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Views and Opinions,

v/ pd >
1st Lave been a time when religious people

they said and said what they meant.

bet\v as the time when there was a greater harmony
Lcial- a man’s professed religious beliefs and the
there CIvbonment than exists to-day. 111 those days
beGa " as 110 need to work to keep people religious,
Then e/t Was atmi®°st impossible for them not to be so.
teli~ 16 man who did not believe in some sort of a
fiddvs nmst have been a curiosity, standing to his
Piii . AS @ mutation stands to the body of animals
i Which ¢ emerges. But as the environment
mid as religious teachings became more dis-

c%{ant ~hh the general body of knowledge and
Pe°pie S 't became more and more difficult to keep
definNt Pehgious, while the number of those who tvere
intAY"v non-religious became larger. And at the
il pOgt. staSe of development we have actually reached
kljgj 101 in which all the logic is on the side of the
teloc 13 and all the unreason lies with the in-

N ¢t believer.

Lin  h'd person, for example, believes in prayer,
A ﬂs‘gs prayer that he believes in is, given certain
al-i{n p’ ffiute loigical. He says, if there is a God,
3ooj answers prayers for fine weather, or for a
is I:ma/est, or for the cure of a disease, then there
reason for praying, and praying is justified
>Cr$tll _This is the old-fashioned, the original
vev, Ql °f prayer, and it is the only reasonable

*

ontf With Faith.

Hoe -le °dier hand there is the better educated, the
*<~Nlectual believer—such as Dean Inge or
7Hitj  ariles. He believes in encouraging John
brayers O Pray, he also asserts that God answers
Mil &) Lut he says that it does not follow that rain
"tVest’\v,” John Smith prays for it, or that a good

come in answer to his prayer, or that

Sunday, Judy 2, 1933

Price T hreepence

when these things follow the offering of prayers that
they are a direct answer to individual petitions. He
asserts with the Atheist that rain or good harvests are
independent of the prayers of an individual. What,
then, is the good of praying? If my praying has no
effect on the course of events, why pray? Well, one
reply is that while prayer does not alter the natural
order of things, a man feels the better for the prayer
and is strengthened in his fight with the world. No
one need deny this. If a man believes that standing
on his head every evening for five minutes will give
him strength to fight to-morrow’s battles, he will feel
the weaker in his work if for the whole of a month he
spends every evening on his feet. A man who is in a
temper may feel the better for going into his garden
and indulging in five minutes good “ cussing.” A
man in trouble will derive benefit by pouring his
troubles into the ear of a sympathetic friend. All
these things are as plain as can be, and no one will
seriously dispute the influence of belief, as such, on
human nature. It is the nature of action that raises
the whole issue.

Did those who prayed believe that their prayers had
only a subjective value, and that only so long as they
persuaded themselves that prayers had an effect which
they were well aware they did not have? How can a
man offer prayers to God for rain, or for health, or
for a good harvest, while feeling convinced that his
prayers will have not the slightest objective conse-
guence ? No man will go on for long fooling himself in
this elaborate manner. In this matter of prayer it is
the fool who has the logic of the situation, it is
the intelligent believer who is hopelessly illogical. It
is ever true that we must be as little children to enter
the kingdom of the Christian Heaven. One must be
as ignorant as a child and as credulous as a child to
qualify for entrance.

* # #

Substitutes for Religion.

I was set going on this line by a statement from a
Methodist parson— although it might have been made
by any parson—that “ There is no alternative to re-
ligion, and there is no substitute for God.” of
course, what he meant was that there is no logical sub-
stitute for either God or religion. And in that | am
with him. You can have-no substitute for God unless
you have a God who is not a God. That is one reason
why whenever | have been put the very ancient ques-
tion, What will you put in the place of religion? | have
replied, Nothing at all. Of course, those who put this
guestion took it for granted that religion is so useful
in the social economy that if it is given up something
else must be found that will discharge the same useful
function. But no Freethinker can admit this for a
single moment, although there are very many in-
stances where people who have given up one religion
have straightway adopted or invented another to put
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in its place. But neither “God” nor religion has in and
by itself been of the slightest use to anyone at
any time. The good attributed to religion has been
the product of those social factors with which re-
ligion has always been associated, but has had just
about the same amount of influence for good as the
mascot which so many silly people hang on their
motor-car has in preventing road accidents.

When, for example, it was made plain that the re-
ligious ceremonies associated with the sowing of seed
had nothing whatever to do with the raising of a crop,
but that human labour and judgment plus the nature
of the soil were the important factors, there was no
substitute offered for religion. God and religious
ceremonies were simply set on one side as irrelev-
ancies. They were unnecessary, and, historically,
were admittedly nothing but expressions of codified
ignorance. For the production of any natural phen-
omenon whatever science does not say, “ Here are
two explanations, God and science, the one is an
alternative to the other.” It says that “ God ” is no
explanation at all. It insists that there is only one
order of explanation in the field. You may reject it if
you will, but in that case you have no explanation at
all. God is a substitute for science, science is another
name for God, only for such as have no adequate
understanding of either religion or science.

* * *

As Little Children!

So far | have put the matter very crudely because |
wished to put it very plainly, and fundamentally be-
cause real religion is in itself a very crude and a very
childish thing. | have not the slightest doubt, in
fact one may be certain, that many of the stories of
the wonders of fairyland which now delight children,
were once listened to by fully-grown adults as narra-
tions of matters of fact. The fundamental facts of re-
ligion—the belief in some super-natural being who
calls things into existence by a “ Let there be,” who
makes men and animals by some magical process, who
stands by to work miracles for such as believe in him,
who can make disease vanish in the twinkling of an
eye, all this is as crude as fairyland, but quite real to
the immature mind.  All this is part of the very
essence of real religion, which depends upon the
persistence of the childish type of mind for its exist-
ence. It is quite true that you must be as little
children to secure an easy pass into the Christian
heaven; the mature intellects all go to the other place.

But the religionist who has advanced beyond the
more primitive stages of religion such as is represented
by the Salvation Army or by some of the B.B.C.
preachers, does not always say that science is a sub-
stitute for God or is an alternative to God. That
would be rather dangerous, since it might lead many
to conclude that with the acceptance of the substitute
the original may be dispensed with. What he actu-
ally sometimes says, and nearly always implies, is that
one cannot escape “ God,” and that science is merely
giving us an account of God’s ways of working.
These people accept God by explaining that he is an
unknown quantity behind or permeating nature, or
that he stands for some abstract conception and sym-
bolizes man’s idea of the world in which he is living.
This is a>out as satisfactory a substitute for “ God ”
as an empty plate is for a dinner, or the costume of a
Nudist is for a dress-suit. For whatever this abstrac-
tion is, it is certainly not the God of religion, and for
religion that is the only God that matters. Genuinely
religious persons cannot possibly go on praying for
help to some X, or feel strengthened by believing
themselves in contact with a symbol of something or
other. As well might a naturalist think he was study-
ing nature in the wilds by stroking the lions in Trafal-
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gar Square. Primitive mankind may have been
simple in its ways and childish in its conclusions,”
it was not quite so foolish as consciously to jiw ~a
ture a symbol and then fall down and worship 1 *
person. For it is a personal God that religi°"
have.  Some one who can think and feel ant
and reply. The God of religion must be at ca ™
real to his followers as is an unseen and un'
speaker at the other end of a long-distance telepl

| agree with the parson—that is if he means n*
he ought to mean by what he says, which 1135
usually do not—that there is no alternative 3 »
ligion and there is no substitute for God.
genuinely religious a man must believe inas »
natural world in addition to this one. To believe ~
real God, a God who is of the slightest mcanit™ .
value to believers, he must be a person, not an a
tion or a mathematical symbol. And to-dav n° _~
supernatural world, and a personal God ae ™
impossible of perpetual preservation as is the tliess>
a flat earth or of demonic possession.

Chapman Coh*n'

e N

Thirty-three Saviours.

“ Truth can never be confirmed enough,
Though Doubt did ever sleep.”—Shakesp
“ The clergy are the sappers of our strength-

L] 7 T *
O1d Dr. Martin Luther once said tr?atV\{he gir'."l
Bible resembled a nose of wax and could be I til'
into any shape. This remark is also true of a>|)'§
numerous so-called “ Sacred Books of the East
of none is it more correct than the Bible @ (i
Christians. The old theologians of the Ages 0
were past masters of the art of splitting “airSjadh
chopping straws, but the modern variety have a }
fluency which reminds one of nothing so mlic .‘.jp
dictionary with the diarrhoea. To the vast
of these theologians words are their sole sh*
trade. Their pomp of court and their priestho**»
nothing else than sheer verbosity. To any n
familiar with the sober use of words, their cSj|l.:Qu
tions, definitions, and comments are simply (= jfll.
jargon. They are the bastard offspring of riot°u*
aginations playing, in the light of a specialisel |
narrow theological education, upon resonant PO™N"
lables. They are very like quack doctors who
stump orations in public in order to sell pills, ' .|.
they pretend will cure anything from housell
knee to hydrophobia. Lt

As an up-to-date example of this love of verbosl-l]
would be difficult to improve upon Christian'l'
the Crisis, edited by the Rev. Percy Dearnier »
lancz, 5s.). This extraordinary outburst of hu" ~
of pages of sheer rhetoric is contributed to by
than thirty-three professional and amateur 1j]
logians belonging to the State and also Free Ch" /.
including a couple of archbishops, five bishops, 1 jfy,
ber of mixed ecclesiastics, and smaller cleric:1
The majority are respectable, if not respected, “*i5
heads of the sects they more or less adorn, 3111, -ii
pleasant reminder gives zest to the inevitable d 1
which this particular omnibus-volume provokes.

The most extraordinary feature of this book n
despite the ecclesiastical eminence of its many all. N
not one in all the thirty-three presents the Chr>"\"
Religion as it has been taught for twenty ceflo
What they one and all do present is, not a
the bad old teaching, but something entirely cliffevV
a brand of nebulous nothingarianism which 111 O\
with a few alterations, pass for Ethical Cultlr
even Zoroastrianism. Indeed, the point of vie'v
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these eminent theologians is almost ndicolo >#
they all rant like Transatlantic evangelists™ »

obsessed with the quaint notion thatt P h

of the world is just chaotic, and that & which
anywhere save in their star-spangled Christianity
they pretend bears some relation to ‘e teach-

oxemplified in the New Testament, and m
fogs of the historic churches. ,

The point of view presented in so many 1 ®&* ~

these theologians is that the world is in jstian
actual chaos, and only the application p\ea
Principles can save it from utter pen stoc\c-in-
hasa very familiar ring about it, for f three theo-
trace of all evangelists, but °ur t1 > , what

‘ogians “ wear their rue with a difieren \ {onvard
these would-be-Saviours of mankm now hut are
UBChristian principles are nothing o _ a Democracy,

seen quite plainly as ideas stolen humani-
9¢h as the brotherhood of man and ot

tetiati ideals . tc
The religion of the Bible used by ChrisUans”
Joyer at any time been democratic. being a

depicted in the Old Testament is de™ . ~ular drofen
Jedlows god, and his preference for a pa The

~°Ple is the very negation of motera ior
aew Testament is even worse than paie.
threatens with eternal fire all outside 1 ,» Lorcps
«spite the sentimentalism of the so-. division
rayer,” there is no escape from the <stieep”
O humanity into “ saved ” and “anj ,.' s>y Q
‘W “ goats,” “ believers” and un Marcus
fy he as wise as Plato, as virtuous N as
J>r«hus, as gentle as Shakespeare, as n
oreuce Nightingale, but if you t< xitter des-
Jjrenot a Christian, and you aie t00,1  arr;e(i many
huctiou. Indeed, the caste system is> There
' ages further by the great Chris ia tbe Arch-
,te. rile many grades of pnestlioot reVer-
D&%@ps and Cardinals, the right-reverends, very
tio n and common, or garden, reverends. In addi-

ecclGy, ',ere *s the mutual back-scratching between
ship ti llcs a,'(l royalties, which is so close a relation-
United 3t testerait and Kingcraft are as perfectly
What /IS e obverse and reverse of a single coin,
hep, |liIS ad this insistence on caste to do with
Chz~? This caste system is as pronounced in
ligyjiaility as hi Hinduism, but most Christian be-
sim%;@ % inured to these divisions and sub-divi-
' ntdd; At-t'lcy are as subservient as the downtrodden
j lichables of India.
flirty tU tU den°t one of the shining virtues of these
oftl . Iree saviours of mankind. For the purposes
tios . argunient they all insist on the chaotic condi-
Which .,to'day. They are to save 1is all from a chaos
ko\w < Uv know perfectly well is non-existent. They
thet t]Ke ~°r they must be aware of the pleasing fact
°rla .Ir salaries are paid with the old regularity. The
erh's 10t rocking to its foundations if the State
it)) Is still established and endowed heavily, and
sK(Ms C1°f bishops still display their beautiful lawn-
\ . ail(l impede democracy in the House of Lords.
% c lID?tso near extermination or starvation as in
fireellr\riays of the last great war. But these thirty-
(ie6 s4v*eurs dip their brushes in crimson lake to pro-
P °fe lurid effects which they know so well how
°'t to their own financial advantage.

g'gl’ ‘Host impotent conclusion ! If this is all that
Y- Iree Christian apologists can get from their
ngn‘ creed, small wonder that men and women are
the tj? ri'oni it towards those Democratic ideals which
ran IjTThree saviours find so good as to borrow
0 -riven the Christian clergy realize that they can
"nq ,, fer rely on an outworn barbaric superstition,
ey are forced, in sheer self-defence, to gloss
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their religion with a veneer of civilization and
modernity. Let the thirty-three would-be saviours
leave the people of this country free to work out their
own secular salvation, without the frettings and fire-
works of a foolish faith. Modern man is outgrowing
the dogmas of Eastern creeds, and civilized humanity
is already better than the many-headed deities of the
decadent superstitions. This latest book by the
thirty-three theologians portrays the business-side of
religion at its shadiest. It shows what can be at-
tempted by a number of eminent Christian apologists
who choose to remember that a very large number
of their co-religionists are only half-educated, and are
very innocent after twenty centuries of Christian
teaching.

When Mark Twain was confronted by a too-insistent
insurance agent, he remarked, blandly, that he wished
to be secured against the risks of going to bed. “More
people,” he pointed out, “ die in bed than on rail-
ways or steamships.” This is still true, and the
thirty-three present-day saviours know it quite well.
But it is part of the priests’ business to promote

scares. Sometimes it is national chaos, at others the
end of the world. Both lead to the same golden re-
sults.

Mimnermus.

Why Christianity Persists.

(4 Paper presented to the Annual Conference of the N.S.S.)

Some Freethinkers, contrasting the hold which Christ-
ianity still has on the community with the changes
which the great currents of modem thought are said
to have effected in Europe, find themselves confronted
by an unsolvable problem. But this persistence of a
religious system, once it is in possession of the field,
is traceable throughout the history of man’s effort to
achieve freedom of thought, and is easily explicable
in the light of the facts with which the history of
Christianity, in particular, has made us familiar. What
is taking place to-day in Germany and Italy, and to
some extent in England, is the twentieth-century
counterpart of many previous attempts to enforce uni-
formity in religious belief, and, as a corollary to that,
in political ideas as well.

The spread of Christianity over Europe is one of the
great facts of history. No Freethinker disputes this.
What lie contends is that Christianity as a religious
system is nothing more or less than an amalgam of
older beliefs and ceremonies long current in the
Eastern Mediterranean, and that there is nothing
original in it except its exclusiveness, its " dread doc-
trine of salvation by orthodoxy,” and its tremendous
emphasis on future rewards and punishments.
“Either Christ or Antichrist!” is still the cry of the
Roman Catholic Church. This claim to the exclusive
possession of the “ keys,” the fountain-head of the
persecuting spirit, so far from repelling the type of
man and woman to whom such a religion as Christ-
ianity appeals, has a powerful attraction for them.
The Inquisition and the Index of Prohibited Books
are not accidents of Christianity, they are essential
to the maintenance of any system to which the human
race is subject by divine appointment. Now couple
this spirit of exclusiveness with the fact that the
mental soil, just as much as the material, can be culti-
vated to produce a given crop, and with the further
fact that historical circumstances gave the Christian
Church a greater opportunity of cultivating it than
had ever previously existed, and you will have no
difficulty in realizing why Christianity persists to-day.
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Early in the fourth century the Church became allied
with the enormous power of Roman statecraft, and
this, it must be admitted, enabled it to impose some
measure of order upon barbarian tribes; but the same
power was applied, until the time of the Reformation,
to the spiritual enslavement of Europe as no such force
had ever been applied before. Such a system was
bound to run its course until it became unbearable.
We have seen at close quarters what recently hap-
pened in Spain, where the ecclesiastical abuses were
slight compared with those existing in parts of
Europe in the fifteenth century. But the reformers,
wherever and whenever they gained a dominant posi-
tion, were as ready as Rome to enforce such conform-
ity as they desired. Nothing amuses me more than to
hear Protestants insisting on the survival value of re-
ligion, declaring that a purely secular view of life can
never satisfy man’s highest aspiration, and in the same
breath discoursing eloquently on the moral depravity
which centuries of papal supremacy worked in Europe.
The truth is, religious systems and their hierarchies
tend to perpetuate the degradation which first made
them possible, and have no other survival value. Pro-
testantism is at the end of a blind alley. It is clamour-
ing for a return to the “ primitive faith” at the
moment when the only form of Christianity making
headway in Protestant countries is Roman Catholicism,
which is surely primitive enough to satisfy the most
evangelical Christian—a good illustration of atavism
in the evolution of religious systems. Elaborate
preparations have been made to celebrate, this very
year, the centenary of the Oxford Movement, which
has done so much to consolidate the Romanizing forces
in the Anglican Church. Piters for the dead, the
real presence in the Eucharist, and veneration for
relics worthily represent the “ mature ” work of a
millennium of triumphant theology. It is not strange,
after all, that many thousands of “educated” men in
England to-day are kept in a state of abject terror by
just such stories about future judgment as Aristo-
phanes, four hundred years before the Christian era,
declared could no longer frighten an old woman.

Nominal Christians cannot, of course, live in a
modern community without to some extent sharing
its intellectual outlook, and many who consider their
Christianity more than nominal have abandoned posi-
tions once regarded as essential. Secular interests are
constantly pushing their way to the front and compet-
ing with those of the traditional faith. But it is never
wise to under-rate your enemy’s resources. Religious
systems to-day derive most of their power from the
success with which they have interwoven their rites
and ceremonies with human interests, and they will
only decay in proportion as they are found to be
restraints on these interests. Many a man who would
laugh at the idea of defending the possibility of
miracles, and still more at the portents of the Apoc-
alypse, would feel quite uneasy if lie did not have his
infant child baptized by a priest. A similar remark
applies to the lingering influence of religion in other
spheres— marriage, death and burial, Sunday observ-
ance, and particularly in the whole system of educa-
tion from the primary school to the University. And
at the back of it all is the State, still largely feudal in
character, doing whatever it can to sanction the influ-
ences propagating religion and to repress those op-
posing it. We have an Established Church. Its
titular head is the King, by the grace of God, defender
of the faith, and it is represented in the House of
Lords. A few weeks ago, in the debate on the Bill to
prevent the teaching of blasphemy to children, the
Duchess of Athol said that the supporters of the
measure did not object to the intellectual Freethought
of a Gibbon.  This is worth noting. The political
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party to which the Duchess belongs, when its interests
are threatened by any other party, cannot find won5
stiong enough to denounce class legislation.

There are apologists of another kind who are doing
a good deal to prolong the life of superstitit%rédrl
mean those who have hardly any belief in g
tiines of Christianity, but are profoundly impr@@SEd by
its attendant blessings, and attribute to it ethical Pl
ciples for which it has never stood, They belon%11o
the type of Christians who ask such inane gne.S] 5
as, “ What would Christ do if he came to Piccadj A
I don't think Piccadilly is much concerned wie
he comes or not.

It is altogether unhistorical to imagine tllla{, when

the Church was repressing all opinion that ea
with the traditional creed, the vast majority O a
and women were yearning for free thought._ ~
they wanted then, and what they want to-day is
the same as what they wanted under the Cm
“ bread and circuses.” Not that they were indi e
to the destiny of their immortal souls. Farn
In Italy they had seen the pictures of the damn ~
hell. In England, a little later, they had listeng
the sermons of John Wesley. But they knew a
where to go for salvation, That there has j
general decline of religious belief as a control ui_
factor in the life and thought of the masses |§
"""""" he influence of modern industrial =~ -
tions is not one making for other-worldism aS
central interest of Bill Smith. All the same, Bi ~
not consider it his business to demand a clean ~
of Christian tradition, theology and forms of "il
merely on the ground that they menace the intet

life.

tertf5
“ Science ” and “ modern thought ” are

largely used by both Freethinkers and Cliristians-"~",
must not, however, over-rate the direct support’ »
the popular Freethought movement has receive €
scientists. Very few of them accept the
Christian creed; but many of them carefully av°UalaS
ing into conflict with the theologian, and

the latter is well satisfied as long as his systefi 5y
to a tolerably secure existence. When we coml
the technical applications of science we are in a
truly modern. We should all say that wireless
grapliy and the motor-bus are signs of astounding”,

gress. Yet the former is used for Christian V
_ 11 e m ot . *
us. The bus which takes one man to a sebofl. trf?

another to a church, where he hears a sermon gL
cal with what he would have heard five hundred
ago. Improved means of communication are op »
up trade in Asia and Africa; they are also facm

the work of Christian missions in the same area%

Observance of “ good form ” plays a large P >y
bolstering up the shams and absurdities of ~ y
ianity. Beliefs illogical, false, and revolting : | Upl
sense and feeling, are declared to have a sPl
value. To speak of them irreverently is “ bad k
and may indeed be punished by the law of the ‘y
We know the sort of character which reverence jj
duced in the ages of faith. A man pre-occupm
the question of his soul's destiny is sure to feel
veneration for the doctrines and ceremonies by
grace is communicated. But reverence for an .
tion which is not dependent upon human kno"—e'ﬁ
and experience for its authority has its drawback9 »
cannot be maintained indefinitely, and whell
authority is seriously challenged the result 9
chaos as exists throughout Christendom to-day-

All over Europe, and beyond it, a desperate aitejﬂp
is now being made to exterminate free thongll



free speech. The Church, the Press, the f ho°
the university, and the administrative services d
operating to establish a dictatorship which win

ardize the mental life of the nation all<
authority supreme. Their chances 0 su

failure will depend mainly on how many PeO
value freedom of speech and how much t ej

A. D. McLaren.
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Christianity and the Child.

“ | think it is better to love your kelp them,

ded, a thousand times better, because ) along with-
>nd'l am inclined to think that God ¢an getai g

out you.”_(R. lugersoll, The Dymg Creed, P- 3 -
claim is more confidently advanced >0 read

‘unity than its influence on child \\c ar ' . at tpere
sore Christian apologists, one would ga

Wés no domestic virtue, or family love, Hefovc tli

ﬁr&%% %priﬁiaﬁi%erafuch writers are iRy V{S6H

Pagan ure, or they are
such Ignorance on the part of their readers.
he Christian was enjoined to set his .

;m&ip%a@nly things not on earthly ones,

tio,CLhTWas condemined aleng with all other distrac-
'+ 988U8 himself declared : “ If any man come to
diild',en n°t his father, and mother, and wife, and
H " end brethren, and sisters, yea, and his own
e also, he cannot be my disckple.> (Luke xiv. 26.)
lhe early Chi

%gggfdtyﬂaltyjesluns this—connexion, s.>° the historian

e » Ne intense hardness of heart and ingrati-
b°und7Ifested Ky tlie saints towards tliose who were
tofew ° hem by the closest of earthly ties, is known
the dk”*10 flave not studied the original literature on
ile SUPJECt. Sentimentalists delight in idealizing
c¢°ntinS’ alC* we may add, in falsifying it. Lecky
°ftlie CS: “ To break by his ingratitude the heart
Who ado°2e5 who had borne hiim, 10 persuade the wife
I+ 1ai°red him that it was her duty to separate from
hemtar ever, to abandon his children, uncared for and

the t.S to e mercies of the world, was regarded by
c"l(I 15 'lei'nnt as the most acceptable offering he
soui ..,aake.t® ”¥s God. His business was to save his
ety which would be imperilled by diverting Iris at-
W'I-t0 Worldly affairs.
iiijv ffives, as an illustration of what this teach-
ligion SUIted in, the following shocking case of re-
~callousness and brutality :—
eliil / nan named Mutius, accompanied by his only
a little boy of eight years old, abandoned bis
fir Sess’>°ns and demanded admission into a monas-
(O~ The monks received him but they proceeded
that "‘mine his heart. "He had already forgotten
10 Was rich; he must next be taught to forget
Gun ICWas a father.” His little child was separated

for ' "m, clothed in dirty rags, subjected to every

gross and wanton hardship, beaten, spurned,
Nil "'Seated. Day after day the father was com-
S d f° look upon his boy wasting away with

his once happy countenance for ever stained
s 1 f°ars, distorted by sobs of anguish. But yet,
ia S, e admiring biographer, “ though he saw this
Viri day, such was his love for Christ, and for the
ani"e °bedience, that the father’s heart was rigid
el,!l, ,Untnoved. He thought little of tlie tears of his
Jd- He was anxious only for his own humility
llinl Perfection in virtue.” At last the Abbot tohl
Ij 1 f° take his child and throw it into the river,
to Pr°eeeded, without a murmur or apparent pang,
>n , * and it was only at the last moment that the
s. . s '"ferPosed' and on the very brink of the river
0l the child. (l.ecky : History of European
ra’s>Vol. Il., p. 126.)

.It-gby: History of European Morals, Vol. 2, p. 124.
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This horror is recorded, not as something to be con-
demned and avoided, but as in the highest degree
praiseworthy, and an example to be followed; for we
are told that: “ Mutius afterwards rose to a high
position among the ascetics, and was justly regarded
as having displayed in great perfection the temper of
a saint.”

In this secular age, these pious ruffians would soon
make acquaintance with the cell of a prison, as a varia-
tion to that of the cell of the monk. Not, of course,
that they would mind that. They would regard them-
selves as martyrs, suffering persecution for Christ’s
sake, and be more puffed up with spiritual pride than
before, like the early Christians when they were pun-
ished for their riotous attacks on the Pagan temples.
These fanatics consider themselves persecuted if they
are not allowed to persecute those of a different faith
to their own. The early Christians were too intent
upon saving their miserable souls to be troubled with
children. As Canon Donaldson remarks :—

It is strange how seldom children are mentioned in
the Christian writings of the second and third
centuries. Almost nothing-is said of their training;
no efforts are mentioned as being made for their in-
struction. The Christians had come to the belief
that the world had enough of children, and was fully
stocked, and that every birth was a cause of sorrow
and not of joy. (Donaldson : Woman, p. 180.)

“ Why should we be eager to bear children,” asks
Tertullian, one of the earliest of the Church Fathers,
“ desirous as we are ourselves to be taken out of this
most wicked world and received into the Lord’s pres-
ence.” He describes children as “ burdens which are
to us most of all unsuitable, as being perilous to
faith.”  (Donaldson : Woman, p. 181.) During the
Middle Ages, the ideal of the perfect life was that of
the monk, dedicated to God, and renouncing all family
life and affection.

Let not the Protestant pride himself that this was
the work of the Catholic Church, with which he has
no part or lot.  Wherever Christian faith lias been
held with the same intensity that it was among the
early Christians, the result has been the same; religious
fanaticism steam-rollers over all natural and family
affections. Buckle, in the chapter of his history deal-
ing with the Scotch intellect during the seventeenth
century, cites a case in which the Kirk-Sessions of
Glasgow summoned before them a woman, merely be-
cause she had received into her house her own son
after the clergy had excommunicated him; and made
her promise not to do it again, and to tell the magis-
trate when he came to her next. Upon which
Buckle observes: —

She promised not to do it again. She promised to
forget him whom she had borne of her womb and
suckled at her breast. Slie promised to forget her
boy who had oftimes crept to her knees, who had
slept in her bosom, and whose tender frame she had
watched over and nursed. All the dearest associa-
tions of the past ... at one fell swoop all were
gone. So potent were the arts of these men, that
they persuaded the mother to conspire against her
son, that she might deliver him up to them. They
defiled her nature by purging it of its love. From
that day her soul was polluted. She was lost to her-
self, as well as lost to her son. To hear of such
things is enough to make one’s blood surge again,
and raise a tempest in our inmost nature. (Buckle :
History of Civilization. (Ed. 1904), p. 790.)

Even the great poet Milton barbarously beat the
children under his care. For his young wife:
“ pleaded in self-defence when she had gone home
against his will, that it made her miserable to hear
his poor little nephews whom he was educating, cry
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when he beat them.” 3 Take again the attitude of
John Wesley, the greatest religious force of the
eighteenth century. Wesley established a school at
Kingswood for educating children; of which Eecky
observes:—

The little children rose every morning, winter and
summer, at four, and were directed in the first place
to spend nearly an hour in private devotions. ‘‘As
we have no playthings,” Wesley adds “ (the school
being taught every day in the year but Sunday), so
neither do we allow any time for play on any day;
he that plays when he is a child will play when he is
a man.” (Lecky : History of England in the Eight-
eenth Century. Vol. IIl., p. 88)

It is satisfactory to know that Wesley declared that
no undertaking had given himlmore trouble than this
school. He was constantly changing the masters, and
he complained of the poor little children that “ They
ought never to play, but they do every day, yea, in
the school.” Such an inhuman system was bound to
fail, he was fighting against nature. But it was quite
in accordance with his religious principles. It was in
fact a result of his religious ideas, as stated in the
following, and in many another verse and sermon :—

No room for mirth or trifling here,
For worldly hope, or worldly fear,
If life so soon is gone :
If now the Judge is at the door,
And all mankind must stand before
The’ inexorable throne!

That is the real genuine Christianity, from which
modern Christians have moved so far away that it is
almost incomprehensible to them now.

W. Mann.
(To be conchidcd.)

2 Godfrey : English Children in the Olden Time, p. 199

“God and the World of Art.”

The clever Christian is much troubled by the repercus-
sions of science upon his beliefs.  The growingly in-
different public is curious about those same repercus-
sions. On the fact’ of it, it looks as though religion
is in a fix. Now the B.B.C., ever ready to give a
helping hand to piety in need, has had a series of
“ talks” on ‘‘ God and the World through Christian
Eyes.” One of them, that by Dr. Maude Royden, on
“God and the World of Art,” is an excellent example of
the slim and deceptive praise of science which marks the
most modern apologists. Miss Royden says, “ some of
the loveliest things | have ever heard said about beauty
were said by scientists.” She gives some instances.
Sir William Bragg, lecturing to children, says, “ If we
think of the atom as the letter in nature’s alphabet, and
of the molecule as her word, surely we may think of the
crystal as her sonnet!”

Again, Miss Royden says, “ It happened to me once to
go into a hall in which Sir Arthur Thomson was lectur-
ing with slides at the moment when he was throwing on
the screen a picture of the transverse section of the spine
of a sea-urchin. If | had not caught his words as |
entered, and known what it was he was showing us, T
should have supposed it to be the rose window of a
Gothic cathedral.” Stript of its plausible accuracy this
argument is just the old Design argument over again
tricked out in all the finery of cultured apologetics. Who
but a Christian minister—and Miss Royden is one—
would have the impertinence to suggest that there is
something surprising in a scientist being as moved to
appreciation by the study of reality as the Christian is
moved by the contemplation of a myth ?

If I may be permitted to quote some lines written in
these columns (October 7, 1928) they may suggest, even
more directly than | do, the fallacy of the association of
a sense of the beauty of nature, or beauty itself, with re-
ligion. ‘‘ It is strange that among primitive peoples,
who, as the expression goes, live very close to nature,
there does not appear to have been any great love of
nature such as it displayed by moderns. Even with
the ancient Roman and Greek writers, the fondness for
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nature was fitful and undecided. And with the C * ~
ages it grew weaker still. It is an enlightening fac
among the ancient writers, the one who has shown
self most observant of nature, and displayed nios
pathy with animal life was the materialistic p°ct '
tius. It is, indeed, from the scientific side that 1C
pulse to study nature has come.'

“ Divine Artist” would have—if h& laZ,OSerB
odium of having inspired the crudest art anci € . .,
ruthless iconoclasm, the tawdry images of Latin P
and the Puritan hatred of nature and beauty.

“ Ugly things,” says Miss Royden, *“ distort "
God. from our eyes just as much as cruel or fake 11 .&
Hence she goes on to condemn banal music in cin® ]|
bad rhymes in hymns, barn-like chapels, and bi 3
the faithful see that they worship “ in the beau >
holiness.” How long has “ holiness ” been the ~j|
maiden of beauty ? It is only because the modern®",
not suffer the coarse and ignorant language and 0 ©
laries of preachers and services that we have tins
and unconvincing effort to attribute the highest ac
ments of men to the source of his worst errors all
tresses. ‘‘ Consider the lilies,” says this writer, T'O"-
the New Testament; she does not go on to say. ~
toil not neither do they spin,” nor to point on ~
“ even Solomon in all his glory was not arrayed h
of these.” The appreciation of that lory was the F®
duct of cultivation by man, but she says “ it is Wan'l [(
beauty we distrust,” whereas the only beauty "c »
“ trust "e—and do trust is that which belongs to ~
realm of human thought and achievement. Man o'l )0
make the mountains or the seas, nor the avalanch6 ,
the tidal wave; but he has climbed the mountain3 ~
gone far to harness the waves to his use, and to rob
of their aforetime terrors. Fear of the ocean, the
tain and the forest was a primitive characteristic Qr@ ]
deed, was hardly less general in ancient Greece,
the early Greek poets saw no beauty in these na gq
elements. The perception of Beauty, like the 10'O
knowledge of Truth, is a human achievement wh>e1

matured and developed despite the hostility of the P

To sustain her special pleading for religion Nb&'ﬁurﬁg

den proceeds to use terms which, in one of her en

can only be called as unfortunate as they are niislea .‘j,
For example : *“ We separate the beauty of nature " ([
is the beauty of the divine Artist from the bean -
what we call ‘art,” meaning the beauty of human arfi |(
and so have fallen into a foolish and fatal mistake- ,,
the beauty of nature is the beauty of “the divine Ar »
to whom, or to what are we indebted for “ Nature t
tooth and claw?” The “ foolish and fatal mistake ..,
made by those for whom and to whom Miss "~y
speaks. Beauty, whether of nature or of art, 13 " \n
thing perceived by the mind of man as a result of cel
combinations or contrasts of matter and coloijl’
thought and language, of reason and sense, of
gence and emotion. When Miss Royden says, aS
does towards the end of this “ talk,” that “ "\C
learnt much, we Christians, from the advance of C1
not only about this material world, but about the f
Whom, if there be a Cod, it must reveal, for the 'v>
is known by his handiwork,” we are compelled 1°
how much has Miss Royden learnt ‘‘ from the advanc,
science ” if, at this time of day, she can thus
almost in the same terms, the antiquated and =
argument from design in its crudest and earliest 1
We are told that “ the mountains, the rivers, the 1 °¢
the countryside do speak to us of God, whcthH
hear his voice or not,” but does not Miss Royden ~
that the “ voice of God,” as thus heard, is, of
“ wrath of God ” and the “ law of God,” only

observed or obeyed by certain persons in certain n'e
and physical states? The peasant may have no e-c Ps
the beauty at his door; the navvy may have more aPJ",
ciation of poetry than the peer; and all appreCa)G
depends, in the last analysis, upon the capacity to ?gl
ciate not only appearances but how they conic . d
In short, there is no more room for God in the "o id
art than_ in the world of science. Both are the crgf .
the achievements of the studies and the hopes

(The late) Aean HanaSACTT
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Acid Drops.

'Wonder whether anyone can tell us exactly what is
.l I "kingly presence ” ? The phrase occurs in
«l 'n an account ot King Fcisal being re-
Kii'o' *4 Nc ra'Evay station by King George. Both
Imjf  aie dressed with a number of feathers and military

"arms, and there is a row of Cabinet Ministers, dressed

- costumes, standing th “ rmt like ryRafonitos

artistes, waiting to be hired. But there 1 plie ex-
ot what is a “ kingly presence,” unless 1 nian’s
Vcssion that King Feisal has a “ sinewe 1 ' business
ace" But one hardly thinks of tre a\ ‘~ ajn gUjte
"an as having a Kingly presence, bo w iOORjng as

the dark as to what it means unless are (.all
cwy King is supposed to look. An ~ ~ “oolcS) and
d'd siort, fat atul thin, ugly or Pa differing in no
% or sensible in their behaviour m a bound to
teRree from dustmen or doorkeepers, " ° a ping

jinclude that looking like a king means tne

he fooks gs it particular king looks. At
d'y rate it is good newspaper languages but whhtlemwst
Paper language means “ *>od ony
"wans so much per column.

Tn3m:5‘€hess of Athol, a lady whose mentality kololigs
Ue backward part of the seventeenth century, tokl a
of the Religious Tract Society that religious
titi nut"°n in grant-aided schools is in a stronger posi
° lto-day than at any time within the memory of people
"Wen living. This ought to act as a spur to those
O relieve in the principle of Secular Education.” u
av,s Cresting to learn, if true, that while religion is
c..~N?dly Weaker to-day all over the country than it ha
lirl,. Kc”' 't is stronger amongst the children. la
. K4throws on Christianity, for that is all the Duclies.
" ~tands by religion, to know that the only ones it
30 *°hl its own with are those who cannot argue back.

"rel81 i('eetnhl°w some light on the attitude of those who
giols'1" °n seeing that the children get plenty of re-
IK4ed j Cacbing, to print the following letter which ap-
1 the Schoolmaster for June 8 :—

hoi,] 4 Ree that at the Head Teachers’ Conference being
be (jj3 Hastings this week “ School Buildings ” are to
°Ur usscd. Personally, | regard it a sad reflection on
fmoolgipzn' that there are still almost 1,500 blacklisted
B 1 fi ueinK used in this country.”"Most of them were
i ity or sixty years ago, not to educate, but to in-
1 di |hey are jugf barns. We all know the type.
fifay =~ WC World they remind us of churches with their
fitorysnl One: framed windows so high that most of the
sit Rc*cc s in shadow. Ofttimes the children have to
"ceil'd their faces,to the light. The church and its
desj 8 WEre of paramount importance when they were
S ‘'fined and the children and their needs secondary.
faﬁc\p ~70 primary education, after all, was in its in-
g’ ""i no expert knowledge had been collected. The
pillt 10ks of these schools record that from the bc-
Wit k to the present day the temperature O cold
the )y da-s ’'s tar too low (my statistics for 1932 prove
and yjCr:ike temperature for February was 41.7 deg. Fahr.,
deh'ets'IrCh’ 4d,4 deS-). There exists the same old hygienic
Etin’ P°°r ventilation, shocking cloakroom accommo-
chiil ' ruhness and darkness, no drying room for
"C!-n **0 come miles to school, no partitioning of
a1 *he soapy water from the basins runs on to the
hot A" 7¥o"t °f the school to make a stench, especially in
bad eather. The desks are old and obsolete, with no
and cause curvature of the spine.

"mist,churches arc being renovated, decorated and re-
1, @* They are installing .central heating. Why
nia]' ?1,ow blacklisted schools to remain dusty and dis-
. Ibleak and bare, cold and comfortless, smoky and
é‘@ly’ when their needs are far greater? Their draughty
Ujv N GaHse illness and misery. Their inadequate lieat-
cludes educational ‘progress. They are just dug-

Uh 1 bug in. overcrowded, insanitary, badlv lighted,
the . "h-V. damp, dark, smelly, unventilated but saving
a few paltry millions of filthy lucre at the

e °f the future citizens of the Empire.
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The Duchess of Athol will not be nearly so upset to learn
these facts—although we expect she already knows them,
as she would be to learn that the children are not getting
plenty of religious instruction.

Churchmen and Nonconformists are delighted that the
Royal Commission on Lotteries and Betting looks like
making these things thoroughly illegal. One pious
writer's comment is that a courageous attempt has
been made to lay down lines on which a serious social evil
may be brought under public control.” The words
“ public control ” are delightful. = We agree, however,
that the ~11,000,000 going to Ireland might have been re-
tained for our own hospitals, and would have been but
for the working of the Christian conscience which con-
demns gambling for two reasons. One, that the backer
is not certain to win, and two, that many get enjoyment
out of its gain.

Christians are a long time learning the truth about
themselves—few read the Freethinker! For instance, the
Rev. A. E. Whitham has only just discovered the follow-
ing, and passes it on to Methodist readers :—

A few lessons in elementary psychology would teach
many of us, who think ourselves.superior in tastes and
ideals, that very ordinary and sometimes rather low
motives lie behind our superior attitudes. There is more
egotism than idealism in many of these attitudes.

We may add that there is rarely an issue of the Free-
thinker that does not reveal the “ rather low motives ”
lying behind Christian beliefs and actions. For instance,
when a Christian goes regularly to church, gives as regu-
larly- to the collection-plate, tries to “ get right with
God,” and seeks to propagate his religion, his real motive
is by no means a lofty one. He is hoping to receive some
of God’s favours in this world, or else post-mortem re-
ward. He thinks it “ pays ” to please God rather than
to antagonize him. And lie “rationalizes ” these motives,
and talks about doing things religious for “love” of God.

Professor Julian Huxley suggests (in the Listener) that
the application of biological knowledge to practical affairs
will produce great changes in human nature and human
habits as revolutionary as those which were brought
about by the application of mechanical and chemical
science to practical affairs last century. He therefore
declares that :—

The world needs a philosophy of life. And instead of
one based on the idea of fixity we must have one based
on the idea of change and progress. Without that we &re
heading for chaos. It is well worth while thinking about
quite remote effects of science in order to see the general
trend of our evolution and think out a general philosophy
to fit it. Only then shall we be ready for the control
over our own human destiny which science is holding
out to us.

In this connexion it may' well be suggested that the
philosophy of Secularism furnishes the kind of philosophy?
required. It excludes supernatural hopes and fears, and
repudiates all alleged divine guidance or interference—
such ideas having proved to be mischievous and also ob-
structive to change and progress. Moreover, it inculcates
self-reliance and prepares man for the control of human
destiny.

Catholics have never been particular opponents of the
use of force except when applied to themselves so that
it is very interesting to see how they view the brave
Nazis’ recent attacks Ol individual members of the
Catholic Congress at Munich. With the courage which
is the admiration of the world, the Nazis clubbed priests
and laymen and broke up meetings and made violent on-
slaughts on Catholic leaders. The Nazis' speciality is
always to attack where they cannot be hit back, and so
long as Jews were the victims, the average Catholic could
always claim either that the Jews deserved it or that they
were Communists, and were therefore “ asking for it."
fine eminent Churchman’s comment is “ unless Herr
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Hitler either controls or disowns his friends, there will be
little sympathy left in the world for Germany.” The
Nazis are thoroughly Christian.

Hitler is compelling all school teachers to register their
religion. Those “who avow themselves Agnostics or Athe-
ists are dismissed at once.” The same kind of clearing up
is to take place throughout the Civil Service and German
Labour Councils. Jews and Catholics are lumped with
Atheists and Communists as anti-religious, and the
Nazis are going to unite all the Evangelical Churches
under one banner. The Protestant Church of Prussia
heartily endorses the movement.

A pious writer remarks, ‘‘* Every moment alone is an
opportunity for man to hear the voice of God.” Listen-
ing to the alleged voice of God has throughout the ages,
set man grovelling on his knees before a bogey born of
his own fears. Inspired by the alleged voice of God, man
has committed some of the worst crimes the world has
known. Listening to the voice of God brings modern
man mentally down to the level of the Stone Age.

A well-known Labour politician, famed for his piety,
contends that the new conditions to-day need new ideas.
“ This is not the nineteenth century; it is the twentieth.
We want twentieth century ideas and twentieth century
methods.” Curiously enough, this worthy person draws
inspiration from a Holy Book in which is enshrined
First Century ideas and none since. His equipment of
twentieth century ideas' would therefore appear to be
decidedly incomplete.

A book published recently arranged a competition in
which children from all parts of Britain were asked to
submit ten questions to which they would like answers.
Believers in the Design argument particularly should
make a brave attempt to answer some of them. We
should dearly like to see the replies, for example, to
these

How (lid God make himself?

Does a hen know chickens will come out of her eggs
when she is sitting?

Why does the cuckoo cuckoo ?

Why docs boiling make eggs hard and potatoes soft ?

What did the first living thing eat?

Dean Inge’s faculty for saying things which make his
fellow-believers feel uncomfortable is again exemplified in
his latest pronouncement. “ God,” he said, “ does not
always punish selfish nations by adversity but gives them
prosperity.” Now how can a thoroughly orthodox and
pious believer reconcile this with liis conception of a
Deity who invariably rewards the good and punishes the
wicked ?

According to the Bishop of Chichester, ‘‘Science can-
not provide a faith for the modern world : it is useless
unless we have a faith that can wuse it.” With
Christian humbleness the Bishop thinks, of course, that
only the Christian Church can provide mankind with a
“ faith ” or philosophy for the proper use of science. To
anyone who is acquainted with the historic obstruction of
the Christian Church and Faith to Science, the claim
made by the bishop sounds remarkably like a piece of
cool cheek. Seeing how often the guidance of the
Christian Church in human affairs has proved beyond
guestion to have been mischievous, nobody but a fool or
a parson would expect the Church or its Faith to furnish
reliable guidance for the proper use of science. Still, one
must excuse the Bishop of Chichester. Hawking re-
ligion is his trade.

Civilization stands to-day at the cross-roads, declares
a Missionary Society; mankind must learn to live in
fellowship or perish. World Brotherhood of Man, which
the Church exists to promote, is the only hope. For our

THE FREETHINKER

July 2, 1953

o

part, we are not surprised that a sceptical world
the ability of the Christian Church and Faith to ae™ »
world brotherhood. Nineteen centuries of expenelic
that Church and religion—with its disputes and pers »
tions and warring sects—unmistakably bears witjie™ ™
the fact that world brotherhood is extremely unlike”™
come from such a source. But, of course, the Miss ~
Society is only addressing people who believe wha

are told.

A reader of the Daily Express seems to be
whether the people of this nation are really irrelig
He has just heard the tale of the “ astounding inerc®”
the current sales of our English Bible translation. jt
he says, outside religious institutions he has never
being read. Therefore, he thinks that “ these ey
creasing sales of the Bible as literature to an appar
irreligious people are very puzzling.” Perhaps
puzzle would, we suggest, dissolve itself if he (i) re™?
to believe everything he is told about Bible sales,
could discover exactly what is the number of BiblE
are annually sold (not given away) in this conn
non-adherents of the churches.

During the past ten years there have been Wee£'1¥ RS
of religion in the newspapers, daily and weekl) |
broadcast by the B.B.C., and large numbers of cVl, @
izing efforts—invariably reported as *“ success!ll g1

very satisfactory "—all over the country To =
guessing at the result of this lavish free distrib'dl”
“ glad tidings,” let us listen to the President of the
tist Union, who dolefully announces that “ Sevci' >/
per cent of the population never cross the threshold
churches.” Only twenty-five per cent of the peopk'?j
fess to being “ miserable sinners,” and willing to *
everlasting bliss for making the confessione (
only consolation to the parsons—is that the $< ~
affairs is no worse. Meanwhile, that noble liolsc’ j.
ligious Revival, seems to be a non-starter in the Ev' N,
ization of Britain race. This is greatly to be 1alK jp.
seeing that the opportunities are unprecedented, rS
religious scribes put it.

Fifty Years Ago.

Tun best way, perhaps, to test the value of a book”
stitution, is to ask ourselves what we should miss o
if that book or institution were destroyed, or ha%r
existed. To select the Bible and Christianity, itk
ample, what would the world miss or lose were they
erased from existence ? We should still have left a
sunshine and other weather that fall to our lot n0"»;;
the agriculture, trade, commerce,.art, science, __trtid
all our literature (except the religious). No truth -
be lost, beyond a few scraps of history, no use)u
scarcely a fruitful or beautiful idea. In social I'*t j
would be more charity, and we should miss most fi-
world of cant; persecution would cease, and impQO.A,..
would dwindle down to extremely narrow dimef/jp
In law we should miss scarcely one good statute,
many barbarous ones would disappear. What
should we lose if Christianity and the Bible %
more? It seems to me that it would be a welcome N[t
for most, while those whose “craft” it is to teach tmjh”
ligion would be reduced to—the necessity of sce p
honest and useful employment; a few sincere m°
would for a time feel just like smokers who resol'f.”,
cure the habit which enslaves them—unspeakably NT.jr
able; and the hypocrites and bigots would gnash »
teeth in futile rage over the loss of their keenest wcMT)
of persecution. That seems to me to be a pretty |t
summary of the losses the world would sustain 1
Bible and Christianity were suddenly destroyed. The
real loss is so trifling that it is not worth estimating >
even the sentimental loss would soon be found to a»10
to exceedingly little.

The “ Freethinker,” July i, j88s
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ftosefo ,s should be addressed to the Secretary, R. H.
~CRds ' &ving as long notice as possible.
1 H. sen<t us newspapers would enhance the favour

L/I etlifhg the passages to which they wish us to call
or

of tlj""."ieranre should be sent to the Business Manager
#y Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4,
ire jfi to the Editor.
Wshin rceiilinker ” will be forwarded direct from the pub-
ore office at the following rates (Home and Abroad)
AH Cheear’ G/-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.

"ThenS ancl Postal Orders should be made payable to
dQ, Pioneer Press,” and crossed "Midland Bank, Ltd.,

~ect\i™M'lv,eU Branch."
E,c Notices must reach 6r Farringdon Street, London,

inse«cd  the first Post on Tuesday- or they will not be

Sugar Plums.

Arral.
AL 1(s'N'Uents for the Bradlaugh Public meeting at the
j'jiturd* llouse>Eustou Road, which is to take place on
.'ofes* > September 23 are now practically complete.

Laski will take the chair, and the speakers will
eHr. George Bernard Shaw, Judge Cluer, Dr.

THE FREETHINKER

Drysdale, Mr. George Lansbury, Mr. J. P. Gilmour,
Lord Snell, Mr. Fred Maddison, Mr. F. Verinder, Mr.
Charles Bradlaugh Bonner, Mr. A. B. Moss, and Mr.
Chapman Cohen. The tickets for the meeting will be
one shilling for the body of the hall, and sixpence for the
gallery. All seats will be numbered, and only tickets for
which there are seats will be sold. For this reason early
application for tickets should be made for what should be
an historic occasion. It is no use waiting till a few days
before the meeting before applying for tickets. They will
not, we expect, then be available. Tickets may be had
from the Freethinker Office, or from the Secretary, Brad-
laugh Centenary Committee, 38 Cursitor Street, E.C.4.

The Centenary Dinner, on September 26, will be held at
the Trocadero Restaurant. There will be numerous well-

known speakers. The tickets will be 10s. 6d. each. We
also advise early application for these.
Amongst the “ Great Jubilees of 1933,” the Church.

Times notices the “ curious entry ” of Bishop Coleuso.
To-day, we are told, his name is known only to the
student of history, and already at the time of his death he
had become “ quite insignificant.” The Church Times
has a certain generosity of view which is missing from
most religious journals, and if it wishes to maintain that
reputation it must take a broader view of a man’s activi-
ties than his effect on the doctrines and government of a
particular Church. But Colenso’s offence was evidently
so rank that it smelt to Heaven, and it evidently smells
even to this day. He did not respond to the Bibliolatry
(a hideous thing) and, if you like, the Christology, of his
day; therefore any niche he has carved for himself on
time has to be minimised.

When the Church Times tells us that “ his many fine
qualities were largely neutralized by his self-reliance, his
heretical temper,” it is plain once more that the critical
appraisement of anyone cannot be left to theologically-
minded people. Outside the Churches the qualities the
Church Times rejects will be accepted as being amongst
the rarest and at the same time, the most socially valu-
able that there are. We are told as well that “ much he
wrote about the Pentateuch soon became the common-
place of scholarship, though Colenso was inadequately
equipped for his task, and expressed himself with a
naive crudity which aroused indignation.” This strikes
one as a rather shabby attempt to pull back with the left
hand what the right hand has given. If one admitted,
which one does not, Colenso’s inadequate equipment and
his naive crudity, then it* is clear that if the Higher
Critics with all the scholarship did not deliver the goods
before Colenso they must have been suffering from sonic
grievous handicap. Probably it was because they lacked
the momentum acquired from Colenso’s loyalty to Truth,
for his plaint was, “ It is painful to me how little love of
truth there is among those from whom Ollc hoped most.”
As for the “ indignation ” he aroused, Dean Stanley in
1880, said “ He was assailed by scurrilous and un-
scrupulous invective "'—and it is the Dean’s English that
fits the facts.

Activity and enthusiasm are behind an effort to form a
Branch of the N.S.S. at Derby. Meetings are being held
in the Market Square, and a debate has been arranged to
take place on Tuesday evening, July 4, at 7.30, on
“ Christianity v. Secularism,” between Pastor R. W.
Tomlinson and Mr. H. V. Blackman, B.Sc. There are a
large number of Freethinkers in Derby, and will those
willing to help in the formation of a Branch of the N.S.S.
communicate with Mr. Blackman, 11 Macaulay Street,

Sinfin, Derby.

After his successful campaign in Swansea, Mr.G. White-
head goes on to Liverpool. Commencing to-day (July
2) meetings will be held each evening until Friday,
details announced in the Lecture Notices Column. The
Liverpool Branch N.S.S. is very active and may be relied
upon to take full advantage of the possibilities in Mr.
Whitehead’s visit. Unattached Freethinkers might also
make it the opportunity for joining-up and helping to
carry on the local work.
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Science and The Future
Evolution of Man.

W hile discouraging hopes of supernatural aid, science
can teach man how to turn his own labours to profit.
While dispelling fears of supernatural intervention, it
can show man how to overcome the difficulties which
he encounters.

It is science that has given us sea, air and land
transport; which has tapped minerals, harnessed elec-
tricity, and made the ether carry messages. But quite
a new field of activity is opened-up in biological dis-
covery which may lead to man’s partial control over
his own evolution.

It is known that mutants can be effected by physical
causation (such as the application of strong light
rays) on the chromosomes (units of heredity). What
if man were to discover more about this, and were
finally able to make a successful application of the
physical agency, obtaining thereby a pre-conceived
result? And suppose this knowledge could be used in
the treatment of human mutants : man would have in
his hands an instrument of evolutionary progress.

The discovery, too, that sex is determined at con-
ception by reason of two kinds of cells (the male and
female determining), of which the female is the
larger by the possession of an extra chromosome,
paves the way to a possible control of sex. Add to
this the already utilized knowledge of birth-control,
sterilization, and wise birth-promotion, and the pros-
pect becomes even more interesting.

But unfortunately, besides being interesting, it
might also be dangerous. What if these wonderful
instruments were to fall into the hands of the Sinister
Few, who were to use this power for personal aggrand-
isement, making themselves lords of the earth ?

What is required is, as Wells would say, foresight.

True, but where does such foresight reside? In
what section of the community shall we look for it?
We speak of the “ self-government of the people.”
Possibly . . . given the right sort of people. Ad-
hesion to this principle (which is contained in the
N.S.S. principles and objects), need not commit the
adherent to the advocacy of its adoption in the case of
the people of 1933. If | profess anarchy, it need not
indicate my desire to see it tried now.

I cannot believe that this foresight resides in the
“ people ”—any nation of people, that is, of 1933.
Consequently their *“ self-government ” (assuming
that it has not only been a name, but a fact) seems to
me, for the present at any rate, inadvisable.

Nor am | at all sanguine that this foresight char-
acterizes those who, at second or third-hand, execute
the “ self-government ” of the people. That is to say,
| do not look for ‘‘ professors of foresight ” among
politicians. Monarchs and Fascisti | am likewise dis-
jXised to pass over.

Shall we, then, not look for this foresight among
the scientists themselves? History abounds with in-
stances of the high principles of men of science.
Jealous they may have been, at times, for their own
prestige, but the prospect of monetary gain has been
completely overwhelmed by the interest in nature’s
phenomena— interest in science for its own sake. The
formulation of a scientific law compares with the work
of a Beethoven or a Raphael. The uplifting influence
of science has been a remarkable feature throughout
the ages. Some scientific thinkers like Bruno, have
faced death rather than recant their beliefs. Personal
aggrandisement cannot compete with scientific in-
terest. Bertrand Russell speaks in glowing terms of
his experiences in mathematics; as the Americans say,
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In science, then, slfishucss
Marlowes

he gets a kick out of it.
is submerged; interest is predominant.
\ersion of Ur. Faustus was only a legend.

It seems permissible to assume that our present-")
problems, like unemployment, are.capable of solnU'L
by science rather than by politics. Will science ast
the politician? If so, what sort of Government
it adopt?

If we are proletarian in temperament we
age a society guided by science with thefull kfO!"
ledge, understanding and supervision of &2
lightened and educated Democracy, whose Pe°P ~
labdrate with their votes in the maintenance of asx
tifie, democratic state. 0

If, however, we distrust Democracy; if've tie
confidence in what we sometimes like © @l &
mob— the Christian mob, who are so easily deh”*
whatever the popular press cares to print, "
easily succumb to palatable newspaper opinion, j|
doubt their ability to do the best for society, "e
picture a shorter cut, with the people playing 0 . »
passive part. We shall conceive a group of sCelljgjge
possessing decisive power in virtue of their kn°"
and apparatus, and who may thereby resort to ~
cion as an expedient, and who, out of the iuten
terest they take in the experiment, will, figlira’ j[|
bring sociology into the laboratory, where they
grow a people to their liking, integrate in then)
tain conditioned reflexes, deprive them of any v° I
the management of affairs, and aim at the cultt' ;
of a contented, peaceful, artistic and cultured I™.jjh
in brief, a benevolent expert Oligarchy, infused
foresight and armed with science. j

I do not commit myself to either alternatn
merely suggest. But it seems evident that W~
hands of politicians we just stumble along; whe'®8"™,
the hands of scientists we can have a human f
munity living in harmony, a society operating
posefully, with plan. In Russia, at least, this
has been visualized. n

How, then, can a scientifically governed State
the evolution of its members? “ If intelligent mic s
standing of the problem is the means by which u
going to direct his future evolution,” says Prof.
Morgan, " success seems more likely in a s
limited in numbers.” (Scientific.Basis of
Energy should not be concentrated on the mere 1™
keeping alive, as is the case in a society g>""
large that numbers can barely get a livelihood, "
others remain workless. n

Two solutions to the problem of over-populatm*1
birth-control and the redistribution of kind- »
rigorous execution of the former might in a very *
time dispense with the need for the latter, " f)
seems the more likely to lead to friction. Ho"O
it has been argued in these columns by Mr. *
Kerr, who has the double advantage of being'
lucid and well-informed.

As against the limitation of numbers, it is someb
argued that the greater the number of individual»”
greater the possibility of favourable mutants.
argument seems to overlook the fact that this " (f
be more than compensated for by the better
mutant-survival when the conditions are more fav f.
able for all individuals. It is not enough for fi"8
able mutants to appear: they must be maintainO

. . . . it

Along with birth-control, birth-promotion. ]|f<

an important event as the production of a human j

can, and should, be lifted from the realm of hapba™ jt
to the level of an event of social importance, \'d,,c

undoubtedly is. ii

According to Beliaviorist ideals the child »& Q(
fall almost literally from the womb, or, speaking

shall ermis-
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future, the incubator,1 into the education! pr

lu The Psychological Care of Infant an seeks
John B. Watson, America’s leading Bebavionst, seek
‘0 expose the many dangers of mother ove.

E may even, of course, be possible for science tt
oresight, but in this discussion of the aclvan -

Res : .
S Bt an expert oligarchy |1 have had in nun
transitionai §Eage.

G. H. Taylor.

spert in I'Onths °f foetal development may conceivably be
m an Incubator. P y y

"Powder and Shot.’

°N Ma .

~ay 24, “ Empire Da> ) Was celelpated,chr
w’st of the schools in Great Britai , . i-er_Generals
1’ many instances of Bishops, n ce\ebrations
aMclergymen. In some cases even, church
look the form of a religious ceremony children
‘fself. This means that millions o organized
"ere forced to take part in a systema 1

<f praying, hymning and EmpheOaks
lanied by praise and worship of the will of
»€ creation and expression O ~tv, the
0GJ on earth. The justice and ‘jjritish
temperance and the courage or £ ap
People were extolled as being _ . ,fission to-
'f'ers. Their patriotic and plnlaii 'r  “eap. with in
"aids the millions of subject peoples v . short, the
"pressive and inspiring language. name of

children were deliberately bed to

g?:artlon and-of “ culture.’
nns ,,

&ethinkers cannot discriminate between dog-
chiiir . are repressed on the plastic minds of the
religion 111 ~le coninuinity in the interests of organized
of w ' fnd those which are so impressed in the name

il I’sni- In both cases the aims call for our
i UM, pecause they seek to prevent the

" the fr’.""i thinking for themselves so that they will
adw e bo unable to distinguish between right
is jtl j And the result of teaching those dogmas

Qe 1 Cases the same, for the taught are largely
dflior/° "brow off the chains of superstition and
%ivu , - which bind them and are disinclined to
owii freedom or for the just treatment

VIt Jsg .,.,hdt
aHyj,. 1 I”crefore, no surprise to find the clericals
rignt <4 1" selves with those who proclaim the divine
'aegy  'be Britisher to convert and exploit weaker
* 0 * "Inch they have assumed political and
~ rilk control. We find the Churches lending their
Srctin?.Ce *u the black arts of imparting dogmatic in-
I,'"lan< °f inculcating superstition, (arts which
¢'iHrj ™le carefully perfected through the long
' *  f° the Imperialists. They receive in ex-
Yote recognition of their corrupt institutions as
High ﬂﬂ’gpartments plus any temporal advantages
I officials can lay their spiritual hands upon.
Teoi,,, ,hgve culled from various provincial papers
chirytlls °f the Imperialist propaganda in which the
Nalists ™ 'be’r considerable assistance to the Im-
ga’(iii, ~lic' fbese examples are but the more out-
""d open manifestation of what is being
llation.(@a -V instilled into the children through the

At T System of education,
b'bject™i'besbury, 'or '’stance, the “ tiny' tots " were
' to the process in the following way :(—

Tiny Tots Sai.ute.

Pnct'y little celebration of Empire Day was that
Call] (d by the scholars of the Tewkesbury Infants’
' »Schoal in their playground, under the direc-

tion of their headmistress (Miss Morris). The first
item, entitled “ Britannia and her Sons,” depicted
Britannia welcoming her Colonies. An Empire song
was rendered by other tiny tots, and three gave a
recitation entitled “ Empire Day.” The final item
was a picturesque dance round the Maypole,

(Gloucestershire Echo, May 25, 1933).

At Yarmouth 450 children at the Greenacre school,
many of whom were in Guide, Scout, Sea-Scout and
Cub uniform, were told by Brigadier-General Sir
Thomas Jackson that:—

People realized that where there was British
Government there was honesty, justice, fair dealing
and peace, where possible.

The Mayor who spoke next was equally euphem-
istic. He said :—

The Empire was a great heritage, founded on cour-
age, integrity, and the spirit of “ never despair,”
and it was for them to carry it on, and show that it
was not welded together mainly by force, but by
honour and square dealing.

(Both quotations from Yarmouth Independent,
May 27, 1933).

At St. Dunstan’s (Derby) the Rev. G. R. A. Hart-
ley presided and read a prayer for the Empire and for
peace. Sir Henry Fowler delivered an address, in
which he referred to “ Britain’s Queen,” Victoria, in
the following terms :—

She did much to make England a better country in
every standard and live nearer to God than ever be-
fore. He told how boys and girls in lands overseas
were being taught through our missionaries to be
good men and women and so, through our Empire,
we were trying to make the world a better place.

(Derbyshire Advertiser, May 26, 1933.)

At Grantham, in St. John’s Church, where a ser-
vice, for the scholars of Spitalgate School to attend,
had been arranged, the Rev. J. Shillakcr unbosomed
himself to the following effect :—

Their great Empire was the very greatest that had
ever been. They, in that Church, belonged to the
white boys and girls of the world, but they had also
black, red, yellow and brown boys and girls in the
Empire of theirs, which was so large that the sun
never set upon it. But there had been other great
Empires before theirs, not quite so great, but they
had all disappeared. Why ? Because they did not
serve God as they ought to have done . . . What lie
wanted the boys and girls to remember was that if
they wanted their Empire to last they had to help, in
the same way that they helped their fathers and
mothers to keep the home together. They would
have to keep the British Empire together, because it
was God’s Empire. God gave us this Empire so
that we might spread the knowledge of God all over
the wide world.  Pointing to the Union Jack placed
in the sanctuary, he said, “ We know very well
wherever that flag flies there are no slaves; every-
body is free. You know in this country we are free
and it is the best country in the world in which to
live.” There was, however, he said, a greater Em-
pire than that—God’s Empire, which was the world.
So they must think not only of the British Empire,
but of that greater Empire which took in the whole
world. And so Empire Day from that point of view
meant a lot to them; it meant each boy and girl
growing up to be a good church boy and girl, that
they might help the world to know all about God, so
that the world would be God’s Empire.

(Grantham Journal, May 26, 1933)

At another school in Cheshire the headmaster had
composed a prayer which was offered at the Empire
Day celebrations. It read as follows :—

O Almighty God, who has granted great power
and dominion to the British Empire of which we are
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members, we approach Thee with all humility, and
present our bodies to be a living sacrifice for Thy
holy service.

(North Cheshire Herald, May 27, 1933).

At St. Mary’s School, Nottingham, Bishop Talbot
remarked that:—
We must remember that the basis of our Empire is

not the Englishman being top dog, but that we shall
be a family of free people under one flag.

(Nottingham Evening Post, May 24, 1933)

On the basis of the foregoing it is not difficult to
realize to what harmful influences the children are
subjected upon “ Empire Day.” The pointis:
what can we do to overcome such a deliberate creation
of false views in the minds of the children and of such
deliberate misrepresenting of the facts on which they
are to base their future judgment and conduct. In
the light of the cant and hypocrisy contained in the
guotations we have given, it is clearly our duty to
make known the truth as widely as we can.

We propose, therefore, to give some indication next
week of the way in which the British Empire really
was acquired and how it is maintained. We intend
also to show how the Churches and the clergy con-
tributed their share to a not always glorious history.
For, we think it is of the highest importance that
children, and (in so far as a great many of them, have
had an Imperialistic education), adults too, should
understand and feel the shame of the treatment which
their “‘black, yellow and brown” brothers and sisters
often receive at the hands of ‘‘God’s Englishmen” —to
use Mr. Baldwin’s famous phrase. It is even possible
that they may find themselves in agreement with the
conclusions of the little Indian boy, who, on being told
by his white teacher that “ the sun never sets on the
British Empire,” said, as his puzzled wonder at this
natural phenomenon gave place to the dawn of sudden
inspiration, “ Of course, God knows better than to
trust Englishmen in the dark.”

G.F.G.

Austin Holyoake.

On “ Daniel tiie Dreamer and Man op Action.”

Austin Hoiyoake continues his account of Daniel as
follows :—

Daniel then applied to Melza the prince’s
deputy and said: “ Prove thy servant | be-
seech thee ten days; and let them give us
pulse to eat and water to drink: and let our
countenances be looked upon before thee, and the
countenance of the children that eat of the portion of
the King’s meat, as thou seest deal with thy ser-
vants.” Daniel seems to have included Shadrach,
Meshach and Abed-nego in his request, though it
does not appear that they desired such fare. However,
Metzar no doubt thinking that a ten days experiment
out of three years was no great risk, granted the re-
quest, and lo, at the end of ten days, their counten-
ances appeared fairer and fatter in flesh than all that
eat of the King’s meat. This was remarkably rapid
training, and were it stated in any other book one
might hesitate to believe it; but after this who can
doubt that four persons so highly favoured even in
their beans and water were destined by heaven to
work out some great moral purpose ? At the expira-
tion of the three years all the wise children collected
together were brought before the King. And the
King communed with them ; and among them all was
found none like unto Daniel and his companions; for
these four children, God gave them knowledge and
skill in all learning and wisdom; and Daniel had
understanding in all visions and dreams.

and so the book ends.
that appears in a book which is alleged to leaud
fired production, and forms part of the so 1/

Jury 2, i03

In the second year of his reign, Nebucbadn”

dreamed dreams, and his spirit was troubled-  Sol*
called all the magicians, astrologers ar}d,_ B
and the chaldeans before him, and begged 0 " je
give him the interpretation of his dreams, u”élL
had forgotten all about them himself he gav
a hopeless task. But Mr. Holyoake saysl. ™
answered as honest and simple men would, *a)
was not a man upon the earth that could do > *
the King had quite forgotten altogether "
dream was about, the challenge was ,pM Jes-
and of course, knowing this fact, Daniel ha 1L
tation in giving an interpretation which Tl
fied the credulous King; and Austin Holyoa' ~
that he himself could have done it as easily 3 ich ®
Daniel also is alleged to have had visions " “gigs
body saw but himself, although there " CL '%a
present, which showed that he suffered from ”8
Macbeth called “ a heat oppressed brain. 't
conclusion Daniel is told that Michael the
Prince who standeth for the children ol his 1
shall appear at a given time to deliver Isra

her troubles.

il
This is the sort kA

Holy Bible.” Mr. Austin Holyoake thell sI''u

as follows i

It is very melancholy to think that a docULIT jGi
utterly worthless should be included in a @@ j-
of so-called sacred writings. Its chronology,' r
accurate, its morality is defective, its imagery Is

and at times grotesque. fuiy
Unless the results of modern criticism are caf t
kept from the theological students in our a

sities, it is impossible to imagine that gentle'll
average intelligence can be trained to enterje ,r
ately on a mission to preach as the “ Word pi f(xx/ql[
such outrages upon common sense as are to

in that collection of Jewish romances called the
They are proved to be not history, to contain 1
statements, and to inculcate impracticable alli ic
moral doctrines; then what can they be but
romances written for the amusement of ur'/viiill
people? But this is another field of speculation, *
I am not now prepared to enter; but those "
acquainted with the Apocryphal Gospels still ¢*
will admit that there is some force in the con]tl

And now listen to this criticism of the Etyj* \p
Austin Holyoake, which seems to me to be 9" ~

to date, although it was written over half a fe"
ago:— [tE

Some writers who were themselves convince”™ 4jc
worthtessness of the Scriptures, have described >
criticism as being unprofitable and useless. ° id
people | admit it is a waste of time—they [
fectly at ease. Their minds are not tortuu ,
doubts, misgivings and apprehensions aPisity,jini
the dreadful and bewildering nature of Bible teg* . .,

Ol
But there are thousands of young men anu fort’f
fresh from the Sunday school who are not
ate; and till priests and teachers cease to - §
cramp the infantile mind with dogmas of insp! ji
and infallibility, the Freethinker must never rea jov
his endeavours to thwart and prevent by sheivI™" [Jai
chaotic, how utterly untrustworthy is the book f.t
which they rely. If the Bible were allowed pl
upon its own merits, there would be no nCLANjL
trouble about it, as it contains within itself 1
refutation as a veracious history, as a reliable '
teacher, and as a guide in the affairs of life-, ~if

There are hundreds of books vastly supenol
in all these respects. But when the Bible is Pl jjjf
ward with the enormous pretensions of inf*l' i
in every chapter, verse, line and word, it beCC fJ
demoralizing book, which every earnest inan™jd
woman freed from its dangerous influence
strive unceasingly to destroy. If there we
thousands of men paid millions a year to Prfa
doctrine that the Bible is an inspired book; if a” «
of missionaries were not sent all over the
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force this book upon the unwilling natives o 0O
lands, supported ior the most part’by "j P re
wrung from poor Sunday school children, 1
were not chapels, churches and cathedrals
temples built and dedicated to its use, and an
influence and power of the State used to up 10
delusion—we might go on with the more geu'a

°l instructing one another in science anc a u.
knowledge. R it were not for the fictitious halo
which is thrown about a mere book, and a
perfect one too, mankind would soon awa
tke dream which has so long deadened t h e i Uc
standing and see in the Bible a mass o c¢
absurdities, immoralities and fa se

passed current among a small and barbarous
in a barbarous time, but which is totally
nnfit for the-age in which we ¢« it is dgmpriisR

People

mg and deluding to preach the inia laid ¢own in

which contains such doctrines as bloody and

the Pentateuch; which represens , N aGod

devastating tears of the Jews as sanc icp men as

°1 ustlce and merc ch hols 1 servants of
, David, Jacob’ Solomon as

%M%H'gh Wlnlcll gives the keys of heaven to a

Ise friend like Peter; which sarctiggs gheysas

avery, which rebukes not acts g mlslead—
crueltv, treachery and deceit; am

regboth in physical and natural history. n

1 think that all my readers will apee t ppoly-
gections from the writings of the ae t"at the
adke, lie not only establishes his con e N child-
. %k of Daniel is full of absurdities daughter or
1SI and foolish as to cause nothing and that
""tempt in the minds of sensibe p " be put
. e Hible itself is not a fit and proper studied as
'“to the hands of children to b® rea but also is

e "'spired work of a God of ;ooc “d in many

Ie fallible writings of an unscien mitive and

>  an ignorant people, living m a Priml

far from a civilized age. Austin Holy-
thuik also In the writings of the la n %f

~ readers will recognize a sc  m_ problems of
Kteat discrimination in the treatmJ general
Iea |Hter{est to all earnest thinkers and for g
mankind.

Arthur B. Moss.

Worth While.

(Haii(i,!,'IsT's Guide to lreland/* by Liam O’Flaherty
cprtajna " Press, 3s. 6d.). The title of this book is to a
‘ion O[c*‘e"t misleading, because it is rather a descrip-
aftlior ' 16 Ir'sh people than of Irish places; but the
‘he boot a Profound student of his own countrymen, and
aJ vj ’ threws a flood of light on clericalism in Ireland
trafp ""y portrays the poisonous influence of priest-
hetnrer * Provides much ammunition for Freethought
readeis* WI'b regard to the present state of Ireland, and
‘heir ijj " °”id be well advised to get out the book from
IrHiV)LIry if they cannot afford to buy it for themselves,
"filer fO' have often complained that Englishmen and
hkQw leig"ers have written about a people they do not

. do not understand : no such charge can be
Pcopie . "gainst Liam O’Flaherty. lie knows his own

4 1 "'s>te out and outside in.

Notebook, Anonymous (Seeker, 5s.). The

Vce , .1 ‘bis book is obviously a man of broad experi-
lely r a wide outlook on life. He writes from a defin-
"isln jpnalistie standpoint on numerous subjects—Fem-
higilot "dii Control, Freethought, the Catholic Church,
"any jl.etc- He writes with an intimate knowledge of
E]wa '"ds of men, and among his friends are numbered
"apy 1l Carpenter, Havelock Ellis, H. G. Wells, and
Dcke~™ers. The charm of this book is that it can be
kith ; I'P at any time ami opened in any place—always

"derest and refreshment.

Criticus.
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Half-Emancipated Religionists.

One sometimes wonders whether on the whole men like
Dean Inge and Bishop Barnes do either good or harm to
the cause of Freethought and other rationality. Their
denunciations of the remnants of magic, necromancy and
other of the cruder superstitions that are still commonly
associated with the religion they profess may be wel-
comed, as well as the attacks of one of them on Roman
Catholicism, which, of course, represents the most irra-

_ tional and degrading form of widely organized Christian

doctrines and ritual. But whether their strictures have
any effect on general opinion we cannot tell.

These thoughts arise on looking through Dr. Barnes’
recently delivered Gifford Lectures, on Scientific Theory
and Religion. In this book we note the disastrous
mental fall of one who tries to maintain a position be«
tween the scientific and theological stools. A useful evo-
lutionary account of man and his world is given. But
instead of adopting the rational conclusion to which all
the established facts and principles plainly point, the
author becomes immersed in sloughs of obscurantism,
accompanied by a great deal of misleading suggestion.

Probably the most extraordinary example of this occurs
in the discussion of “ virgin birth.” It is stated, truly
enough, that non-sexual reproduction is common among
lowly animals. Some have only this method of reproduc-
ing their kind; while others, e.g., insects, employ both
sexual and non-sexual methods. The latter, however,
does not occur among the higher animals, though the
unfertilized egg of a lower vertebrate, such as a frog,
may be caused to develop into a more or less normal
individual by pricking it with a needle dipped in a suit-
able liquid.

Dr. Barnes then says lie has “ little doubt that bio-
logical research will in due course prove a human virgin
birth to be possible.” This may be right; but as the
eggs of mammals are not accessible to experimental treat-
ment we do not know.

It is then stated that a being so produced (though
having only half the number of chromosomes, the bearers
of heredity, and of course having no vestige of paternal
heredity) would possess a mind of a more or less normal
type. This seems to be very questionable. The Bishop
thinks that the nature of such abeing would not be “con-
gruous with the Incarnation ” ; but he sees no necessary
opposition between such a mode of “ Divine action ” and
the assumption of “ the Divinity of Christ.”

This amazing display of nonsensieality, this hopeless
jumble of natural and supernatural, indicates the obfus-
cation resulting from the effort to reconcile the real and
rational with their opposites. If such a being were pro-
duced, either in the ordinary course of events or by ex-
periment, where would divine action come in? How
could the phenomenon affect the question of the divinity
of a person, or give the theory any support? Would the
fact, or its interpretation, apply to Krishna and the rest
of the numerous company of the virgin-born or (which is
the essence of the matter) god or gliost-conceived beings ?

The lecturer displays considerable knowledge of the
development of religious and other occult beliefs. Yet it
seems impossible fdr him to recognize the obvious fact
that such myths as those cited represent exploded errors
which—exactly like those underlying the magico-re-
ligions practices he so vigorously condemns—arose and
developed principally in a pre-scieutific and largely pre-
logical age.

j. Reeves.

The world has been harsh and strange :
Something is wrong; there needeth a change.

Browning.

It is the true office of history to represent the events
themselves, together with the counsels, and to leave the
observations and conclusions thereupon to the liberty and
faculty of every man’s judgment.—Bacon.
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Correspondence.

FREETHOUGHT AND ATHEISM.

TO the Editor of the “ Freethinker.”

Sir,—Whether | have proof that the universe was not
made, or that there was no maker; whether I am wrong
in regarding what the “ public understands ” as an im-
portant (though not the only) criterion of the meaning of
a word; whether ‘“ Hope ” is able to explain what he
means by the “ real meanings ” of words—these are
matters scarcely pertinent to the original issue which
gave rise to this correspondence.

In his first letter “ Hope ” implied that a Freethinker
should not call himself an Atheist because “ the definite
position restricts freedom more than a confession of ig-
norance.” My reply was to show that if a man can
prove the proposition “ God exists ” to be untrue, he is
entitled to call himself an Atheist. 1 also implied that it
is as easy to prove the truth or untruth of the proposition
“ God exists ” as it is to prove the truth or untruth of
such propositions as ‘‘Jabberwocks exist” or “ apples
exist.”

“ Hope’s ” attitude seems to be that if a man can prove
such a proposition as “ Osiris exists ” to be untrue, he
thereby ceases to be a Freethinker, in that he has adopted
a definite position to the question of the existence of
Osiris. If this is so, then | admit that on the subject of
God’s existence | am not a Freethinker, as “ Hope ” in-
terprets the word. For | am as definite about the untruth
of the proposition “ God exists ” as | am about the un-
truth of the proposition “ Osiris exists.” At the same
time | must beg to differ from ‘* Hope ” in his interpre-
tation of the word Freethinker.

C. S

Fraser.

LAST COME, FIRST SERVED.

Sir,—May | say how highly I value the mention made
by Mimnermus of the work done by the Humanitarian
League, in his insistence on the fact that Freethinkers
have not been idle in social service ?

There is at present a curious tendency to ascribe all
humane efforts to some religious inspiration; as when a
zoophilist writer urges that kindness to animals is
a duty on Christians *‘‘ precisely for the sake of they;
faith,” though what that faith has done for the benefit of
animals it were hard to discover. That the churches
should become aware of their own remissness in the past
is well enough ; but that the late-comer should appro-

priate all the credit to himself does not seem quite
decent.
Henry S. Salt.
AN INTERNATIONAL LANGUAGE.

Sir,—At the Annual Conference the international
language question was discussed, anil the opinion was
expressed that Esperanto is the most suitable. Sooner or
later we shall have to decide this; may | therefore note
that the only argument | ever heard in favour of Esper-
anto is that of expediency, it being better known and
established than any other. It is adopted by the Inter-
national Labour Office, and recognized by the British
Association, League of Nations and International Broad-
casting Union.

But these facts, | consider, are a testimony, not to
Esperanto, but to the idea of an auxiliary international
language. The claims of ldo for comparative simplicity
and beauty cannot be ignored. A perhaps not too un-
common example illustrates. In Esperanto :—

Mi vidis la najbarajn knabojn farantajn grandajn
rughajn makulojn kaj longajn btiajn striojn chiujn
miajn belajn novajn lerno-librojn.

Translated into Ido it reads :—

Me vidis la vicina ptieri facar granda maakuli,

reda e blua strii en omna mea bela lerno-libri nova.
I wonder if there is a retaliative example.

G. H. Tayior, M.R.S.T.
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SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ®t

LONDON"

indoor.

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall,
Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, C. Delisle Burns, M.A., D.L11
Alternative to Dictatorship.”

OUTDOOR.

Bethnal Green Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, rear
Bandstand) : 3.15, Mr. F. P. Corrigan.

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone pPond- ~
stead) : 11.30, Sunday, July 2, Mr. F. P. Corrigan. /
Corner, 80, Sunday, July 2, Mr. C. Tuson. South H-
Hampstead, 8.0, Monday, July 3, Mr. L. Ebury.
Corner, 80, Thursday, July 6, Mr. C. Tuson. (

South London Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell pPar™ Z(',',,i
Sunday, July 2, Mr. F. P. Corrigan. Cock Pond, Cal
Old Town, 80, Wednesday, July 5 Mr. C. Tuson. ta
Junction 8.0, Friday, July 7, Mr. C. Tuson.

The Metropolitan Secular Society (Regents Pa™ ' 0
and 6.30.

West Ham Branch N.S.S. (Outside the Technical. ;
Romford Road, Stratford, E.) : 7.0, Mr. Wishart—" Pe
the Enemy of Human Progress.”

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 120, y
Maine. 3.30, Bryant and A. D. Howell-Smith, B.A. 6y f
H. Hyatt, E. C. Saphin, and others. Wednesdays, 7-3°; /s,

Campbell Everden. Thursdays, 7.30, E. C. Saphin. Pfl
7.30, Bryant and Le Maine.
COUNTRY,
indoor.
y ct @r
Oxford Branch N.S.S. Discussion Circle (22 ..jjit)

Street, Oxford) : 7.0, Reading and Debate on—* Chris

and Slavery.”
OUTDOOR;;

Brighton Branch N.S.S. (The Level) : 3.0, Mr. P& beG
A Lecture. T
Darlington (Market Steps) 7.0, Friday, July 7>Mr.J

Brighton.

Derby (Market Square) : 7.30, Tuesday, July 4,
“ Christianity v. Secularism.” Fastor R. W. TomlinsQ0
Mr. H. V. Blackman, B.Sc. i

Glasgoav Secular Society (West Regent Street) : 80
day, June 30. Saturday, July r, 80. Sunday, July *
Mrs. Whitefield and Messrs Buntin, More and Whhe- ,.(y
Street, l'artick, 8.0, Tuesday, July 4, R. Buntin. 3kc M
thinker and other Freethouglit literature on sale at a
meetings.

Liverpool Branch N.S.S. (Queen’s Drive opposite _ e
Baths), Sunday, July 2, Tuesday, July 4, Wedoesday; J, *®
and Friday, July 7. Grierson Street, Monday, J°jvq
Corner of High Park Street and Park Road, Thursday,

Mr. George Whitehead (London) will address these meet' '
All meetings at 80.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Platt Fields, Platt Lane-
Chester) : 7.0, Air. Sam Cohen (Manchester).

Newcastle Branch N.S.S. (Bigg Market) :
Bradford.

Seaham Harbour (Church Street) :
Mr. J. T. Brighton.

Sundertand (Lambton Street) :
J. T. Brighton.

South Shields (Pier Head near Marine Park) : 7-
nesday, July 5, Mr. J. T. Brighton.

7.30, Mr-

80, Saturday, Uif
Ar
7.0, Sunday, July 2

\\V:

UNWANTED CHILDR*"

In a Civilized Community there should ho
UNWANTED Children.

For an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of
Control Requisites and Books, send a i¥d. stamp tO

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage,
ETARLISHED NEARY HAF A CBNILRY.



July 2,

the freethinker

The Secular Society, Ltd.

Chairman— CHAPMAN COHEN.
Company Limited by Guarantee,

Registered Office: 62 Farringdon Street, London, E
Secretary: R. H. Rosetti.

Jms Society was formed in 189S,t0 Secular purposes,
die aCOUISI and application of funds f t~at the

The Memorandum of Association sets _or ~human
Society’s Objects are :-T o promote the AN@ ,  and not
conduct should be based upon natural knowieug, ~ this
uPon supernatural belief, and that human To pro.
world is the proper end of all thought an gecular Edu-
®ote freedom of inquiry. To promote nn\v ~the State,
cation. To promote the complete secular« conducive to
etc. And to do all such lawful things as retain any

such objects. Also to have, hold, /eceiv. ’ ueathed by any
sums °f money paid, given, devised, or purposes of
Person, and to employ the same for any of the p

Society. a

sublembers pay an entrance fee of »
bsequent yearly subscription of five shillings.

e liabilit - .
SH)G & IL}/ of members is limited to ¢1, in case the
y should ever be wound up.

but!, Wh* ioia the Society participate in the control of its

F W the trusteeship of its resources. It is expressly
such éﬂm the Articles of Association that no member a
by €

0) any sort of profit from the Society, either
ay of dividend, bonus, or interest,

Dirt*. Society s affairs are managed by an elected Board of

b*ector\gne-third of whom retire (by ballot), each year,
are eligible for re-election.

douirl‘13 desiring to benefit the Society are invited to make

their“uf' or tO insert a bequest in the Society s favour in

inren 1S The now historic decision of the House of Lords

ig,, °wman and Others v. the Secular Society, Limited,

Publish Verbat'm report of which may be obtaine 1

itau. el the gi°nner Press, or from the Secretary, makes
1 lle impossible to set aside such bequests.

bttuf?m of Bequest—The following is a sufficient form of
s for insertion in the wills of testators :

1 give and bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited,

a Sumoi £...... free from Legacy Duty, and | direct

t,at a receipt signed by two members of the B°ard O
7 sa'd Society and the Secretary thereof shall be

. g0od discharge to my Executors for the said Legacy,
~N'»advisable, but not necessary, that the Secretary

times b! formally notified of such bequests, as wllls. 7TT.
rT,. lost or mislaid A form of membership, with full

will beTent on application to the Secretary,
e Posett!, 62 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4,

(j Realistic Aphorisms and \

Purple Patches

By ARTHUR FALLOWS,

BY
] George whitehead
issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)
i ‘hice - 9d. Postage id.

GOD AND THE UNIVERSE

EDDINGTON, JEANS, HUXLEY & EINSTEIN
BY
CHAPMAN COHEN J

With a Reply byProfessor A. S. Eddington j
Second Edition.

_.* I

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)
rf---—-* {

Paper 2s Postage 2d.

Cloth 3s. Postage 3d.

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

Ame — —.

deteM nlsm' orl

=—\MLL?

An Exposition of the Subject in the Light of the j
Doctrines of Evolution. *

By Chapman Cohen.

Half-Cloth, 2s. 6d,

SECOND FDITION.

Postage 2*d *

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

I THE FOURTH AGE
WILLIAM REPTON.

(Price Is. Postage Id. j
|

} The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. A\

OPINIONS !

Random Reflections and Wayside Sayings I

BY I

CHAPMAN COHEN !

( (With Portrait of Author) |

[ Cloth G ilt .o 3b. 6d. \

| Superior Edition bound in Full Calf 6s. COd.

I Postage 3d. i

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. |



A3a THE FREETHINKER Uy 2, 19837

A BOOKLET WITH A BITE THE
CRUCIFIXION & RESURRECTION

SOME OF JESUS
CHRISTIAN TYPES BY j

o W. A. CAMPBELL. !
y

CRITICUS

(With an illnatrated coyer by H. Cutner) WITH A PREPACK BY

The Rt. Hon. JOHN M. ROBERTSON*

* Pen pictures of Piety in the
I Professions

In his Preface Mr. Robertson says

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

Fold reasonable opinions.”

—  ——— —
AN T N

J  Candid—Caustic—Convincing

[N
— A

!
I
I cloth 2s. Postage 2

Price 4d. By post 5d.

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

*

L

| Christianity & Civilization

A Chapter from “ The History of the Intellectual
Development of Europe.”
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