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Views and Opinions.
%ar

H| an<* Peace.

on th'.'1 II1UC1 *n which the papers skip from articles 
L nearness of war to those on the early prospectsO rv.-_Of

q, aSreement between the leading powers which 
,, 11 Prevent • ’ - ■ ’ -------- 1~‘“ J~  ~c

ira

loac ’ arran&ements being made that shall secure 
1 ()”V  the other week one of the newspapers

I d « * ,  l^ n s

Hi e»t war is evidence of the uncertainty of
lasting1 eial situation and of the small chance of any

oiir "'ar

L die'hards‘■ Rht

which this country has decided on 
breaks out, and at the same time some of

Ulg ° f  the navy and other branches of the
Ser vices are clamouring for more ships and

t]lL. So l°nS and so far as it strives to mairftain 
•¡Vhi ! l̂ls I 110, certainly cannot prevent war, and

--- ----- -----o *----- --------- X c
 ̂ greater fighting air force. The Teague 01

shti,

tll0"gh it may be able to lay down certain rules 
!iavj" u>e size of tanks, or the size of armies and 
v;;(r S| fbese things will no more prevent war than 
|;,,'so'VaS prevented in the days when tanks, and 

O j1 Sas, and aircraft were unknown. 
tliat -C°Urse we shall be told, if and when war comes, 
6q\j,jl' 0 (bd not want war, and other peoples with
ilia.. . ut^ will sav that they did not want war. It
, y-;ndeed. '
lundfui l>e taken that none but an irresponsible

ls "'anted
v but is ^Ver does want war— if it is possible to get 

"'"eh ,„',T R°ncrals and bloodthirsty admirals would
°atin without it. I feel quite certain that

■ ith "lore
clal enJoy strutting about in full-war paint,

arfore )()1‘}to reviews and sham battles than actual
ŝires a Jt is frustrated ambitions, unsatisfied

liSS| tli-i't" ^'e Hl'c > plUs the other fellow’s stubborn-
'l!’° not, are the immediate causes of war. And we 

yiit
"h:

Cll"ista, Clvi^zcc-t enough to realize that in present 
ateVfcr ,lces War can never give us what we desire, 

of ,,!t Ul*ght have done in the good old piratical
c°tiple of centuries— or less— ago.

( In So*Ud War.
,r''elt jj.^raI °f  his books Sir Norman Angell has 
'^'cqq the power of phrases in misleading the 

11", where the issue of war or peace is con

cerned. I was reminded of some things he has said 
when reading the following from that usually well- 
informed publicist, Mr. Wickham Steed. H e said : —  

As things stand we are within measurable distance 
of war. If war comes ought we to fight ? I would 
fight, and would encourage others to fight if the ex
istence of my country were threatened. I would fight, 
and would encourage others to fight, if our social and 
political freedom were imperilled by any sort of 
tyrannical system—Fascist, Bolshevic, Hitlerite or 
other. A man who will not risk his own life for 
what he holds dear, leaves others to defend his birth
right. A conscientious objector may be a moral 
hero; yet if he elects to sever himself from his fellow 
citizens when the life of the community is at stake, 
he cannot claim the rights and privileges that are 
inherent in responsible membership of the com
munity. There are moments when duty to others 
over-rides individual scruples.

Mr. Steed himself has spoken of the advantages of 
clarity of thought when dealing with international 
issues, but the above passage strikes one as a very ex
cellent example of “  How not to do it.”  Nearly 
every sentence could be interpreted for or against 
any war that one cared to select. During the last war, 
the sentiments expressed might have been cheered in 
Berlin, London or Paris, by those who were opposed 
to the war and by those who supported it. I t ‘ is a 
string of generalities which men on each side of a dis
puted question might utter, and they would find 
therein full justification for going to war with each 
other. It leaves us where we began, having put into 
well-sounding phrases sentiments which all sides can 
heartily endorse. Their vagueness is worthy of the 
Prime Minister himself.

* * *

Agreeing w ith Both Sides.
As a slight contribution to a clearing of the war- 

tnind a criticism of Mr. Steed may l>e worth while. 
One of the plainest facts in modern history is that in 
almost every war each country’s honour and its in
terests are at stake. But as each country insists on 
being the ultimate authority as to what are its true 
interests and what does affect its honour, that kind 
of rule does not carry us far. Clearly, if when a 
nation’s existence and honour are at stake it is justi
fied in going to war, and if each nation has an unques
tionable right to decide when its existence and its 
honour are at stake, then every war is right, and both 
parties in the war are justified. Neither is there any 
doubt that a man ought to fight on behalf of what he 
holds dear, and it is equally clear that if he does not 
do so, he leaves the fighting to be done by others. 
Again there is complete agreement between all parties, 
since each is fighting for what he holds dear. But 
whether what one holds dear is what one ought to 
hold dear, or whether it is worth fighting for, are 
quite distinct and quite different questions. It 
almost looks as though Mr. Steed is writing a “ Word-
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Book ” for use in times of war, rather than saying 
anything that will help to create a type of mind that 
will make war improbable.

Again, with regard to conscientious objectors. This 
is a very elusive term, since a man may have consci
entious objection to almost anything— I see that some 
of Mr. Wickham Steed’s brother Christians have a 
conscientious objection to taking a penny a pint off 
beer, although they have no objection to their own 
taxes being reduced by the amount of tax paid by the 
beer-drinkers. The really important point here seems 
to be to recognize the value of a man having a 
genuine opinion about anything whether we agree 
with it or not. In the last war our own Government 
was both illogical and dishonest when dealing with 
the conscientious objector. A s I said when the Act 
was passed, a conscientious objection to military ser
vice should only be tolerated so long as the army is a 
voluntary one. But where conscription is enforced 
on the plea that the country is in danger, it is illogical 
to conscript all, and then release some who say they do 
not agree with the war. But having done so it is dis
honest to punish men who had availed themselves of 
their legal right to stand aloof from war. One might 
as reasonably make it legal for a man to refuse taxes 
because he has conscientious objection to paying 
them, and then imprison him or disfranchise him for 
non-payment.

* * *

Man and Society.
Of course a man can never stand aloof from his 

country when it is at war. If the country is bettered 
by it he must share the gain, and if it is made worse 
he must share the loss. If vaccination lessens the 
danger of small-pox those who do not believe in vacci
nation benefit from the general freedom from small
pox, and if the general health is made worse by vacci
nation then we must all to some extent suffer. The 
dilemma created by an individual or a minority plac
ing itself in opposition to a majority fronts every 
social unit on almost every question. War is only a 
special illustration of a general situation. The thing 
that emerges here is the necessity for carefully in
formed opinions on every subject on which the indi
vidual is called upon to express a judgment. The 
expression “  If he elects to sever himself from his 
fellow citizens when the life of the community is at 
stake,”  etc., darkens counsel, mixes up several inde
pendent questions, and from one point of view is 
quite indefensible. How can a man sever himself from 
the community to which he belongs? Of course, if 
an Englishman, he can settle in America, or else
where, but that is only exchanging one community 
for another, and the problem he has left behind him 
in England meets him again in the United States or in 
whatever other community he finds himself.

All that can be meant by severing oneself from 
one’s fellows is to disagree with the opinions of the 
majority on a particular question. And that, agiiu, 
is not peculiar to war, it arises in connexion with all 
kinds of questions. I am severing myself— I and 
others, for no one is ever alone— from my fellow- 
citizens when I disagree with them on tariffs or any 
other question on which there is a difference of 
opinion. What happens in such cases is that a num
ber of men and women differ from the views held by 
other men and women on a matter of immediate 
policy. To say that the instance of separation occurs 
only when “  the life of the community is at stake,”  
begs the whole question. To the medieval Christian 
the toleration of heresy involved the life of the Com
munity. In Russia the life of the community is 
threatened by the preaching of anti-Communism, in

, . Jf 3
Germany by the toleration of Communism.  ̂ j 
number of people object to war in a special, oi 8 .
sense, it is obviously because they do not believe ^  
the life of the community is at stake, but believ  ̂ ^  
greater injury will be done by war. '1° ^  ar(j t0 
objector to a particular war that he pays no icg , 
the “  life of the community ”  is an obvious anc^
childish begging of the question at issue. — ^
to be ended, and if the ending of war is even ^   ̂
dependent upon the prevalence of sound n|e

Tiiust 1the nature and consequences df war, we ^ ^  
some clearer ideas than Mr. Wickham Steed ias 
vided.

A Need for Clarity.
The confusion involved in encouraging a ’’N. ¡„ 

“  risk his own life when what he holds deal 
danger, and in threatening him with a 1<>SS 0 j tj,e 
privilege and status if he differs from the rest 0 
community, and in the same breath speahmg^^t 
‘ ‘ responsible membership ”  of society, 1S ¡ulli 
hopeless. Had the men who opposed, say. t‘ie 
war with China, less sense of responsibility than jot 
who believed in forcing opium upon the ChW■ |t,y 
the benefit of the Indian traders? Had Job11 ^  
a weak sense of social responsibility when he j, 
rated himself from the other members of the 0f 
of England ? Was Bradlaugh lacking in a jit|'oVcr- 
responsibility when he severed himself from t ^  
whelming majority of his fellow countrymen uj, 
championship of Atheism and Republicanism ' ^  
Wickham .Steed ought, as a Nonconformist t  ^  
to be able to supply scores of illustrations to t 10 
end.

The truth is that “  responsible membership 
community ”  very often demands that a mal1̂  t 
very decisively sever himself from the actions ^  
opinions of the rest of the community. And 1 . ¡̂tp

of
SF

because he has a weaker sense of social resp0IlS11 
but because his sense of responsibility is strong0  ̂g

of 
pro

pose "  public opinion," when he joins in " *“** ¡lCr 
posed because the vast majority support it, tl'a

keener than that of the majority of his felloW1 
when a man will not do this, when lie is afi'aK

" public opinion,”  when he joins in what , 
because the vast majority support it, tna 

declining to fight for what he holds dear andA* 
ing»to others the defence of his birthright. 4  ̂ to 
man who does exactly what Mr. Steed aPPe 
think he should not do, whose sense of social 
bility is expressed by acting in opposition to ^  
of the community, who is showing a genUiD^ ^  
of “  responsible membership,” not the man W’h° ,
in with the crowd whether its humour be f°r " 
peace.

The unfortunate thing is that comparati'’1dy, fe"' 
r«'

»fpeople have a lively and intelligent sense 
sponsibility. They jiraise or curse with the 1̂ 
support or denounce with the crowd, cheer WiU^lJ 
enthusiasm a cinema star and the King, a)1.
flock in equal numbers to witness a coronatio11
public execution. It is a greater sense of 1111di'”11

responsibility combined with a greater co"1'11̂  tli£
*iflCVdefying the opinion of a majority that eV fot"

highest type of character, whether the opinion 
be right or wrong. , (C

I agree with Mr. Wickham Steed that the " i » 1
end war, and the way to end many other cr■ vik-

b
form sound opinions on the problems that afC 0i',; 
us. But I am afraid he will need to clarify 11 • a- 
thought, and to shun question-begging eP1' .. pe '¡' 
his ancestors would have shunned the devil, d 
to act as a reliable guide either through the "8° 
the B.B.C. or of the press.

C hapman Co111

i k
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Cock-Eyed. Criticism.

“ Though few,
We hold a promise for the race 
That was not at our rising.

George Meredith.

A-i.h Freethought lecturers have met the oil> 
yidual who asks.less ' Wher’s yer orspitals?” Scarcely

• insistent is the loud-voiced man, who wants to
A ?" «Aether the Freethought Party is to be identi- 
««1 with B i i . . . . -  . - -

--- '-ciplLclilMli ; -VJl HIC bUCUC-̂ lU'VCU
a B T ’ Uewly  escaped from some church, who wishes 
pi'eE e?a ° r a Cafeteria to attached to all meetings, 
haliera ly a ^°dega and is sure that if a dance- 
the ’ °r ôx'nR-booth were associated with Secularism 

' cause (and, perhaps, himself) would benefit.

acr Uestj ons these may be used as red herrings 
called <<e Sccnt> kut all of them are, what used to be 
jn ’ works of supererogation.”  They have noth- 
l;t,, 0 with Freethought, and the critics have only 
bv M5'e< ^le’r own innocence of the ideals aimed at 
n;ent|e National Secular Society. It may be well to 
s.)r '?u ^Ult its objects are to dispel superstition; to 
iZ(;ea< education; to disestablish religion; to rational- 
ext !”?ralityi 4o promote peace; to dignify labour; to 
~*,Cnc Material well-being; and to realize the self- 
g0Vemment of the people.

sj, , ls ls a lengthy and ambitious programme for any 
so,,,.C orSanization, even if supported by large rc- 
Poe«1̂ ’ 'v^ c  ̂ fhe National Secular Society does not 
aieinp8 ^'reethought is a poor, struggling cause; its 
],as -tIS are comparatively few and scattered; and it 
nati n<> Wealthy endowments to meet the cost of 
flan flU  ̂ propaganda. Yet, the Society has kept the 
]j JlnS for over sixty years, and has managed to re- 
lias ' i'tS Necessitous members. The Benevolent Fund 
Prol <,UrillS' its existence, been well supported, and is, 
wi,,"1 >̂V’ ^le °nly such fund which is administered 
Vears T  a S'ng'e farthing of expense. Until a few 
p ‘ >ack lb " a s  not possible to bequeath money for 
tr„st ,lou“ Pt purposes with any sure prospect of the 
P0Wt/cing carried into effect, as it was always in the

tli, ' er of the next-of-kin to invalidate the legacy on
ground that it was illegal. The famous Bowman

altered ;
t laUsands of pounds before this memorable legal vic-

t it uas iucgcii. x 11c xaxiiu'iis xnaxx
- a tered all this, but Freethought was robbed of

tory.

Duri;
Jira(i],lng tPc Society’s existence two Presidents, 
ai1(i ailgP and Foote, died of sheer overwork 
Hov,:iAXlCty ' nseParable from, such an onerous office, 
’’■ a ’ • Cohen escapes this fate is a miracle more
I)e . ° Us than any mentioned in the Christian Bible. 
haxJ1 e ^le undeniable fact that the Freethinkers’ave
tl,Q.jr c° nil>elled the clergy to refrain from thrusting 
the f n.los': repulsive dogmas on the innocent public, 
no „ S lt between Freethought and Superstition is by 
i'lati ;"lS °ver. We have not yet succeeded in elim- 
fr0,u g the clergy from our national councils, nor 
the <j°Ur schools, The Church of England is still 
^giis 1 ôrni °J religion. There are not wanting 
ists' lat this State-Church clergy and Nonconform-
HlQ, ’«ay Têt combine their efforts against their com-
yet ,fc"eniy. and a recrudescence of superstition may 
the "Se Us need for greater vigjjance and activity in 
ea§t •ear future. The Brighter Sunday question is a 
all P°int, for Church and Chapel combine against 
’«ak'. 'Vls r̂ to put the “ s u n ” into Sunday, and

ute better worth living for the working class.

l ^ a**s to the courage and devotion of Freethought 
0aCfc rs> heterodoxy is no longer the disgrace it was 

t° the ordinary citizen. Half a century’s hard

and unremitting work has added familiarity to Secu
larist advocacy, placed its advocates on a strong plat
form, organized its forces, and justified its rights to 
equal citizenship. Through the religious prejudices 
of our time a real breach has been made large enough 
for the heretic to pass without danger to his 
life or his person. In many other directions our lives 
have been made easier and more civilized.

If Secularists do their own thinking in religious 
matters, they also do it in everything else. Spiritual 
and temporal authority are brought under the same 
rules, and they must justify themselves. Free
thinkers are thus social reformers, and they are almost 
to a man and woman on the side of freedom, justice, 
and progress. To make the world a fit place for 
Democracy, no audacity contributes that is not in the 
first place intellectual. Man’s greatest need is boldly 
honest minds, not big business bosses.

As for imitating the so-called “  social activities ”  
of the Christians, people should recognize that whilst 
charity is good in its way, what the world wants is 
justice and not doles and soup-kitchens. If the world 
were run on fair and reasonable lines, there would be 
no occasion for philanthropy to exist. Christian 
charity is largely a bribe to attract people into 
churches and chapels. In the Far East astute mis
sionaries bribe the natives with medical dispensaries, 
and at home the clergy use the lure of Sunday-school 
“  treats,”  excursions, children’s nurseries, musical 
services, and other attractions.

The social activity of Christians is not always what 
it seems. Stephen Girard, the American Freethinker, 
at his death left substantial bequests to charities, the 
principal being a munificent endowment of an orphan
age. By express provision ill his will, no ecclesiastic, 
or minister of religion, was to hold any connexion 
whatever with the college, or even to be admitted as 
a visitor, but the educational staff was required to in
struct the pupils in secular morality, and leave them 
to adopt their own opinions. This will has been 
most shamefully perverted, for the officials are all 
Christians, and in order to keep within the letter of 
the law, only laymen are so employed. To-day the 
Girard Orphanage is pointed to as proof of Christian 
philanthropy, whereas it is an example of pious 
chicanery, like the perversion of the public schools of 
England, which were originally intended for poor 
people’s children.

Freethought is not a religion, nor a substitute for 
superstition. It is not concerned chiefly with social 
reform as such, but it is actuated by the pure love of 
truth, and is justified in bending its whole energies 
to the destruction of delusions, ecclesiastic and super- 
naturalistic. Its mission is to free mankind from 
ancient ignorance, and in so doing it- is rendering a 
service to the human race. Human nature does not 
need a supernatural religion, does not need an other- 
world superstition. It needs to be freed from the 
shackles of the priests. Although no ideal perfection 
may ever be reached, men and women will be happier 
for having escaped the control of the clerical caste, 
who at present absorb millions of money which might 
be devoted to worthy objects. For this so-called 
sacred caste is but a savage survival, and should have 
no place in a civilized country.

M imnermus.

Sir, though I would persuade, I ’ll not constrain : 
Each man’s opinion freely is his own 
Concerning anything, or any body.

Philip Massinger (1583-1645).
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The Adultery Test in Ancient 
Israel.

In various regions of the globe, in India, and especi
ally in Africa, it is still the practice to submit serious 
accusations, particularly those relating to wizardry 
and witchcraft to the test of poison. When the drug 
proves fatal this is regarded as a certain evidence of 
guilt. But the turbulent multitude which assembles 
to witness the trial is usually too impatient to await 
its natural termination, and should the suspected 
criminal fail to vomit the poison in approved fashion 
he is torn to pieces with passionate fury. Such 
judicial murders were common' in Africa in savage 
communities before the establishment of European 
authority, but have since been driven to the recesses 
of the Dark Continent.

Although traces of other forms of the ordeal have 
been detected in the Hebrew Scriptures, and the 
sacred lot associated with Urim and Thummim pro
vides a puzzling example, the ordeal of the Bitter 
Water, or Jealousy test, is the sole survival from a 
more primitive past retained in the Priestly Code. 
According to theory, all modes of ordeal were ap
pealed to for the purpose of obtaining the direct judg
ment of the deity, and this was the meaning of the 
Wager of Battle and similar observances which sur
vived in Europe right down to modern times.

Under the old Jewish dispensation, the ordeal was 
admissible when the husband, suspecting his spouse’s 
chastity, was precluded from obtaining witnesses 
for customary process of law, or for .any other positive 
proof of her marital infidelity. The ordeal is set 
forth with great redundancy of detail in Numbers v. 
11-28, where it is said that the suspected woman was 
conducted by her partner to the priest together with 
an offering of common barley meal with no interming
ling of frankincense or oil. This oblation is described 
as “ a meal offering of jealousy, a meal offering of 
memorial, bringing iniquity to remembrance. And 
the priest shall bring her (the woman) near and set 
her before the Lord; and the priest shall take holy 
water in an earthen vessel; and the dust that is on the 
floor of the tabernacle the priest shall take, and 
put it into the water; and the priest shall set the 
woman before the Lord, and let the hair of the 
woman’s head go loose, and put the meal offering of 
memorial into her hands . . . and the priest shall 
have in his hand the water of bitterness that causeth 
the curse : and the priest shall cause her to swear, 
and shall say unto the woman, If no man hath lain 
with thee, and if thou hast not gone aside to unclean
ness . . .  be thou free from this water of bitterness 
which causeth this curse: but if thou hast gone aside 
. . . and if thou be defiled and some man 
have lain with thee besides thine husband : then the 
priest shall cause the woman to swear with the oath 
of cursing, and the priest shall say unto the woman, 
The Lord make thee a curse and an oath among thy 
people, when the Lord doth make thy thigh to fall 
away, and thy belly to swell; and this water that 
causeth the curse shall go into thy bowels and make 
thy belly to swell and thy thigh to fall away and the 
woman shall say, Amen, Amen.”

According to the account in Num bers, the priest 
then inscribes these curses in a book, and afterwards 
blots them out in the bitter water. The woman then 
drinks the water of bitterness, and the priest takes 
the meal-offering of jealousy from the woman’s hand 
and waves it before the Jewish God. Later the priest 
places it upon the altar where part of it is burnt, and 
then the woman is made to imbibe the bitter water. 
If she be guilty of adultery her belly begins to swell 
and her thighs to decay and she remains evermore a

curse among her people. But should the test vX  ̂
cate her character, she becomes free, and may 
offspring to the glory of her race.

The redundant nature of the narrative, as d 
come down to us, suggests that it represents a c 
compilation from at least two distinct, if c ôSe'L ry 
lated, versions of the sacerdotal procedure cus  ̂
in adultery trials. This was the considered op1 ^  
of Professor Slade, and his conclusion is *u r̂eful 
dorsed by several other eminent scholars. A- 
reading of Numbers v. n  to 28 debars any other

As we have seen, the ordeal of jealousy mainly 
sisted in the drinking of a specially prepared 
When the accused woman was innocent, the 
beverage proved innocuous, but if, on the cofl ^  
she was guilty, the water injured her thigh and e ’ 
the special organs of the body involved in her . 
faithfulness. The enchanted water was Pri>V*vjt]1 
from the holy temple laver, and was blended 
dust swept from: the floor of the tabernacle. Ird°  ̂
liquid the written text of the curse was disso 
The dust and the water were sacred or taboo, 
therefore full of danger to the transgressor.

It is suggestive that a form of trial in cases e>f sl̂ _ 
pected adultery survives in Sierra Leone, whic 1 
minds one of that of ancient Israel. There, the nc 
women demonstrate their matrimonial integrity, 
imbibing red water, much as in old Jewry the " ^  
vindicated their honour by swallowing bitter 
and invoking curses on themselves if they 
falsely during their trial. “ So like is human nat«re  ̂
human folly,” comments Frazer, “  all the v °’ 
over.”

In his Folk Lore in the Old Testament, Sir Jal’ j 
Frazer suggests that, “ The use of the poison ° r( ^  
seems based on a theory that the poison is a Pe -.i, 
and intelligent being who can detect and 
crime in the person of the criminal.”  This is’ ‘ 
parently, a part explanation, as it is obviously 
sumed in the prayers addressed to the poisonous

glib'

stances in India and in some African coinnuuu  ̂
The superstitious belief in the intelligent nature 
the poison, or the spirit that inhabits it, is clearly _ 
hibited in several ceremonies associated with the 1

1,11 O p
paration of the deadly drugs. Superhuman K 
ledge is also ascribed to these substances, for tl*1̂  
plainly implied by the widespread belief that ' 
the drug does not kill the drinker, it confers ° u ^  
the power of divination, in virtue of which lie 19 ‘ 
to detect and expose the guilty witch or wizard-

ord^1 
riticS 
irt
itte*l

Whether the water employed in the Jewish
was charged with poison, or whether its im p m ^  

The magical influences of the n’ri
were merely those contained in the tabernacle du1

Dart*“
uncertain.
charm seemingly resided in the sacredness iiuP1 ^  
to it when the inscribed curse was washed ird° ., 
liquid. The belief that written charms act fav
ably or unfavourably on the person who drinks 
water into which they have been dissolved waS> 
still is, a far-flung delusion. , ^

Again, in Egypt a popular device for preveUta,, 
sickness or other ailments is to transcribe certain P  ̂
ages from the Moslem Bible on the interior of a j- 
or bowl, fill the vessel with water, wash the ^ '°g. 
into it, and then drink it as medicine. This lS  ̂
tain to serve as a preventive, for the inspired ^  
from the Koran which have entered the water 1 ^  
made it a potent charm. Numerous other exa111! 
of charm-cures occur in anthropological litem 1 
Naturally, the ancient Hebrews in their then l°"d, 
culture participated in the misconceptions and 1 
understandings of their time and state.

T . F . PAtoIl!B'
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Masterpieces of Freetb-OHglit.
—r^«—

x i v .

T he B ibi.e  and its  E vidences.

By R obert Cooper.

II.

HERE seems to be an idea that because a I 1ce^  ® 
on the Bible quotes out-of-date Chris ian ^e 

li«. it itself is out-of-date and should no 1 S cQn_ 
^Ued upon as presenting our case at i t s es-  ^

f s sharing that opinion till I  „ , e can be 
hooper’s work. I  think now a good cas 
made against the assumption.

First of all, what can be the nature of the 
>" favour of the Bible? Reason, logic., tm tl , 
philosophy, science— or just simple

I took

„ -.-.m u ana mneteentn centuries, nunureas 01 
"'ibs were written in defence of the Bible» some ex- 
lemely g00d and some supremely silly. Such men 

i* Gardner, Jeremiah Jones, Westcott, Light foot, 
orne, Tregellas, Angus and many others here in 

•"gland— abroad there were many equally famous 
''er.e scholars and sincere believers, and they set about 

ltlr task with every weapon they could find. Their 
''°'ks are almost forgotten, except to specialists, but 
1 c"n safely be said that everything possible in 
1 c ence 0f t]le authenticity and credibility of the 
, le was said by them and nothing whatever has 
’ecu added by the most modern of Fundamentalists 
0 m"ke that defence less pregnable. In what 

"ay could the Bible be better defended than it was by 
le °hler apologists?

desperate efforts have been made and are being 
'"ade by excavators in the so-called Holy lands to 

°Ve how thoroughly historical Bible events aie, ut 
J° far not a scrap of evidence has been produced 
,1””1 excavations to prove that Noali, Abraham, Isaac,
Jacob, T -

orthi"ortF ôskua or indeed any of the Old Testament 
Israel'eS CVCr i'ved (except some of the Kings of 
excav*1'1̂  ^Uĉ afi)> nnd I think I am right in saying no 

bas brought to light anything whatever 
of (] , ‘ aul> David or Solomon. The modern method 
tliin lnR lile Bible by throwing overboard every- 
¡!"p le Writer objects to, as crude, objectionable or 
Ttnl^i- exPlaining other things as allegorical or 
in p lca’ > and accepting only those things which are 
dt[ Un°ny with modern science and thought, is no 

v,n<x' whatever, but a complete surrender to the’r"ctl
'ought position. If the Bible is God’s Worda"d j\ .

dgfe VlIie, it must be completely true, and no 
Lirt.s L Can vindicate it except a defence of the Scrip-

'/ as God’s Holy Book.
I'he

^  the

^e ên^ers ° f  the Bible who are quoted by 
^rved two purposes. He showed how often

tke most orthodox made fatal admissions against

shiftsa,».^'file’s authenticity and credibility, and to what 
he Were put in defending impossible positions.

c & ble
‘°ns fr, and Its Evidences is full of these quota-

"1lic,;i10,H many writers, and I know of no other work 
Fetioo *as so carefully collected them as model apolo-■‘Cs
vam ’ ail(f which could provide us with so much rele-

^ m u n it io n .

'"nUe' ^  âces aff ff'e apologists logically and re- 
"n(| '' and if anyone were to compare his scathing 
of a in ch in g criticisms and analysis with the works 
he - number of our modernists, they would find 
Doillt ,'Clbated their conclusions eighty years ago. 
'leu- >y Point, he patiently examines all the evi- 
"hgj. . 'at was brought by his religious conlempor- 

favour of the Old and New Testament’s

genuineness, of miracles and prophecy, and I have 
often felt amazed not merely at his orderliness, but 
at his almost encyclopedic knowledge. He faces the 
whole of the heavy artillery of the enemy, as well as 
the lighter and keener attack on the “ infidel ”  posi
tions, with equal confidence. And I venture to assert 
no modern Biblical apologist could make a better 
show than did some of these older and now7 forgotten 
defenders of the faith whom Cooper quotes in such 
abundance. M y ow7n ideas on the Hebrew language 
are known perhaps to some readers of this journal, 
and it was interesting to meet in Cooper’s work some 
citations I had not come across on the subject. In
deed the few pages in which the Hebrew language 
is discussed are full of quotations which convince me 
more than ever I am right in declaring that the Heb
rew, in which the Old Testament has come down to 
us, never w;as a spoken language; and I feel sure those 
interested would enjoy reading the many admissions 
on the subject referred to by Cooper, and especially 
on the discrepancies which many learned commenta
tors have never been able to solve between the Septua- 
gint translation and the Hebrew7 original of the Bible.

On the New Testament, Cooper is equally destruc
tive. He pulverizes the early Church Fathers whose 
opinions and beliefs were always so confidently re
ferred to as irrefutable proofs of the genuineness of 
the Gospel records and he proves that the so-called 
Canon of the Bible is so much imposture. The can
onical works have no more authority than the apocry
phal ones, and the only safe way for the believer is 
to accept everything on faith because “  the Church 
tells me to.” I particularly commend both of Cooper’s 
chapters on the Scriptures “  historically ”  considered 
as they are full of Church history concisely put and 
backed by the fullest orthodox authorities. On the 
translation and interpretation of Scripture, Cooper 
quotes some of the most damning admissions I have 
ever read, and it would be interesting to see what the 
young modern clergyman or priest would make of 
these admissions in debate. Many new translations 
of the Bible have been made since Cooper wrote his 
book, but they would have been equally condemned 
with the others by orthodox authorities simply be
cause there is no such thing as an authentic original. 
The various versions of the Bible which have come 
down to us differ in thousands of places from each 
other, and the Hebrew differs from the Greek and 
Latin, and is itself almost unintelligible in hundreds 
of places. It has even been proved that four or five 
meanings can be given to many Hebrew words, and it 
is almost impossible to say which is the right one.

If the reader wants our case against the genuineness 
of the New Testament put clearly and logically, I 
confess I know of nothing better than Cooper’s 
chapter on the subject in his work. The combined 
labour of Harnack, Von Sodcn, Streeter and all the 
other great modern authorities would not turn 
Cooper’s position one iota. Indeed, I think they 
would have to agree with him.

So with miracles and prophecy. Almost half the 
book is taken up with a discussion of these two one
time great defences of the Christian faith. Give 
them up and what is left of true Christianity? Yet 
religious people have given them up and still call 
themselves Christians. If one now-a-days reads with 
impatience a reasoned argument against belief in 
miracles and prophecies, it is only because these early 
Freethinkers did their work so well and compelled 
Christians to defend absurdities against the relentless 
march of logic and science. W e have reaped the 
benefit. We start where they left off and imagine we 
are responsible for the growing unbelief in contemp
orary life.



358 THE FREETHINKER June 4 , I933

Personally, I  am puzzled that such a work as The  
Bible and its Evidences should ever have been 
allowed to get out of print. Without claiming for it 
the pioneer and creative spirit of such a man as 
Dupuis, I  do feel that Freethought has not produced 
a better work on its particular subject as popular 
propaganda. The Encyclopedia Biblica  contains its 
substance in its thousands of pages, but who, these 
days, can wade through its four thick volumes?

The memory of all the early pioneers in our cause 
is particularly dear to me; and so, I salute Robert 
Cooper, that modest and fearless fighter for Free- 
thought.

H. C utner.

Rank-and-File Bradlaughs.

F reethinkers have long ceased to look for any honesty, 
truth or justice from the “  noble free Press ”  of England 
. . . those great-hearted champions of the people who are 
so bravely outspoken and so nobly appealing (at a penny 
or twopence a time) when demanding a “  fair trial ” for 
misjudged Englishmen fallen into the clutches of ignor
ant and brutal foreigners.

We know from bitter experience that these smooth- 
toned seducers of culture and civilization are strictly im
partial towards religion, but after, and only after, they 
have agreed that at no time shall anything be allowed to 
be said against the Christian religion, that Freethought 
and Freethinkers shall be mentioned only when there is 
plenty of scope for lies, invective, and misrepre
sentation, for all the hideous distortions which the dis
eased minds of our Fleet Street Douglases can fashion.

But now and again—though all too rarely—occurs an 
exception, and when such a phenomenon does appear, 
Freethinkers should not be backward to pay tribute both 
to the writer who has the courage to be sincere in a world 
of insincerities, and to the newspaper which permits such 
courage. All power to your elbow, “  Vanoc II.,” and 
may the fortunes of the Sunday Referee prosper accord
ingly.

“ Vanoc II.,” writes “ Our Handbook” regularly for 
the Referee, and an idea of this intellectual oasis in the 
Sabbath desert of ignorance, immorality and imbecility, 
may be seen from the following passage in The New  
Blasphemy on Easter Sunday :—

But it (the “ Seditious and Blasphemous Teaching of 
Children Bill >’) will be a shock for that socially progres
sive minority which imagines that the noble work in the 
cause of religious freedom, achieved by such social heroes 
as Charles Bradlaugh, Richard Carlile, George Jacob 
Holyoake, G. W. Foote, and T. II. Huxley, must be im
mutable; that the clearings hewn in the jungles of 
savagery by self-sacrificing pioneers will never again be 
overgrown and that intellectual progress can be perman
ently maintained by its own virtue.

Alas! these gains are relative and strictly conditioned 
by economic conditions. The nineteenth century was 
peculiarly favourable to the growth of religious freedom, 
given lusty pioneers like Bradlaugh, because the eco
nomic needs of the time demanded free access to scientific 
instruction, particularly in the field of technocracy. And 
science and organized religion cannot live side by side.

So the Christian-capitalists of the nineteenth century 
chose science, or, rather, tolerated scientific teaching, 
even at the expense of organized religion, because it led 
to greater material profits.

To-day the position is almost reversed.
We are not concerned here with the economic side of 

“ Vanoc’s ” argument—which, even though so true, 
detracts in no way from the value of Bradlaugh’s work— 
nor with the main body of his article that the new Blas
phemy and Seditidn Bill, obviously more political than 
religious, is vitally connected with political considera
tions.

But, even if for our present particular purposes we 
ignore this, we still have something to do when we have 
paid our tribute to “ Vanoc II.”  We have a message to 
hear from him. That message is contained in his remark 
that it is a mistake to “  imagine that intellectual pro-

gress can be permanently maintained by its own vu u ' 
That is where many Freethinkers make their bigg^ 

mistake, and, framed in appropriate words, this g 
I itous advice should be taken to heart by every 
■ thinker, and engraven over every Freethought ha 

meeting place. the
We cannot and we must not be content to rest np°||  ̂

laurels of those pioneers of ours, however much wag 
cent work they may have done, however significali ^  
far-reaching the advances that they made. We 
man every fortress that has been captured, we ^ 
guard every advance that has been effected, and  ̂  ̂  ̂
position must be defended as stoutly and as ably as 
won. .¡jp

The forces of darkness and of savagery are neve 
the armies of reaction and of ignorance are cease - 
their efforts to undermine the culture that mankmt  ̂
painfully built up. Ceaseless also must we be. 1<0 j 
is by far the more important task. Ours is the du y 
only to consolidate the positions which have been ga  ̂ ^ 
but to make further advances possible for the spi^  ̂
knowledge and the betterment of the humanity tha 
come. . to

Freethinkers are too often inclined to be apathe >  ̂
confine their Atheism to the fireside and the libiar' ' e 
leave the other chap alone. That is suicidal. Let us  ̂
done with this laissez-faire. Militancy has been, 
remains, our only hope. So let us be militant

We may have to suffer for our militancy, but we slioiU'

have suffered more for less had it not been for tli°5C
may lose

pioneers of ours. We may be victimized, we 
the world’s good opinion, but that is no matter, 
must fight.

It is not the fortune of all of us to have the talent^ 
the opportunities of a Bradlaugh, but we of the ran ̂  ^
file still have our part to play. The impassione 
quence of a Bradlaugh, the noble orations of an L!-  ̂
soil, the flashing, searing, tearing wit of a Voltaire 
Cohen, all these would not be the same were it not 1°« jf 
courage, the nobility, and the idealism which were 
inspiration. And these qualities, though not 
talents, are attainable by us all.

We can all have our courage and our nobility ° * u ve 
actcr and our idealism of purpose, and we can al 
our lives according to those lights, even though 
not called upon to lead multitudes or to defy multit”1 
Like Bradlaugh, we can all be ‘ ‘ thorough ” in oU1 c'
deed, but, most of all, in our Freethought.

That is the great need of our times, and to that ) 
must come such a unanimous and enthusiastic resp0 , 
from the rank and file as has never before been W'di'1-.^  
in the history of our cause. That a Bradlaugh has , cTli«

afterand worked, struggled and died, is not sufficient, 
great cause to which he devoted his labour goes on t) 
him, and that cause needs the self-same devotion 
all. To-day, in this year of Bradlaugh’s cente11'^  
honour his name in the only way he would have wish  ̂
give us a million keen rank-and-file Bradlaugh-S 
follow in his footsteps, to extend the sway ° . ,e 
principles, and to further that cause which would 1 ?0 
been so much the poorer without him, and win 11 ^  
much the poorer without the best efforts that wc
give it.

Ronald H . S. Standes1,

THE QUESTIONING CHILD.

Nor yet alone to toys and tales confined 
He sits, dark brooding, o’er his embryo mind;
Take him upon your knees, peruse his face,
While all you know, or think you know, you trace, 
'Tell him who spake creation into birth, m
Arched the broad heavens and spread the rolling ea 
Who formed a pathway for the obedient sun,
And bade the seasons in their circles run;
Who filled the air, the forest and the flood,
And gave man all for comfort, or for food;
Tell him all sprang at God’s creative nod—
He stops you short with “ Father, who made God!

Charles Spragl l C ’
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Acid Drops.

We see from the News-Chronicle that Labour tjic
o! thc Glasgow Corporation have protesJ .  icai  College 
appointment of a Director of Glasgow paper

the ground of his being an Englishman. mem-
tcport is correct, we do not see that the l>r0 : ^ err
hers have anything to complain of m the po }Hitler.

After all our “ higli-falutin’ ” sentiment abou  ̂ ^ie 
iquity of bombing from the air in times o ^his 
"titish representatives at Geneva Pr0 es(c. for
country could not agree to the abolition o vv:ipncr to 
police purposes. So that while we are not ̂  ^  ®var> 
'ave bombing going on when two con ■ tribes
«  «  oi ista g  explosive bombs ««»»»‘ “ ' V
'» out-lying districts, who have no possible m id
hnsal, and whose offence is that they pvpocrisy
;«es, or have indulged in tribal rows. . bombing

*  ■ » M  When the people ..eogntse
ro,n the air is more cowardly and glia.ll be

than much that goes on in times of war,
»carer the end of the war era.

before the Nazi revolution, “  German children were 
taught to forget the achievements of Frederick the Great 
and to ignore their Christian h e r i t a g e The blood
thirsty attack on a defenceless people living in their 
midst, accompanied not merely by murder but by rape 
and unmentionable physical violence, must therefore be 
a return to the glorious Christian heritage of which 
Von Papen is so proud ? If not, will some Christian 
apologist indicate a century when Christians were not 
inculcating and practising murder, torture, hate and 
tyranny ?

It will be interesting to see the developments arising 
from the settling of a number of “  Hebrew Christians ” 
in Palestine. They claim to be “  Jews by Race, 
Christians by Grace,” and they also look upon Palestine 
as their own land. They will no doubt conduct a 
vigorous propaganda among the other Jews who are not 
yet Christians, and possibly among those Jews who feel 
that both Judaism and Christianity are worse than 
plagues. What the original Jews, who are thoroughly 
orthodox, will say when they see their Christian brethren 
eating boiled pork on the Day of Atonement we will 
leave to the imagination. It’s a great world.

J h e  Rev. Dr. F. W. NorW^ t  ^ e y  ^ i l l  'tempt 
"eak nations for the reason tha > -ce thing 
, strong ones.” Now that is „  weak •>
or a Christian parson to say. nations with

»ations Dr. Norwood can mean o 3 teaching—
M»»H or no. armaments. But the • nt tt,e meek that 
* *  the Christian practice-is that it is to the mee God will ¿-v
T Kl will deliver the earth, and that tlie other is
tile hnUy was to turn one cheek when thebull 
s'»itteu.
check is )̂r' T̂orwood thinks that turning the other 
ill l]js ff°°d—provided that the turner has a gun

■ ’^'Hie World Economic Conference at hand it is only 
to sn,. ,5»  4o what some of our spiritual leaders have
fair to

0[ lay- Ah'. A. M. Moss, Moderator of the Free Church 
“ \xrC0̂ au »̂ said in liis address to thc Annual Assemb \ 
q,.p e. Ulil>k that the present depression and its conse- 
' e»t suffering are a chastening from the Lord to which 
1 '""St give earnest heed, for chastening unheeded will
w,. to dejection and ruin.”  So Mr. Macdonald is wrong 
WHi’\ hc assures that world problems can only be 
c„(V?,0U a world basis, or that bad trade can only be 
abi» 1 'y more business being done. It is all broug 1 
.\. ,lt by the Lord for the purpose of chastening us
Iiq I. With the Lord’s promiscuous way of doing things 
Ytril tcns those who deserve it and those who do not 
l'lea ' ’ ' ' °d’s ways are not our ways, 'that is thc most 

'»g part of the situation.

tiros0 1<ev- lb-. Campbell Morgan says, “  What does the 
M iv V ^ d  for ? Submit! It begins there, and that is 
Why , ls unpopular.” It is also, we suggest the reason 
We']. lcHgion of thc Cross is a creed for slaves. And 
U:„i,'Tc will continue to be unpopular. Anyway, the 
of i f f. ot the age is likely to regard it so. The tendency 
modern thought is in the direction of freedom. It 
inf )e »dinitted that to-day there arc many attempts to 
sjwT® Prohibitions and to interfere with freedom of 
U'ovos thought. But in almost every instance the

tin
are_ 1,,ade by people who see nothing objectionable 

»>astQrs rced of the Cross—the religion for slaves— and

A Pious
»tin

^ »  d o i e another-
"ialdrea

■ liter exclaims, “ Let 11s dream of peace and
But that is what Christians have

sPeçia{ !n£ everY Sunday for centuries, with an extra
ire, q, re9m yearly added as make-weight at Christmas-
H i J  b° nations, however, are as far from Peace and 
*'i:ace j's°ne another as ever they were. Dreaming about

Pot the way to make it an actuality.

tliq°? papen, thc notorious sabre-rattling apologist for 
»Bi.-i a,zis> had an illuminating sentence m a recent 

0 he wrote for tlic Evening Standard. He said tha

Bishop Barnes has written a book on Scientific Theory 
and Religion. He claims that the Universe is inconceiv
ably great but finite, and that it is expanding. On the 
other hand the atom is inconceivably small—you can 
put 100 million of them on an inch space. AVhere he 
manages to get God, the Father, God, the Son and God, 
the Holy Ghost in as well, we simply cannot understand. 
Perhaps they are living in that part of the Cosmos into 
which the Universe is still expanding. At all events, 
the Bishop ascribes everything as due to the “  crea
tivity of a God who is transcendent, and to whom we 
must ascribe at least such qualities as constitute per
sonality in men.”  So now we know!

On Whit-Monday the new Liverpool (Roman Catholic) 
Cathedral will be the venue of forty bishops and, accord
ing to the press, 500,000 people. The foundation stone 
is to be laid of a building that may take a lifetime to 
complete, and may cost ¿3,000,000. “ A gold and silver
figure of Christ, eight and a half feet high will tower 
over the City.” The high altar will remain in its present 
position for fifteen years, “ and will have a broadcasting 
station hidden in its base.” These details are printed 
without comment as “  news,” as if they were of general 
interest. Most people will marvel that, at this time of 
da}-, and in Liverpool—one of the most “  distressed 
areas ”— sueli a waste of money should be thought toler
able or praiseworthy. For ourselves we think the figure 
of Christ in gold and silver is a suitable emblem for this 
erection. Christ himself is supposed to have said, 
“ silver and gold have I none ” ; hut the Catholic Church 
and Christianity in general, is never likely to he in that 
position while there are people who will give money for 
such purposes as this.

The House of Lords recently gave a second reading to 
the University Spurious Degrees Bill, which is designed 
to bring an end to the scandal of bogus degrees and thc 
sale of them. The Bill seeks to make the conferring of 
a degree, except by a properly constituted University 
authority, illegal. During the debate, the fact emerged 
that the Archbishop of Canterbury has a right to confer 
the degree of D.D. and certain other degrees to any per
son, whether or not that person had been to a University. 
The Archbishop appeared to think he must attempt a 
justification of this privilege, in order that it might be 
exempted from the scope of thc Bill. There seems no 
reason why it should. For the Bill is concerned only 
with degrees which are spurious—that is, worthless. How 
else could an intelligent person regard a degree con
cerned with "  divinity,”  but as bogus? The knowledge 
for which it is conferred is concerned with a “ God ” 
whom no one can prove exists, with a Christ whom 110 
one has proved ever lived—with a hereafter which is only 
a Great Perhaps, with a “ Revelation ”  from God to man
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which is merely a supposition. What the Bill should do 
is to prohibit also worthless degrees being conferred by a 
University—that is, degrees for ‘ ‘ Divinity.”

A missionary society, after a careful review of the sit
uation, appeals for prayer which shall express itself in 
informed thanksgiving and intercession, devoted 
planning, and sacrificial giving. The most important 
item quite naturally is stated last! We would suggest 
that the society’s clients might do well to exercise strict 
economy where the “ sacrificial giving ” is concerned, 
and forward the money saved to some organization that 
is saving unemployed Britons from poverty and semi- 
starvation. This would be a more intelligent use of the 
money than devoting it to teaching “  heathen ” doubt
ful guesses about a presumed “ other world.”

Who supplies the money for war ? enquires a reader of 
a daily paper. In fairness to our historic enemy we 
haste to assure him that the Christian Church is not the 
culprit. It is content with finding moral sanctions for a 
war when it occurs, with providing a God to win battles 
and award a filial victor}-, with supplying first-class re
cruiting agents, with blessing banners and vessels of 
war, with administering spiritual refreshment to the com
batants, and with supplying courage and consolation to 
bereaved parents or wives. I11 doing all these things it 
may be making the most of a— shall we say—heaven
sent opportunity. But it certainly doesn’t supply the 
money for provoking the opportunity. It is quite defi
nitely committed to a creed of Love and Peace.

The number of Roman Catholics in the world is esti
mated by Mgr. Canon Jackman to be 363,764,793, and 
Protestants, 177,862,523. We admire the accuracy of the 
final three in each case, it is so necessary to be abso
lutely exact. We give the figures, however, particularly 
for the benefit of those super optimists who insist that 
the fight for Freethought is virtually over, and that 
Freethought organizations should now take up other 
movements. A religion believed in by over 500,000,000 
people, wonderfully organized, with immense wealth and 
power still, is not dead by any means. And until it is—  
or at least dying— Freethought has tremendous work to 
do. Let us get on with our job.

Eighteen schoolboys belonging to Malct Lambert 
College, Hull, have, according to the Sunday Express 
turned Agnostic. They are all members of the sixth 
form. So the Rev. Douglas Griffiths, a Methodist clergy
man, has undertaken their conversion. The boys them
selves suggested that Mr. Griffiths should talk to them, 
and Mr. Griffiths says lie will finally say to them : — 

You have heard the case for Christianity; you are 
more or less convinced; now try it. That is the best 
way to settle your doubts.

If the boys are converted by that kind of stuff their 
Agnosticism cannot be of a very serious character. Mr. 
Griffiths has made up his mind that they will be con
verted— more or less when he has finished talking to 
them, so we may depend upon it that they will be con
verted—according to his report. It looks as though his 
converts will be of the same order as the crowds of con
verts that follow professional evangelists like Gypsy 
Smith and Co.

But how on earth can these schoolboys, or anyone 
else, prove that Christianity is true by trying it ? The 
boys, it is said, “  agreed that the Gospels were uncon
vincing and the Old Testament incredible.”  Now how 
does one set about trying whether the virgin birth is 
true? Or the Resurrection? Or the doctrine of Hell? 
Or the miracles of Jesus ? How docs 011c try whether 
there is a future life or not? If those boys have a sense 
of humour they should greatly enjoy the coming of this 
parson’s visit. We suggest that if he really wishes the 
boys to make up their minds he should put both sides 
of the cases before them. And the best of all ways 
would be to hold a discussion with some representative

Freethinker, and let the boys listen to all that can l)C 
said for and against. The debate could be either oral or 
written.

He
: , 0[ a

wouldn’t need much paint to portray the min. . ^  
Fundamentalist, Christian, or most Anglican 1

An artist claims to paint the minds of his sitters,
•av the mil«! 

Anglican bish°P’

judging by the amount they contribute to 
thought. 1

" c t|lC
A reverend speaker at the Annual Conference  ̂

Diocesan Sunday School Teachers Association, 
Canterbury, dolefully told the assembly that ‘ t lC j.c„ts 
to face the fact reluctantly that a great many Pa v 
cared little for God and his worship. They a 
the difficulties when the home was pulling the ^  
way.” From which confession it would seem t ^  
pious efforts of popular newspapers plus the 
bringing religion into the home—have failed to g ĵ|(,
stranger accepted as one of the family. Now,
has a logical mind, and quite naturally it arglic)’

Grown-ups don’t believe in and practise w 1 -̂0 
taught me in Sunday school. Why should I ■ -Bg 
wonder the Sunday school teacher confess to 
“ difficulties! ”

Irish Roman Catholics are very angry that the .£ll, 
ship in Ireland is full of vexatious delays. Ih Pa 0[

not been made sufficient u-
in the ease of birth-control propaganda. Hr-  ̂at
lar, its full powers have

O’Reilly, in a letter to the Irish Press, is indig’1̂  ^ 
the laxity of the censors and gives details of K fC. 
would deal with ‘ ‘ indecent and offensive ” ; c „„cetit

bl>cWe think the best way would be to emulate the re -
bonfires of the Nazis. Why not go round every P^.c 
and private library and all the book-stalls with 
lorries and collect every book, paper or magazine ^  
mentions sex in any way whatever, or even hintsj, 
the Roman Catholic religion may not be exactly 1 ^fC 
and burn the lot? If medieval ways should 'c9 t0 
copying a little further why confine the bnrn.,1£0jn- 
books ? A few Birth-controllers, Freethinkers and (̂]C 
munists might be added to the flames as w r 
ought to be at least consistent.

F ifty  Years Ago.
A n Essay on A theism.

(After Bacon, but by a much Rasher Man)- 

I had rather believe all the fables in the Bible, and
tts

Talmud, and the Koran, than assert positively ^"^4 a 
would rather believe them all, a r

God-

heart there is no God’

no God; and I
thousand others besides, than say—  there is a 
merely say— I do not know if there be a God °r 
therefore I may not presume to assert one thing 0 5̂ 
other. The Scripture says ; “  The fool hath said ^ ¡.

but how much more f°° 
he than the one who says : “ There is a God?’
can be no doubt that a want of philosophy inclines n 
minds to superstition, which they call religion; . ,,s
knowledge of philosophy and an exercise of reason u 
their minds about to Atheism, which is the result o 
philosophy. Atheism, indeed, is most conducive ‘ . c)t 
secular welfare and general happiness of man— as, 0.
he rests and assures himself upon divine favour an( 
tection, and puts his trust in providence (whatever ^  
may be), he is like to be deceived and miserably 1 .

_* .¿„.1 . ...1  *4.1, 1--- (rC. 01 -
red'
•esP°

0""

pointed; but when man, with a correct knowledge 
duties and responsibilities resting upon him, Pc 
that, to prosper in life and fulfil those duties and r' 
abilities, it is necessary to constitute himself 1"” 

providence, he, as a natural consequence, gathers a • - 
of mind and strength of character which could u |̂C- 
otherwise induced. It lias been said by Bacon : ' ¡11-
ism leads a man to sense, to philosophy, to natural ^ f|, 

therefore Atheism never did P‘ '
confus'0* , ,c

L’S 1

to reputation . .
States . . . But superstition has been the 
many .States.” The philosopher quoted thus, sho" 
superiority of Atheism over superstition.

The " F r e e th in k e r J u n e  3> h ' '
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card should send in his name to the Secretary. A 
luncheon will be provided at one o’clock at a charge of
2s. 6d.

E ditorial':'
61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

Telephone No. : Centrai, 2412.

In the evening there will be a public demonstration 
at the Conway Hall, Red Lion Square. Admission will 
be free, but there will be a limited number of reserved 
seats at one shilling. The President will take the chair 
at each meeting.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

IVl'.-The Trayer for the High Court of rarUanieirt «  “  
illustration, L ,  it prays for (1) “  £ * £ 2 ^ 2  0)
God s glory.”  (2) “  the good of His pifare of our
und a bad last, “ the safety honour and
Sovereign and His Dominions.” ,

I'-li.—Long out of Print. Published 1886, entitled Sms 
the Church (Eight pamphlets).

? (St. Mary Cray).—If this catches the eye of the 
sender of p.o. for 3s. gd. for publications, will he please
send his name and address, which were omitted from the 
order form.

I!' L. Bowers.—Thanks. Ouite an interesting and useful cutting.

J'jK Barton.—The brutality of deliberately blinding a bird 
or any purpose is almost beyond conception.

’<• Amky.—Mr. Cohen will not be lecturing in London until 
llle autumn.

Haynes

hre
not seinl>Ut ' ' e do no*- think they will be re-printed. Why

of tt, T; ST.> and others.—Thanks for enthusiastic praise me three .. —.
n,ai>y. Hut

« n u  D i u c i b . —  x i i c i i I k s  x u r  e u u i u b i a b i u ;  p i u i i s c
iree “ Views and Opinions ” on affairs in Ger-

Vg
sh,.„T,1111 coP'es of the Freethinker to those whom you wish 

uld see them?
qua]̂ v Hi eased to have the praise of an old reader on the 
ti01] ' the Freethinker. Hope to retain your apprecia- 

k. iiNl)j
arg °Tl'— You are misinformed, at least so far as we
arti(,|'mcerned. No reply from Mr. Arnold L unn to our
it 1 !>n B>m in a recent issue has reached this office. If had been received it would have been inserted.

Hie
... Freethinker" is supplied to the trade on sale or 

twr«. Any difficulty in securing copies should be at once 
"Ported to this office.

% Ocular Society, Limited Office is at 62 Farringdon 
' roet, London, E.C.4.

-, Ottonai Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon 
J tTeet, London, E.C.4.H’ken ,

"oxion^ services of the National Secular Society in con- 
¡1iUn, _ Hi Secular Burial Services are required, all com-
Rosetti °KS sF°uld be addressed to the Secretary, R. H. 

4 ’ as tong notice as possible.
by J  “J10 send us newspapers would enhance the favour 
^ ' » 8  the passages to which they wish us to call

of thg°p.Venture should be sent to the Business Manager 
and »„» . eer Frcss, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4,

Lk not to the Editor.

UshinJC„Cl hinker ”  will be forwarded direct from the pub 
0ne yCa ^ Ce ^ie 1°tt°wtnS rates (Home and Abroad)

•Pi Ch,
I5/-; half year, 7fó; three months, 3/ç.

The^rnS and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
Cler>.„ ‘°neer rress,”  and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd.,

G.C , J*°tices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
,nset(td i,le ^rst t os* on Tuesday> or they will not be

On Saturday evening (June 3) a reception by the Presi
dent and Members of the Executive will be held at the 
Grafton Hotel at 7 o’clock. Members, delegates and 
friends will have an excellent opportunity of renewing 
old friendships and exchanging views and a thoroughly 
enjoyable evening can be promised.

Now that we are entering the summer season we again 
bespeak the services of our well-wishers on behalf of this 
¡taper. We are unable to adopt the more expensive 
methods of advertising, and ever since its foundation the 
Freethinker has depended upon the services of its 
friends. An extra copy taken for a friend, or a supply 
of specimen copies for distribution wherever possible is 
a capital method of gaining new subscribers. To main
tain a paper such as the Freethinker for over fifty years 
means a period of stress and struggle such as only those 
behind the scenes can appreciate.

Mr. G. Whitehead will hold meetings each evening 
from Tuesday, June 6, until Friday, June 9, at Highbury 
Corner. It is some time since the N.S.S. held meetings 
011 that spot, and local saints should take full advantage 
of the situation. It is time a Branch of the Society ex
isted at Highbury, and Mr. Whitehead can supply the 
information necessary for procedure.

Reports to hand from Messrs. J. T. Brighton and J. 
Clayton tell of good meetings and some useful work done 
in outlying places in Durham and Lancashire. The re
ception accorded to Freetliouglit speakers is not always 
of a friendly nature even where propaganda has been 
canned on for some time, and one can imagine the situa
tion where Freethought is presented for the first time in 
a remote village, and where the speaker appears to he 
without any friends.

Mr. Beverly Nichols writes a page of religious slush in 
a recent issue of the Sunday Chronicle, evidently under 
the impression that so long as it is religious any sort of 
nonsense goes. For example :—

If Christ could preside at the World Economic Confer
ence, and if Ids orders were accepted by the heads of 
Governments, the economic situation would clear up 
over night.

Quite fittingly the page bears a portrait of Bramwell 
Booth. But the strange tiling is that Dir. Nichols ap
pears to have gone to the pages of our recently pub
lished Christian Types for his inspiration. What Mr. 
Nichols says would happen if Christ visited the Geneva 
Conference is precisely what “ Criticus ” puts into the 
mouth of the religious journalist exploiting his credu
lous public. “  Criticus ”  evidently knows the kind.

Sugar Plums.

4) the Annual Conference of the National 
Sftoi, T ciety will be lield in the Palm Court of the 
''ill Hotel, Tottenham Court Road. The Conference 
'M„lis ,at 10.30 and 2.30, and is open to members only. 
Tir, 0,1 will be by card of membership for the current 

ny member who is for any reason without his

’Tis from high life high characters are drawn;
A saint in crape is twice a saint in lawn;
A judge is just, a chauc’llor juster still,
A gown-man learned; a bishop, what you wil l ;
Wise if a minister; but if a king,
More wise, more learn’d, more just, move ev’rything.

Pope.
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“ The Revolt against God.”

“ O fools, he was God, and is dead
He will hear not again the strong crying of earth in his ears 

as before,
And the fume of his mulititudes dying shall flatter his 

nostrils no more.
By the spirit he ruled as his slave is he slain who was 

mighty to slay,
And the stone that is sealed on his grave he shall raise not 

and roll not away.”
Swinburne. "  Hymn of Man.'’

T he title of this article, is that of an essay by a Con
gregational clergyman, contributed to the May num
ber of Harper’s Magazine.

Mr. Stanley High, the pastor in question, is no 
ordinary preacher. After taking a theological degree 
at Boston University he spent some years in. Europe 
as a newspaper correspondent, later he became assist
ant secretary to the Methodist Board of Foreign 
Missions; then editor of the American Christian 
H erald; and is now a minister of a Congregational 
Church in Stamford, Connecticut. Evidently, Mr. 
High is a man of wide and varied experience, both 
secular and religious, and, as an earnest Christian, 
not likely to exaggerate facts at the expense of his 
religion.

The drift of the times, says Mr. High, is away from 
religion, and particularly from the organized religion 
of the churches. “  Despite,”  he continues, “  the 
long-held doctrine of the theologians that man is ‘ in
curably religious,’ a vast and increasing number of 
people are demonstrating that he is not.”  Not that 
they are definitely opposed to religion, says Mr. 
High : —

If pressed, they would probably confess to some 
obscure but unconsulted convictions which might be 
identified as religious. Normally, however, they are 
indifferent to the whole matter. There is no point 
for them in the argument as to whether it is possible 
to get along without religion. For all apparent in
tents and purposes they are getting along without it. 
And the disturbing fact is not that so many of them 
get along, but that they appear to get along so well. 
In short they have no conscious religious life, and 
they do not seem to miss it. They do not revolt 
against God. They simply ignore Him.

Americans, before the war, were fond of speaking 
of the United .States as “  God’s own Country,”  the 
expression is never heard now, except ironically. Tt 
is now thought that the less God had to do with the 
business the better for his reputation. Mr. High tells 
us of a newspaper man who recently made a sixteen- 
thousand-mile trip through the American country
side, during which in his search for information, he 
asked many questions, among others, as to what help 
they were getting from their religion in these disturb
ing times? “  Only one man,” he writes, “  said that 
lus church and his God were a prop to him. Nowhere 
did I encounter a genuine religions feeling. Every
where I encountered scepticism, distrust, amusement 
at the beliefs of our fathers. Christianity is hardly to 
be considered at all as a force in American life, in 
directing its currents and desires.”

M r. High also cites from a letter he received from a 
successful business man, who has recently given more 
time to religion, sitting on religious councils, boards 
and commissions. Sent as a delegate to a denomina
tional meeting, he writes : “  I would be in a happier 
frame of mind if I had stayed at home . . . We went 
through all the religious motions. But I couldn’t es
cape the feeling that we were shadow-boxing.”  
Speaking from his own experience, Mr. High tells 
us : “  I am the minister of a more than ordinarily 
loyal church. Normally, how'ever, our one Sunday

service brings out not more than twenty pet 
our total membership.”  What must the atten a 
be like at the other churches !

Turning to other countries, and commencing '' 
England, Mr. High cites the following fr0iu , 
Joad’s book, T he Present and Future of 
‘ ‘To-day nobody spares the money to bin t 
chapels for the same reason that nobody wo 
them if they were built. A s for the

iie": 
mid’attend

Church of

land, even if there were churches and congregah01 g
fill them, which there are not, there would 110
enough clergymen to attend to the congregations.

, . ....... . the ex15
---------- , ------- ------------- 1 > -  • f crUltS
ing numbers of the clergy and the supply oi js
falls off year by year.” Even the fool of the fan" 
no longer pushed into the Church, for no one cal1  ̂
how much longer the Establishment is going t0 
There are even members within the Church, wn° l^j 
pose that the Church should disestablish itsel , 
thus anticipate the coming execution.

In Germany, says Mr. High, the German 
has an active membership

Lea;ollC

totaling
san”

s>

:d ,

dieted that such a thing would shortly 
to pass, would have been regarded as a weak-n"1  ̂
optimist; yet it has happened, and amid the cta*Mej

of Freethinkers ,
something over 700,000. Two hundred th°n _ 
German children are enrolled in its schools of >

Its propaganda among the working c âS!£ jjs- 
the towns: “ has now extended into the ruia u, 
tricts where it is making startling headway. " a 
as a result of its propaganda, the churches of ^  
many for a number of years have reported a ste‘l ' 
net loss in membership totalling as 
300,000 in a single year.”  In Turkey, w  
and Spain, religion has been, disestablish 
and secular education adopted in the sen 
A n y sceptic who, before the war had 1

ipde4
:rash

thrones and dynasties, the marvel has not atail 
the attention it otherwise would have done.

Take, for instance, the disestablishment of the ^  
phate in Turkey. Our own Government waS 
tremcly nervous about offending the religious S'-' J(|
tibilities of our Mohammedan and Hindoo subjects 
so starting a holy war; even the missionaries, to 
disgust, were not allowed a free hand here, a  ̂ ^ 
were in China, Africa, and the South Seas. ^hi& a 
owing to the Indian Mutiny, which was caused 
belief among the Sepoys that their cartridges 
greased with the fat of the cow and the. pifb . 
defiling both the Hindoo and the Mohanm>e< 
Yet, when the heavy hand of the new Govet"111̂  
descended on the Caliphate— the Caliph ivaS ^  
successor, or vicegerent of the prophet Mohan1 
and the spiritual and civil head of the Mohann>lC 
State— there was no holy war proclaimed, no 
rection of the people to save their religion, tlrcic 
no trouble at all, or nothing like we expected.

with S lj’j,!
accounted as the two most backward and steePe 1

diffefe’religion of all the European States. How v̂,. 
from the Middle Ages, when, during a period 0 
hundred years 
Palestine, in the
from the care of the infidel, and an empty t0111' . (e 
t hat ! Evidently we arc witnessing a world'"

France led the '

, Europe hurled army after army j5t 
re Holy War to take the tomb of L ' ^

„ c  ± 1... ..1 ___ 1 ......................

tlk
fe-
tlF

movement away from religion, 
in the eighteenth century, by disestablishing 
Church during the French Revolution. It " ili> 
stored by Napoleon under his Concordat with ^  
Pope; only to be disestablished again, and the 
ligious orders expelled, for interfering in politic 
scheming against the Republic during the F ,e' 
affair.

1



It seems passing strange, if, as Chris ian tbat
tired of claiming, Christianity is the source ‘ poor, 
is good in our civilization, the protector °  and
the liberator of the slave, the advocate o "  attain 
all the rest of it; that directly the pro e a this belie-
freedom, their first action is to discs a ) ^ pefits  
hcent faith which has conferred a | the
"pon them, and send its priests packing • as
workers do not judge by words but 1>> c ee ’ - the
Hr. High, referring to the industna al t  an 
1 nited States observes : “  Religion t iere> further 
opiate, is at least a sedative. H e re .t  religious
foason for this drift front religion. “ a DfW cd be- 
leadcrs, says Mr. H igh : “  are frankly hen fi_
cause, in the present crisis, there has ai;i _ tribu-
cant turning to religion,” Previous perio ,,
¡ation have been “  great days for sought

Other help failing, men and womci ^  gee any 
l''e consolations of religion. It  is di present.”
significant indications of such seeking y[r.

the great war showed the f ^ i n e r
High considers that the drift from religion 

here than anywhere else. .{ organized
In conclusion, Mr. H igh declares, to work

rc'igion is to regain its position, it ^ not
0 the principles laid down by Jesus.

>'»»k it would succeed. I t  is  too lute m  ,e
head is definitely away from religion. it it js
(v° not turn to religion in the hour a ^  hour 0f
'cry certain that they will n° t  do . behind
Prosperity. The chief driving force hi
f  Sion has been fear. People have nmv Jost  
{car, and with it they have lost their r ^

Austin Holyoake.

' reethinker Critic  and H um orist.
* l is ^
h"e\v . lllatter of great regret to me that I never 
"hep r " Stln Holyoake personally. He was alive 
Co.’s ’ 'f a very young man, used to visit Watts & 
Str t̂’ ' U liou.se at 17 Johnson’s Court, Fleet
PUblis] ^'ere the National Reformer was then 
%j0(1 , ' I heard afterwards that he was very 
'kat], anc  ̂ in a short time I learned of his
follows lroi,gh "he National Reformer. On the

r'Uff ®H°day, when I was only nineteen years of 
Strtet 'p-K̂ e n*y way to “ The Hall of Science,” Old 
'lelivej. Hoad, and heard the late Charles Watts 

" memorial address on his friend.
1 , lar‘es Watts was a highly trained and experi-

k r
%
a"d

cd leet

%l
1'he

Cloc:
’Her, and his address was a most moving

Went- — - oration. This was not my first visit to 
. "11 of Science.” I had been there two oree

before; once, a year before, when barely 
lm>se b U \ Cars of age, I heard Mr. G. W. Foote op- 
"1 a t\v* ('c<>rge Sexton on “ Spiritualism,”  and later 

But 1 1Uslbts debate with him, on the same subject. 
Holy.. " ’as anxious to know more about Austin 

and I had to wait till 1SS9 to get the full 
dni \pj'°n I wanted when my friend Joseph Maz- 

published his splendid Biographical 
ry of Freethinkers. From that work

',0«a

that Austin Holyoake was born 
J W  am on October 27, 1826, and was the 
S *  brother of Geo. Jacob Holyoake, the 
'sf jpi . Rethought lecturer and writer, and Social- 

tosu,tlary. Austin owed his mental emancipa- 
''•scip! learing lectures by Robert Owen and his 

’ He took part in the agitation for thel'ou
and

°f  the newspaper stamp— assisting when 
danger had to be met— and he eo-operated

with his brother in the production of The Reasoner 
and other publications from 1845 to 1862. Soon after 
this he printed and sub-edited The National Reformer 
of which Charles Bradlaugh was editor. Austin 
Holyoake wrote several pamphlets, which I still 
possess in my collection, viz : Daniel the Dreamer, 
a Biblical Biography; H eaven and H ell, Where 
Situated? “ Man’s fervent hope and abiding terror” ; 
The Book of Esther, A  specimen of “  what passes as 
the inspired word of God The Apostles of Christ, 
a farce in several acts; Ludicrous Aspects of Christ
ianity.

I propose to give a few selections from one or two 
of these pamphlets as a sample of the brilliant, critical 
power, wit and humour displayed by Austin Holy
oake in the examination of Biblical stories.

Few Christians, I  imagine-, read T he Book of 
Daniel to-day. They may have read it in their child
hood when they attended Sunday School, or perhaps 
they may have referred to it again to ascertain for 
certain, how Daniel comported himself in the “ Dion’s 
Den,” and how it was the lion did not make a meal 
of him. But this is what Austin Holyoake says 
about the story. He opens in this fine scholarly 
fashion : —

Tlie study of biography is at all times a pleasing 
occupation, and generally an instructive one. Poets 
afford us glimpses of the ideal life, statesmen of 
the real and the practical. The warrior teaches the 
lesson of heroism and daring in danger; the navi
gator, the pioneer and the explorer, set examples 
worthy of imitation, of perseverance, of endurance, 
of courage in secret, which when known, ennoble 
the character and strengthen the will and enable us 
to look with calmness upon the daily annoyances 
and trials of life. We learn how men can labour 
and endure; how friendships formed in the quiet of 
social life will yet survive the strongest shocks. We 
learn this from the lives of great and good men of 
all ages and of all countries. Men in every rank of 
society, from the highest to the lowest, may be 
found, whose lives will teach some lesson for our 
instruction— who have set some example worthy of 
imitation.

We turn to Biblical heroes expecting, as we have 
a right to expect, that in their lives we shall find 
everything worthy of emulation. These characters 
have superlative advantages over ordinary men. If 
not endowed with the attributes of Gods they have 
what stands them in as much need—they have the 
special instruction and guidance of Heaven.

In Daniel we shall find one of these highly 
favoured mortals— a man of a peculiar calling in 
life, but one who nevertheless excelled in his pro
fession. He followed no industrial occupation, 
neither did he cultivate letters or the fine arts. lie 
was a sort of a psychological curiosity. At first he 
dreamt other mens’ dreams and found out their inter
pretation; and afterwards lie dreamt dreams for liitn- 
self. The wise men who some centuries ago deter
mined for us and for all future generations, if the 
priest can make it so, what was canonical, and 
what was apocryphal or spurious gospel, agreed that 
the Book of Daniel had about it the genuine ring— 
bore upon its face the unmistakable stamp of inspira
tion. We must therefore accept it as such, and try 
how much good we can extract from it.

Those who worship and defend the Bible as a 
sacred book, may say it is much easier to make had 
jokes than to point out its errors—to ridicule than to 
refute it. 1 do not desire to indulge needlessly in 
ridicule or levity when dealing with the book which 
so many have been taught as children to regard as 
something holy; but when 1 read in it the account of 
certain men, whose doings appeal forcibly to my 
sense of the ludicrous, I must be excused if I laugh 
so loud that people at a distance hear me. Some 
reviewers charged me with being “  flippant.” Now 
I have no desire to earn such a reputation. With
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things calling for serious consideration, I can be as 
serious as any man. But it is not always necessary 
to be dull to be instructive. Has not Voltaire abun
dantly proved that an argument may be contained 
in a witticism ? Besides the Bible has different 
effects upon different minds. Some it has made mis
anthropical hermits, some gloomy, brooding luna
tics ; others fanatical persecutors; others blood
thirsty, ferocious exterminators. I am sorry that it 
only makes me merry.

He then proceeds to narrate the incredible stories 
of the B ook of D an iel, that caused him to indulge in 
laughter— but I propose to give a sample of these 
stories in another article.

A rth ur  B, Mo ss.
(To be continued.)

On Chain Gangs.
— —

T hose who wish to acquaint themselves with certain 
aspects of human life, with which they are not 
familiar, may often do so by paying a visit to the 
cinema.

In “ I am a Fugitive,”  one of these aspects is pre
sented. It reveals the extent to which society 
can indulge, even at the present day, in brutal treat
ment of those who fail to fit in with the approved 
ways of earning a living.

The “  fugitive ”  is a young man who, on returning 
to his American home after playing his part in the 
Great War, found himself unable to settle down to 
his old job, which his pre-war employer gave back to 
him.

The routine of war service was found to be equalled 
by the routine of the factory; for the young man had 
conceived new ideas about life. He desired to do 
something worth while; to become an engineer instead 
of a receiving clerk; to construct bridges, and expand 
cities.

After trying, under family pressure, to go on with 
his old work, he set out in search of a new sphere of 
activity, only to find himself very soon on the 
“ tramp.”

When nearly starving he is offered food by another 
man tramp, and, at an opportune moment, the latter 
forces the “  fugitive,”  at the point of a revolver, to 
rob the cash-till in an eating-house. He is caught 
immediately, tried and condemned to ten years of hard 
labour ini a chain gang, without due consideration 
being given to the circumstances under which this 
petty theft was committed.

Life in the chain gang camp is faithfully and fear
fully depicted on this film. Strong iron bands, with 
chains attached, are welded on to both ankles of each 
man; and when a body of men is taken to and from 
work a long chain, passed through a ring on the 
chains of each man, secures the gang. Armed 
warders supervise the chained and manacled workers; 
and the warders are the embodiment of the physical 
brutality of the system.

The ‘ ‘ fugitive ” ultimately escapes and, under 
another name, obtains employment in a State other 
than that to which he belongs. The police are ever 
on the hunt for him, but in time he succeeds in work
ing his way to a high position as an engineer, and be
comes a respected citizen.

When he is on the point of being promoted to> a 
position of trust he is arrested by the police, after 
having been betrayed by a worthless wife.

The State Governor refuses to sign his extradition 
papers, arid lie is persuaded to give himself up on 
condition of being released in ninety days, from the 
chain gang to which he was to return.

He pays all the State’s expenses for his escape and

June

recapture, and returns to hard labour only to 
at the end of the ninety days, that the word of tjie 
State Governor and officials, in the State to which the 
chain gang prison belongs, was worthless.

A  second escape is accomplished and the film clo^
recaptured again,

ferocity of a
with the “  fugitive ”  to be 
hunted until death. Such is the 
society boasting of liberty. ^

To the thoughtful the physical brutality  ̂
chain gang system is not the only outstai 
feature of the film. ^

The intellectual and moral brutality °[ . ^  
governor and other officials of the State is a si 
characteristic of Christian American civilization,  ̂
set, as it is, by the general indifference to the m'y 
which social ‘ ‘ justice ”  is administered.

The governor of the persecuting State, after l’ea 
ing an appeal for the fugitive (I understand 
“ fugitive ”  is still abroad; still hunted; and 
is still civilized) based upon the petty theft na 
been committed under duress of a revolver, an 
subsequent proved worth of the man as a citizen * 
his first escape, is able brutally to insist upon l11»  ̂
turn to the chain gang under the camouflage 
justice.

The chain gang is even upheld as a means o fe 
ing moral reform; the necessity of protecting ^  
average citizen is urged; the further necessity of sa t 
fying justice is pleaded; and, with triumP1.̂  
brutality, the after-prison life of the fugitive lS ^  
stanced as resulting from the moral uplift he baS ^ 
ceived from being in the chain gang. He Bins 
sent back for more moral uplift, and to the 1 
satisfaction of justice. , |

He is sent back by a set of Christian and 
hypocrites who, if opportunity presented itself, " ^
doubtless bring off a financial wangle, an hour 
passing judgment upon the fugitive. t

had

b u s» ';
alla

be
How many of the governor’s councillors 

made more at a single stroke by trickery in 
or by industrial and social exploitation than col 
equalled by a life-long series of petty thefts? , 

Yet they would look upon
worth and standing in a Christian society; men

themselves as lliell̂ 0 

. 0f tl'e
were in the habit of upholding the interests t 
people, under the flag of liberty, although they ^  
incapable of judging the case of the fugutive np > 
merits. Or if capable of forming a sound judg1 
their habit of giving way to majority opinion c|j 
vented their giving expression and execution to •

tim
a judgment.

Such men as those who condemned the fugitAe 
first or second time, belong to the chain-gaugiV,|1 
thought. They are the outstanding members 0[ 
chain-gangs, to one or other of which the m a j*1 
people belong. The chains are often of subtle te- 
whether their effects are expressed with subtle^ l(j 
brutality; and the work of breaking the chains ‘ 
setting free the gangs is one of the greatest tasks 
fore humanity. ■ ^

In Victor Hugo’s, Les Miserables, we can rca tpe
the chain gangs which passed through F ran ce to

T-reiic
galleys during a less enlightened period of \  ̂ ■

H uguenots in  T ,i!
.ajch

history. In Samuel Smiles’ Huguenots in 1' 1[ 
the sufferings of many Huguenots in such gai1̂ 5 ¡¡jtf 
described; but one would expect such an exPlĈ v,;l- 
of barbarity to have vanished by now from all c 
ized countries. ^

The survival of such chain gangs in America 1 fjc 
present time, is an instance of the survival of ba1 
mentality, passed on to us through Feudal d ap’ ^

Christianity, in its various forms, is a sys.ten1
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mental chain-gangs from which few 1 a j ts
living in a Christian country entirely es?a \  retj
effect upon those who retain the faith, even 1
•l°wn, is disastrous; and its total effect uP°n ^  -m_
i'i preventing the full harvest of means to ge £u^y
provement being reaped from science, canno  ̂ an(j
measured. Christianity comes from tlie 1 -
brings many of its worst ideas with it w 1 tpacR-
mg an adjustment to certain modern scien .
hrgs. Not only so, Christianity clings to 0 jeS
Hons until farced to taclc on to new ones, a ,ern
her baneful influence with her throughout 
society. . , .rj -

Although written of Europe, the following "  
from another

survivals , . ___r„^ rm in
g for some degree of cultural m g  

Europe. TTT*

»«er pen may be applied to America . 
lectual survivals are a heavy drag upon the m  
making for

When the" general level of “ ^ t S e r e -  
values is lowered, our whole moral cUlie , man

by debased; when doctrines which no e pulpit, and 
accepts are proclaimed in newspaper a political
fright in the school, the reaction on hope of
honesty of the community is inevitable.

European civilization is inseparab y  c consecrated 
Europe's ability to unload this weig a„es Qf

alsehood which she has inherited ro , _ _ inlieri-
imlitical, economic and mental servitu e exist-
fmice which has its natural counterpar (A. D.
'ng oligarchical control of wealth an 'p0p tical.
■ b'haren, in Scieutia. on I sl'Cr.*-c°iionii

In
ohain

re and Cultural Hegemony on the W ane?” )

°ne way or another, many who escape from the
Sang of theology find their way into other chain

. anSs in the sphere of ethics, sociology, economics, 
a,1J  SO forth.

I,le work of attaining full freedom can only be
pconrplished by careful study, by continual self- criti-
lsm, by training the mind to reason as accurately as

ssible, and by the fearless application of the mind,
J . 'Vay of examination and criticism, to all subjects with which

Oo we can possibly deal.1

Coil • ,U 101 application to religious subjects only, and 
f l u e n t l y  do not even realize that they belong to 

c iain-gangs in other spheres of thought, hree- 
°f thought in all things must be striven foi, if 

Manhood as a Freethinker is to be attained.

E . E gerton Stafford.

(1

For the Bookshelf.

binary,1,̂ lcr v°himes have been added to the “ Thinkers 
'Ss>ie(b , (}vatts, is. net each). Messrs. Watts have also 
!'."4er (' History of the Inquisition  by Sir Alex-
bsh p ' kardew (3s. net). It was a good idea to repub

lic k^ohet’s well known and authoritative History°l
On th. Taxes on Know ledge, the standard work
Hicjj jtS,,bject. Although abridged, nothing is omitted 
VA 0f tj'Ta'rs the value of this calm and impartial sur-
f̂ oiieer, cse infamous taxes and the struggle of the early 
gives S to ’’ave tl --------J TT-,— -------1-~-
, armiv°me idea of

them removed. Holyoake’s preface 
"ornif '”a idea of the author and his work, and I 
ave n„t,tc°minend the book to all Freethinkers who
Mi

not

vnti
"R

, J°seph
rcad it.

McCabe’s The Existence of God, has been
nnqu'i ’ ^Written— it was originally issued in the 
b'le t°- S library ” twenty years ago. A comparison 

AkCabe,'V° .volumes makes interesting reading, as Mr.... "*'1̂  § . «_» —■ -
, 'iple, ¡n VleWs on some points have changed. For ex- 
, "Atheist • *dI3 be said, “ I prefer the term ‘ Agnostic ’ to 
' l'Vt the ,')ecause there is a common tendency to con- 

-lic,. Atheist as one who believes he can disprove the 
’sitiou God, and there are men who hold that 

• • At the same time the word ‘ Agnostic ’ is

not free from ambiguity . . .  I mean only that no satis
factory evidence is offered to us of the existence of God 
(any God).”

In 1933, he says, “  For many years I have, since I do 
not share the theory of the mind’s limitations, preferred 
to call myself an Atheist.”

For the rest, Mr McCabe’s method of approach is 
different, and he has preferred to deal with the very 
latest works of religious apologetics which makes what 
he has to say all the more valuable to tlie modern reader. 
Many of the pre-war works on religion, which were con
sidered by the orthodox as of supreme authority are 
mostly forgotten or only interesting to the student. 
Science, history and criticism have made enormous 
strides during the past twenty years and Mr. McCabe 
lias wisely discarded a great deal of his criticism of 
authors who are mere names to the present generation.

His chapter, however, on God in ancient philosophy is 
a brilliant sketch of the God-idea in the old civilizations 
as are those chapters on the moral argument, the nature 
of the evidence and the popular apologists. Altogether 
the reader will find in the work, a detailed criticism of 
Theism from many angles, clearly and boldly stated, and 
it should prove a most valuable handbook for Free
thinkers in debate.

.Sir Alexander G. Cardew, in his Short History of the 
Inquisition  has given an excellent sketch of that in
famous body. It is, of course, mainly based on tlie 
laborious researches of Dr. H. C. Lea, whose magnificent 
and detailed histories are now the standard and undis
puted authorities. Sir A. G. Cardew has given a good 
outline in a little more than 100 pages, and has tried to 
be as fair and impartial throughout as possible.

It is not an easy matter to write in cold blood of the 
foul and bloody Inquisition, which tortured and burnt 
human beings mostly for tlie crime of “  heresy,”  and it 
is to be judged in the light of the quotation from Lord 
Acton, the Catholic historian, with which the author 
commences his work :—

The Inquisition is peculiarly the weapon and work of 
the Popes . . . No other institution is so distinctly the 
individual creation of the Papacy except the Dispensing 
Power. It is the principal thing with which the Papacy 
is identified, and by which it must he judged.

Nothing more damning that this could be adduced 
even from a bigoted Protestant, but nothing too 
damning could be said of the Inquisition whether in 
Spain or elsewhere. It was a foul blot on humanity 
and the Roman Catholic Church was directly respon
sible. The details given by tlie author are terrible, 
briefly put as they are. I heartily recommend the work 
to all those who want in a handy form, the truth of what 
tlie Inquisition really was.

TT.C.

Correspondence.

N.S.S. PRINCIPLES AND OBJECTS.

To the E ditor of the “  F reethinker."

S ir ,— I read with great interest the proposal to alter 
the Constitution of tlie National Secular »Society. This 
revision of the principles and objects is, in my opinion, 
long overdue.

The present Constitution appears to give the maxi
mum of verbiage, of what the principles of a militant 
Freethinker organization ought to be.

As I see them the proposals will delete from the . Con
stitution redundant and erroneous aims, while seeking 
to have a Constitution that will permit any Atheist any
where being able to join the Society.

Is it necessary, for instance, that, the N.S.S. should 
insist that every person wishing to help in the anti
clerical struggle should subscribe to any particular views 
011 happiness, peace, or self-gpvermnent ?

If the N.S.S. does this, is it not likely to exclude from 
our ranks many convinced Atheists ?

Personally I do not think that the N.S.S. lias the right 
to do this. It ought to be able to welcome to its ranks
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any person who is prepared to take any part in the 
struggle against the churches.

The proposed Constitution is a step in the right direc
tion, I am convinced, and it ought to have the whole
hearted support of the Conference.

Jack Walton.

Sir ,— In reply to Mr. Ready’s letter of May 28, it is 
evident that my so-called pointless letter has not entirely 
failed of its objective, as far as he is concerned.

I asked for a more definite statement with regard to 
his attitude re the N.S.S. and political activity, and have 
received it.

Evidently, Mr. Ready fails to realize that the onus of 
definition was upon himself when he suggested extended 
activity on the part of the N.S.S., and, if he will read 
my letter again he will find that I did ask whether there 
is to be an attempt at “  turning the N.S.S. into a 
political party?” The implications of his first letter justi
fied the question.

E. Egerton Stafford.

FREETHOUGHT AND ATHEISM.

Sir ,— Since Mr. C. S. Fraser in the second part of his 
letter (printed in the Freethinker for May 21), has given 
such a good example of the value of au indefinite (fie., 
Agnostic) attitude with regard to the existence of a 
Maker,” or “ a God,” our little discussion comes towards 
a close.

If Mr. Fraser has “  no proof ”  (1) that the universe 
was made; (2) that there was only one maker; has he 
any proof : -(1) that the universe was not made; (2) that 
there was no maker ?

Again, has he any “ evidence to show” that the chain 
of cause and effect does not stop at some definite point?

If, as appears by Mr. Frazer’s article “  Atheist and 
Agnostic ” (in the Freethinker for May 7), our criterion 
of the meaning of anything is to be what the “  public 
understands ” that meaning to be, we had better give up 
the tremendous struggle for truth immediately, but if 
truth is our Mecca, let us do our best to reach it. I at 
least, am not attempting to obtain truthful definitions by 
the test of their acceptance by the “ general public.” 
This test is “ expediency ”  with a vengeance.

Let me earnestly appeal to Freethinkers to find real 
meanings for the words we use; then we shall find in 
relation to the matter of religion, that we are actually 
attacking parasitic institutionalism, and not religion, or 
religious feeling. Medicine-men to Popes, Priests, and 
Politicians, etc., have lived upon this feeling and will 
continue to do so until human character generally im
proves considerably upon its present condition, but I 
contend that religion is capable of progressive develop
ment for helpful use in civilized life, as it has undoubt
edly been a solace to vast numbers through past ages.

“  Hope.”

HITLER AND POPULATION.

S ir,— Mr. R. B. Kerr in his effort to excuse or explain 
Hitler and Hitlerism seems to forget the purpose and 
objects of the Freethinker. His thesis of ‘ ‘ overpopula
tion ”  may be wholly or partly true, and judging by Mr. 
Kerr’s many letters to the Press, lie does not intend that 
we should overlook its importance.

The question for Freethinkers is clearly and cogently 
expressed in the current “ Views and Opinions,”  and 
never mind what the excuses are that Hitler and his ad
mirers choose to invent, we condemn in no measured 
terms this unexampled outbreak of mass persecution, 
suppression of opinion and free speech, the burning of 
books, and we hope, the fatuous attempt to re-introduce 
the Dark Ages.

Among the burned books, I understand are included 
everything of an advanced character on questions of Sex, 
Birth-Control and Family limitation, so surely Mr. Kerr 
would find a splendid virgin field for his propaganda in 
the “ N e w ” Germany?

He would be well advised, however, not to go in 
person.

R. T u rn ey .

Obituary.

Mr . A. C. White.

We regret to announce the death of Mr. A. C.
\Vbik-

whose writings, under the pen-name of Alan r 
are well known to readers of this journal. • .^ a 
was a very capable and a lovable character, 
genuine interest in the Freetliought Cause, a vvas 
defatigable worker for any movement in wine (0 
interested. He had in hand another work v?hic 1 
follow his valuable Revenues of Religion. 
forty-six years of age. He had been in ill-healt 1 0f 
past three or four years, and there was little c 
his ever regaining perfect health.

SUNDAY L E C T U B E  NOTICES, #tC

LONDON,

OUTDOOR.
«flti, ■ Re£l

North L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Albert Street,
Park) : S.o, Thursday, June 8, Mr. C. Tuson. ^

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Cock Pond, Claph^Tj,,, 
Town) : 8.0, Wednesday, June 7, Mr. L. Ebury. 
Junction, 8.0, Friday, June 9, Mr. F. P. Corrigan-

„ vloli*
W est L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 3-3°. ; .¿-„so» 

June 5, Messrs. Bryant and Le Maine. 6.30, Mess*)” pjell 
and Hyatt. Wednesday, June 7, 7.30, Mr. W- P- S  ffi' 
Everden. Thursday, June 8, 7.30, Mr. E. C. Sapt1" 
day, June 9, 7.30, Messrs. Bryant and Le Manic- ^

Woolwich, “ The Ship,” Plumstead Common, i’’0’ pert 
nesday June 7, Messrs. S. Burke and F. W. Smhl1, Jl)(l 
ford Square, 8.0, Thursday, June 8, Messrs. S.
F. W Smith. “ The Ship,” Plumstead Common, 8.0,
June 9, Messrs. S. Burke and F. W. Smith.

COUNTRY.

Bolton Branch N.S.S. (Wigan, Market r lacl)' 
Messrs. Hanken and Sisson—“ Bible Gods.” .,

T ClaP
Burnley Market, 7.30, Tuesday, June 6, Mr. J-
QheSTER-LE-Street (Bridge End) : 7.30, Friday, Jl 

Mr. J. T. Brighton. 0,

G lasgow Secular Society (Fail Square, PaisRj) ¡qc- 
R. Buntin. Peel Street, l ’artick, 8.0, R. White a” 
Whitefield.

N elson, 8.0, Wednesday, June 7, Mr. J. Clayton. v
jlr-

Newcastle Branch N.S.S. (Town Moor) : 7 °> 
Flanders. Weather permitting. r(l].

South Shields (Pier Head, near Marine Park) : 7 "’ 
nesday, June 7, Mr. J. T. Brighton.

Ard'fr
EX EDUCATION CENTRE : Century T h e a t r e ,

J  Street, Westbourne Grove. June 12, 7-3°> ilo"’’,'L
). H. Lawrence, Janet Chance. Admission 6d. ‘  
-londavs : consultations 2s. 6d, Library.

UNWANTED CHILD
In a Civilized Community there should  

UNW ANTED Children.

itK
of jilFor an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) 0 

Control Requisites and Books, send a V/id, staCP ,

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage,
ESTABLISHED NEARLY HALF A CENTURY-
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* -------------------------------------------------------------------

l PAGANISM IN I 
| CHRISTIAN FESTIVALS I

I J. M. WHEELER. !
| l
I Clothette Is. Postage lid . (
j .------------------------------------------- l
: T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. j

*  ------------------------------------------------------------- 4
*  ---------------------------------------------------------- -

¡ T H E  O T H E R  S I D E ]  
j O F  D E A T H  I: j
{ B y  C H A P M A N  C O H E N .  i
)
; Cloth Bound THREE BHILLINGB & SIXPENCE j
i  Postage 2d.

i --------------------------------------
• Th i  Pionkir P ress, 6i Farringdon Street, B.C.4j |
l •
•  ----- --------------------------------- *----------------------- 4

I FOOTSTEPS of the PASTj
-  by -  i

i J. M. Wheeler j
| With a Biographical Note by VICTOR B. NEUBURG j

j Joseph Mazzini Wheeler was not merely a popular- j 
I izer of scientific studies of religion, he was a real ; 
i pioneer in the field of anthropology. His present | 
; work is rich in ascertained facts, but richer still in ? 
I suggestions as to future lines of research. It is a book J 
i that should be in the hands of all speakers and of J 
| students of the natural history of religion. I

) Price 3s. 6d. 228 pages. By post 3s 9d. !

I T he Pioneer P ress, 6i Parringdon Street, B.C.4. j,

**̂ e»

I THE FOURTH AGE 1
I » ,  (
j WILLIAM REPTON. \
• I
( Price Is. Postage Id. j
i --------------------------------------------
| T he Pioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. I

j Materialism Re-stated [
( By CHAPMAN COHEN. j
i! A clear and concise statement of one of the most J 
i important issues in the history of science and I 
: philosophy. :
I Cloth Bound, price a/6. Postage a’jid. (
\ The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. j 

•*—* >*—  •»— • >'»-• »4

THE
I CRUCIFIXION & RESURRECTION
Ï

OF JESUS
i BY

! W. A. CAMPBELL.•
i
i
j WITH A PREFACE BY

! The Ht. Hon. JOHN M. ROBERTSON.
!
i
I in his Preface Mr. Robertson says

This book “ is worth study by
I plain men who are concerned to*

j hold reasonable opinions.”
ia *
!j C|°th 2s. Postage 2d.

I
I llll! H oneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.

The
Revenues Of Religion

By

ALAN HANDSACRE.
A Record op e st a b l ish e d  religion .

IN ENGLAND.
Official Facts about Church Revenues. 

History—Argument—Statistics.

Cloth 2s. 6d. 
Faper is. 6d. P o sta g e  3d. 

P o s ta g e  2d.

Pioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, K.C.4.

i A DOUBLE-SIDE EDISON BELL RECORD.

I “ the m e a n in g  a n d  v a l u e  o f

ì p ««
!

FREETHOUGHT”
AN A D D R E S S  BY

CHAPMAN COHE|N.
riCe 2s, By Post carefully packed 2s. tjd.

Foreign and Colonial orders is. extra. jj
------------------------------------------ 4



368 THE FREETHINKER Jüniî 4. FIE

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY
Í

ANNUAL CONFERENCE )

I

PUBLIC DEMONSTRATION
IN THE

CONWAY HALL,
Red Lion Square Holborn, W.C.l

W H IT -S U N D Ä Y , J U N E  5th , 1 9 3 3

(

i
#»

Chairman
Mr. CHAPMAN COHEN

(President N.S.S.)

SPEAKERS
Dr. C. H. R. Carmichael. A. D. McLaren. 
R. H. Rosetti. J. Clayton. B. A. LeMaine. 

G. Whitehead and others.

ADMISSION FREE 
Doors Open 6.30 p.m.

JUST PUBLISHED

A BOOKLET WITH A BITE

SOME
CHRISTIAN TYPES

by

C R ITIC U S
(With an illustrated cover by H. Cutner)

Pen pictures of Piety in the 
Professions

Candid—Caustic—Convincing

Price 4d. By post 5d.

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

»•%-* 9

!
Commence 7.0 p.m. 

Reserved Seats Is. 0d. j
_______ _____________4

r

BRADLAUGH CENTENARY-193?
i
! VISIT TO THE
| TOMB AT BROOKWOOP
j CEMETERY
j
I ON SATURDAY, JUNE 10,
j 1933

\
) Laying of Wreath by
j Mrs. H. BRADLAUGH BONNER»
j followed by short speeches

I ,j Saloon Coaches will leave the Royal Air Force Meffl°ria ’ 
l  Embankment (near Charing Cross Underground Static«1)’

I

at 2.30 p.m.

After the Speeches visitors will be taken by coaches 1 
the Albion Hotel, Woking, where Tea will be servcl 

After Tea coaches will return to the Embankment-

Ticket for Coach and Tea . . .  5s.
Can be obtained at the Pioneer P ress, 61 Farring'10’1 

Street, London, E.C.4.
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