enforced, and all opposition to Christianity, and all d,s" 
sent from it, is ruthlessly stamped out. Let not tlm 
amiable Secularists who purchase toleration at present by 
flattery of the foe, and nurse the vain fancy that com 
tradictions can long live amicably together, imagl,ie 
themselves perfectly safe. Their turn may come. The 
extreme form of heresy bears the first brunt of persecu­
tion, but when that is disposed of the next form becoffl^5 
extreme, and so on till the most moderate form ,s 
reached ; unless, indeed, it is treated with the indiffer- 
cnce of contempt, and allowed to live on because it ha1’ 
no power of spreading itself, and is obviously harnileSS 
to the faith of man, woman, or child.

The "  Freethinker/’ October 8, 1882.
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TO CORRESPONDENTS.

G. I T -  PaPer being sent for six weeks, many thanks, 
of ,AWS- Many thanks for letter and your high opinion

s«tWoRpapur;
Chri f  . are not surprised at the impudence of 
ceri iIanS *n any  direction where their religion is con- 
dlat ( ' I* is an interesting specimen of the type of mind 

A. Rad'j as once vefy common in the churches, 
chj ,EY— We believe the Roman Church has been pur- 
"’as  ̂ VCI'Y land in this country of late 5’ears. This

die things that led to much trouble in earlier 
atnpleneS/ PPle Yorkshire Post evidently follows the ex- 
cisin °f m a n -v  other papers in suppressing letters criti-

Sccul the reference is to speakers of the National
have a.r ®oc>ety, we are in complete ignorance of those who 

. eft the Secular platform for Spiritualism. Perhaps

n,

tllg * t-ifc v!
t'oti'f 0rmat'on comes from the spirit world, and informa- 

r°m that quarter is notoriously untrusworthy.

Htur r̂ee^l*n êr “  *s supplied to the trade on sale or 
r u f ny difficulty in securing copies should be at once 

n / T T °  *W* office.
Secular Society, Limited Office is at 62 Farringdon

— ,rC
a}ional Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon

¿ T , L0n. d0n’ E.C.4.

Leltlf’ London, E.C.4. 
ad&r °r l̂e Editor of the "  Freethinker ”  should be 

IVl,en essed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4. 
nexl 16 f en,ICCi °f the National Secular Society in con- 
rnu.°,n "with Secular Burial Services are required, all com- 
RoseT ° n.s he addressed to the Secretary, R. H.
l̂end “ ' ^ v n̂S os long notice as possible, 
by * 7V,W send us newspapers would enhance the favour 

^ e PassaSes to which they wish us to call
.

of (, '0T literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
aM lC Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4, 

The " l 01 to the Editor.
ttshi ree^dnker ”  will be forwarded direct from the pub- 
0nen8 office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) :— 

41; p. year, 15I-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.
«J lecT"es and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
q Pioneer Press,”  and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd., 

L 'c tu nWel1 Branch.”
p cre notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 

'4  by the first post on Tuesday, or they will not be

Sugar Plums.

T
Mĉ y  (October 9) Mr. Cohen will lecture in the Wool- 
¿ fto T°Wn Hall, at 7.0, on “  Things Christians Ought to 

A ■” The meeting is well advertised, and we under­% a large audience is expected, with some opposition 
fr,rj 1'<'a''est point from which to reach the hall is Beres- 
hpi] '’duare, which is only a few minutes walk from the

S4
!fy
aUd

number of ’busses and trams pass the hall or run 
near to it. The numbers of some of the ’busses are

75. of the trams 36, 38, 46 and 72.

I'1
fr0]‘le Liverpool Branch made a good start with a lecture 
h;ij,U Mr. Cohen in the Picton Hall on Sunday last. The 
i], 'vas full before the time announced for the com- 
liir eiBent of the lecture, and a large number were 
V,,'!0'1 hack. This was in a way regrettable, but the 
W  ?f the hall are not made of india rubber. There 
K,® visitors present from Chester, Birkenhead, Port Sun- 
5,,! and other districts. Mr. Sliortt occupied the chair, 
''ill1'’<l(h' a strong appeal for local support. We hope this 
\Vf) he forthcoming. The Branch is doing a very good 
ArJ ', and could do more if means were available. There 
c0, ’«any friends in Liverpool and neighbourhood who 

 ̂ help, and we strongly urge them to do so. The 
lfetary is Mr. S. R. Ready, 29 Sycamore Road, Bootle.

pT  R. B. Iverr, whose little work Is Britain Over- 
?J.u,atcd? had such great success, has certainly ex- 

himself in Our Prophets (to be obtained from the 
' V 0r, 335 Sydenham Road, Croydon, is. net). The 
§.Pr°Pliets ”  are, Norman Angel, Dean Inge, Bernard 
I H. G. Wells, Bertrand Russell and Anthony M.
' ll,°vicii an(j  t]le fluent pen of the editor of the New

Generation has never been exercised with greater keen­
ness, logic and incisiveness. Mr. Kerr writes from the 
standpoint of a convinced birth-controller, and he crosses 
swords where necessary with the six  world-famous 
writers, not merely without a trace of hesitation but 
with most exhilarating gusto.

Agreeing in many ways with Norman Angell’s The 
Great Illusion, Mr. Kerr points to what Japan may do : 
“  To the Jap, Chinaman or Indian to-day there are still 
immense areas in the tropics empty and waiting to be 
possessed by people who are suited to the climate. It 
is futile to tell these people that war can no longer 
accomplish anything.”  The interests of Dean Inge, he 
pouts out, “  are remarkably divided between this world 
and the next,”  but decides that “  those of his writings 
which deal with this world are the more valuable ”— a 
conclusion with which many of the Dean’s readers will 
agree. Mr. Kerr pays full justice to George Bernard 
Shaw as a writer and dramatist, but actually criticizes 
his communism. Of Wells he says, “  his supreme 
achievement has been to combine his genius as a novelist 
with his power as a sociological thinker, a feat never 
accomplished in the same degree by any other writer.”

Mr. Kerr thinks Bertrand Russell’s most valuable book 
is Marriage and Morals, and he gives a lucid resumé 
of some of its views on the sex question, and his own dis­
agreement with some of its conclusions. The final essay 
011 Mr. Ludovici, the “ enemy of democracy, socialism, 
and feminism ” — “  the professional champion of lost 
causes,”  as Mr. J. M. Robertson describes him— con­
cludes the little volume. It is impossible, in a short re­
view to do justice to the vigour and lucidity of Mr. 
K err’s writing and to quote fairly one would have to 
quote the book. Our Prophets should have as great a 
success as Is Britain Overpopulated ?

On Sunday next (October 16) Mr. Cohen will lecture 
twice in the Chorlton Town Hall, Manchester. The chair 
will be taken at 3.0 and 6.30. We hope that local Free­
thinkers will do their best to bring along a Christian 
friend. We would rather see Freethinkers unable to gain 
admission than Christians. The latter most need the 
lectures.

The Two Worlds in its issue for September 30, that 
“  The Secular Society has approached Mr. Ernest Oaten 
with a view to arranging another debate on Spiritualism.”  
We can assure "Mr. Oaten and everybody else that no 
such oiler has been made by the National Secular Society. 
Or if it has been made in its name it is quite unauthor­
ized, and we should like to know the origin of the report.

Mr. A. D. McLaren will deliver the third lecture of the 
course of four arranged by the West Ham Branch N.S.S. 
in the Public Assistance Station, West Ham Lane, Strat­
ford, London, E., to-day (Sunday) at 7.30 p.m. The 
subject “  Freetlionght and the Modern Man,”  not only 
looks interesting, but, in the hands of Mr. McLaren is 
sure to be so.

A new Branch of the N.S.S. has been started at Pres­
ton, and Mr. Clayton delivered the first lecture given 
under its auspices. We are glad to learn that the meet­
ing was quite a success, and the members were heartened 
by the result. Preston is a centre of Catholicism, probably 
one of the strongest in England, and there is plenty of 
scope there. And we trust that local friends w ill see that 
the Branch gets the support it ought to have.

Mr. A. B. Moss is as indefatigable in his advocacy of 
Freethought to-day as he was over fifty years ago. We 
noted a lengthy letter from him in a recent issue of the 
South London Press on "  The Impracticable Bible.”  The 
letter was a drastic criticism of the teachings of Jesus, 
and in a widely circulated paper should do a deal of good.

The Sunderland Branch has also been compelled to 
take a larger meeting place for the present season than 
it had last year. It held its first meeting last .Sunday,
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with satisfying results. The place was “  packed out.”  
We hope the success will continue.

With reference to the recent discussion concerning Mr. 
Mann’s statement concerning the Roman Catholic 
Cathedral in Liverpool, Mr. Wearing writes that Mr. 
Mann has confused the Liverpool Cathedral (Church of 
England) with the Roman Catholic Cathedral. The 
former is partly completed. A .start has not yet been 
made with the actual building of the Roman Catholic 
one.

Mr. G. Whitehead brought his season’s tour to a close 
with a series of meetings in West Ham, all of which were 
well supported. Mr. Whitehead reports that general in­
terest in the message of Freethouglit has been well main­
tained throughout the whole season, and that bigotry has 
again been the chief form of opposition. Knowing the 
weakness of their case, the better type of Christians, 
and the artful ones remain silent, the others become self- 
appointed fools on behalf of the Lord.

Mr. B. A. Le Maine sends us a copy of a letter sent to 
the Daily Herald protesting against the space devoted 
to all kinds of religious gossip, to the exclusion of other 
matters and opposite points of view. The letter was not, 
of course, published, and we do not know why Mr. Le 
Maine should have expected otherwise.’ The Daily 
Herald differs in no respect from other newspapers. It 
is out for a large circulation, and so far as it is political, 
for vote catching. And in neither direction ought we to 
expect fairness of view or impartiality of treatment. To 
please the largest number to whom the appeal is made, 
and the easiest way to do this is to flatter every preju­
dice and to play to every passion, is the rule in such 
cases.

The Broad-Branching Sylvan 
Oak,

T hat majestic forest tree, the oak, has long been cele­
brated as a sacred growth. At the dawn of the his­
torical period in Europe vast oak forests still covered 
the central continent, and England herself from 
south to north was a densely wooded land. The 
Golden Bough— the mistletoe— appears in earlier cen­
turies to have flourished as a parasite on ancient oaks, 
and its green leaves and golden white berries played 
a solemn part in the ritual of prehistoric Druidical 
religion.

Perhaps the mistletoe grew on a few outstanding 
trees that were consequently reverenced as possessing 
special sanctity. For, curiously enough, the mistletoe 
very rarely grows on modern oaks, and the plant 
now cultivated for Christmas decorations is usually 
parasitic on the apple and hawthorn, although it may 
sometimes be seen on the poplar, the acacia, and the 
lime. Still, there may be truth in the theory that a 
mistletoe-bearing oak which still survives on the Con­
tinent, though now rare in Britain, may in pre- 
Christian times have been native to our Isles, and 
that its sacred character in Pagan rites may have pro­
cured its destruction at the hands of fiery and fanatical 
apostles of the Christian cult.

Even in the days of Homer the oak was famous for 
its strength and endurance. In our native flora the 
acorn-bearing monarch of the forest stands pre-emi­
nent in utility, longevity, and majesty. Several 
ancient oaks in various parts of England may date 
back to Saxon centuries. When the tree trunks be­
come hollow the growth becomes exceedingly slow, 
and the age of these antique trees becomes a matter of 
vague conjecture. It is said th at: “  The celebrated 
Newland oak in Gloucestershire known for centuries 
as ‘ the great oak ’ was 4 7 feet in girth at five feet 
from the ground.”

October 9. Wi2

A  thousand years is the usually allotted Span 
life for an oak. But long after the tree has cease  ̂
function as a healthy organism it persists throng 
long period of senile decay. It is estimated, _or ^  
stance, that the Salcey Oak in Northamptonshire» 
ancient relic once described as “  one of the mos 
turesque Sylvan ruins that can be met tAit1 2 ^ 
where,”  is at least fifteen hundred years old. ^  
remains of a long vanished past survive in in â]e5 
parks and woodlands, and strange indeed are t ie 
and traditions which cling to these venerable 

The oak (Quercus) is a genus of trees displaJ^  ̂
pronounced sexual inflorescence. The male b 0 ^
appear as delicate catkins while the female flover  ̂
be solitary' or clustered. The seed or fruit is ^ 
course, the well-known acorn. Some 300 sPecl|(-0ll5 
oaks are scattered throughout the temperate rep 
of the Northern Hemisphere. >

In Northern America the species is more a 1 ^ 
ant than in Europe, and although it penetrates^ 
Asia and North Africa, it is unknown in the tr0̂ (l5. 
areas of this latter continent. It is absent from 
tralia, and is unknown in South America save 1'1 
environs of the Andes. The oak is still the Pre ° ^ 
nant tree in most of the forests of France, 
Russia and Germany, while in England, the 
of our primeval forests that survive are dornina 
this species. f£.

The so-termed English oak is by no means 
stricted to the British Isles. Indeed, it is the 
abundant of the species and possesses an ex 
range throughout temperate Europe and enters <
_1 A _ _1__  j 1 - _ __ __  ^„,/v

merelyral Asia along the Caucasus range. Two so-Ci
races of oak as native to Britain. These are an°

art*
diate

.dvarieties, however, for they flourish side by side> 
the widest structural variations in leaf f°rnl ( 
other characters are connected by every interme 
gradation.

Human attention was early attracted to the stre 
and durability, hardness and elasticity of oak- 
Saxon forefathers utilized oaken timber for many'V  ̂
poses. Their houses and their ships were hm 
oak, and some early churches were made of the s*

aine

material. One of these timber edifices surviV'ed ?»
This

Greenstead in Essex until quite recently. .¡j 
Church is supposed to have been built in the 
century and was constructed of oak trunks r>1( 
squared. A leading authority assures us that : e
few timber mansions still standing in England ^  
generally built entirely of oak, which in many c \  
remains sound after the lapse of several hn,1( ..j, 
years, sometimes outlasting the brick and stone 
which the structures have been repaired.”

A vast array of insect enemies assails the oak- 
times, in spring and early summer, the tree ma>

liefeseen in Epping Forest, Richmond Park and else" 
completely stripped of its leaves. On these occaS1 
the oak is one mass of caterpillars.' Again» £ 
young wood is seriously injured by the larvae of 
small stag beetle. Various other species of Colcop11 , 
prey upon the plant. The larvae of the wood le°P' 
moth, goat moth, and other Lcpidoptera are 00 
sional enemies. The leaves are destroyed by a lê e 
of larvae. Apparently fifty per cent of the vegeta 
feeding insects of England are apt to infest the 0 
Indeed, in many seasons it is difficult to discover . 
uninjured leaf. Again, the tender shoots are selcc  ̂
by various species of Cynipidcc and their congener^, 
receptacles for their broods. These are respond 
for the gall-like growths which disfigure the grea 
number of our oaks.

The ivy may be seen hlowly, but most tenacio"&
clinging to the trunk and branches of the oak. THC

ivy is usually considered a parasite on timber trC.c.’ 
but even if not, strictly speaking, a parasite, the 1
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,iXres and destroys its victims by its exclusion of 
0j 1 and air. That ivy adds to the picturesqueness 

Ulns> and confers beauty on modern buildings 
dis"]5 °^v ôus- And certainly the ivy-mantled oak 
lv|S*' a- s a melancholy beauty that never fades. For, 

leil.t'le oak spreads its bare branches in the winter 
t] Slllle> the bole and boughs remain emerald with 

^evergreen ivy that encircles them, 
the r<iy1 âr antiquity oaks and terebinths have been 
Heh° JeCtS re^^ous veneration in Palestine. The 
trcerew ProPhets unceasingly fulminated against the 
r " orship so universal among the people. Men of 
now"'1 Were interred beneath the oaks. Then, as 
foi>V l̂e tree sPrrits were propitiated with offerings of 
and an.̂  Nothing. And in the days of old, human 
div:..aiîln?a* sacrifices were constantly made to the

 ̂ lne heings who dwelt within the trees. The earlier 
 ̂ ,.e? worship have now become more humane. 

S] 1.R;ic>Us Prostitution no longer prevails within the 
, °w °f the high places and holy groves. Never- 

of ffSS’ as ®ir James Frazer reminds us, “  the worship 
rê  e .high places and green trees, which pious Heb- 
tli'o forbade and prophets thundered against
sai !,Saads °J years ago, persists apparently in the 
am 6 ^aces t° this day. So little is an ignorant peas- 

a^ected by the passing of empires, by the moral 
, sPiritual revolutions which change the face of the 

ClV̂ d  world.”
at tree worship was an important feature in 

a 1.tlVe Hebrew religion is evidenced by the close 
jation of Jahveh with its rites. Sacred oaks and 

as are constantly mentioned in -the Old Testa- 
m connexion with the leading events of Hebrew

terobintl;
jttent

a'Story- At Hebron popular worship of sacred oaks 
n,c. Wells persisted in full force right down to the 

¡Pstian era.
s . 16 genesis of the Hebrew race is traditionally as- 
' 'ated with Abraham when he tarried within the 

jjC.red groves of oaks and terebinths at Mamre, near 
tl historical times a great fair was held in

vicinity, and this and the summer celebration 
jj ra°ted Semitic traders from far and near. Frazer 
ci that this fair was destined to play “  a melan­
ge0  ̂ Part in îe history  °J the Jews; for, at this fair, 

 ̂ er the last siege and destruction of Jerusalem by the 
°nians under Hadrian, a vast multitude of captive 

^ 111 Women, and children were sold into slavery. So 
'vb nation came to an end at the very spot

ere it was traditionally said to have been founded 
” i>raham at the sacred oak or terebinth at Mamre.”  

the tree is alleged to be standing till this day.
T . F . P arm er.

general character of the newer theories is that they 
embrace, not abolish, the old. Science does not stand 
still, and a condition of its progress is that it takes us 
further into the deterministic account. To forsake 
that is to forsake science, and espouse ignorance: as 
Einstein says, science stands or falls by determinism.

Insufficient credit is therefore given to some pre- 
Christian thinkers, and it is remarkable to note how 
modern science has borne out the central conceptions 
of Democritus, the Father of Greek Materialism.

In confining ourselves here to his view' that “  noth­
ing comes from nothing, and nothing is ever anni­
hilated,”  we have in mind one or two contemporary 
anti-Materialists who have been too ready to claim 
that the annihilation of substance is the doctrine of 
twentieth century science. Among them may be 
mentioned Mr. W. C. D. Dampier-Whetham, who, in 
his History of Science (1929), affirms that “  matter is 
vanishing,”  and Mr. C. E. M. Joad, who has held a 
similar view'.2

It is possible that such claims have originated in 
misleading statements of scientists. Jeans, for ex­
ample, speaks of positive and negative charges of elec­
tricity “  annihilating ”  each other (Universe Around 
Us). By using the word “ annihilate”  they are taken 
to imply a loss of substance, which has been with­
drawn:, as it w'as created, by God.

That there is no loss of substance has the support of 
such as Professors Millikan, Harkins, Huxley, Thom­
son, and Jeans himself. The latter, after saying that 
these charges annihilate each other, goes on to tell 
us that the loose energy goes as radiation. In view 
of this we might question the advisability of using the 
word “  annihilate.”  Obviously, “  neutralize ”  is the 
word implied. We have to be ultra-careful when 
there is a possibility of theological minds mistaking 
annihilation of form for annihilation of substance.

What we have is simply a case of tangible mass 
passing into intangible radiation. This does mean the 
annihilation of the one and the creation of the other. 
It implies that that which was matter is now radiant 
energy.

Thus we must abandon Conservation of matter— as 
matter, and Conservation of Energy— as energy. 
“  Bottled up ”  w'e call it matter; unbottled, radiation. 
The sun, for instance, loses 250 million tons per 
minute in weight. These atoms, says Jeans, “  have 
disappeared, having been annihilated, and their mass 
is represented by the mass of radiation emitted by the 
sun.”  The weight of sunshine over a given period 
will thus be determined by the rate of atomic disinteg­
ration in the sun. What is loosened in stellar radio­
activity is accounted for elsewhere in the production 
of energy : —

^ettLocritus and Modern Science.

is a tendency in some quarters to exaggerate 
.. 0 changed conceptions which modern science brings,
■ !'d tlie reason is not far to seek. Science has strong
'list,
of °rical connexion with Materialism, and opponents 

the latter are quick to seize on anything which
to challenge the older theories. In doing this 

l0y naively imagine that any change must neces- 
r,Iy be anti-Materialistic, and therefore in the 

<>u of a return to the religious interpretation. They 
, c'om pause to consider the details of these changes, 

aen they do so they usually realize that the conflict 
ettyeen Christianity and Science still continues.1 
 ̂ae possibility never seems to occur to them that the

II Cf. Dean Inge : “  Those churchmen who airily declare 
,at there is no longer any conflict between Christianity and... .. ..... ......... ........ ....„..-„..I,..(i "-'ace are either very thoughtless or are wilfully shutting 

,.le’r eyes. There is a very serious conflict.”  (Science, Re-
K’°n and Reality—a Symposium.)

Thus the three major conservation laws [i.e., 
matter, mass, energy] reduce to one simple funda­
mental entity, which may take many forms, 
matter and radiation in particular, and is 
conserved throughout all changes; the sum total of 
this entity forms the whole activity of the universe 
which does not change its total quantity, but it con­
tinually changes its quality.” “ For ever solid 
matter melts into insubstantial radiation.” (Jeans 
—Mysterious Universe.)

Hence we may conceive a new law of conservation—  
the Conservation of Substance, which gives the 
Materialist and the monist all they require.

If disintegration occurs “  the process is that of un­
bottling imprisoned wave energy, and setting it free 
to travel through space.” (Ibid.)

Is the reverse process possible? If matter disin­
tegrates into radiant energy, cannot the latter collect 
into matter? Jeans does not think so, and here 
another argument is shot at the Materialist. Jeans

* Cf. his debate with Mr. Cohen, 1928.
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raises the question of a universe “  running down,”  
and the anti-Materialists immediately pounce on this, 
and declare once again that Materialism is impos­
sible, since a clock which runs down was once wound 
up, and hence God begins to appear as the Great 
Winder-up of the universe.

As a matter of fact there are theories claiming that 
the universe is capable of automatically “  winding it­
self up.”  But the Materialist has nothing to lose by 
assuming with Jeans that it will inevitably run down. 
What does this demonstrate? Annihilation? Dis­
proof of Democritus? Failure of Materialism? 
Decidedly not. It merely conceives the possibility of 
a universal state of equilibrium, wherein everything is 
so perfectly balanced that nothing happens. There is 
no loss of substance; nothing has been miraculously 
withdrawn by an omnipotent deity; the universe has 
simply reached a persistent state of inactivity. Every­
thing is there, but none of the parts changes its rela­
tionship with another.

Jeans, however, was challenged at the meeting of 
the British Association in 1931 by Prof. R. A. Milli­
kan (U.S.A.), and, to judge from reports, the Ameri­
can seems to have had the better of the argument. He 
claimed the ability to demonstrate on a small scale 
how atom-building may keep pace with radioactive 
disintegration.*

He has the support of Prof. Sir J. A. Thomson : 
“  There is no reason to suppose that the universe as 
a whole is running down.”  (Outline of Science.) 
New nebulae may be forming.

Two opposite processes seem to be indicated : —
(a) Atoms which are unbalanced (either from in­

ternal or external forces) emit radiation and lose 
weight. To make a pun of it, although they give 
out light they become lighter.

(b) In storing up energy atoms absorb light. 
(N .B.— Some of the rays in radioactivity, travelling 
at less than 600 tn.p.s. adhere to atoms, and become 
heavier.)

Remember, then, Democritus, who said annihila­
tion of substance was inconceivable. And remember, 
too, Spencer, who has a relevant chapter in his First 
Principles.*

The essence of Democritus’ position was the asser­
tion of a primary substance, of which all phenomena 
are formed, and back to which they go. There was 
no room for the gods, no gaps for them to fill. And 
that is what sound science is saying now.

G. H. T aylor.

3 Millikan bases his theory on the discovery of cosmic rays 
continually flooding through space; rays which are more 
penetrating than X-rays or radium rays. These rays may 
effect a process outside the Milky way, where matter is being 
built up by radiation. New atoms replace the old. This re­
mained conjectural until taken up by a colleague, Harkins, 
helped by Rutherford’s hint that sometimes a gas-atom, 
when furiously bombarded with particles of electriciy, will 
lose or exchange some of its own particles, and thus change 
its element. By using powerful electric bombardments Har­
kins found that an atom of nitrogen, following collision with 
one of helium at 11,000 miles per second, may change into 
a heavier element such as Oxygen. Here, then is a case of 
integration, not disintegration.

4 Untitled “  Evolution and Dissolution,”  which consist of 
an integration of matter and a dissipation of motion on the 
one hand ; and a disintegration of matter and absorption of 
motion on the other.

No one who has ever performed any great thing looks 
big upon i t ; those who have anything to boast of are 
generally silent on that head.— W. llazlitt.

Error is a hardy p lan t; it flourishes in every soil.
T upper.

Christianity’s Creditors.

It does not look as if the filing of the Petition for 
bankruptcy of Christianity can now be very 011 
deferred, and when the claims of her different cret 
tors come to be lodged they will make up an apPa 1  ̂
list. Christianity has for so long been subsisting 0̂  
the means of others, and failing to pay interes 
her bondholders that there is going to be an al - 
crash when investigations are finally completed, 
feels some considerable compassion for the Refffs 
and Official Receiver. The examination of the °P ’ 
the English Primate, the Scotch Moderators, an  ̂
Leaders of the English, American and Co onn 
Churches will take a long time, and no doubt liecesof 
tate numerous adjournments. But the Committc0 
Creditors composed of Humanists is determine ^ 
have things sifted to the bottom. The leading c 
will find the witness box a very different thing 
the pulpit. What has been done in secret must s 
be declared from the housetops. The bottom 
knocked out of the claim that Christianity is f°UI1̂ ]at 
on unselfishness and altruism. It will be shown 
Christianity has been the bulwark of vested 
tercsts all over the so-called civilized world. Am 
will be shown that it has derived its sustenance r 
borrowing or stealing the doctrines and ethics of P 1 
sophies that existed thousands of years before its 
The day of reckoning drawetli nigh.

For years a minority of thinkers have been 
vinced by irrefragable evidence of the cowart > 
meanness and selfishness of the Christian creed. ^ 
bert Spencer defined intelligence as an amalgam 
reason and feeling. Christianity has no such bala1 
It is all feeling and no reason. Inevitably, 1 ie t 
fore feeling without the association of reason m 
degenerate into sentimentality and a stupid em°  ̂
alism. Thus we have personal conditions of 11101 .,£ 
introspection and unnatural ecstasy and subJeC j 
disorders induced by high spiritual exaltation foll°"^ 
by correspondingly deep spiritual depression ‘ ^ 
melancholia. What is really alarming the Churc 
to-day is that the cry of aspiring Hum anity , 
ceased to be : What must we do to be saved ? 
has become: What must we do to be freed? . 
only the illumination of knowledge and wisdom 
can dissipate the darkness of ignorance and lê  
chase away the bogeys of our dreams and so paVC ^

fore truth. The cleric says : If facts do not fit in 'U
way to freedom. The clerical plan puts dogm-a 
fore truth. The cleric says : If facts do not fit in 9 
my creed so much the worse for the facts. ^  1
reductio ad absurdum. ,tia°It has ever been a favourite expedient of Chris11' 
leaders to proclaim that greatness and nobility V

flifl'b
sonal character is only to be explained by the P°'( 
of the faith. This is, of course, a libel upon
distinguished men and women who have persistently-

completely and in detail disclaimed any part or lot
- - . gre

the Faith. It is also a libel upon those w110 r.
frankly and actively hostile to all ecclesiastical , 
porations, implying as it does that they are debase 
corrupt, sensual, self-seeking and anti-social- ^  
libel to be a libel must be essentially false, and ^

afte1

■ iod-

is what this expedient is, as is daily being d isco '^  
by an increasing number of earnest enquirers 
the Truth— without qualification.

Take these lines from a religious monthly P ^ j^  
ical as indicative of a characteristically Chris 
method : —

Judge not! The working of his brain 
And of his heart thou can’st not see 
What looks to thy dim eyes a stain 
In God’s pure light may only be 
A scar brought from some well-won field 
Where thou would’st only faint and yield.
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Î'is is a representative example of Christian 
subtlety and sentimentality combined. Observe the 
jnbute that is paid to the hero who has won an 
•onourable scar which some Christian mistakes for a 

stain. But the hero, of course, must^honourable
1)e a son of God, who will discomfit other judges 
‘djout the quality of the scar. According to the clerics 
jhere can be no heroes apart from those of the House 
“old of Faith ! So line up in the queue and kiss the 
cr°ss if you hope to wear a Heavenly Crown ! Great 

d not ? Especially the pre-supposition of the neces 
%  for (in Christian philosophy) the perpetuation of 
conditions in which scars are received and inflicted !

^he same sentiment is to be found pervading an 
article by the Rev. Dr. James Black, of Edinburgh, in
the British
Used i;

Weekly of September 1. The argument

‘each
,ls to the effect that all nobility of thought and

filing, all that has ever been done for the emanci- 
^ tion , uplift and benefit of human beings by their 
illow men, must have a supernatural source na\
0t̂e that that source is the God whom the Athenians 

]■ ® not identify, and about whom they were “  en- 
cp  tened ”  by the Apostle Paul. It is actually 

that Supernaturalistic Divinity may co-oper- 
0] tyith Naturalistic Humanity! Was there ever 

glaring contradiction in terms ? 
b lristianity having so far wormed its way in as to 

c°me the established or Government religion of 
c 'tral countries has secured an intimate place in the 
tht 0lnS’ current language and work and recreation of 
0 1 populations of these countries; and that position is 
, y now menaced when members of all classes are 
h^nRir 
"'liters

ug to raise doubts and put questions. Secular 
are still to be met with (though not so fre- 

sJ t l y  as in the Victorian Era) who introduce the

SUd-c

Era)
Polarised words and phrases, which when read, 

îtest some supernatural significance.
"nianism has a big bill to render to Christianity. 

(] ‘ast weighty item in it (comprising resultant 
ll‘is and extras still being incurred) was the Great 

of 1914-1918. The scene is changed. It is 
; '^ians who are now confronted with the clialleng- 
ain accusation : “  You have stoned the emancipators

a Prophets!’”
I g n o tu s .

“ Powder and Shot.”

oi, ' 1 IUS who asserts lie is the representative of God 
iiaJ nr‘ h> and who is certainly the head of a large inter­
n a l  organization, has seen fit to denounce what he 

' fhe exaggerated nationalism,”  which seems to 
Vj0 Slipped the nations of the world. It is-quite ob- 
t0 £,s that there is a tendency on the part of all nations 
■ ry and wrest from others in the economic sphere, the 

markets which remain open so long as the present
<0\y
«ne,
«V: 
t,

'Dal distribution of the "world’s purchasing power 
sts-

ClriCll
and that there is, in the political sphere, another

"«Se
’’ey for nations to encroach upon each other’s an- 

territorial and treaty preserves. We could not, 
s],j 1 ’ t we wished, be unaware of the miseries and hard- 
aie  ̂ mhieh beset large masses of the people, and which 
bo.. c°nscrlucnt upon the above tendencies which the 
hi,t .Condemns, for they obtrude themselves too openly. 
g0v’ 11 any condemnation of the attitude of the world’s 

in permitting the continuation of the pre- 
bg stressful situation is to be voiced at all, it should 

the grounds that such suffering is unnecessary,
“*nee u • .i-qjj . c ls within the power of mankind to remove it. It 
for nills> however, for the Catholic press to find reasons 
iHet̂ °ndemnation which it considers are of greater mo-

How then comes it that his Holiness Pope Fius XL 
, 'its Nationalism on a level with Atheism and Commun- 

111 f The reason is simple. It is because in its godless 
nd evil form this Nationalism puts God behind and not

before country. It is embodied in the Pagan cry, so 
common during the war and so universal to-day, “  My 
country, right or wrong I”  (Catholic Herald, September 
i~. I932-)

These are strange words indeed to which the “  uni­
versal ”  church now gives tongue when viewed in the 
light of the “  Pagan cry so common in the war,”  for 
which they themselves were responsible. That the 
Roman Catholics of England, France and Germany were 
guilty of exaggerated nationalism during the war there 
is no doubt. They were encouraged to be so, regularly 
and vehemently by their “  spiritual fathers ” throughout 
that holocaust, as the following examples show :—

Oh God, Thou knowest the justice of our cause, Thou 
knowest that it is only -under the force of necessity that 
our people take up the sword. This is a war for the 
holiest, the highest that a people can possess, for the 
very existence of our Patherland . . . Almighty God, for 
the sake of Jesus Christ Thy Son, spread Thy almighty 
hand over Germany and Austria . . . Holy Michael, pat­
ron saint of the German people, be thou the leader of 
our armies . . . Let all Catholics in Germany and Austria 
find strength and courage at this time in Holy Mass.
(Daily Prayers During Wartime, by the priest Joseph 
Weeber.)

France stands for right, freedom and justice; Ger­
many on the other hand, for paganism and brutal vio­
lence. God will not allow the great cause for which we 
fight to be defeated by those who represent brutal vio­
lence and paganism. (From a sermon by the Archbishop 
of Paris, Cardinal Amette, on January 20, 1916, at Notre 
Dame.)

Heaven uses its own coin when it has debts to pay . . . 
the sacred and venerable face of honesty of purpose has 
been saved by England and the Allies from mutilation 
by poisonous and scratchy fingers. There is yet great 
work before us. Kitchener’s Empire Day is a long way 
off. lie —the country—wants more men. We must 
cripple and crush the desperate country whence spring 
barbarism and all the things of godlcssness for the sake 
of future humanity. (The Universe, March 23, 1915.)

Assuming, however, that the zealous nationalists in the 
priesthood have repented of their wartime folly, they 
have now the opportunity to become zealous internation­
alists at the bidding of the Pope. Even so, he will be 
disappointed to learn that the international flock is not 
following so unanimously as he would wish, for at Egar 
in Bohemia, M. Mager, a prominent Catholic, declared in 
a speech at a men’s festival in July th a t : —

It is just through religion that our nationality should 
derive inspiration and strength, so that it does not 
perish in the storms which assail us at the present time. 
For this reason we voice loudly, as German Catholics, 
our demand that our nation shall at least be given Ger­
man priests . . . Already we are faced with foreigners 
acting in the name of the State as police, as postmasters 
and postmen, as tax assessors and tax collectors, as 
stationmasters and porters; we are treated as a conquered 
land and as a conquered people; our administration is in 
the hands of other nations. Our every word and song 
is spied upon, but we will at least make sure that our 
souls also are not treated as conquered territory. We 
will, not be comforted at the altar, in the pulpit, in the 
confessional, on the sick bed and at the grave by a 
foreigner who understands our language badly and our 
souls not at all. (Dcr Atheist, Prag, September 1, 1932.)

When Mr. Chesterton was asked by Dr. Sheen (who 
has been called “  the American Chesterton,” ) to write 
an introduction for his book God and Intelligence. 
G.K.C. protested; “ I know nothing about philosophy.”
“ But,”  said Dr. Sheen, “  j-ou have written very excel­
lent philosophy yourself—your ‘ Orthodoxy ’ for in­
stance.”  “  I know,”  replied G.K.C., "  but that is 
popular, but yours is scientific.”  Then after a 
pause he added : “  Yes, I will write the
introduction. After all, we both belong to that
great Mystical Body, the Catholic Church, in which we 
can stand responsible for one another’s opinions. You 
know what I must believe and I know what you must 
believe I”  (Universe, July 22. 1932.

The naivete of these Roman Catholic “  intellectuals ”  
in matters of philosophy is no advertisement for Catholic­
ism, except perhaps that it is an honest advertisement of 
the absurdity of its dogmas. The profundity they dis­
play in these matters can be equally well expressed by 
children as the following conversation shows :—
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“ Our cat has got kittens. It is of great interest to the 
children. Four-year-old Mary and six-year-old Richard 
have talked to one another at length about it.

R. : Where has the tiny pussy come from ?
M. : From mother pussy of course.
R. : But where did mother pussy come from ?
M. : From her mother, silly.
R. : Yes, but what about the mother of the mother ?
M. : W ell she came from her mother.
R. : But where did the first mother cat come from?
M. : ? ? ?
R. : The dear Lord must have made her.
M. : There is no such thing as a dear Lord.
R. : Mm. What a pity.
After a lengthy pause : But there must have been a 

dear L ord; otherwise where else could the very first 
mother cat have come from?”

*  *  #

A  device which has often been used by the Churches to 
bring masses of the people within its suffocating embrace 
is again in evidence. The people are hungry, their first 
need is bread. What then could be more fitting than 
that they should receive what should be theirs by natural 
rights at the hands of Christian charity ? Everywhere 
we see the Catholic Church pretending to be on the side 
of the poor in order to excite their gratitude, and inci­
dentally to draw forth in the future their allegiance and 
cash. From Rome the Pope announces there is no un­
employment in the Vatican City where he has caused 
works to be started employing 5,000 workmen. From 
France we learn that sixty new churches are to be built 
of concrete in a devastated area to relieve unemployment. 
Now it is announced that a world-wide campaign of 
Catholic action is to be launched which is designed to 
have a “  great influence on questions which are agitating 
and disturbing the minds of- people in the world gener­
a lly .”  Furthermore we know that everything that is 
likely to imperil the Roman Catholic Hierarchy is ana­
thema to the Pope, and is described by him as a “  red ”  
menace. It is in order to prevent the growing element of 
revolt from being exploited by the “  reds ”  in America 
that Father Cox has put himself at the head of the Job­
less Party, as its candidate for the Presidency of the 
United States. In doing so, he is carrying out the wishes 
of the Pope, who wants to combat Socialism, on a pro­
gramme which has socialistic elements in it. According 
to The World To-morrow (September 14, 1932) he urges 
“  federal control ”  of banks and public utilities . . . 
tariff reciprocity and cancellation of war debts, “  pro­
vided, however, that no future loans be made to foreign 
governments.”  l ie  wants conscription of wealth, etc.

Father Cox hopes to poll 17,000,000 votes at the Presi­
dential Election. Those whom he is leading must have a 
care or else they will find all too quickly and too late 
that Father Cox has been engaged in misleading them. 
Was it not a priest, Father Capon, who on the morning 
of January 22, 1905, led the marching Russian workers 
to their bloody death before the Winter Palace of the 
Czar? This event and the consequent revolt resulted in 
the death of a thousand men and women. The “ Union 
of Russian Industrial Workers,”  which Capon led, was 
the invention of Subatow, who was chief of the Moscow 
political police. He created the movement as a safety 
valve for the dissatisfaction of the workers with their 
conditions, and was always fully acquainted with its 
plans and enterprises.

In Russia, the workers, led by the priest Gapon, were 
mown down by the Czar’s cannon. In America, 2,400 
Bonus marchers were led by Father Cox to petition the 
Government at Washington. They were dispersed with 
tear-gas bombs. What guarantee have they, while they 
continue to pin their faith to Father Cox, that next time 
they will not be received with tanks and rifle fire ?

G.F.G.

The genuine scholar retires from an unequal contest 
into silence and obscurity; the pedant swells into self- 
importance, and renders himself conspicuous by pompous 
arrogance and absurdity.— W. Hazlitt.
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The Secular Society, Ltd.
C hairm an— CHAPMAN COHEN. 

Company Limited by Guarantee

Registered Office: 62 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4. 

Secretary: R. H. R osetti.

T his Society was formed in 189S to afford legal security to 
the acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the 
Society’s Objects are :—To promote the principle that human 
conduct should be based upon natural knowledge, and not 
upon supernatural belief, and that human welfare in this 
world is the proper end of all thought and action. To pro­
mote freedom of inquiry. To promote universal Secular Edu­
cation. To promote the complete secularization of the State, 
etc. And to do all such lawful things as are conducive to 
such objects. Also .to have, hold, receive, and retain any 
sums of money paid, given, devised, or bequeathed by any 
person, and to employ the same for any of the purposes of 
the Society.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a 
subsequent yearly subscription of five shillings.

The liability of members is limited to £1, in case the 
Society should ever be wound up.

All who join the Society participate, in the control of its 
business and the trusteeship of its resources. It is expressly 
provided in the Articles of Association that no member, as 
such, shall derive any sort of profit from the Society, either 
by way of dividend, bonus, or interest.

The Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
Directors, one-third of whom retire (by ballot), each year, 
but are eligible for re-election.

Friends desiring to benefit the Society are invited to make 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favour in 
their wills. The now historic decision of the House of Lords 
in re Bowman and Others v. the Secular Society, Limited, in 
1917, a verbatim report of which may be obtained from its 
publishers, the Pioneer Press, or from the Secretary, makes 
it quite impossible to set aside such bequests.

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—

I give and bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited,
the sum of £...... free from Legacy Duty, and I direct
that a receipt signed by two members of the Board of 
the said Society and the Secretary thereof shall be a 
good discharge to my Executors for the said Legacy.

It is advisable, but not necessary, that the Secretary 
should be formally notified of such bequests, as wills some­
times get lost or mislaid. A form of membership, with full 
particulars, will be sent on application to the Secretary, 
R. H. Rosetti, 63 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.
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Mr.

CHAPMAN COHEN
(President National Secular Society)

WIT.I. DELIVER A LECTURE ON

“ TH INGS CHRISTIANS 
OUGHT TO  K N O W .”

R ED  LIO N  SQU ARE, W .C.i.

Doors Open 6 30. Commence 7 p.m.

ADMISSION FREE

l
------------------- — ------  j

ON !

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 18.

A  Public Discussion
BETWEEN

Mr. ARNOLD LUNN
AND

Mr. CHAPMAN COHEN-
'■I
j

|  Subject: \

( u That Materialism involves j 
the Suicide of Thought.” j

i

: Questions and discussion cordially invited. |

i CO LLECTIO N. I
•4

ADMISSION FREE.

Chair taken at 7  p m
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Revenues Of Religion, j

à

__ *

By

ALAN HANDSACRE.
A RECORD OP ESTABLISHED RELIGION. I 

IN ENGLAND. Ï

Official Facts about Church Revenues. 
History— Argun lent—Statistics.

C loth 2s. 6d. 
P aper Is. 6d.

P ostage 3d. 
P o sta g e  2d.

T he P ioneer Press, 6i Farringdon Street, P.C.4.

*4

SECOND EDITION.

M OTHER OF GOD
By

G. W. FOOTE.
WITH INTRODUCTORY NOTE

By

CHAPMAN COHEN.

Post Free - - - 2£d. r
T he P ioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C-4-

* ---------------------— --------------- ---------------------------------

) B L A S P H E M Y  ON T R I A D  j

,~ 4

I
DEFENCE OF FREE }

i

/

SPEECH
By \

G. W. FOOTE. j
j  W ith H istorical I ntroduction by H. C utner (

j  Being a Three Hours’ Address to the Jury in the Court f 
l  of Queen’s Bench, before Lord Coleridge on April ?
)  34, 1883. {

l Price SIXPENCE. Postage id.

A  D e vastatin g  D ocum ent.

( T he P ioneer PRESS, 61 Farringdon Street, K.C.4.
¿Jj

ROME OR REASON ? |
BY |

ROBERT G. INGERSOLL.
A Reply to Cardinal Manning. \

with I
Introductory Preface by H. Cutner.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.) j
Price 3 d . B y  Post 4̂  j

* 
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A) T he P ioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4-

Printed and Published by T he Pioneer P ress, (G, W. F o o t s  a n d  Co., L td.), <bi Farringdon Street, London, E.C *


