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Views and Opinions.

to
ar—And Peace.
,0*Her Disarmament Conference is in being and 
Certain thing about it is that the one subject that 
n°t be discussed is disarmament. The discus-

arinaments, the decreased size of guns, the restric-

Asi, 
the 
MU

0j°'ls Will revolve round the question of a limitation

tiii'1 tan^s to a certain size, of battleships to a cer- 
n tonnage, of building up only “  defensive ”  im- 

¡jjj eQts of war, of abolishing submarines for war 
P°ses, or of banning poison gas. And all the time 

Party in the conference will be considering by 
Mr Illeans he can gain an advantage over others

k

Wenig

Cl1 the war they are all there to prevent breaks out. 
,0,^-hile to all who can see beyond their noses it is 
H'in k̂ly ctcar that unless civilization ends war, war 
e]t. eil(t civilization. For a full century it has been 
ot,ai that one could not exist without injuring the 
t L‘l > now it is getting obvious that the two cannot 

together.
,)r my own part I  quite fail to see, save from the 

¡ ‘11(tpoint of cost and danger, what diSerence there 
5 etween two nations fighting with guns of a speci- 
, s'ze— even though such an improbable thing
^  "ried as nations keeping their pledges in a time of

M.
-and having a war in a go-as-you-please fashion.

o{ ^ a Sun that can only shoot a mile is a weapon 
v ^fence, while one that can shoot ten miles is a
tlieaP°n of attack, I do not know. Why a submarine

threatens merchant vessels carrying food to a
' ’"'try at war should be prohibited, while a top-water 
tSsel which blockades a country and prevents food 
f il in g  it is to be allowed, is, again, a distinction 
at leaves me puzzled. Neither do I see a very cogent

kill011 ôr calling those who drop bombs “  baby-
, ers,”  while refusing the title to those who starve«r-
\
% 
h

°Untry and so force the strong to surrender through 
’ starvation of babies, the aged and the sick. I 
°’dd have imagined that one method is quite as 

q"1. as the other, and that most men would rather see 
1<ar children meet a quick death than see them die a

lingering one owing to the absence of food or the 
presence of disease. Really, the sooner we face the 
fact that modern war is directed against babies and 
the aged quite as much as against strong, fighting 
men, the better for our intelligence and our humanity. 
Finally, I am dull enough not to be able to distin
guish between a war that kills a hundred thousand 
and one that kills a million, or one that costs a million 
a day and one that costs a million a year. War is 
war, whether on a small scale or a big one, and the 
sooner we cease to fog our minds with distinctions 
that will certainly be less recognized in the next war 
than they were in the last, the better for the future of 
humanity. When a uniform is regarded as something 
of which one ought to be ashamed and a battlefield as 
a degradation we shall see the end of war.

* * *
Making W ar Easier.

A  friendly reader asks, having regard to some re
cent notes on Armistice Day, whether I am an advo
cate of complete disarmament. Frankly, I do not 
know. It would be taking a great risk, and it is a 
risk that might end in disaster or in a striking revolu
tion that would close the era of militarism. My fixed 
convictions are that none of the present movements 
make for an end to war, except incidentally, and so 
far as they accustom the general mind to the possi
bility of settling international disputes by an appeal 
to a recognized tribunal. But I am quite sure that 
partial disarmament, which appears to mean no more 
than having wars that are not completely ruinous 
from the point of view of expenditure, and relatively 
less dangerous, to an unimaginative world, because 
there are fewer killed, are not steps of very great im
portance. Money can always be found for war, and 
all that war does financially seems to be to direct 
money, in different proportions, into various channels. 
Until war can eat up next year’s harvest and des
troy minerals that are not yet mined, I do not see that 
war makes the world less wealthy. There is a loss 
of good human material in every war, but the chief 
influence here is the type of character that is thrown 
up during a war, and which retains a prominent place 
for some time after war has ceased. The last war, for 
instance, here and elsewhere, has certainly not placed 
in control a type of character in which future genra- 
tions will find much to admire.

My fixed opinion is that the only way to end war 
is to make the idea of war objectionable and con
temptible to all. That involves making militarism ob
noxious, and divesting the profession of the soldier of 
the fictitious greatness and nobility and sense of value 
that now surrounds it. So long as the soldier is re
quired he should be treated as an evil necessity, and 
so long as standing armies are required they should 
be treated as blots— however difficult their removal 
— upon civilization. If we really believe that warfare 
is degrading, that militarism is demoralizing to the
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higher life of a people, and that wars breed greater 
evils than they remove, we should act accordingly. 
Youth responds to the dominant ideals of its environ
ment, and the environment is at present preparing 
for war— on a cheaper and slightly less dangerous 
scale than the last one.

* * *

A  R eal Day of Rem embrance.
It was because I hold this opinion that I said what 

I did with regard to Armistice Day. And I 
think I have as much right to say it as anyone in this 
country. For during the war the Freethinker did not 
hesitate to point out that the systematic propaganda 
that went on during the war would end in disaster, 
and the disaster would be the more assured if a 
decisive victory was achieved by either side. The 
state of the world to-day justifies what was then said. 
The world might have easily recovered from the war; 
it was ruined by the peace, and we are all— victor and 
vanquished— doing what can be done to keep the idea 
of militarism alive. So without asking for one nation 
to take the risk of setting the example of disbanding 
its army I have suggested from time to time methods 
by which we might kill the idea of war. And I now 
summarise these suggestions, with full permission for 
other papers to copy— as usual without acknowledg
ment.

Take first of all the use made of Armistice Day. I 
am pleased to note that many papers are now follow
ing our lead and suggesting— timidly— that we should 
make it a Peace Day. That might easily be done. 
To begin with there is no reason— save lack of imag
ination— why we should commemorate the dead of the 
last war any more than the dead of previous wars. In 
every war those killed were the sons, or the brothers, 
or the husbands of someone. There was no greater 
sorrow because a man was killed between 1914 and 
1918 than because of one killed in 1900 or earlier. 
Whatever there was heroic in a soldier’s life was pre
sent in previous wars as well as in the last one. So if 
we must have a day on which the nation pays homage 
to the soldiers who have died in battle, why not have 
a day that commemorates the deaths of all those who 
have fallen in war, whatever be the date or the 
occasion ?

Why stop here? If we do, we are proclaiming to 
the rising generation the fact that the only person to 
whose memory the nation pays this universal homage 
is the soldier. That at once lifts him above all other 
sections of the community. But the battlefield, ob
viously, does not create courage and loyalty and the 
capacity for self sacrifice. It merely exploits these 
qualities. Nor is the battle field the only place in 
which they are exhibited. There is the loyalty and 
courage and self-sacrifice manifested by the miner, the 
sailor, the doctor fighting disease, the mother who is 
ready to give her life for her children, the reformer 
sacrificing all, even the respect of his fellows, and the 
thousand and one acts of quiet and unrecorded hero
ism that does so much to raise our respect for human 
nature. Why not, then, turn our Day of Remem
brance for the “  heroes ”  of the last war into a Day 
of Remembrance for the heroic dead? That would 
be something to which everyone could give his un
restricted adhesion; and it would be giving a lesson 
at once helpful and elevating to the younger genera
tion. Of course, it has the drawback of not con
centrating attention on the soldier, and one must 
remember that when some years ago it was sug
gested that the soldiers at the cenotaph ceremony 
should parade without guns, the idea was promptly 
crushed by the authorities.

But this Day of Remembrance should not be a 
military display. Soldiers, so long as we have an 
army, should be represented, but so should every

fry all shoiil i°l t^ t  comnilmi’fy- Art, science, iiidus- 
b<! It should 1* u people’s day,

As it is it ,r!Tde- Xt should be a real Peace Day. 
that the 1 , sbort ° f  a disgrace to civilization 

nation should be represented by the soldier1 -* ->«i 01
alone. And the disgrace becomes an act of natio:-nal

hypocrisy when those responsible for . of
prate of the 
militarism.

horrors of war and their

probable
Some

A  F e w  Suggestions.
My other suggestions for making war inr 

are very simple, but less easy of execution, 
gave last week, but I will here summarise them, 
adding the others.

every
First, all military drill should be forbidden inOne of

educational establishment in the country, 
the clauses in the treaty of Versailles expressly Pr0‘ 
hibited military drill in schools and universities 111 
Germany on the ground that it led directly to mibtar‘ 
ism.  ̂ If that is so in Germany why is it not so 11 
Britain, France, Italy and elsewhere ?

should l*Second, military displays and parades 
discontinued in public, as well as military gl-■ uards mid

escorts in civic ceremonies. If guards are nece•" —ana ge
ilitary

and spectacular reviews should also cease.

for order the police are there, and they will nm _ 
than regiments of soldiers. Mihtar-'much better

“ tattoos”  and spectacular reviews snouiu 
None of these things have any value save as an 
vertisement of the high efficiency of the army 31 <,
fighting forces. It is either crass stupidity °r  ̂0f 
hypocrisy for people to shed tears over the men3 ,.
militarism while passing without protest public

vah'e' 

,uld be
plays that have none other than a recruiting 

Third, when a nation goes to war flags shot e
flown at half mast, not flaunted as though we ^
entering on something possessing, what the Bis ^  ̂
London said of the last war, “  a moral uplift- 
Ruslan’s advice were followed and all woffieU,, j)C
black during the duration of the war, that vv,-ould

much to the good. These things vvor.ild
be

ed tl>at
so
at least an indication that the nation recognize- ef 
for the time being it was being dragged to a 
culture level. The ancient Romans, when v'a 
on, closed the temples of peace. We are Cm>s ,, 
and we use our temples of peace to excite bloo< -

cfto serve as recruiting stations, to proclaim tba 
national God is on our side, and when the war is , 
we decorate our Churches with battle flags as a 
Indian decorates his wigwam with the scalps 0 

emies. , .
• = tl'ilNow there is nothing in these suggestions  ̂  ̂

could not be put into operation here and abroa >  ̂
men and women would get intelligently to w°rK' 
is the idea of war we have to kill, not merely t0 
at making it cheap and a little less dangerous. j, 
will never be stopped by either of these plans-  ̂ 0t 
to the credit of human nature that danger does  ̂
detract, it attracts. The task of the future is 
the warfare of life to a higher level than is exemP1̂  
by the barbaric conflicts of armies or navies, . jt 
war against ignorance, against disease, afb j5 
poverty, against the limitations of space and tiiBf'^ 
always with us and calls into play a nobler use 0 
best qualities displayed on the field of battle.

The choice before man is not really the choicC , 
tween war and peace, the choice to-day is bet'' ^  
different kinds of warfare. We have to choose

IN

tween the war of brute force that meets us iu e'\
if

tHebattlefield, and the war that strives to subdue 
dangers that front mankind from both its organic 
inorganic enemies.

Chapmen. CoS®1*'
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The Bishop Sums Up.

You do not believe, you only believe that you be- 
ieve.”—Coleridge.

Speedy end to superstition, a gentle one if you can 
contrive it, but an end.”—Carlyle.

Solemnity is of the essence of imposture.”
! Shaftesbury.

116 Bishop of London during his time has played 
! 'any parts, but he has almost invariably shouted at 

le top note of his voice. Hence it is somewhat sur- 
flsia£ to find his lordship in the role of a judge, 
Peaking, for once, with bated breath, if not 
' 'ispering humbleness. The case he dealt with did 
]0 c°ncern a backsliding parson in a barrel, but a 
!Uch more serious matter. The bishop had the 
easing duty of adjudicating on the merits of a news- 

'"Per published, many will regret to hear, on a Sun- 
. ' ■ The subject for discussion was “  The 

id’s Prayer,”  and the contributors were a very mis- 
e laueous collection of notorieties and nobodies, in- 
Uchng a magistrate, a minor poet, an actor and 

stress, a novelist, and so forth. Indeed, on the prin- 
diat the voice of the people means the voice of 

,riuh, the editor should have included both the office- 
l0y and his two grandmothers. Their opinions would 
Dot have been less valuable than the screeds actually
Published.
J o  wear the heart upon the sleeve for every daw 
 ̂ l)eck at is not usually an English characteristic.
ut the way these contributors screwed up their cour- 

a8'e and risked their intellectual reputations amid the 
and pitfalls of theology, should entitle each of 

'em to the Military Medal or the Victoria Cross, 
Specially the lady novelist who actually suggested an 
p ĉed literary flourish at the end of the “ Lord’s 

ra.Vcr. ’ ’ This was the most original of all the contri- 
pUtiotrs, for it foreshadowed a combination of “ Our 

ather”  and “ Rule Britannia,”  and almost made one 
""k that the papa in question was a quarter-master- 

Sergeant or peppery colonel on the retired list, 
p i He poet was really poetic, for he said the “  Lord’s 

rayer ’ went far beyond the bounds of any Church, 
n't he did not state definitely how many feet that 

"dually meant. Indeed, the rest of the contributors 
" ure so cloudy and chaotic that the bishop in his 
s"mming-up remarked on the inarticulateness of truth, 
and said that this ought not to be mistaken for unbe- 

But the converse might also have its truth, 
be peroxide lady who remarks “  My God, what a 

'a t!”  might not actually be a communicant at the 
j'eighbouring church. Nor is that lady more intel- 
fctual than Herbert Spencer, who, in the course of a 
»e’s study, found no proof of deity in the universe.

his summing-up the Bishop confessed that he 
"as impressed by the reverence of the numerous con- 
bibutors. In my mind’s eye, Horatio, I can see that 
naughty editor smiling at the simplicity of bishops, 
dect Street is but a stone’s throw from Farringdon 

“beet, but an editor never rings up the Freethinker 
°ffiee for a Freethouglit expression of opinion. If he 
bnnted such a thing that same editor would face a 
lr'Ug party of newspaper directors the next morning 

'*ud be seen no more. And he knows that solemn 
buth and acts accordingly.

The dear Bishop criticizes the contributors, but he 
‘ays himself open to criticism in his turn. Rebuking 
‘Hose who lay more stress on the Christian Bible than 
J  Christian Church, he says emphatically that the 
bhurch wrote this Bible. If so, the priests are actu
ally responsible for their Scripture from the first mis- 
‘ake in “ Genesis”  to the last error in “ Revelation.”  
^nd this disposes at one fell blow of the wide-spread 
belief in the actual “  Word of God.”  Accuracy is 
n°t the bishop’s strong point. Apologizing for the

frauds and follies of the Church, the bishop protests 
that Omnipotence works through men and women, 
who are themselves imperfect. Tut ! Tut ! The 
polite snake in the Garden of Eden was not a human 
being. And the loquacious donkey of the prophet 
Balaam was not even Simian. Nor were the ravens 
who fed Elisha vicars in mufti.

We have no desire to be too unkind to the Bishop 
of London. He is not by any means the worst of the 
present-day ecclesiastics. He has done something to
wards keeping the really serious question of the exist
ence of Freethought in the public eye. Unlike his 
Romish colleagues, the bishop knows that Victoria 
Park, East London, and Hyde Park, are not situated 
in Moscow, and that the Freethought leaders in this 
country are not all Russians. He should not, how
ever, allow himself to be led too easily by the nose by 
publicity-loving newspaper editors. Press sympo
siums are farcical, to say nothing harsher. To com
mission articles on theological subjects from a care
fully selected list of notorieties is not quite the same 
as a pitiless popular judgment.

Such symposiums are conducted in a balloon, re
mote from the actual world and real people. The 
articles printed are simply plausible excuses for the 
retention of the Christian Religion, which is a vested 
interest. Thus to take refuge behind subterfuge re
veals a lack of real courage. Nor is much intelligence 
suggested by the ridiculous notion that “  Omnipo
tence ”  needs such bolstering and blustering.

This blustering is not confined to the editor. The 
Bishop of London himself pretends that he is a des
cendant of the apostles who started the infant Chris
tian Church, and of which the founder is quoted as 
having said : —

On this rock I will build my Church, and the 
gates of hell shall not prevail against it.

Leaving aside the Infernal Regions, what has this 
Bishop’s Church done in this England of ours? This 
particular church has a score of representatives in the 
House of Lords, and the recorded votes of these lawn
sleeved ecclesiastics are sufficient to rouse the hostility 
of all right-thinking persons, and to show how far 
removed from democratic ideals this Church of 
Christ. Bishops voted against admitting Noncon
formist to University degrees, and against removing 
the civil disabilities of Roman Catholics, Jews, and 
Freethinkers. They opposed the introduction of free 
education, and voted against admitting women as 
members of London Borough Councils. None voted 
for the abolition of flogging women in public. They 
opposed the provision of seats for the use of tired 
shop-assistants. Scores of measures for the bettering 
of the condition of the working classes have been op
posed by these bishops. To put forward the 
absurd claim that civilization itself derives its 
impetus from priests’ abracadabra would be 
laughable if it were not pitiful. Civilization is not 
the product of lialf-wits, and never has been so bank
rupt of intellectual resources as to rely on witch
doctors for guidance. For priests and witch-doctors 
are as much alike as the upper and lower jaws of a 
crocodile.

M imnermus.

AUTUMN,

Ash and elm and beech and oak,
Clad in Autumn’s patch-work cloak;
Torn by wind and soaked by rain,
In the wood and in the lane.

A.C.W.
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Bogey, Bogey!

T he Spiritualists have succeeded in landing a biggish 
fish in the person of an ex-moderator of the Kirk of 
Scotland— the very Reverend Noonan Maclean, D.D. 
— Senior Minister of St. Cuthbert’s, Edinburgh, and 
one of the King’s Chaplains ! Wherefore the Spook 
Raisers rejoice and are exceeding glad and have pulled 
oil a big spiritualistic demonstration in the great 
Usher Hall, Edinburgh, with Dr. Maclean presiding 
and an exponent of “  the Etheric ”  giving the ad
dress.

It is significant that a meeting of this kind should 
have been so well attended in Edinburgh of all places 
— the citadel of Presbyterianism. The Anglicans look 
to Canterbury as their spiritual home— the Roman 
Catholics to Rome— and Presbyterians the world over 
to Edinburgh. Shades of Chalmers, Begg, Rainy 
and Whyte, what is this that has come upon us !

Faith is evidently to be no longer the substance of 
things hoped for— or the evidence of things not seen. 
For the spiritualists offer demonstration in place of 
faith : they declare that they possess evidence of com
munications between denizens of this world and deni
zens of a world beyond the grave.

A  Congregational parson, the Rev. Dr. Rees 
Griffiths, of Edinburgh, in an article in the Scotch 
issue of the Daily Express shrewdly attacks the posi
tion of those Christians who have chosen to embrace 
Spiritualism as being agreeable to and in consonance 
with the fundamental teaching of Christianity. He 
even boldly beards Sir Oliver Dodge, who like the 
lecturer in the Usher Hall, finds eternal life and the 
answer to the riddle of the Universe in the blessed 
ether. “  E ther!”  in effect says Dr. Griffiths, “  What 
is ether but matter refined?”  Consequently, it does 
not cease to be matter. And science has shown us 
that it can gauge and follow the movements of atoms, 
electrons and protons. They are all really just matter. 
What the true Christian believes in is something 
which is the antithesis of all matter and materialism, 
namely the Spirit of God and its manifestation in the 
souls of believers according to Christ’s teaching. It 
is not only a matter of bringing the faith into con
tempt; putting forward pretended proof as a substitute 
for it; but in the end of the day Spiritualism reveals 
itself as a misnomer. There is no spirit or spiritual
ism about it. It is concerned only with matter— how
ever refined and rarefied— but nevertheless matter.

As an Old Freethinker one is glad to have this 
clerical recognition of an argument which has been 
used by Freethinkers for many years. What is the 
Spiritualistic game any way ? Is it anything else but 
the establishment of a rival cult to dish Christianity? 
The Spiritualist (falsely so-called according to Dr. 
Griffiths’ argument) says Christianity after 2,000 
years has failed to save humanity— not because 
its teaching is false, but because its teaching 
has been wrongly interpreted. We have spoken in
correctly and foolishly of that bourne from which no 
traveller returns; while in very fact there are fre
quent visits to us of those of our relatives and 
acquaintances who have died, and wlio are even now 
anxiously desiring to have a chat with us; but we are 
gross and have not spiritual hearing, sight and pene
tration. We may however (if we are not sceptical) 
get into touch with our departed friends— even see 
and hear them— through the help of certain highly 
psychic personalities called mediums— on terms. 
These individuals realize that close to us and all about 
us are inhabitants of the unseen world. Indeed, the 
unseen world is so close to us that we have just to put 
out a hand to touch it.

No doubt one reason for the following that spirit-

ith
ualists have secured is due to the decline of the a ^  
As time goes on it becomes less and less poss1  ̂
capture the tribal spirit of fierce fanaticism 1 ^ ^  
which Jehovah was worshipped. Increase 0 
ledge, greater intercourse between nations an jy 
tural cosmopolitan developments have been ^ 
responsible for the ebbing of enthusiasms in re  ̂
Here then, say the necromancers, wizards an ^  
cerers is our opportunity. Man gets no answer ^
God— he even sees no promise of relief from _ .s
yond— he is getting impatient, if not disgUSte ^  
on the point of giving his God the sack l,crC 
come in ! _ , nd

Spiritualism is just one of the great evils tha  ̂
possibilities of growth because of the Great ' a • 
is in fact one of its most sinister results. _ 0 ^  
methods are not militant— they are insinuating- 
approaching the Church it disclaims an}7 disagree® 
with Christian doctrines. On the contrary, d °^ g 
professes to amplify, interpret and fulfil them m 
light of experience. This insidious propagan a . 
secured the patronage of titles and influential nai j 
and the hoi polloi are still greatly at the mercy 
titles and their “  betters.”  Therefore it is n° 
difficult to fill even such a building as the Edin ur^  
Usher Hall with an expectant throng of people w  ̂
have never done an atom of thinking for themse 

Old-fashioned Christians, for whom Dr. Gri 
speaks, of course, take the same view of the 0 ^  
world ”  that spiritualists pretend to represent, as ' 
Freethinkers do of any alleged supernaturally"c° 
trolled state of existence. They regard any 
munications from or with the world beyond as diabo 
cally inspired and directed. In other words 
vasty deep from which messengers appear at seanC. 1 
is simply and solely Hell— the nether half of the w°t 
beyond. If, looking at the present state of human' D 
one could still believe in the government of a  ̂
almighty intelligence, how could he regard that® 
telligence as other than diabolical ? If there be a Gj*  ̂
he is anything but justice— anything but love. *  ̂
imagined glories of Heaven are the phantasms 
delirium, neurosis, hysteria, or drugs. _ t ,

There is another aspect of the growth of Spir^ua 
ism which is of disturbing interest to all Protestants^ 
who in all conscience have not their troubles to sec 
in these days. The organization of Spiritualism mean 
further disruption in the ranks of Protestantism. Wl" e 
in front are the opposing forces of Rome and on 
right flank the persistent franc tireurs of Rationalist’ 
there now appears on the left flank the distracting Fa ' 
talions of the Spookists with their treasonable pr^P3 
ganda, which has already led to partial mutiny! The 
shifts and devices Protestants resort to for the pnrp°ie 
of minimising their distress would be comic if they 
were not tragic. They had a short way with witche5 
once. They are finding modern wizards a toUffker 
proposition.

iGNOfUS-

Since brass, nor stone, nor earth, nor boundless sea, 
But sad mortality o’ersways their power,
How with this rage shall beauty hold a plea,
Whose action is no stronger than a flower?
O ! how shall summer’s honey breath hold out 
Against the wrackful siege of battering days,
When rocks impregnable are not so stout,
Nor gates of steel so strong, but time decays ?
O fearful meditation! where, alack,
Shall Time’s best jewel from Time’s chest lie hid?
Or what strong hand can hold his swift foot back ?
Or who his spoil of beauty can forbid?

O ! none, unless this miracle have might,
That in black ink my love may still shine bright.

Shakespeare.
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Mr. Lunn and Evolution.

p,c7 °wn attitude,”  says Mr. Lunn, “  is one of com- 
t .e agnosticism so far as the modus operandi of 

” ution is concerned.”  (Flight from Reason.)
\\l' 1 SUrê  this is an admission of the significance of 
slt'Cl Mr. Eunn seems to be quite oblivious. He 
a , . ts f°ur ways in which evolution is conceivable, 
0t 111 every one he employs God. He will not hear 

Evolution without God. He accepts God’s hand 
tinUlC v̂°lution, and says he is not sure of the 
to 1I.Iler in which it works. But if he is in doubt as 

le manner of evolution how can he assert with 
ip Cê ee ° f confidence that there is a God behind 
fr’ Surely we judge whether there is purpose or not 
no n file way in which the process works. It will 
(] < 0 even to look at the fruits unless we have evi- 

('c of intention in the first place. And it is grossly 
-^entific to assume purpose, before you have satis- 

yourself that the manner of the process is indi- 
jn °f purpose (let alone knowing nothing of an 
¡l^’fion). It is putting the cart before the horse, 

generalization before the details and particulars. 
c r- Eunn, in effect says, “  I know there is a pro- 
s 'S| but I cannot understand how it works. So I 
j ^ °Se there must be a purpose in it. This purpose 

°d’s.”  j  cannot fathom the behaviour of Jones,
So I expect he is honest.

h.
■»_. r A. I N-  10 uv/iiwot.

e‘ .r- Eunn is postulating unverifiable final causes; 
1 ,ls exalting Plato at the expense of Aristotle. His 
kslc fs espoused to the “  vestal virgin.”  It will 

ar no fruit.
°W on the other hand the modern Materialist is 

, ° "Eo has arrived at his theory of godless evolution 
c- Cr studying the process,, i.e., after gleaning suffi- 

knowledge to dispose of the God-hypothesis, 
ysteological facts alone are a damning blow to 

 ̂r> Eunn’s theory. “  You speak of useless organs,” 
j r' fays to the Materialist, ‘ ‘ but are they useless?

se lf at the thyroid.’
an ambitious task.

Mr. Eunn has indeed set him- 
Let us ask him to explain the

"klity of these : appendix, ear and scalp muscles, 
"nUsed hog’s toes, hermaphroditic futilities. A  
°nger list is in waiting.

* * *

j main contention of Mr. Lunn against material- 
ar‘c evolution concerns “ stability of type.”  “  There 
,,ev fixed, well-defined species.”  1 he says, in effect, 
c. °u cannot show me intermediate forms. You 
j ltl°t show how, when, and where reptiles changed 

0 birds; I see a sudden jump from no wing to 
'uSs; where are the half-wings, the rudimentary 
l,1Ss? I accept succession, but why should it be 

j. hetic succession? James I. succeeded Elizabeth, 
p1*' be was not descended from her. Fish— reptiles—
0 as—.mammals— and then mail. Yes, I accept the 
S| er of succession, but it is so in Genesis. Can you 
*j.j°vv me links between one species and another? No.

* *  why shouldn’t I prefer the Genesis explanation 
succession ?”

j °fore considering whether the existence of species 
j capable of explanation without recourse to Genesis, 
(|Sl,ggest to IMr. Lunn that while there is in the liypo- 

fcsis of genetic evolution a self-evident reason for 
( Session, there is no such in Genesis. According 
' lbe former, the complex is dependent on the simple, 
'c‘ must therefore follow it. An almighty Evolver 
,°ald not have to experiment for millions of years on

1 'aples, and might also be expected to display some
, °re than elementary ability to learn from mistakes 
f a i l u r e s .  ___________________________

j * 1 atn keeping to Mr. I.unn's usage of the word species, 
the sense of classes (birds, mammals, etc.).

Let us see, however, whether the fixity of species is 
quite what Mr. Lunn thinks, and whether such stab
ility will admit of naturalistic explanation. I am 
mainly basing my remarks on material from the 
numerous biological sections (by Huxley, Thomson 
and Keith) in the Outline of Science, and from Hog- 
ben’s lecture on The Origin of Species.

In the first place, the sharp classifying of animals 
into categories is embarrassed by the existence of 
anomalous intermediate forms like the Australian 
duck-billed platypus and the worm-like anthropod, 
Peripatus. Thus (following the work of Johannes 
Muller and Cuvier) comparative anatomy turned at
tention to the possibility of a process of species form
ing through the ages. It gradually became apparent, 
as more was known about the succession of animal 
forms, that the divergent forms which exist to-day 
were preceded by forms of a more and more general
ized type in the past. The further we go back in the 
history of any group the less do we find the same 
pronounced differences that exist in the contemporary 
members of that group.

In other words, the differentiation into definite 
species is a comparatively late and continuous event 
in the evolutionary process. There was once a time 
when there were no species, i.e., when life had not 
had long enough to vary itself. Species have arisen 
in the process. They were not created ex nihilo, 
one after another, by God, as Mr. Lunn implies.

This is no new theory. It was enunciated years 
ago by Wallace.

Species, then, evolve during the process of evolu
tion. We have seen, moreover, that they evolve in 
connexion with the process.

But do they arise in connexion with anything else, 
other than the process, with something, or somebody, 
that uses the process to get a foothold (like Lodge’s 
Life), or as material for operation?

To answer this we must enquire, what reason, if 
any, is there to believe that the evolutionary material 
is itself capable of manifesting succession of species, 
or is there here some gap in our knowledge which 
leaves open any possibility of there having been addi
tional factors at work (Vital Force, God, etc.). In 
three words, what causes variation ?

Can variation be placed in the causal scheme of 
determinism, or is it essentially the work of an in
dependent force. If the former, species are the 
natural outcome of genetic evolution. If the latter, 
there is room for Mr. Lunn’s hypothesis. It is a per
fectly clear issue.

The desire to avoid a tangent necessitates here the 
adoption of a somewhat dogmatic and final note,a but 
according to the accepted principle of genetic varia
tion, it is an experimental fact that new and trans
missible (hereditable) properties come into being in 
the causal process of natural generation. (For ex
ample, a controllable agency, exposure of parents to 
X-rays, has produced mutants in the case of the fruit- 
fly Drosophila). I add Prof. Hogben’s conclusion : —

“  The existing divergence of specific characteristics 
is the outcome of a natural process of generation 
operating over long periods of geological time.”

What does this mean? Simply that there is no 
need for the intervention of God : there is no room 
for the Divine Hand in the creation of species. Let 
us now take our argument a step further : —

Species arise not only during, and in connexion 
with, but out of the everlasting process.

But Mr. Lunn clamours for transitional forms be
tween one species and another. There ought to be 
more transitionals than species, he remarks. The

2 It is hoped in a later article to deal more fully with 
variation.
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emptiness of this is apparent when one pauses to con
sider that in that case there would merely be a re-ad- 
justment of our already arbitrary landmarks. Mr. 
Eunn will not have Archaeopteryx (the bird with 
definitely reptilian characters, now extinct), at any 
price, so we must offer him the Echidna and the duck
bill (which lay eggs and yet suckle their young), the 
flying fish which stays in the air for perhaps 300 feet, 
the climbing perch of India which goes on land and 
climbs trees. The whale’s ancestor had four legs 
and walked on land, while certain snakes have traces 
of feet. And as Thomas Huxley observes : “ Certain 
questionable forms of sea life belong to a sort of bio
logical no-man’s land.”

Finally, it is unscientific to expect interfertility of 
the various groups, or to infer distinct creation from 
the sterility of hybrids. Various determinable physi
cal factors are at work. In one of his lectures Mor
gan remarks: —

There is no one problem of the infertility of species 
or . . . the sterility of hybrids, but many problems, 
each due to differences that have arisen in the ger
minal material (which) may affect the mechanism of 
fertilization or the process of development, produc
ing some incompatibility.

Or, in Hogben’s words : —
There is no mysterious wholeness about the 

species3 barrier.

The barrier may arise {e.g.), through some anatom
ical differences in the structures associated with the 
copulative act. (In two strains, Barbadoes and Rum- 
fries, the male of the latter cannot successfully tread 
the females of the former, owing to the respective ab
sence of neck hackles and tail feathers : each is, how
ever, interfertile with other breeds of domestic fowls.)

In the better known case of the donkey and horse, 
it is actually possible to identify the “  sterility fac
tors,”  which pertain to the structure of the chromo
somes. Differences of shape and size prevent the 
chromosomes from pairing in the reduction division,4 
the result being that no ripe sperm is formed in the 
testis of the mule. Other cases are discussed in Crew’s 
Animal Genetics. In the light of modern research : —  

There is no reason to regard the origin of species 
barriers as an essentially different problem from the 
origin of varieties. (Hogben.)

*  *  *

In conclusion, Mr. Eunn declares himself ready to 
affirm, even if he were convinced that man’s body had 
come by descent, that his mind was born of another 
source.

The main lesson of evolution is that it is not con
fined to this or that aspect of existence. Evolution is 
a key to many problems. It explains the existence, 
not only of Mr. Eunn’s body, but even of a certain 
belief of his that there is a benevolent and powerful 
deity, who watches eagles descend on lambs, and is 
indifferent to the smothering of robins in snow.

G. II. T ayi,or.

3 The word species is here used in the Linnaean sense, 
denoting groups whose members breed readily with one 
another.

* Huxley is lucid on this matter in his popular work, 
What Dare I Think T

Sunday to the godly is a day of low tones, its minutes 
go muffled by; to the children of the godly it is an 
eternity. To the ungodly it is a day jeopardized by an 
interest in barometers that is almost too poignant. To 
one man it is an interruption of the week, to another it is 
the week itself, and all the rest of the days are but 
preparations for it.— E. V. Lucas.

November 27,

An Incident and a Moral.

In Sydney (N.S.W., Australia) we are 
a

ney (-LN.O.W., A1USL1 ililcl ̂ WC U.J.V. witnessing, T'f4
now, a spectacle that must further degrade the church a  
whatever hold it continues to have on the community. 
The annual Anglican synod is being held, presided over 
by the Archbishop of Sydney. Among the matters rc 
specting which a ruling was sought was the filling of a 
pulpit in one of the parishes. To this the Archbishop 
had appointed one cleric, greatly to the dissatisfaction ol 
a number of the members of the parish, who had in vie"' 
for the position some other cleric. The complaint by 
these was that the Archbishop had exceeded his powers.

Come, now, to the jest of the whole proceedings.
The matter was duly mentioned; but it was unani

mously decided that before discussing it there should be 
fifteen minutes’ prayer, with a view to inducing a bc- 
befitting atmosphere, and avoiding even the appea«ncC 
of passion and anger!

Then the discussion began. It extended over the better 
part of two whole evenings. What effect had the prayer ?

* Indeed, atHeated words were frequently exchanged, 
times these suggested a common political brawl 
a

finally’

effect’

nes xnese suggested a common political uiaw.. - 
vote was taken, the decision being in favour 0 

Archbishop, with such pleasing and Christianly re. 
that—in the words of one of the Sydney daily newspai ^ 
reports—the members of the defeated party refusei 
accept the proffered hands of the victors! ^

Sydney, in common with so many other parts 0 
world, is in the grip of a terrible depression. RCP 
are that pretty well a third of the population are ^  
sisting on the slender relief given by the Governing11 
known as the dole. Side by side with this a disas r 
general strike is threatened. Therefore, most Pa 
in comparison was the squabble before the synod.

Yet those professing a belief in prayer had, m 
the selfishness and audacity to seek to divert the a ^ 
tion of the Almighty from the deep, common suffering , 
the community, and bestow it exclusively on the snb)  ̂
as to whether the one or the other of two clerics sbo 
occupy a miserable parish pulpit!

There remains, too, the fact— as clear to the mem ’ 
of the synod as to everyone else—that their prayers "  
distinctly not answered.

The calm they sought was absent from the gather'fl̂
In this way, the members of the synod are faced "  

one of two alternatives— either they were insincere W ^  
prayer in which they engaged, or the result proved, c' 
to them, the futility of prayer.

A t any rate, the whole proceedings must have 
generally beneficial effect, so far as regards the Pub ’ ’ 
in clearing away the cobwebs of superstition from 
minds of many where they still lingered.

F. HjLl"
Sydney, N.S.W.

FEARS AVAUNT.

Let no lamenting cries, nor doleful tears,
Be heard all night within nor yet without:
Nor let false whispers, breeding hidden fears, 
Break gentle sleep with misconceived fears,
Ect no deluding dreams, nor dreadful sights 
Make sudden sad affrights;
Nor let house fires, nor lightning’s helpless harm6
Nor let the Puck, nor other evil sprites
Nor let mischievous witches with their charms,
Nor let hobgoblins, names whose sense we sec no*> 
Fray us with things that be not.
Let not the screech owl nor the stork be heard;
Nor the night raven that still deadly yells,
Nor damned ghost called up by mighty spells 
Nor grisly vultures make us once afeared :
Nor let the unpleasant choir of frogs still croaking 
Make us to wish their choking.
Let none of these their dreary accents sing;
Nor let the woods them answer, nor their echo ring'

(From Edmund Spenser’s "  Epithalamium, i 595-)
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Acid Drops

years 
from individual and 

We have 
All it means is that

<°rtl Ponsouby, writing in the Listener, says that the 
' ,’C. outlook has so broadened of late years that a 

(]CriCs °f six talks on a future life 
1Vergent points of view ” are to be delivered. 
eaj"̂  this kind of thing before. All it mea~_ __ 
r°bably five out of the six will be delivered by people 

s' 0 believe in some sort of a future life, and a sixth by 
01110 °ue who can be trusted not to make a direct attack 
11 the Christian conception of a future, and who will 
,l.' due tribute to the beauty of the belief and express 
Tret that he cannot share it. How can it be otherwise 
' letl the address will have to be submitted to the 
ju'sorship of a body that has publicly announced its in- 
011tion of doing what it can to prevent the decay of 
'dstiauity. Men who can be trusted to represent 

"nilts of view should be trusted to say what they think
to be 
a bod

proper, and should decline to be censored by such 
y as the I3.11.C.

There are three reasons, among others why a man 
t>°es to Church. One is because his wife takes him, 
pother is because he wants a wife to take him, 

0 third is because some other man’s wife takes him. 
le pastor in charge of the Coalfields Methodist Mission, 

I l,llth Kirkby, advertises for those who have no sweet- 
'eart to come to his mission as that “  is not a bad place 
0 hwd a sweetheart.”  He explains that courting is 

1’lllch cosier done in his mission than in the streets. 
.. he need have to secure crowded meetings are very 
>'u lights or private compartments with accommoda- 
1011 for two.

Tlie English Churchman is wrath with Hr. Barnes for 
lls speculations as to the origin and future of the world 

of mankind. “ As the testimony of a Christian 
•shop to the origin and destiny of man we cannot besi

de to describe this address as deplorable.’ ’ The "vague 
<ui<i extraordinary inventions of speculative science” are 
'v° are informed, “ transcended in sublimity and force ” 
T “ the answer of divine revelation ”  to these questions.

should prefer to say that the most unlikely specula- 
>°iis of science are more probable than God’s first garden 

Tarty, not to say more sublime.

. d good sample of what passes for controversial courage 
,n spiritualistic circles is to be found in a leader on the 
Trinistice Day celebrations in Two Worlds. The 
Writer tells of a mother whose boy was “ posted missing” 
during the war. She went to a seance at which he spoke 

her, told her he had met his father “  elsewhere,”  and 
îat they were both waiting for her. To the present day 

•he War Office has not been able to give any information 
'diout that boy; “  but his mother knew within a few 
decks of his ‘ passing over ’ that lie was intensely 
alive.” Now comes the amazing courage of the teller of 
this tale. “ .Suppose,”  he asks, “ the boy is not dead, 
'*"d that he turned up somewhere?” What would the 
"arrator do? “ We would go on every platform on 
dhicli we have related the story and admit the facts.” 
tt is a long time since we have come across such a reck
less promise. The boy has only been “  missing ”  (at 
least) fourteen years. He may turn up at any moment!

The audacity of the Churches in claiming credit for 
Ocular improvements in social and industrial conditions 
knows no bounds. A good example comes from a ser- 
Uion by the Bishop of Blackburn at the induction of a 
Uevv Vicar at Nelson. Referring to the “  development of 
philanthropy in a hundred forms by Government, muni
cipal and private generosity during the recent past the 
bishop declared that “ there was no lack of a spirit of 
social service,”  but “  there is a very real danger that it 
•nay be divorced from the spirit of religion.” To begin 
With, “  philantlirophy ”  is hardly the name for social re
form which is paid for by the community. Such reform

has done much to wipe out the humiliating and patroniz
ing “  philanthrophy ” that characterized the eighteenth 
century, and which was very much informed with “ the 
spirit of religion.”  Soup and blankets as a substitute 
for decent wages and conditions showed the “ religious 
spirit ”  at its worst. Since the Bishop admits that “ there 
is no lack of a spirit of social service,”  it is clear, that 
his fears are justified, and that this spirit has grown up 
by the progress of education and humane ideas, and, so 
far from its owing anything to religion, its most stubborn 
enemies have been of the household of faith.

There are some good Samaritans in Pineville (U.S.A.l 
called the Associated Charities. They got up a scheme 
to help the unemployed. Men from needy families had 
to work eight hours a day before they got one dollar of 
relief. Then one of the mines shut down and the miners 
came to the Associated Charities for relief. These bene
factors made arrangements with the mine owners to per
mit those who received relief to work in the closed mine. 
They got 25 cents for loading five cars a day (each car 
holds about a ton and 200 lbs.) For up to nine cars they 
got 50 cents, and for ten or over one dollar— from the 
Associated Charities. The mine-owners got the labour 
for nothing. Such is Christian charity in Piueville, Ken
tucky.

The University of Pretoria, South Africa, is 
going in for what it calls a 100 per cent 
Afrikander policy. It is not yet definitely settled 
(The latest paper we have seen is dated October 
iS), but the proposals are to give the University 
a definitey religious character, and to compel Professors 
and the staff generally, to attend at least one service 
every Sunday. Of course, there will be a religious test 
for all appointments. Pretoria appears to be going back 
to the Middle Ages. But it is time that the Freethinkers 
in the whole of South Africa became a little more active 
and venturesome than they have been. There is only 
one way to stop these religious backwoodsmen, and that 
is by hitting back. Appeals to decency and justice, 
where religion is strong, are as useless now as ever.

We read the other day that American undergraduates 
are very dissatisfied with and shocked at the amount of 
“ irreligion ’’ in English Universities. They intend send
ing a body of educated and thoroughly religious young 
men to “  put over ’ ’ Christianity on our own unhappy 
infidels, and they are actually optimistic of a glorious 
revival. We suggest that one of the happy ones lets these 
Christ-like missionaries know of the existence of the 
N.S.S., so that they could try and convert some of our 
members first. What heavenly rejoicings there would 
be if half the N.S.S. were converted ! What about the 
“  Oxford Group ’’— who are really an offshoot of some 
American revivalist— having a “  feeler” first?

A Glasgow Christian has written to the Glasgow press 
complaining bitterly that the Fublic Libraries have not 
been supplied with “  Revival ”  Literature. One feels 
sure that the Secularists of the “  Second City ’ ’ will cor
dially support him in his complaint. But they may 
fairly suggest to him a reasonable corollary—or quid pro 
quo— as what is sauce for the goose is sauce for the 
gander. Will this gentleman equally support the claim 
of the Secularists for more Rationalistic Literature in the 
Public Libraries; and that these Libraries should be 
open on Sundays for the convenience of readers and 
students who cannot visit them on other days ? Come 
awa’ noo, Sir— Fair Ilornie—Eeeksic— Pccksie !

Christianity has its funny sides. We read recently 
of the Lord Provost of Edinburgh, who is an eminent 
Presbyterian, having, along with a Presbyterian cleric, 
attended the opening of a Synagogue. His Lordship
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also appeared at the ceremonial opening of a Roman 
Catholic school. Is the Christian Mission for the Con
version of the Jews really a serious proposition ? And 
when the Chief Magistrate of such a Protestant Citadel 
as Edinburgh assists at the opening of the Roman Catho
lic school, it looks precious like an olive branch held out 
to Papa of Rome! But Protestants need be under no 
illusion. If Christendom is ever united Protestantism 
will figure in the union as “  the young lady of N iger! ’’

Necessity makes bad bed-fellows, and that the forth
coming celebrations of the centenary of the Oxford Move
ment should be lauded at a meeting of the Protestant 
Dissenting Deputies is on a par with the general tendency 
among Christian bodies at this time to scratch each 
others backs. Mr. Bernard Manning, a Fellow of Jesus 
College, Cambridge, who did this laudation, pointed out 
that the early leaders of the Oxford Movement, like the 
dissenters, “  stood for the Crown rights of the Lord 
Jesus and for the impropriety of control of the Church 
by a secular body like Parliament.”  Mr. Manning omitted 
to mention, however, that the Dissenting bodies, like 
the Anglo-Catholics, are quite prepared to have the 
State’s privileges and protection although they resent its 
interference. According to Mr. Manning “  supernatural 
religion and liberty” are both in jeopardy, but he admits 
that “  in some countries the struggle for freedom is in 
the hands of the enemies of supernatural religion. Noth
ing could be more obvious than that the latter develop
ment has arisen because in all countries supernatural re
ligion and liberty have been foes and not comrades. His 
hope that “  neither liberty nor religion ”  may perish “ in 
an age which seems unfriendly to both ”  has no chance 
of fulfilment. Servitude to God and liberty for man are 
and always must be irreconcilable both in men and 
in nations.

An old Methodist says that “  Evangelize or perish ” 
is the cry of the new Methodist Church, but it must 
begin with us members.”  Things must have come to a 
pretty pass when there are so few real believers among 
Church adherents that this suggestion seems a happy 
one—namely, that the present customers of the Church 
need converting to Christianity! By the look of things, 
the kind of members the Church has is hardly the 
material to bring about a “  revival ”  among the irre
ligious.

A London reader of a religious weekly thinks that the 
policy of “  making the Church attractive to the young 
people ”  is a failure. He suggests that providing games 
and other amusements has proved inadequate for keep
ing the young people in the churches. He explains this 
on the following grounds— “ The days are past when the 
Church was the only centre for respectable entertainment 
and recreation.”  Apparently the young people have dis
covered that they have been deceived. The elders of the 
churches used to tell them that “  outside’ ’ amusement 
would lead them into bad company and ungodly habits. 
And the young people have discovered that their "  pro
tection ”  were merely piously prejudiced and narrow
minded. A most unfortunate discovery for the churches !

Writing to a daily paper, the Rev. M. de B. Scott, of 
Swanage, avers that the Christian religion is the happiest 
and most helpful thing in the world, but only when one 
realizes the need for repentance and the certainty of for
giveness. The Christian religion, one gathers, resembles 
the nostrums sold by quacks. These will cure anybody, 
but only when he can be made to realize—by the gentle 
persuasion of advertisement—that he is in real need of 
the nostrum. The first step is important— convincing 
people that they need the remedy. The loss of business 
among Christians quacks to-day is due to the fact that 
people nowadays are so difficult to convince that they 
stand in need of repentance. This doesn’t give the

Christian quacks a fair chance. The good Lord should 
be asked to inflict on the world an epidemic of credulity'

From Psychic News :_
tight the Anti-God Campaign with God’s Weapon--- 

Prayer, ’ and “ Send Donations Large and Small i°i t e 
‘ City of Prayer Fund.’ ” This is from an advertise
ment published by The Seekers, Queen’s Gate.

Now, why must money be mixed up with prayer. 
We have heard of prayers for money, but never—except 
in the Roman Catholic Church—money for prayers.

A possible explanation of why money is thus mixed up 
with prayer is that the main quest of The Seekers is 
money,  ̂and that they know something about the art 0 
separating pious fools from that commodity.

“  Remembrance Day ”  is now over. And all the P  ̂
sons may certainly congratulate themselves on  ̂
splendidly they kept religion in the picture, and _ 
cleverly they exploited a nation’s sorrow. At this ] 
ture, they will probably be willing to admit, atnoi „ 
themselves, that the war had its advantages—for them-

The Rev. F. Brompton Harvey says : "  ‘ In the be
ginning, God.’ It is impossible to exaggerate the sig
nificance of these first words in the Bible.”  Their only 
fault is that they don’t tell us anything about how God 
“ began.”  If everything must have a First Cause, why 
is God exempt ?

A religious contemporary remarks that :—  .
R. II. Hutton observes of George Eliot’s loss of fei 

“  The remarkable point is that George Eliot felt herP 
relieved of a burden rather than robbed of a S11 
spiritual mainstay.”

The point is really not remarkable in the light of the.J^ 
that George Eliot was a very intelligent woman. I t lS 
the nature of the religious ass to believe that the buri 
on his back is what keeps him from falling down.

It was rather thoughtless of a reader of a daily pap01  ̂
mention the Sunday broadcast service and then to as 
“ Cannot we be cheered up a bit on Sunday?” ^ .1 
were a real Christian he would appreciate that it is sl1! 
ful to wish to be “  cheered upon Sunday.” Sunday ’’ 
the day when Christians reflect upon their immortal sou h 
and their ultimate destination , and upon the “  'vr;1 
to come.”  These are hardly cheerful topics. And so tn 
Christian has a pious remedy for cheering himself UP'" 
he congratulates God on his cleverness in selecting hiw 
for everlasting life. He doesn’t put it quite like that- 
But it is the substance of all the praise he sends up alo1 
on Sundays.

Fifty Years Ago.
— —

M. D uceerc, the French Premier, is going to present a 
Bill ratifying the treaties concluded by M. De Brazza 
with the natives on the Congo River. This is a fine 1° ' 
stance of the exploitation of “  savages ”  by Christian 
nations. A free and independent explorer goes out 
somewhere, gives away a few pounds of beads, and get’’ 
the native chief to make a mark on a piece of rag. This 
is said to be a treaty, and the free and independent ex
plorer makes it say what he likes. By and by traders 
come, claiming certain privileges on the strength of the 
marked rag, with gun-boats to back them. Quarrels 
ensue, and the gun-boats nearly depopulate the district- 
When three-fourths of the natives are dead, the report 
reaches Europe that all is quiet. This is called civiliz
ing the heathen, and it certainly is a very pretty pro
cess, but not for the heathen.

The " FreethinkerNovember 26, 1882.
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TO CORRESPONDENTS.

' ’• Gosijng (Fortis Green).—Thanks for your apprecia- 
Publicly-owned services are hardly in the same posi- 

" as trading organizations competing with individual 
, ,rs- A recent campaign to deprive co-operators of 

,,, ain advantages re taxation failed, and our reference 
,ls to the attacked, and still existing, exemptions. The 

Paragraph attacked not Co-operation but the Established

rayson.— It is a pure advertisement so far as the paper 
ta't°nCerne<P The Bible is quite safe from the kind of at- 

ck you indicate, but if particular passages were printed 
ind' S6n̂  through the post the sender could be legally

' iusoN.—As you suggest, the wreck of the Mission ship 
nrinS a storm, which is legally an act of God, after all the 

i rayers said for its safety, is good evidence of the value of 
prayer.
ti- (Streatham).—The “  Monkeyville ”  Trial was in 1925. 

f S- (Watford) says that we seem to forget “  that parsons 
 ̂ ar° men after all.”  They so seldom remind us of it.

Wyke.—Thanks, but the incident is rather too far 
removed from date as an item of news.

,e "  Freethinker ”  is supplied to the trade on sale or 
return. Any difficulty in securing copies should he at once 
reported to this office.

êcu âr Society, Limited Office is at 62 Farringdon 
6ireet, London, E.C.d.

T] ‘
* National Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon 

^eet, London, E.C.4.
, ctters for the Editor of the "  Freethinker ”  should be 

a<*dressed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.
 ̂ ên the services of the National Secular Society in con
nexion with Secular Burial Services are required, all com
munications should be addressed to the Secretary, R. H. 
R°scttl, giving as long notice as possible.

Rrjends who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 
°y marking the passages to which they wish us to call 
Mention.

®rdcrs for literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
°f the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4, 
and not to the Editor.

'Tune "  Freethinker ”  will be forwarded direct from the pub
lishing office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) :— 
°ne year, 15/-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.

^  Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
File Pioneer Press,”  and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd., 

Clerkcnwell Branch.”
‘Cclure notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
C-C.4 by the first post on Tuesday, or they will not be
inserted.

Sugar Plums.

Jo-day (November 27) Mr. Cohen will visit Glasgow 
'Hi wip lecture in the McLcllan Galleries, Sauchiehall 

J.. rect, at 6.30, on “ A World Without God.”  Admis- 
i 0,1 will be free, but there will be a collection and a 
"’über of reserved seats at one shilling each. We hope 
'"t Glasgow friends will make it a point to bring along 

1 Christian friend.

was called under the joint auspices of the National 
Secular Society and the Rationalist Press Association, 
and every endeavour will be made to see that the cen
tenary celebrations are worthy of the man and the 
cause. The actual date will not arrive until September, 
1933, but there is none too much time to do what the 
Committee has in view. The aim is to make the cele
bration a nation-wide one, and to secure appreciation of 
Bradlaugh’s many-sided activity.

Meanwhile we shall be glad to hear from anyone who 
has in his or her possession cartoons, or other pictorial 
matter, or old press notices illustrating the life of Brad- 
laugh. Every care will be taken of these and they 
will be returned when done with. There was a very rich 
crop of cartoons and notices—mainly abusive, during 
the height of the Bradlaugh struggle, and someone 
might have made a collection and kept it. Its use 
would be invaluable just now.

We are glad to leam from Mr. J. T. Brighton that the 
campaign carried on during the summer months was 
highly successful. A  meeting of Branches and repre
sentatives and friends in the Tyneside and Wearside dis
tricts is to be held in the Welfare Hall, 1 Front Street, 
Chester-le-Street, to-day (November 27) at 7. There will be 
several speakers, and it is hoped to be able to draw up 
plans for continuous meetings during the remainder of 
the winter season. Mr. Cohen hopes to be able to pay a 
visit to the North some time in the New Year.

With reference to the gramophone record of a speech 
by Mr. Cohen. The subject is “  The Meaning and 
Value of Freethought.”  It is a double-side record, and is 
expected to be ready for sale by December 10. The price 
will be two shillings, or by post, carefully packed, two 
shillings and sixpence. The record will make a very 
nice present to a Christian friend.

Our valued contributor, Mr. C. S. Fraser, recently sent 
the following letter to the News-Chronicle on the ques
tion of Sunday films :—

Sir,—The Bishop of Croydon’s scheme to set up an 
independent committee to censor films which are to be 
shown on Sundays is to be commended on religious 
grounds for several reasons. First, it will relieve the 
Board of Film Censors of most of their work by eliminat
ing all undesirable films. For obviously if a 
film is not fit to be shown on Sundays, it is not 
fit to be shown on Mondays or Tuesdays. Secondly, it 
will ensure the showing of films on Sundays which no 
one will be tempted to pay for admission to see, and 
will thus induce parents to dispose of their children by 
sending them to Sunday School, even if it does not in
duce the parents themselves to go to church. Thirdly, it 
will probably in the end compel most cinemas to close 
altogether on Sundays, and this will surely result in per
suading the public to put into the collection plates the 
money which they would otherwise spend upon entertain
ment. It is possible, of course, that some of this money 
might be spent in public-houses—but even so that would 
be good for trade, wouldn’t it?

f̂r. Colicn will not be speaking much in London this 
j""son, but he will be at the Stratford Town Hall on 
‘Member 4. His subject will be “ The Psychology of 
"lief.”  There are a number of lecture slips printed, and 

: Secretary of the N.S.S. will be glad to hear from 
,ast London Friends who are willing to Assist in their 

‘"stribution. Trams and omnibuses from all parts of 
tendon stop outside the Town Hall doors on Stratford
toadway.

j, A meeting of those interested in the celebration of the 
’radlaugh Centenary was held on Thttrsday, November 

’A and an Executive Committee elected. The meeting

A TASTE OF MR. DOOLEY.

The .Simple Life : No, Sir, they aint any simple life. 
There’s on’y life. It’s a kind iv an’ obsticle race. 
Sinnin*. repentin’, sinnin,’ repentin’. Some can jump 
high : some can’t jump at all. Thim thet jumps highest 
hev furthest to fall. Those that go farthest are warned 
oil fr’ foulin’. A man’s no more thin a man, an’ he has 
as many things in him, any wan iv thim li ’ble to go 
wrong without a moment’s notice, as all tli’ injines, tools, 
lamps, an’ other hardware figures iv speech in a prize 
pome. He has to make his clumsy repairs while undher 
full headway. Lucky man if he staggers into port with
out havin’ caused too many shipwrecks on the way over.
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“ Powder and Shot.”

Some crumbs of comfort are offered for the delectation 
of Freethinkers by a French priest, Father P. Don- 
cœur. He says that a decline of suitable aspirants for 
the priesthood continues to grow year by year. If 
the same rate of decline continues, he estimates that 
the sacerdotal body of France would disappear by the 
end of the present century. He says that from 1903- 
30 the number of curates has diminished by 7,200, and 
those of parish priests by 4,415, and this in spite of an 
increase of population of 2,834,000.

If the Catholics are so sure as they have said they 
are, that the French Government has learned to come 
to heel and not snap at the Catholic Hierarchy, it 
should not be difficult to settle the migrating Spanish 
in France to overcome the apparent shortage.

* * *

The Spanish Minister of Justice has placed before 
the Cortes a Bill to regulate the position of the State 
in regard to religious societies. It is designed to 
guarantee absolute freedom of conscience and permits 
individual religions to be practised in the Churches, 
Religious meetings, processions, denominations, etc., 
are only to be allowed outside the Churches after the 
sanction of the appropriate Governmental authority 
has been obtained. All Church officials must be 
Spanish citizens, and evrything appertaining to Catho
lic culture, the Churches, seats of the Bishops, semin
aries, convents and other buildings, together with all 
other things used in the practice of that religion is to 
be declared the property of the Nation. It is how
ever to be put at the disposal of the Church for re
ligious usage only. Individual property is only to be 
allowed if it serves purely religious ends; and only 
then if it is proved to be indispensible. Religious 
societies are not to be allowed to interfere in politics. 
They are to be forbidden to teach or to deal directly 
or indirectly in commence, industry or agriculture, 
and members of religious societies who wish to sus
pend such activities are guaranteed the protection of 
the State.

Our German contemporary Der Funke (October 
10, 1932), comments upon the Bill as being: —

' An orderly document which limits the Catholic 
Church to these sources of strength which officially it 
proclaims as being all-important ; to the lire of the 
sacrament and the preaching of its message. The 
carrying out of such legislation would go to prove 
how much of the power of the Church springs from 
these religious factors, and how much exists thanks 
to the political and economic influence which the 
Church has gained for itself, and to its domination 
over the schools. We are convinced that the Church 
will stand 011 very weak props indeed if the sug
gest limitations are carried out.

It is to be hoped that this Bill will escape the 
mangling which its predecessor received at the hands 
of citizen Zamara’s Ministry.

* * *

After such a recital of the growing influence of 
secularism in some countries, it would be as well to 
show with what powers the secular movement has still 
to contend. In Düsseldorf the police are the 
guardians of the peoples’ morals. A  public meeting 
was organized by the League for the Protection of 
Mothers at Neuss to be addressed by Frau Maria 
Hodann, on the “  Tragedy of the unwanted child.”  
Although this meeting was not of a political character, 
the promoters thought it would l>e better to acquaint 
police headquarters of their intention to hold a meet
ing to make sure that it would not be disturbed. After 
great delay the police graciously gave their sanction 
but on condition that Frau Hodann was not allowed

to speak. This naturally brought protests from the 
League, but their consequent appeal to the Govern
ment President at Düsseldorf lay unattended for three 
days. A t noon on the very day of the meeting a 
decision was received to the effect that the meeting 
had been forbidden altogether. No doubt the 
decision was made on the principle that “  he who pr°‘ 
testeth overmuch shall receive such treatment as "hi 
make him forget this habit.”  The refusal to alio"' 
the meeting to be held was made on the merest sus
picion that it might grossly violate the susceptibilities 
of the population of Neuss. Actually, as the Director 
of Police at Neuss let slip, “  In Berlin Frau Hodann 
can speak of course. The people there are broad
minded. But here in Neuss they are too narro" ■ 
“ T h e y ” is the Catholic Church and the Centre 
(Catholic) Party who predominate in that district. 
The priests do not desire the people to talk on sexua 
matters. In Neuss the police do everything to hinder 
the "  01k and progress of the League. Hardly 3 
meeting is held which is not threatened to be banned 
at the last minute, while the police make use 0 
clauses 200 years old to vindicae their decisions. Under 
one paragraph they can forbid the exhibition of “  un‘ 
chaste things, or this reason the League never 
recommends or exhibits in its public meetings birth 
control appliances, as German law regards these things 

’ unchaste.”  But to speak on the fact that un 
wanted children do exist, that tremendous poverty 
abounds and that prevention is better than procuring 
abortion has not, up till now, been prevented by any 
law. As for protecting “  the moral feelings of the 
population of Neusse,”  could not those who felt that 
their feelings might be outraged stay at hime? Fra» 
Hodann has spoken at many places in the Rhineland
on similar subjects, and there has never been any sig11
of complaint on the part of the population regardm 
the possible hurt to the susceptibilities of its mo 
feelings.

Father Owen Dudley, reporting in the 
Herald (October 10, 1932) said : —

Bolshevism in Russia is a system maintained - 
compulsion and force . . .  In 1918 the Red Ie 
began . . . Under it atrocities were practised • •
against nil reported guilty of counter-revolution- •
acts or talk . . . Priests were buried alive, thro 
into quicklime, cut to pieces, frozen under 1 
crucified.

Well, Father Dudley must not take it amiss if "  j 
cast doubt upon these statements. We have hea  ̂
similar yarns before, namely in the early months^1 
the World War', when nationalist feeling was be'1’ 
manufactured night and day by the machines of 
capitalist Press. But let us even give Father Dn<B 
the benefit of the doubt, and just for the sake of arg" 
ment assume that these crude stories of revolution3 - 
atrocities in Russia have some morsel of truth in the'1" 
Then we would like to draw Father Dudley’s attc" 
tiou to the following.

The Daily Worker (November to , 1932) quotes 1 
following from a deed of a.d . 964 granting land 1 
Hampshire to Winchester Cathedral : —

If, however, any bold and presumptions pcrS° f 
should attempt, from desire of profit, to violate a 
reduce (this grant of land) let his name be expunpU 
from the #ook of Life and let him be thrust f°’  ̂
from from the gates of Paradise by the authority 1 
Blessed Peter, chief of the Apostles and janiter of t 1 
Kingdom of Heaven. Let him be consumed by ”  
eternal fires of the p it; let him be suffocated in i" 
stinking hat river of Aeharon (a river of pitch); y. 
him be justly damned by God and all the saints 1 
eternal puishment and to miserable slavery; unley’ 
he shall make good that which he has presumed 1 
take from the possessions of Christ.”
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According to the story of the Catholic priest, the 
‘Sheviks’ political power has been used in precisely 
® same way as “  God ”  is going to use his power 

", en they ])resent themselves “  at the gates of Para 
,lse- ’ Catholics can have no doubt that the 
’ ,nilgbty has the power to do the things he says he 

(1°- The whole structure of the Catholic Church 
|U)Ul(l l)e shattered by such a doubt. Therefore quite 

artkiy \ve fail to see what Catholics have to squeal
‘ °out when their own tactics are used against them. 
Ur - - .....................>s it that they think the God Almighty has given 
,,leni yet another monopoly besides the one

truth ” ?
G.F.G.

of

Christianity and Pleasure.

is not without significance when a priest of the 
^°nian Catholic Church preaches a sermon in which 
JlL' inveighs against pleasure and the enjoyment, in 
arge measure, of the good things of life, by the 

Seneral body of people. This is a serious business 
'Westion as far as his Church is concerned. The 
|̂ onian Catholic Church appeals to the senses by her 
festivals and ceremonial performances; and any 
eounter attraction that takes hold of the masses to a 
Kreat extent is seen to be dangerous. Dangerous, 
fi'at is, until the Church can obtain control of the 
ltleans to pleasure, and then if the pleasures are taken 
sadly, and the sorrows of life are taken joyfully, the 
Rood son or daughter of the Church need have no 
*ear. An occasional visit to mass, and regular contri
butions to the coffers of the Holy Father will work 
bonders.

ft would be foolish to imagine that the average 
Attest desires to eliminate all pleasure from the world. 
**e has been brought up in a Church that is wise 
enough to know the needs of what she so often calls 
ftail humanity. The priest knows that some form of 
^taxation must be indulged in by human beings, 
Fbile for the majority it must be in the form of excite
ment; and for many the form of pleasure is of the 
'v°rst kind. He knows also how easy it is for the 
theologians to invent all kinds of sins in connexion 
*ith the pleasure seeking of their fellow-men, who 
are so prone to excess. If there were no sins to be 
c°tnmitted in pleasure-seeking; if men and women 
always took their enjoyment with restraint, this side 
°f life Would not greatly concern the clergy.

As it is the priest can always issue his warnings of 
the danger in pleasure-seeking; and, if the various 
sources of pleasure appear to be developing out of 
hand as far as his Church is concerned, he can ful
minate his denunciations all the more. Not because 
he is so greatly concerned about the morality of the 
"orld, and the ruination that is to follow pleasure- 
seeking; but because it is sinful to enjoy life except 
ln- ways provided for or permitted by the Church.

If all the Cinemas in Europe belonged to the Catho- 
hc Church, there would be no sermons preached 
Against the films. In fact, they would be instruments 
m the hands of Divine Power.

It is when an institution of pleasure-making is a 
Counter-attraction to the services of the Church that it 
•s attacked as a place of evil. A  good Catholic may 
even Yo-Yo, provided he does not become so devoted 
n Yo-Yo-ist as to neglect the mass and the contribution 
box. One wonders whether His Holiness ever has a 
game of Yo-Yo.

In the Bootle Times for August 26, 1932, there is 
reported a sermon of Father H. V. O ’Neill, which was 
delivered at a local Roman Catholic Church. The 
Rev. Father speaks of to-day’s abandonment of

Christian principles of morality and the way in which 
the world is reverting to the old pagan ideal of 
pleasure, and pleasure alone, as the ultimate object 
of the individual. He says, “  anything that tends to 
interfere with material, sensual happiness must be cut 
out,”  according to a large percentage of people to-day.

As is not infrequent in sermons the Rev. gentleman 
refers to ancient pagan morality as if it consisted of 
one complete body of teaching, followed by, as its 
natural outcome, one form of living, and that of the 
most sensual kind. He wishes his hearers and readers 
to infer that in both Greece and Rome, prior to the 
appearance of Christianity, morality was at a very low 
ebb everywhere. That there was neither light nor 
leading to be had from any philosophy or religion; 
and that hardly any men and women of good moral 
living were to be found. A  position about as foolish 
as that of anyone who might say to-day there is 
scarcely a good-living Christian man or woman to be 
found because there is so much immorality reported 
by the newspapers throughout the Christian world.

That there is a great deal of immorality in the 
world to-day, just as there was in the old pagan 
world at certain periods, is quite true; but this is no 
justification for denouncing pleasure-seeking as a 
means to happiness as if it were the only way in which 
immoral living can be brought about.

Admitting that many forms of pleasure lend them
selves to the development of immoral tendencies, it 
would be very difficult to prove that pleasure-seeking 
is the supreme cause of wrong doing, or that it is the 
only breeding-ground for ill-spent lives. It should 
not be necessary to press home the fact at this time of 
the day, that the business world is as vast a field for 
the indulgence of immoral activities. Many a hard- 
headed business man, who in his eagerness to “  get 
on,”  spends little time in pleasure, is as immoral as 
any inveterate seeker of pleasure in the most, so- 
called, worldly sense possible.

If the Rev. Father desires to improve the morality 
of the world, he should take life as a whole and not 
select the sphere of pleasure-seeking as if that were the 
only part of man’s life in which he could go astray. 
He should try to educate people in the way of living 
more balanced lives; teach them to cultivate the satis
fying of their desires in a rational and restrained 
manner; teach them also to conduct business with 
reason and as a means to a better social life. This, 
however, is more than his Church has ever dared to 
attempt as her main objective. She has ever sought 
to establish and maintain herself as an institution in a 
position to control the lives of the people for her own 
ends. She knows full well that if she were to succeed 
in training men and women to live reasonable lives 
with regard to business and pleasure; if as the result 
of her teaching they came to enjoy happiness, in right
ful measure, by every possible means, whether of art, 
science, literature, or any other way, after the con
duct of the days’ industry and commerce, they would 
cease to need her as a church. Indeed, she would out
grow herself as an organization for exploiting the 
many in the interest of the comparative few.

The Catholic Church dare not attempt to solve a 
fundamental social problem in thoroughgoing manner. 
It is safer to attack pleasure-seeking as a reversion to 
pagan morality; or, if the wrongs of the business 
world are touched upon, they must be dealt with as 
sins in the sight of the Lord; which can be atoned for 
by due attention to the behests of the Church.

Like most Christian priests and ministers, the Rev. 
Father O’Neill fails to draw the conclusion that the 
irrational pleasure-seeking which goes on amidst 
Christian people is no compliment to Christian train
ing.

Had Christianity been all that it has been repre-
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Bented to be, it ought long ago to have trained the 
Christian world in the way of right living, in every 
sphere of activity. Its own failure to accomplish 
something worth while, and of permanent social value, 
is but reiterated every time a priest bewails the moral 
degradation of Christian people, and castigates them 
for their wickedness.

This, however, is done by Father O ’Neill with a 
sense of self-righteousness on behalf of himself and 
fellow Catholics, by asking what we can expect when 
so great a part of the non-Catholic world would 
divorce religion and morality. As if the lives of 
Catholic men and women were at all times examples, 
of high moral living, to their fellow men.

Doubtless, this is the regulation way in which a 
priest dopes his faithful flock. Telling them by impli
cation that the world would long ago have gone to 
ruin had it not been for such people as themselves; 
although the majority, if not all, of his listeners must 
have confessed their own sins that very morning .

There is nothing like telling a wrong-doer that the 
man who lives next door to him is sure to be a bigger 
sinner, because he believes in a different religion. It 
has the tendency to endear the man who listens to such 
helpful words to his church for life.

Possibly Father O ’Neill knew that hardly anyone of 
his flock would take the trouble to examine the history 
of the Catholic Church for the purpose of checking his 
implication concerning the moral beauty of a Catholic 
life. The rev. Father can, himself, hardly be ignor
ant of the moral depravity of many of the Popes and 
higher ecclesiastics. Nor can he have failed to make 
himself acquainted with the fact of many of the clergy, 
throughout Europe, having from time to time lived in 
degradation and a life of pleasures of the worst kind. 
While, if he would but draw a lesson from his own 
experiences as a priest it should not be difficult for 
him to realize that cant, humbug, lying, thieving, mis
conduct in matters of sex, and numerous other wrong 
doings are rife in all grades of Roman Catholic 
society. Otherwise, how does he explain the con
tinued existence and popularity of the Confessional?

After retailing the old, old story about trying to 
please God being the true criterion of conduct, and 
Jesus having come to reveal the new or Christian law, 
Father O’Neill goes on to ask, “  Fuller excitement, 
newer sensations, flaunted liberty, rejection of all 
restraint— are not all these becoming more manifest 
as the tendency of the day?”

That this is true no serious observer of modern 
life, I think, will deny as far as a large section of the 
community is concerned; but this is not the first 
period in history in which pleasure-seeking has been 
overdone by many. Nor is this the first period in 
which the Catholic Church has failed to offer a lasting 
solution of the problem of training people to take their 
pleasures in moderation.

The solution is to be found in a widespread recon
struction of social life that will make it possible for 
men and women to find happiness, instead of 
drudgery, in industry and commerce, so that pleasure
seeking will become but a different means to the at
tainment of a happy life. As it is, the stress and, too 
frequently, oppression of the business world produce 
jaded nerves which are revived by many in brief hours 
of excitement, and suppressed desires which others 
try out of despair to relieve vicariously in spells of 
dissipation.

A  better ordered society would make possible the 
attainment of many a cherished ambition, and would 
open the way to thousands whose happiness could be 
increased if at the end of a not overstrenuous day in 
industry or commerce they found themselves fresh 
enough to cultivate a corner in the garden of art, 
music, literature, drama, science, or some form of

recreation.
Man has a right to happiness, which is essential to 

the cultivation of the best type of manhood and 
womanhood, and the realization of a high form of 
civilization; but it must be attained as the result of 
rational conduct if it is to be of lasting social value. 
This involves a reorganization of society that will not 
only remove much of the stress from the lives of many, 
but will also eliminate those who seek the worst forms 
of pleasure as a relief from the vacuity of their com- 
paritively unoccupied existence.

Everyone should try to get the best that is possible 
out of life, with due consideration for his fellow-men, 
and this is not to be accomplished by asking, with the 
Rev. Father O ’Neill, “ Is it not true that the Laws of 
God should be remembered?”

As with other things, the pleasures of life are not 
wrong of themselves, but only to the extent of their 
misuse; and the priest-ridden would do well to ponder 
the words of Anatole France.

You will sometimes hear moralists descanting 0,1 
the vanity of the pleasures of life. Do not heed them. 
A long religious tradition, the burden of which is still 
heavy upon us, teaches us that privation, suffering and 
pain are things to be desired, and that voluntary 
privation is specially meritorious. What an impos
ture ! It has been by proclaiming to the masses that

they must suffer in this world if they would be happy 
in the next, that an abject acquiescence in all manner 
of injustice and oppression has been brought about. 
Let us turn a deaf ear to the priests who would im
press upon us that suffering is an excellent thing. ^ 
is happiness that is good for us.”  The Unrisen 
Dawn, p. 13.

E. E gerton S tafford-

On an Old Prayer Book.

Tiie rejection of the proposals for a revision of the Boo 
of Common Prayer by a small, but sufficient, majority 1,1 
the House of Commons on December 18, 1928, may ha'c 
suggested that no change can be made in that book with' 

lr Parliamentary sanction. This is far from being the 
case. In 1928 we were supposed to witness the unusna 
spectacle of Parliament moved by the loftiest emotions, 
stirred to its depths, and, for once in a while, acting irotn 
honest conviction. As a matter of fact the arguments 
were mostly irrelevant, and the whole performance a 
mere conflagration of the inflammable tinder of bigotfy 
which still smoulders about the green benches at West
minster. In a very different atmosphere there was in
troduced into the. House of Lords in i86r another motion 
for the revision of the Prayer Book. In October of that 
year, on the 200th anniversary of the Act of Uniformity' 
the Lord Lbury of that day presented a petition praying 
for a relaxation of the terms of subscription to the formu
laries of the Church. That measure was a measure to 
broaden the Church; not, like the last measure, an at
tempt to narrow it. The Bishop of London of that day, 
who has a worthy successor in the present occupant 01 
that See, declared that such changes were “  only pr°" 
posed at periods of great revolution” and, on his motion, 
the House proceeded to its next business—adjournment • 

Although measures to revise the Prayer Book have 
been defeated in Parliament, you have only to get 3 
reasonably old copy of that book to discover that, if the 
alterations be only by way of omissions, quite a lot can 
be done without kicking up any dust. A distant rela
tive bequeathed to us a Prayer Book published in i8.U- 
It may be of interest, and not without utility, to com
pare it with the present issue.

For every person who is reminded annually by 3 
grubby urchin of the Gunpowder Plot, how many simul
taneously recall, and with adequate gratitude, the land
ing of William of Orange on the same day eighty years 
later ? With an economy rarely witnessed in thanks
givings both these events arc provided for in one com-
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'■ Wioration iii this old Prayer Book. “  A Form of 
*ayer with Thanksgiving- to be used yearly on the Fifth 

° November for the Happy Delivery of King James 1st 
jjjy the Three Estates of England from the most trait- 

ous and bloody-minded Massacre by Gunpowder; and 
|J50 ôr the Happy Arrival of Ilis Majesty King William 
,? ĥis Day for the Deliverance of our Church and 
Nation.’»

If • .1 we think of this latter blessing now it is only be-
‘lltSe °ur attention is called to it by the newspapers, not

^  November 5 (when The Gunpowder Plot still puts
j ailN a copper into schoolboys’ pockets and provides a

S°od pictures for the illustrated journals), but on
j N 12—when there is generally a riot in Belfast! Such
o oie healing influence of Christianity that in Ireland

âttle of the Boyne might have been fought, and the
reaty of Eimerick might have been signed and broken,
esterday! Both the November 5 celebrations have been

4 uetly taken out of the Prayer Book, and, as a nod is as
j. 0c as a wink to a blind horse, the pious public goes on
s,Way entirely forgetful of the impartial bounty of the

J.' y in saving alike the Stuart James and the Dutch
’u.iam and, in both cases, “  delivering ”  this ungrate-

" Nation and its Church.
,1 n°Hier service not now found in most Prayer Books,

albeit some attempts have been made to smuggle it back,
p that for January 30. This is “ A Form of Prayer with 

he used annually on that day “ Being theSastinff»’ „ .
p.ay °f the Martyrdom of the Blessed King Charles the

to implore the mercy of God, that neither the guilt 
that Sacred and innocent blood, nor those other sins 

7 "which God was provoked to deliver up both us and 
Ur King into the hands of cruel and unreasonable men, 

ter't ^  an  ̂ ^erea^er visited upon us or our pos-

hi these days when the Church pretends to be demo- 
.ic it is well to remember that the doctrine of authority 

Uch is here implied is still the teaching of the State 
'gion. It is, indeed, more offensively insisted upon in 

. 10 Homilies “  appointed to be,’ ’ but never now, “  read 
p Churches,”  than in the shrewd pronouncements of 
, °lnan Catholic authorities who, of course, hold the same 
‘ °ctrine per fas et nefas. One of the latter says : “  The 
J’̂ ver of the State is from God, the author of Nature, in 
? ,atever particular form of 'Government that power may 
e exercised. But supreme though it be, it is the ser- 
ant rather than the lord of each and all. Man comes 

and, impelled by his sense of many wants, he sets

Î hie vox populi, vox Dei tricked out in such specious
ms ? The author, Rt. Rev. Mgr. Parkinson, in his 

‘ r'l,ncr of Social Science, is writing with his tongue in 
,Us cheek, but with his ear well to the ground. There 

Bone of this nonsense about “  man coming first ”  in 
;,'le “ Homily on the Peril of Idolatry,”  nor in that on 

hawful Obedience ’ ’—which includes not only kings 
a’Hl magistrates, but masters and “ all those ”  who, to 
TUote the pleasant words of the Catechism, “ are put in 
Authority over us.”  T11 one thing the most reactionary 
opponents of disestablishment are right. The whole 
«eory of sovereignty in democracy is involved in the rc- 
’mtion of an established religion, one of the last props 

?‘ effete institutions. Nobody pretends that Government 
la modern civilized communities can be other than “ by 
Consent,”  not excluding monarchial government. So 
0tlg, however, as these exploded and servile professions 
ara a part of the Constitution, no one need be under any 
''^apprehension, but that, for what they are worth to 
tae privileged, the biased, and the ignorant, they will be 
'defended to the last ditch. Do not then judge the 
i-hurch of England by Dr. Barnes or Dr. Henson. Judge 
11 by its past and present hostility to knowledge and to 
r°edom, and be certain that these old services, now 

Emitted, have been discarded only because to parade them 
m-day would be but to hasten the inevitable end of the 
Privileges and powers of established religion.

A lan II andsacre.

CONGREGATION—a public assemblage in a spiritual 
beatre, where all the performers are professors, but few 

H the professors are performers.—Horace Smith.

Freethought or Freethinking—Which?

The case and facility with which certain “  rationalists ” 
dismiss Modem Spiritualism and Psychic Research 
afford just cause for wonder. Time and again we have 
the spectacle of the Freethouglit enthusiast, his mind 
made up past all hope of revision, rushing into promin
ence with unqualified denunciations of mediums and 
their investigations generally.

Is this a rational attitude? Or does it betray want of 
experience and real critical acumen on the part of the 
fallible Freethinker?

Even our worthy friend, Mr. Chapman Cohen, errs 
occasionally, though if all rationalists were as thoughtful 
and as considerate as he, there would be less need for 
complaint. But we have recently had the case of Mr. 
Cohen, spurred on by exposures of certain reputed 
mediums, attacking the full domain of psychic investiga
tion, as though the whole field were implicated and there 
were no genuine mediums or reliable researchers still 
left at large.

An analysis of this popular “  rational ”  attitude to
wards demonstrated survival shows that it is due, in the 
main, to two pertinent causes. Perhaps it may be 
deserving here to review them.

There is something in many “  rationalist ” utterances 
concerning Spiritualistic phenomena which betrays a 
feeling tantamount to intellectual jealousy: that is to 
say, it is as though the Freethinker, not being able to 
accept psychic evidences himself, would deny any others 
the satisfaction that may come in the process. It is the 
old story of the “ sour grapes ”  being retold. Their 
scepticism arises, not so much out of an incomplete ex
amination of the evidence, as from the inability to believe 
even were it proved infallibly that human survival was 
so. The self-styled “  science ’ ’ of Phrenology, if it has 
any factual basis, should not fail to produce corrobora
tive evidence of the lack of this faculty, by way of an 
analysis of the head of the sceptic!

But a more vigorous and lively cause is the satisfac
tion and whole-hearted enthusiasm which certain 
rationalists have for the Freetliougkt movement. They 
are not exactly concerned with psychic evidences, and 
certainly do not wish to understand them. Their chief 
interest is to maintain the Freethought outlook, which is 
not always the attitude of Free-thinking. They have, in 
short, discovered some element of satisfaction in their 
particular philosophy and, humanly enough, wish to 
maintain it. Anything which tends to negative or upset 
their cherished outlook on life is by its very nature 
taboo.

It is hardly a rational attitude, but it is nevertheless 
the attitude of many rationalists, and even the most 
ardent Freethinker has to admit that this condition un
fortunately does exist.

Well, for a period of over half-a-century investigators 
of the alleged facts of Spiritualism have been accumu
lating a huge mass of material—and there has come into 
being a literature of thousands of volumes exclusively 
devoted to psychic matters. It is a literature which in
corporates the investigations of many men of transparent 
honesty and undoubted scientific ability. I think it is 
a safe reflection to say that few present-day rationalists 
are acquainted with i t : if a great many were, there would 
be less confusion in the statements generally made con
cerning the subject. To dismiss in a clever piece of 
phraseology this- vast literature, and the immeasurable 
amount of scientific experiment and examination which 
it represents, is surely childish and futile. And yet this 
is the common attitude of rationalists. Is it a rational 
attitude ?

I maintain that some practical knowledge of a subject 
is essential, before it can be accepted or rejected. In the 
case of psychical research, that knowledge can be 
acquired in a variety of ways, the two most common 
being (1) by personal investigation and (2) by studying 
its literature. Opinions based up on mere prejudice are 
utterly worthless. Professor J. H. Ilyslop once said “ I 
regard the existence of discarnate spirits as scientifically 
proved, and I no longer refer to the sceptic as having 
any right to speak on the subject.”  To-day we should 
hardly go so far as that, but the Spiritualist and Psychic
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Researcher would be justified if they did not concede to 
the ignorant opponent the right to express himself on the 
subject. His very lack of any practical knowledge pro
hibits him from contributing anything of importance to 
the discussion.

There is room in the study of psychic phenomena for 
both Rationalist and Spiritualist, and indeed it is not 
unlikely that the future will see some closer co-operation 
between the two. Such a development would, I believe, 
be in the best interests of both sides, for it is important 
that the subject should be studied and observed from 
every possible point of view. It is a fact that some of 
the most brilliant investigators of psychic phenomena 
have been men who were committed to a rationalist be
lief. Some few, in the process of the investigation, 
changed their position and became active Spiritualists, 
but a great number considered the evidence inadequate 
to warrant such a step, and remained sceptical to the 
end. Nevertheless, their contributions to the study of 
the phenomena have been invaluable, and have sur
vived their decease.

In rejecting the whole domain of mediumistic phen
omena, an error is committed which deprives the indi
vidual of an opportunity of collecting much information 
of importance. It was the inquiring spirit which led to 
the birth of Freethought. The movement formed, it is 
the inquiring spirit which should continue to guide it. 
Even though he cannot agree with a great deal that is 
voiced in the name of Freethought, the present writer 
should be amongst the last to hope for its transition, for 
it has always been a very steadying factor in everyday 
life.

But freethinking should characterize the organization. 
And to condemn psychic investigation as “  modern super
stition ” does no credit to the shades of Bradlaugli, 
Foote and other critical intellects, who rendered so 
great a service to rational thought and religion.

James L e ig h .

[We insert Mr. Leigh's article, although it does not meet 
the real issues. Mr. Cohen will reply to Mr. Leigh next 
week.—Ed.]

Continual Man.
Here moves continual man 
through the street’s abrupt fantasies— 
slowly, unconscious of plan, 
beaten to his knees,

indistinct as a question-mark 
traced by a demon hand 
at the turn of the tide, in the dark, 
on a threatened sand.

His hands are tentacles 
reaching before and behind— 
he can almost hear the cells 
building up his mind.

lie  has the shape of a cloud, 
of a fish, of a beast, 
he is an awestruck crowd 
hearing a mad priest.

All these that pass— their creed, 
their sight, their scent, their sounds— 
are the hare in him, or, at need, 
the eager hounds.

Ilis soft step is under their feet, 
his shadow behind their eyes—  
he is the foe they must meet, 
or the friend that flies.

Who can shackle the drifting smoke 
in steel round the wrist ?
Who can furrow the branched oak 
with a reed in the mist?

That can he— this groping shade— 
that can he— this ghost, this breath.
That can he—since he has made 
life out of death.

Humbert Wolfe (from "  New English Poems.’ ’ )

SU N D A Y  L E C T U B E  NOTICES, Etc.
LONDON*

INDOOR.

South London Branch N.S.S. (New Morris Hall, 79 
Bedford Road, Clapham, S.W.4, near Clapham N°rt1' 
Station) : 7.30, Miss Stella Browne—“ The Message of Three 
Modem Writers.”

South L ondon E thical S ociety (Oliver Goldsmith School,
Peckham Road) : 7.0, Sunday, November 27, Eustace Miles" 

Ihtness for Everything ; liow to get it.”
S outh Peace E thical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion 

Square, W.C.i) : n.o. Prof. F. Aveling D. L it.-" Recent 
Psychology and Recent Ethics.”

Study Circle (N.S.S. Office, 63 Farringdon Street, E.Cd) • 
0.0, Monday, November 28, Air P Goldman—“ Freethought 
and the Child.”

The Conway D iscussion Circle (Conway Hall, Red Lion
Square W. c.r) : 7<0> Tuesday, November 29. Prof. L. 1 ' 
Jacks leisure, Recreation, and Art.”

T he Metropolitan Secular Society (City of London 
Hotel, 107 York Road, N.) : 6.30, George Whitehead—“ I lie 
Need for Public Economy.”

Woolwich Branch N.S.S. (“  Queen's Arms,” lecture hall, 
Burrage Road) : 7.30, Mr. J. Read—“ Benefits of Free‘ 
thought.”

outdoor.
North L ondon Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Ha®P"

stead), 11.30, Sunday, November 27, Mr. C. Tuson. cun-
West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 12.0, ^

day, November 27, Mr. B. A. I,e Maine. 3.0, Messrs. I“ -“ n 
and A. D. Ilowell-Smith, B.A. 6.30, Messrs. Bryant, •_ 
and Wood. The Freethinker and other Freethought 1 ^  
ture can be obtained during and after the meetings, ° J 
Dunn, outside the Park in Bayswater Road.

COUNTRY.
indoor.

Birkenhead (Wirral) Branch N.S.S. (Engineers’
Price Street, Birkenhead, near Hamilton Square) : 7-°> ' pe. 
day, November 27, S. Cohen (Manchester)—“ Why thc 
lief in God is Demoralising.” . .

Blackburn Branch N.S.S. (36 Oswald Street, Blackburn 
7.0, Mr. J. Clayton—“ The Birth of the Soul.”

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Godwin Cafe, Godwin Street 
Sunday, November 27, Business Meeting.

Burnley Branch N.S.S. (59 Westgate, Burnley) : ^  
Thursday, December 1, Mr. J. Clayton—“ Some C"rI 
Superstitions.”  t

Ciiester-le-Street Branch N.S.S. (Branch Rooms, Ff . 
Street) : 2.30, Sunday. November 27, A Conference of F®1 
East Branches. Sunday evening, 7.30 (Welfare Hall, 
ter-le-Street). Mr. A. Flanders and Mr. J. T. Brig'1 
Chairman : Mr. T. W. Raine.

E ast L ancashire R ationalist Association (28 Pr'dP. 
Street, Burnley) : 2.30, Sunday, November 27, Mr. Jack C , 
ton—“ The Meaning of Determinism.” Questions and 
cussion. All welcome.

G lasgow Secular Society (McLellan Galleries, 27° 
iehall Street) : 6.30, Mr. Chapman Cohen (President of 
National Secular Society and Editor of the Freethinker-'' 
World Without God.” Admission Free. Donation Fie*

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humber®,toUe
iiguO"Gate) : 6.30, Sunday, November 27, Mr. J. P. Gilmour 

day—Past and Present.”
L iverpool (Merseyside) Branch N.S.S. (Transport # 3  ' 

Islington, entrance in Christian Street) : 7.0, Sunday, Nove j  
her 27, E. Egerton Stafford (Bootle)—“ The Civilization 
Christianity.”

Plymouth Branch N.S.S. (Hall No. 5, Plymouth Chambcp  
Drake Circus) : 7.0, Sunday, November 27, Mr. A. Holla"1 

Man in Society.”
Sunderland Branch N.S.S. (Co-operative Buildings, C>reCl1 

Street) : 7.30, Messrs Ilutcheon and Bradford.

COUNTRY.

Manchester Branch N.S.S.—A Ramble around 
Derbyshire, has been arranged by the Branch on 
November 27. Trains : Central Station, Mancliest—, jI)- 
a.m. Return fare 2s. id. Tiviot Dale, Stockport, 10.33 ?' j. 
Return Fare is. 6d. Non-members are specially invhe 
Please bring two meals.

Chi",eV 
Su"da>' 
,r. 10-»
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I C O N F E S S IO N S  O F ]  
jA N  U N B E L I E V E R ]
i A book o f  sane outlook on the problem j 
i o f Belief. 2 /6  net from  all Booksellers, }
| or 2 /9  post free from  JOHN LONG, Ltd. j
i 34 PATERNOSTER ROW , LONDON, E.C.4 \ 
* - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - — 4

. . T H E  . .

N ational S ecular S ociety

President :

CHAPMAN COHEN.
Secretary:

R. H. Rosetti, 62 Farringdon Street, London.

E C .4.

t " * “---------------------------------------------------- ---------- «#

] WANTED. ]
j To Complete Set. :
j The “ Secular Review” for 1881 and 1882 . ; 
f Also “ The New Crusade” (satire on Salvation )
) Army) by Saladin and the “ Agnostic Annual ” j 

for 1894  !-
! Replies to (
| R . B . H  , 71 Avondale R oad, J
j S E .1 5 . ]----------------------------------------------------- *— •— *— »—

r— - T— . r — -, —1 - 1^.1 , ^ i

¡ b l a s p h e m y  o n  t r i a l  l* —I I

] DEFENCE OF FREE j 
| SPEECH
j b ,  !
j G. W. FOOTE. i
| W ith  H is t o r ic a l  I n tro ductio n  by  H. C u t n e r  j

j Being a Three Hours’ Address to the Jury in the Court £ 
i of Queen’s Bench, before Lord Coleridge on April ? 
I ~ 34, 1883. £

| Price SIXPENCE. Postage id. j
I! Thb P ioneer P ress, 6i Farringdon Street, E.C.4. ;

i ^ t . .f— . 1^ *1^ . » * 1^11^1»•^■ 1 (^1 cj,A YOUNG childless couple (Freethinkers would like to 
adopt a baby boy, fair complexion for preference, 

about twelve months old. Reply Box S.D.i, F reethinker, 
61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

Rationalist Press Association (G lasgow  D istrict)
Central Halls, 25, Bath Street.
Sunday, December 4, at 3.0 p.m.

Professor H. Levy, M.A., D.Sc., F.R.S.E.
“ The Anarchy of Science.”

Questions and Discussion. Silver Collection.

PBINCIPIiES AND OBJECTS.

S ECULARISM teaches that conduct should be based 
on reason and knowledge. It knows nothing of 

divine guidance or interference; it excludes super
natural hopes and fears ; it regards happiness as man’s 
proper aim, and utility as his moral guide.

Secularism affirms that Progress is only possible 
through Liberty, which is at once a right and a duty ; 
and therefore seeks to remove every barrier to the fullest 
equal freedom of thought, action, and speech.

Secularism declares that theology is condemned by 
reason as superstitious, and by experience as mis
chievous, and assails it as the historic enemy of Progress.

Secularism accordingly seeks to dispel superstition ; to 
spread education ; to disestablish religion ; to rationalize 
morality ; to promote peace ; to dignify labour ; to extend 
material well-being; and to realize the self-government 
of the people.

The Funds of the National Secular Society are legally 
secured by Trust Deed. The trustees are the President, 
Treasurer and Secretary of the Society, with two others 
appointed by the Executive. There is thus the fullest 
possible guarantee for the proper expenditure of what
ever funds the Society lias at its disposal.

The following is a quite sufficient form for anyone 
who desires to benefit the Society by legacy :—

I hereby give and bequeath (Here insert particulars of 
legacy), free of all death duties, to the Trustees of the 
National Secular Society for all or any of the purposes 
of the Trust Deed of the said Society.

MEMBERSHIP.

Any person is eligible as a member on signing the 
following declaration :—

I desire to join the National Secular Society, and I 
pledge myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
promoting its objects

Name .........................................................................

Address...... .................................................................

Occupation ................................................................

Dated this......day of...........................................19...

This declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary 
with a subscription.

P.S.—Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, 
every member is left to fix his own subscription according 
to his means and interest in the cause.

UNWANTED CHILDREN
In a Civilized Community there should be no 

U N W A N TE D  Children.

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

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berks.
establish ed  nearly half a century.

AC AD EM Y  CINEMA, Oxford Street
(opposite waring & gillow s). Ger. 2981.

Sunday, November 37th 
Premiere of the gay German Romance. 

“ BARBARINA.”
Last Days

“ DAVID GOLDER.”
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T O W N  H A L L ,  j
STRATFORD, B.

The
Revenues Of Religion

FREETHOUGHT LECTURE \
BY

By

ALAN HANDSACRE.
A RECORD OP ESTABLISHED RELIGION. 

IN ENGLAND.

Official Facts about Church Revenues. 
History—Argument—Statistics.

Mr. CHAPMAN COHEN l
(President of the National Secular Society and : 

Editor of “ The Freethinker.”) f

\

(»
l»
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Cloth 2s. 6d. 
Paper Is. 6d.

Postage 3d. 
Postage 2d.

T he P ioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E-C.4-
Í
*
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Sunday, December 4th, 1932. j * _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
SPECIAL OFFER.

cc
Subject :

The Psychology of 
Belief55

{ \ Essays in Freethinking !

j
Doors Open 6.30. Commence 7.0. p.m. I

1 )
» Questions and Discussion cordially inYited. j

l| ADMISSION FREE.

1
»
i
l
l

B y C H A P M A N  C O H E N .  j
The Three Volumes Complete of “ Essays is f 

Freethinking ” will be sent post free for

__________ 7 s .  6 d .  :
T he Pioneer Press, 6i  Farringdon Street, E.C-4- !

« -j_i 9 JJ. -L <) c ^

1
! GOD AND THE UNIVERSE 1
J EDDINGTON, JEANS, HUXLEY & EINSTEIN j
1

— A | The Christian Sunday: Its History j 
| and Its Fruits !
| B y  A .  D .  M c L a r e n  j
I Price 2 d . -----------------Postage id- j

--------------------  ----------- M  ............. ..  —  — ^ 4

9̂ *9 cf
f

1

BY

i CHAPMAN COHEN
Ì
l *■  

l l
Í

j W ith a Reply by Professor A. S. Eddington j j Heathen’s Thoughts on Christianity j
Second Edition.

«#---- *

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)
< f~ * *

BY

U P  A  S A K A

Paper 2s. 
Cloth 3s.

Postage 2d. 
Postage 3d.

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

T he P ioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, P.C.4,
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) The Bible and Prohibition .

i

j
r w r w i f  1

1 FOOTSTEPS of the PAST I
i
Ì*  i  ~  By -

i l J. M. Wheeler
'l j With a Biographical Note by VICTOR B. NEUBURO I

B IB L E  AND BEER i j Joseph Mazzini W heeeer was not merely a popular- j
I ' »  izer of scientific studies of religion, he was a real I
I B y  G. W . F O O T E . j i pioneer in the field of anthropology. His present I
;  . r , . . .  , „  , .. . . : • work is rich in ascertained facts, but richer still in j
I A careful examination of the Relation of the Bible j j suggestions as to future lines of research. It is a book (
j and Christian opinion to the Drink Question. : ’• that should be in the hands of all speakers and of )

* Price - Twopence. By Post 3d. j j
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