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~Pllcity In The Pulpit of at.
B.B.C. manfully pursues its; Christianity,

successful so
~umbers of

dthpting to prevent the disuitegr

faH h its efforts can only be

Peogs they may Rave maRaged, to gw
Hat " a *a’se 'dea of what Christianity is. Perhaps
deai IFUX a (inite correct way of putting it, for a great
this: "i'at the B.B.C. permits the people to hear in
mn °nilexion is so nebulous that it may mean any-

nGj But here, again, | ought to interpolate a cor-

't may be that this policy of the B.B.C.
"li f ni a iarge number wf people finding ont just
dela,, .,'rist,anity is and what it does, and this may

nif> the time when these people who usually per-

rugmselves to be fooled by phrases will find out
o ;/,rUM c°ncerning Christianity. And when a man
cler;*;>mau finds out the truth about Christianity the
isjO * game is nearly up. The hope of the Church
alre , GeB the people as they are. To capture those
possii’) definitely outside the Christian ranks is im-
iess 1*e*  Biven God Almighty finds himself power-
Gijv Lrc’ f°r one may note that the attested cases of
Iie,.t_llsrsi"u occur outside the ranks of definite unbe-
ti * rheir conversion is a “ recall ” to service of

~ tvho have been merely slack in the discharge of
less, duties. The unbelievers are given up as hope-
lesst ¢* B ’'s roahy they who matter, for it is use-
hapD' ,r,g to convert sensible folk by pointing out how
Hat , Certain people are with their religion. >% are
«”..People with their whisky or beer. But the
"vho Vafue °f a thing is not shewn by citing those
Win 'Ne  Httt only by comparison with those who go
(or -'d- The “ Divine Wisdom,” is poorly illustrated
An '. 't characteristically illustrated?) by merely
I'eti-i 'n? UP a few lackadaisical adherents and corn-

ier 'Ruoring the growing millions who have re-
t'inkLGod- T1,e conversion of a well-known Free-
st »ay, once a month, would be far more impres-
"tn 'an fBe rebathing of thousands of men and

") Who have never recovered from their original
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immersion.  The conversion of one here and there
does but emphasize the ‘indifference of the vast
majority.

. . “

The Study Of Religion

The Listener recently summed up the concluding
arguments of a series of lectures by the Rev. Joseph
McCulloch, on “ Great Religious Revivals,” by citing
from the last of the speeches, “ Revival to-day must
conquer religious ignorance.” Heaven bless the man,
what can he mean? If he means that he wishes to
remove ignorance concerning religion, I might, other
things equal, hail him as a fellow-worker. I
have been trying all my life to remove ignorance
concerning religion, and 1 think | could show
that | have I>eeu very much more successful
at the job than has Mr. McCulloch. From Mr.
McCulloch’s point of view | expect he regards re-
ligious ignorance as the equivalent of disbelief in re-
ligion. But the two are not merely not identical, they
are positively opposed. To believe in religion—real
belief in real religion—implies an almost appalling
ignorance concerning the nature of religion. In the
light of present-day knowledge of the origin and
nature of religion one thing is quite clear. You may
believe in religion, or you may understand it, but you
simply cannot do both.

But suppose that Mr. McCulloch and the B.B.C.
were genuinely interested in removing ignorance
about religion; how would they set to work? They
would begin in the usual scientific manner by' collect-
ing all kinds of religions past and present, civilized
and uncivilized. They would then dismiss all those
features in which religions differ from one another and
retain those things which they held in common. When
this was done it would be discovered that the one thing
common to all religions is the belief in the control of
natural forces by some semi-human kind of force, and
that this, in a very early stage of social life, became
crystalized into ghosts and spirits, gods and devils. In
other words, the one thing in which religions agree is
the belief in supernatural, or superhuman beings, who
demand man’s homage, and punish him if that hom-
age is withheld.

It would be found that in early ages this conception
of existence completely dominated the mind of man.
All that was done by man was done in the belief in the
omnipresence of these gods and spirits. But man
acquires knowledge, and there is the reaction of col-
lective existence on his mental life. And while the
gods and spirits arc the forces about which lie thinks
he knows most, and whom he must obey, he must act
as though human life depends upon other things. He
must secure food and build a shelter, he must rear his
children, and he must play a part in the collective life
of-the tribe. These latter things remain strong and
permanent, the former varies in strength, and becomes.



450

gradually subordinated to the facts of life and to the
necessities of a social life.

The enquirer would also discover that man’s social
development reacts on his gods, and just as in the be-
ginning he pictured these powerful spirits as like him-
self, so as he develops in knowledge, and as he be-
comes civilized, his gods change also. What the Marx-
ists call the law of the interpenetration of opposites,
but which was known long before Marx was born as
“ action and reaction are equal and opposite,” oper-
ates, and man gradually makes his god suitable for
presentation to his own civilized life. But because it
is man who makes and educate the gods, the gods
never quite catch up with man. They are nearly
always “ one jump behind ” him, The investigation
would also make quite clear the fact that definitions of
religion as given by so-called advanced preachers to-
day are framed for the purpose of helping people to
misunderstand religion. They do not include what are'
called the “ lower ” forms of religion, and not all of
the “ higher ” ones.

It would also be shown that all sorts of delusions
and illusions and misunderstandings have contributed
to the perpetuation of religion. The ravings of luna-
tics have been universally taken as evidence of, the
reality of demonic possession. Hysteria has been
taken as proof of inspiration, epilepsy has been a
fruitful cause of divine visions. The visions result-
ing from starving the body, and eating of drugs, un-
healthy solitary meditation, all sorts of hypnotic and
hysterical conditions, the action on the human mind
of drugs and pre-disposing abnormal conditions, have
all figured as the conditions of man’s intercourse with
God and the spirits. And added to these factors the
scientific student would realize the organic connexion
between these conditions and the state of religious be-
lief and teaching to-day.

That would be the right way to study religion; it is
the way in which religion is being studied by millions
of the most intelligent men and women all over the

world. But it is the one way that men such as the
Rev. Mr. McCulloch ignore. The B.B.C would not
tolerate him if he acted otherwise. For the

B.B.C. does not wish to remove ignorance about re-
ligion. The chief desire is to perpetuate it. No one
realizes better than does Sir John Reith that ignorance
is the mother of devotion.

* * *

Fooling The People

Consider the way in which most attempt to make,
what they call, a study of religion. They go to books
of devotion, to essays written in the interests of estab-
lished religion, or they consult their favourite parson
as an authority on religion. None of these serves but
to darken counsel. The clergyman may be an
authority on the history of doctrines within his own
Church; he may be an authority on ritual and on re-
ligious ceremonies in general. The one thing he is
not, and if he were, one would hardly ever know it, is'
an authority on the origin and meaning of religion
and the reactions between it and the social forces. The
priest of any religion is the last one to tell the truth
about religion, perhaps the last one to know it. And
even when he knows it he is the last to make that
knowledge public. Consider how long a knowledge of
Biblical criticism was kept away from the people. For
generations after it was a commonplace with those en-
titled to speak with authority that the Bible was a col-
lection of books of unknown date, very dubious his-
tory, and altogether unsound science, the clergy were
preaching as though the world was still in the six-
teenth century. Even to-day it is considered press
“ news ” if a parson of eminence says he does not be-
lieve in the flood, or the story of creation, or the mir-
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acles of Jesus, or in the inspiration of the Bible- hc

tween the worshipper in Church and the expert con
cerning religion, stands the parson. He will tell yon
that the Church is not a place in which to tell thetm 1
about the Bible, people come there to worship, not 1
heai ciitical discourses, and in any case it is not tK"

duty to shake the simple faith of pious souls. 11
the worshipper in Church seeing the constant use O
the Bible in the old way, and the references to " 11
took place in the days of Ezekiel, or Solomon, 3
though it were all a matter of verifiable history, PE"5
his life as though the last century of document3?'
scientific, and anthropological criticism of the B'l

had never existed.

Authorities on religion do not figure in the P«

ie> are not professional preachers of the gospel- e
any reader look up a history of our knowledge of re-
ligion during the past century, and lie will find
t le number of names of clergymen is very few.
makers of the modern study of religion were nearly tO
a man not parsons. Here and there one conies Ql a
name like that of Robertson Smith, but the ws
majority are outside the ranks of the clergy, many O
them outside the ranks of those who even profess to
have any religious belief. =~ The lawgivers here J*
freethinkers almost to a man. It was their lot
teach, it was the aim of the clergy to conceal.

We must not expect either the B.B.C. or any clergy
man to make any serious attempt to remove ignorand-
concerning religion. It is their business to see thf
gnorance is not replaced by knowledge and unKr
standing. Their aim is to prevent the Churches stiff**
mg- from a disease that has killed so many religion*"

a o icing found out. And if one were writing 3l
tx laustive tieatise Ol the suppression of the trtﬁgmgl
the tricks and turns of controversialists that
every rule of intellectual decency, on the so

reaching of exposed untruths, and the rEEKWT®
vention of bogus evidence on behalf of an §§f€i?“3f]i
superstition, the history of the Christlan "4¢
would supply an unrivalled mass of material-

Chapman CoHflS

Chartered Libertines

" In religion,
What damned error, but some sober brow

Will bless it ami approve it willi a text.”
?S,)}Slakﬁpeare-

Our unofficial censors are once again on the

and the cinema, the theatre, literature, and tim
arct, are to I>e the objectives of the latest attack.
things are all said to be harming public morals-
every generation those who possess the itch to ce ™
have discovered some similar agency of *1l
wickedness.

Puritan minds have been stirred to painful
by devices for public entertainment, ranging fro't »
Elizabethan plays, the Restoration drama, to the Ifi
of the ballet and music-hall songs. A generatiQl
the “ penny dreadful ” was said to be making cnd
nals; the cheap novelette was alleged to be i1l ,
young women; to-day the cinemas of the land, \/If:)cle
some twenty millions of people attend each wee* 21
accused of upsetting the morals of boys, girl-",
adults impartially.

A meeting was held recently at St. James’s PalacC (C
all places, at which some illustrious busybodieS W
present, to demand a stricter and far more cOlO™,,.
hensive censorship of public amusements and PO™
lar literature.  Press reports stated that for WEIL ],
the Lord Chamberlain’s office had beiu deluged 'V
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c¢)respondence on the subject. This statement shows
~N+4 the movement is organized, and it would not be
~prising to find that the wire-pullers were the
. rsy>who like, on occasion, to pose as independent
1 nwestigators when they contemplate more dirty work
a M cross-roads.
the organizers of this crusade want to lay then
"ands once more on the people’s amusements, and
"'cir standards will be set by minds of the calibre of
milow curates and jaundiced Sunday-school teachers.
e cun guess what manner of minds they are. 1l'cu
hrmicipal ambition in life is to force upon others their
°Wh "arrow, sectarian view's of what is right anc
iirl>er. Who ever heard of these creatures wanting
, censor a film or a play merely because it was as
"“Ms ditchwater?
hc would-be censors’ habitual objection to tle
People's amusements are that they exhibit scenes of
crure, of cruelty, and of sex. Doubtless there are
sMi¢ Quaint people who would frown upon the repre-
“ntation of the popular pantomime of “ All llaba
u they reflected on the fact that it introduces not only
a considerable element of “ sex appeal,” but forty
operate criminals who are eventually put to death
circumstances of the most revolting cruelty.
‘be people themselves, however, are less squeamish
lan their would-be pastors and masters. 1h%
rcahze that on the stage, on the screen, and in litera-
Ure. the subjects of crime, of cruelty, and of sex can
\ Presented without offence to a reasonable adult
'U'@ And if offence is given, then the common law

Provides ample means to restrain and, if necessary, to
'juish the offender.

mega/ at SUC™ bighly-coloured allusions to the books,
ther/ mes’ Plays, and films, of the day, as if many of
am \\-IC a n°isotne danger to society, is not pleas-
tlicir , ' Slicb accusations come from priests and
Eg%t lliteS'”  “brust their out-of-date Bible into
R °of childhood, one’s sense of justice is out-
*8il 1 FOr il ythology conthins—things which are
hariti'nsub'ng and injurious, and the erotics and bar-
lain LS Ibe Christian Bible are ‘‘gross as a moun-
I,k Palpable.” Yet this objectionable fetish-
chjm.1? Meed compulsorily into the hands of every
their’ "1 ‘“asters of literature, who would present
ether I"PPets as sentient beings, must emasculate and
men "*DO lbeni until they are the merest shadows of
that "\OThen, swayed by motives and temptations
mJ] "e held blameless by the Rev. Mr. Stiggins
Sififf J'a ,tbe approval of the oleaginous Samuel Peck-
IHa,.. be clergy always attach such very loose
but iu ‘be words they fling about so recklessly,
bem <V SLdb creatures can read salacious passages
fitt)e Holy Writ ” without remark, and point the
iliQwi;°f SCorn at modern novelists and playwrights is
"sine'Ca>le except on the hypothesis that they are
If tre a“d hypocritical.
day , e “ovels, plays, filllls, and magazines of our
RincriC bkely te corrupt the imarals of the rising
Op 'j'101" "'bat, in the name of common sense, is the
bnini ~bunent calculated to do? There may be
unvarnished accounts of rape, adultery,
written with all the nasty particu-
*irtijr-'n'b heightened effect, which is the peculiar
bbetor- * 'b Eastern writers. The florid, heated
He jlnC  Bie “ Song of Solomon ” leaves little to
brfec- “~'nation, and the least lettered reader can ap-
iiati, ° ~e glowing periods. In fact, this Oriental
off. "LSs begins where Occidental pornography leaves

| (
bel?t%éh%i? associated with the boasted “ Recall to
RIOU ™ o1 sade, or not, this overt action of titled

ud
er busybodies is perfectly unnecessary. If

th
Rint(|.'v°ldd-be censors had any real reason for safe-
(In£ public morality, they would see at once,
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that if an ordinary novel, play, or film, will corrupt
adult persons as well as children, their own fetish-book
is still more open to objection. No novelist or play-
wright would dare to fill his pages with detailed
accounts of incest, rape, and unmentionable crimes.
He would be imprisoned, and his books destroyed by
order of the Eaw Courts. Yet the clergy force this
Oriental fetish-book into the hands of millions of
little children. We do not believe in bowdlerizing
literature, but if ever there were any occasion for such
drastic treatment it most certainly should be directed
against this particular fetish-book. Instead of prating
of indecency, instead of harrowing and restricting the
people’s amusements, let these would-be tyrants do
something sensible. Let them tell their friends, the
clergy, to cease forcing into the innocent hands of
little children a volume which they dare no longer
read aloud in its completeness to a mixed audience of
adults. Until the clergy consent to do this they merit
the title of “ chartered libertines.” Indeed, these
creatures are the Jekylls and Hydes of our social
system. Professing to be the guardians of morality,
they seek to perpetuate the crudities and barbarities
of prehistoric times. Pretending to be in the very
front of civilization, they are, in reality, the residuary
legatees of the savages of the Stone Age.

Mimnermus.

Henry Hetherington—792-1849

(Concluded from page 443)

HETHERINGTON left behind him a document which he
called his East Wii.i, and T estament, here quoted in
full :—

As life is uncertain, it behoves everyone to make
preparations for death ; 1 deem it therefore a duty in-
cumbent on me, ere 1 quit this life, to express in writ-
ing, for the satisfaction and guidance of esteemed
friends, my feelings and opinions in reference to our
common principles. | adopt this course that no mis-
take or misapprehension may arise through the false
reports of those who officiously and obtrusively ob-
tain access to the death-beds of avowed Infidels to
priestcraft and superstition; and who by their annoy-
ing importunities, labour to extract from an oppo-
nent whose intellect is already worn out and sub-
dued by protracted physical suffering, some trifling
admission, that they may blazon it forth to the world
as a Death-bed-Confession and a triumph of Christ-
ianity over Infidelity.

111 the first place, then—1 calmly and deliberately
declare that 1 do not believe in the popular notion of
the existence of an Almighty, All-wise and Benevo-
lent God—possessing intelligence, and conscious of
Ilis own operations; because these attributes involve
such a mass of absurdities and contradictions, so
much cruelty and injustice on 1lis part to the poor
and destitute portion of llis creatures—that, in my
opinion, no rational reflecting mind can, after disin-
terested investigation, give credence to the existence
of such a Being.

In the second place, 1 believe death to be an eternal
sleep—that | shall never live again in this world, or
another, with a consciousness that | am the same
identical person that once lived, performed the duties,
and exercised the functions of a human being.

I11 the third place, | consider priestcraft and super-
stition the greatest obstacle to human improvement
and happiness. During my life | have, to the best of
my ability, sincerely and strenuously exposed and
opposed them, and die with a firm conviction that
Truth, Justice, and Liberty will never be permanently
‘established on earth till every vestige of priestcraft
and superstition shall he utterly destroyed.

In the fourth place, | have ever considered that the
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only religion useful to man consists exclusively of the
practice of morality, and in the mutual interchange
of kind actions. In such a religion there is no room
for priests—and when | see them interfering at our
births, marriages, and deaths, pretending to conduct
us safely through this state of being to another and
happier world, any disinterested person of the least
shrewdness and discernment must perceive that their
sole aim is to stultify the minds of the people by their
incomprehensible doctrines, that they may the more
effectually fleece the poor deluded sheep who listen to
their empty babblings and mystifications.

In the fifth place, as | have lived so | die, a deter-
mined opponent to their nefarious and plundering
system. | wish my friends, therefore, to deposit my
remains in unconsecrated ground, and trust they will
allow no priest, or clergyman of any denomination,
to interfere in any way whatever at my funeral. My
earnest desire is, that no relation or friend shall wear
black or any kind of mourning, as | consider it con-
trary to our rational principles to indicate respect for
a departed friend by complying with a hypocritical
custom.

In the sixth place, | wish those who respect me,
and who have laboured in our common cause, to at-
tend my remains to their last resting place, not so
much in consideration of the individual, as to do
honour to our just, benevolent and rational prin-
ciples.

I hope all true Rationalists will leave pompous dis-
plays to the tools of priestcraft and superstition. |If
1 could have my desire, the occasion of my death and
burial should be turned to the advantage of the liv-
ing. | would have my kind and good friend, W at-
son, who knew me intimately for many years—or any
other friend well acquainted with my character—to
address to those assembled such observations as he
may deem pertinent and useful; holding up the good
points of my character as an example worthy of imi-
tation, and pointing out my defects with equal fidel-
ity, that none may avow just and rational principles
without endeavouring to purge themselves of those
errors that result from bad habits previously con-
tracted, and which tarnish the lustre of their benign
and glorious principles.

These arc my views and feelings in quitting an ex-
istence that has been chequered with the plagues and
pleasures of a competitive, scrambling, selfish sys-
tem ; a system by which the moral and social aspira-
tions of the noblest human being are nullified by in-
cessant toil and physical deprivations; by which, in-
deed, all men are trained to be either slaves, hypo-
crites or criminals. Hence my ardent attachment to
the principles of that great and good man—Robert
OWEN. I quit this world with a firm conviction
that his system is the only true road to human eman-
cipation ; that it is, indeed, the only just system for
regulating the affairs of honest, intelligent human
beings—the only one yet made known to the world,
that is based on truth, justice and equality. While
the land, machines, tools, implements of production,
and the produce of man’s toil, are exclusively in
possession of the do-nothings; and labour is the sole
possession of the wealth-producers—a marketable
commodity, bought up and directed by wealthy
idlers—never-ending misery must be their inevitable
lot. Robert Owen’s system, if rightly understood and
faithfully carried out, rectifies all these anomalies. It
makes man the proprietor of his own labour and of
the elements of production—it places him in a condi-
tion to enjoy the entire fruits of his labour and sur-
rounds him with circumstances that will make him
intelligent, rational and happy. Grateful to Mr.
Owen for the happiness | have experienced in con-
templating the superiority of his system, | could not
die happy without recommending my fellow-country-
men to study its principles and earnestly strive to
establish them in practice, Though | ardently desired
to acquire that benign spirit, and to attain that self-
control which was so conspicuous in the character of
the founder of the Rational System, | am aware |
fell immeasurably short of my bright exemplar; but

tiiic freethinker

JULY iS, 1937

as | never in thought, word or deed, wl * ~jven W

any human being, 1 hope that | shall be uticOrn+
those whom | may have inadvertently ve jn-
sciouslv jostled in this world’s scramble. Olired to
defatigably, sincerely and disinterestedly ¢ jt to
improve the condition of humanity7 better
be the duty of every man to leave the (bject

than he found it; and if | have not pursue at
with that wisdom and discretion that shou <  zcal-
all times the conduct of a rational man, |
ously maintained what appeared to me to > “rn
and paid the penalty of what my opponents 1
my indiscretions in many cruel persecute ™
freely forgive all who have injured me ~ a
struggle; and die in the hope and consolation
time is approaching when the spirit of an <& j fO.
will give place to fraternal affection and unnes
operation to promote the happiness of mankm
(Signed) Henry HETHERINGTO

Witnessed by7 George Jacob Holyoake.
Henry Allsop lvory.
John Kenny,

August 21, 1849.

Hetherington had composed this document ay;e\ar
and a half or more before his death, and gave cop *
his own handwriting to Watson and Holyoake;
had copies made to distribute to a few other
On Tuesday (August 21, 1849), when Holyoake
him in his illness, two days before his death, I'e a
the will of his personal property, and produc ©
copy of the document he had given to Holyoake ~ ~
year and a half before, and after reading it *In°gj(.
expressed a desire to sign it which he according*} ~

The John Street Directors provided 2,000 c°l’ie”¥ill
distribution to the assembly at the funeral.
reprints were afterwards made. oY

This document was the cause of much conune
some of Hetherington’s co-workers, especially ,
terre O’'Brien, who were much perturbed to fine
had been associated with such an Infidel! H°I}°* jl6
ever complaisant to propitiate the critics, ~Nit
Rcasoner, November 7, 1849, thereupon declare
to be the will of a Deist!!! This is in keeph'fi' ]
all Holyoake’s actions on such occasions. 7c
instances could be given. .

Some twenty-four years after Hetherington s 1
a monument was erected over his grave, bearing
following inscription :

Henry Hetherington
Died August 24, 1849
Aged 57
T he Poor Man’s Guardian
His view of
T rue Reeigion
was that it consisted in
promoting the happiness of every'
human being irrespective of
class creed country' or colour
“ Il is our duty to leave the world
better than we found it.”

Erected by a Friend
1873. N

[The date of Hetherington’s death has gone %’ f,
the decades as occurring on August 24. But the
rect date is August 23, as the following will P[
Holyoake writing at the time says, “ Early on 1
day morning, August 21, | was apprised of llc.
ington’s illness.” . . . “ On Thursday [Orl!jaC
August 24, he expired.” Now, Thursday must
been August 23, and that corresponds with a'
other dates given at the time: Friday, August 'j
when the Directors of the Poor of St. PancraS
their meeting; and Sunday, August 26, the day ot
funeral.]
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Eo was not alone even in death, lo his right we
stt 'he tombstone of Henry Wade, a Republican fiiend
"f Eetherington and the compiler of the famous Black
II°0k- On his left lies W. Devonshire Saull, covered
l:van inscribed slab, and next is a stone erected to the
nieniory Of David E. Wailliams, the author of the
'filers of Public6la to the Dispatch in the eighteen-
thirties.

here close our history of Henry Hctherington
and his times. Here is given an account of the work-
"K-class and Freethought movement of exactlv a
cent«ry ago.  Our readers may compare it with the
1*csent time, make their comparisons, and draw their
°Wh conclusions. For ourselves, it gives us to think,
and very hard, too. The high ideals of Socialism have
.ecn almost lost in the noisy political clamour of an
"lert>spineless, inactive Labour Party which impel-
Eently claims itself as the custodian of Socialism. This
Political cry has had further evil effects. The vigour
aml determination displayed in the eighteen-thirties
'eem to have been lost in the nineteen-thirties.
When the people are disillusioned of Government
superstition, they will surely return to an ardent, ag-
jUessive movement for the achievement of the ideals of

1crty, which will eventually emancipate the
Workers.

I’car not the tyrants shall rule for ever,

the priests of the bloody faith;
''hey stand on the brink of that mighty river
Whose waves they have tainted with death ,
It is fed from the depths of a thousand dells,
Around them it foams, and rages, and swells,
And their swords and their sceptres | floating see,
bike wrecks in the surge of eternity. Shelley.

Ambrose G. Barker.

Gentle Art of Prophecy

i.
M 1 °f the writers who have referred to the Arch-
"shp*% .. recau .. to religion, and who are in full
‘NMcement with him that the time has come for a great
AUfdous revival, a great outpouring of thanks to
t, ' "—whatever for, the Lord only knows—seem
" uke particular eare net to define exactly what they

Can >y the term * religion.” They take it for
%g?&ed 110 doubt, that the religion which we are

myn equired to embrace is the Archbishop’s
]2&‘ Ft'c'al brand of Christianity, a brand, need-
ot,'* 'state, scornfully rejected by most of the
Wer™ brands of the same religion. Perhaps if they

fl, Pushed to the extreme and made to define what
hrn "uant, these writers would be satisfied if any
WR* 'uEgion were joyously accepted, so long as it

Jst)a\E'dged “ God through our Lord and Saviour
h'st S~ Ir'st”— though here again T think some pro-
liatlp .°dd be made if the acceptance were not accom-
Ul with the show and ceremony of some church
ligif ‘apel. But exactly how far must one go in re-
rBveks belief for the “ recall ” to be successful is
°r only vaguely hinted at.
~b'sia belief in the Virgin Birth necessary?
H . °ne believe without question all the miracles of
Eible, or can one pick and choose? Is one a suc-
%f“_— believer if he rejects Joshua stopping the sun
hie |,,J0°n from moving in the heavens, and accepts
§(, . eaUtifnl and wondrous story of Jesus stopping a
7iil "' Would the Archbishop take to his heart an
Qe r Ver 'n fEe statement that at the time of the
13°n “ tnany bodies of the saints which slept
rt, e axi came out of the graves "—so long as the
'Action of Jesus was accepted? And would the
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recall ” be again considered successful if a believer
accepted everything in the Bible, no matter how silly,
but refused to enter a church or pay a cent towards
the upkeep either of the clergy or any of their mis-
sions? Somehow or other | have not yet come across
any answer to these or similar questions, and the
speakers at the B.B.C., who have for some weeks
been actively exhorting their listeners every Sunday to
accept religion, seem most carefully to have avoided
any reference as to the details of the religion they
want people to believe in, except to a vague and
wearying repetition of “ Jesus Christ, Our Lord and
Saviour.”

Why, for example, do they no longer point to the
remarkable prophecies of “ Our Lord ” contained in
the Old Testament? There was a time when few
sermons did not give details of how God foretold
almost all subsequent history in the “ holy ” Bible.
The “ prophecies ” were all—or nearly all—literally
believed in. Thousands of books have been written
to show that God never erred in a single instance.
The fact that many of the successful prophecies were
obviously written after the event never dismayed a
single believer—nor the fact that hosts of prophecies
have not so far been in any way fulfilled. If a pro-
phecy has not yet been fulfilled, that simply means
another “ mystery and as God’s ways arc not our
ways, we are not supposed to understand everything
that emanates from “ Our Lord.”

The writer or editor of Cassell’s Bible Dictionary is
a typical example of a thorough believer in prophecy.
He says, “ Not only do the predictions of the Old
Testament cover the whole length of human history
from that time till now . . . but during every period
to the close of the Scriptural canon, the chain of pro-
phecy was at once ever ending and ever beginning.”
This kind of whole-hearted belief is thoroughly re-
freshing. It shows genuine religion at its best, and
contrasts very favourably with the watered-down |>e-
liefs of many of our prominent divines. These people
hate, of course, to be reminded of all that was once so
thoroughly believed in; they feel it safer to impress
the modern mind with gush about the uniqueness of
“ Qur Lord.” But why should we not remind them
of what real religion once was? Why should we
agree that the vague generalities that spout forth so
often these days from pulpit or wireless contain the
truth? Do these priests and clergy want us now to
believe that everybody was entirely wrong for cent-
uries about prophecy and prophets?

Nowadays there is a tendency for many sermonizers
to claim that the Bible is “ .holy ” and “ divine,” but
may be treated as any other book; it will come out of
criticism—as indeed it has, they say— absolutely un-
touched. But all the same, they seem resolutely to
avoid as far as possible the wonders of Biblical pro-
phecy. A few references may prove interesting to
readers who are not acquainted with the work of the
many writers who dealt with prophecy in the past.
Their names are almost completely forgotten— indeed,
even in the penny box outside secondhand book-
sellers it is difficult to find the prophetical works of the
Rev. John Cutnming, the Rev. Alexander Keith, the
Rev. C. Maitland, the Rev. R. A. Purdon, the Rev.
Mr. Baxter, and many others. The aim of most of
these writers was to predict .the exact date of the
Second Advent, and a holier mess than they made of
it cannot be imagined.

It is quite a mistake to think that the Second Ad-
ventists are a vanished sect. Every year since | have
taken notice, meetings take place of believers in the
literal visitation of Christ once again to our planet.
These people come armed with facts and figures culled
from the Bible (mostly from Daniel and Revelation)
and try to show as mathematical certainties, the exact
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date of the “Time of the Gentiles,” or when 144,000
of the Faithful will be gathered up into the arms of
“ Our Lord.”

It is most unfair to laugh at them; for if the Bible
be true, their expectations must be accomplished. If
the religion to whicli the Archbishop wants us to re-
turn is that based on the Bible, how can one deny the
Second Advent? Do the Archbishop and his
solemn henchmen deny the coming again of Christ in
all his heavenly glory ?

Moreover, the Second Advent must be preceded
with wars, famines, plagues, and every Other misery
humanity can imagine. So it is predicted, so it must
be fulfilled. And when the good Christian, anxiously
awaiting “ Our Lord,” looks around, and sees war,
misery, earthquakes, famines, and various other fiery
ordeals taking place at this moment, can one wonder
at his joyous expectation?

Of course, something went wrong with all the cal-
culations last century. The various writers who lab-
oriously went into the figures given in Daniel, for ex-
ample, who discussed his weeks of years or his years
of weeks, who showed that Messiah the Prince was
bound to come if only one got the correct answer to the
mathematical difficulties with which, for some unholy
reason, Daniel surrounded his calculations, were all
eventually proved wrong by subsequent events
Christ should have come in—let us say— 1866. The
figures proved this incontestably, and the fact that
Prussia went for Austria in that year helped to con-
firm the proofs. However, “ our Lord ” did not
come; he evidently felt that it was but a piffling little
war. Then the prophets showed that 1870 or 1871
was probably the correct year. Napoleon—any Nap-
oleon—was “ anti-Christ.” Jesus seems unable to
arrive without a previous “ anti-Christ ”; yet here
again everything which pointed to the coming won-
ders being successfully accomplished, especially as the
war between France and Prussia had been prophesied
either in Daniel or Revelation, somehow or other
failed to show Jesus in the skies. It was a merry
game, and brought forth a large number of books,
and possibly much money to the prophetical authors;
but no Messiah the Prince.  And even such a good
all-round year as 1900 failed to be the successful one.
But the prophets were by no means staggered. God
said this or that and all must be accomplished. Let
us see how far they have been successful by examin-
ing some of their works a little more in detail—which
I shall do in the next article.

FI. Cutner.

A Universal Kinship

Many of 1is laugh at the Jews for looking upon their race
as being “ God’s chosen people,” whilst we seriously
look upon ourselves as being “ Sons of God,” and heirs
of all the ages. And whilst we make fun of their claim
to being “ God’s chosen people,” we accept their Bible
as being “ God’s chosen book.”

| said, “ whilst we seriously, etc.,” designedly, be-
cause whenever man becomes very serious he loses his
sense of humour. And as reason cannot hold “ a seat in
this distracted globe ¥ without the help of humour, seri-
ousness, therefore, should always be very critically ex-
amined, if we wish to escape becoming either fools or
fanatics.

“ All we,” Jew and Gentile alike, “ like sheep have
gone astray.”

But Mark Twain would have us believe, not like ordin-
ary sheep, but “ discreet ” ones. He says :

We are discreet sheep; we wait to see how the drove is
going, and then we go with the drove. We have two
opinions : one private, which we are afraid to express;
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and another one—this one we use—which we force (ur
selves to wear to please Mrs. Grundy, until habit meke
us comfortable in it, and the custom of defending 1L
presently makes us love it, adore it, and forget how P'Il
iLilly we came by it.
Now, with Mark we deplore that man should under »'0
. . Acres ilgO "¢
circumstances live mentally as he does.
can understand men herding together for physical safety.
Bnt for thinking men to herd together is despicable-
Hut what is man ? Are we not mistaken in ranking 1l
so highly? He is certainly excusable in having a gGQK
opinion of himself!
Shakespeare, the human masterpiece up to the presC'*
certainly had a high opinion of man :(—

What a piece of work is a man! How noble in reason’
how infinite in faculty 1 In form and moving how exp*”
and admirable! in action how like an angel! in appf
hension how like a god! the beauty of the world |
paragon of animals!—Hamlet

Prof. J. Howard Moore and Mark Twain held a
the direct opposite of this. The study of animals
vealed quite a lot of interesting matter relating
Many distinguished men of the past believed in
mortality of animals. And quite a large number
support the idea.

But let Prof. Moore speak for himself :(—

Njay

Instead of the highest, man is in some respt’ﬁ de
lowest, of the animal kingdom. Man is the 10" jted
chaste, the most drunken, the most selfish and cone
the most miserly, the most hypocritical, and tlie.nais,
bloodthirsty of terrestrial creatures. Almost no an
except man, kill for the mere sake of killing- j “t|fisl
being to take the life of another for purposes 0 ®
utility is bad enough. But the indiscriminate 1111 ,;ed
of defenceless innocents by armed and °j8a
packs, just for pastime, is beyond characterization ™ £5
human species is the only species of animals that P ”~ (O
to such depths of atrocity. Even vipers and li>e," Jiaii,
not exterminate for recreation. No animal, excel’ n
habitually seeks wealth purely out of an insane ¢ *\\I
to accumulate. And no animal, except man, g‘ca ae
accumulations that are of no possible use to him, 1 ,G"Qi
ail injury and an abomination, and in whose ilC{llINcr-.
lie may have committed irreparable crimes upon "
There are no millionaires—110 professional, legahzc ' p,
long kleptomaniacs—among the birds and quad 17
No animal, except man, spends so large a part/’
energies striving for superiority—not superiority 1. jy
fulness, hut that superiority which consists ni - jliai
getting on the heads of one’s fellows. And n°
practises common, ordinary morality to the othei
of the world in which he lives so little, conipatQ
the amount he preaches it, as man. it

Let us be honest. Honour to whom honour is
will not emaciate our own glory to recognize the
lence and reality of others, or to come face to face
our own frailties. We are our brother’s keeper- f
brethren are they that feel. Let us universally- .~
thoughts and sympathies have been too long wink Ne
The Universe is our Country, and our Kindred nre jv
Populations that Mourn. It is_ well—it is cm™* \,,

IES

* i

Dusts and the Deeps, our Sunrises to the Uttermost
and our Charity to the Stars.

It would appear, if Prof. Moore be right, that tbc Eg
mal kingdom has made greater progress, in thc
sense, than man has done. A

The animal kingdom seems to have escaped the ! ap
Back of leaders, and to have made an un-restrictec
vance
Man has too often been led astray by great leaders WR
have been entirely wrong. Leaders who have, neve) ~
less, made some contribution to human progress.
hammed, for instance, who certainly left thc Aral’s be
than lie found them. .

When humanity has developed sufficiently to he i'l
diced by reason as much as it lias been influenced ~
legend, we may then make im advance worthy of 1
tion.

Education, to-day, is, speaking generally, the grgﬁt%
obstacle to any social advance, its principal use beUl-
make us obedient and efficient servants of the State. ~

Browning was probably right. Reason and A"
speaking lie did not esteem highly. Hear him :—
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—*“ But here’s the plague—
lhat all this trouble comes of telling truth,
Which truth, by when it reaches him, looks false
Seems to be just the thing it would supplant,
Nor recognizable by whom it left : ,
While falsehood would have done the work of trutn.
Hut Art,—wherein man nowise speaks to men
Only to mankind,—Art may tell a truth
Obliquely, do the thing shall breed the thought.

Nor wrong the thought, missing the mediate word.
So may you paint your picture, twice show truth,
Beyond mere imagery on the wall,—
So note by note, bring music from your mind,
beeper than ever e’en Beethoven lived,
So write a book shall mean beyond the facts,
Suffice the eye and save the soul beside.
(The Ring and the Book.)

George Wallace.

Aoicl Drops

We are—more or less—in sympathy with the thorough-
*i"«8 believer, and share his contemptuous dislike lor
tllose Christians who persist in “ watering-down the
creeds,” or explaining miracles in a natural way. m
*tr'es of articles in the News-Chronicle, on “ What 1
»elieve» include some written by people like Mr. Bevei-
¥ Nichols and Father Woodlock, both of whom are not
ashamed to express their absolute belief in the whole of
he Bible. Father Woodlock as becomes a Jesuit, bravely

. ared lie believed everything he was taught as a small
,nld. and Mr. Nichols, tells us that the Resurrection is
"ulinned by the strictest historical evidence.

Pis»- ns 's as it should be. In fact, as the Church
I0X <s declares, the “ two great certainties ” are God’s
djvj ailtl human mortality, and they must be accepted “on
G um all*hority.” Also, “to reject the Incarnation is
and a,0 difficult to realize the love of God.” We agree ;
miraHs" Ciat if one does away with the devil, hell and

CY there is really nothing left of true religion,
all ,,Q\ M\°°dlock and Mr. Nichols deserve the thanks of
janitv K*Cvcrs'  They make the absurdities of Christ-
thim. ~PParent to many who would not read the Free-

at¢;'-H . G. Fosdick asks, “ Why do we believe in el
of .In” anehanswers his guestion by replyifng, “ Beeadse
fllat p "lcnts, never.” And yet we seem to remember
tI'ty p ,eyers were fond enough of arguments so long as
si,], ,LUlcd the logic of the argument rested on their
Uuthanil are stiH when they feel they can put it over,
"(ads"""T come to this conclusion Dr. Fosdick then pro-
ar,u, 0 Advance arguments in favour of not believing in
ap]K, » It is very curious, and the logical conclusion
I'cin n* that arguments are valid so long as they
nunl. Ic. People to retain their belief in God. When argu-
tliat S' Ist,,rh that belief then we must take it for granted
thean?U”Cnts are inadmissible—with the exception of
yX jp n,Ucnt that proves arguments arc of no use. And

"adv  bosdick is one of the foremost of present-day
tlw.a,lt°d ” theologians. What must those who are in
rearbclike!

« the gther hand Dr. Leslie Weatherhead, the new
lie"Pant °f the City Temple pulpit docs, apparently, be-
rM] i'l arguments. He argues that when men complain
vietOf S 7aced with opposing armies, each praying for
light V "*c s°lves the situation by leaving both sides to
< ' ‘ait. The exfilanation of this is that “ The power
I'bertj 1S S° terrific- I'c (ares t<allow men such terrific
Pose s’ knowing that without loss lie can fulfil his pur-

as. whatever happens must be part of his
ciir.i 0’ 't looks as though God is just looking on at a

IKiif  ”r tragedy he has arranged for his own arause-
" He loses nothing. What man loses does not
uiiftr™  God can afford the “ terrific liberty” of per-

il the slaughter in Spain because he loses nothing.
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“ The king is amused,” and that is the important thing.
We think Dr. Weatherhead—it ought to be Featlierhead
—would do well to follow the advice of Dr. Fosdick, and
not rely on arguments—particularly his arguments.

Quite a holy rumpus is being made in Catholic circles
by the publication of a book called The Pope in Politics.
It is a more or less devastating attack on the Pope and
Popery, and is all the more intriguing because Mr. Teel-
ing is a fervent and practising Catholic. Mr. Teeling,
unlike his fellow-believers, who insist that the Pope is
God’s Vice-Regent on earth—whatever that may mean—
treats him actually as if he were just an ordinary human
being, a terrible crime in the eyes of pious Catholics.
These people keep up the legend that a Pope must be
something quite superhuman, an exploded myth in our
days.

According to Mr. Teeling, the present Pope seems to
be a garrulous old man, much like some other old men,
and is obviously not very brainy; and the author is
pretty sick of having to bow the knee and kiss the hand
of an Italian surrounded by other Italians, for whom he
has but little sympathy, religion or no religion. Anyhow
The Pope in Politics is a book viewed with dismay by
our Catholic publicists, and they want Mr. Teeling to
withdraw it. His answer is that he sticks by every word
he has written—at least, that is the present position.
Perhaps the Holy Church will find means to make him
change his mind and go on a humble pilgrimage to Rome.

Those people who maintain the absolute love and
gentleness of Jesus, and who cannot reconcile this with
his obviously contemptuous treatment of his mother
throughout the Gospels, will be interested in the follow-
ing from the Church Times :(—

Various interpretations have been given to the words in
St. John ii. 4: “ Woman what have | to do with thee?”
The earliest is that of St. Irenteus, who thought that our
Lord was “ checking her unseasonable haste.” St. John
Chrysostom thought that our Lord was gently indicating
the distinction between human relationship and |llis
divine authority. St. Cyril of Alexandria thought that
our Lord was “ admitting out of reverence to llis mother
what Pie willed not as yet to do.” Macgregor, in Moffat’s
commentaries, reminds us that “ the term ‘woman ' in
the original has none of the harshness it suggests in Eng-
lish, but is perfectly respectful and even intimate : Jesus
even addresses Ilis mother by it from the Cross.” Lag-
range observes that the first half of the sentence ought
not to be isolated from its explanatory conclusion—*Mine
hour is not yet come.”

Does anyone know any more about the question after
digesting this lame explanation?

The Rev. Dr. Waterhouse has been saying some
straight things about Hymns jor Children. Wc could
hardly beat Dr. Waterhouse’s condemnation of the whole
lot. He rightly claims that the modern silliness of songs
like Pennies from Heaven, is as bad as any Hymns.
Speaking bis mind about a new book of Hymns for
Children, he says, “ Some are rubbish, other are false in

sentiment, others are very trite . . the truth is that
there are no good children’s Hymns.” We commend his
clarity.

Lady Neville, at a recent Conference, blamed the

clergy to a great extent for decreasing attendances at
Church. “ Some of them come in, wearing cassocks,
yellow, worn and torn.”  Yes, this is very bad, particu-
larly when we realize how attentive to his personal ap-
pearance the sou of the Carpenter used to be. And “The
padres made a big noise and did not enunciate their last
syllables which makes such a difference.” Nay, Lady
Neville, we cannot agree. We think the less heard of
the Pulpit message the better. It is neither a pleasant
nor a useful message and we would as lief, for all our
sakes, have it mumbled.
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As an example of the way in which heresy penetrates the
most holy quarters, take the ease of Bishop Jackson. The
ordinary believer used to be taught that the Psalms-were
all (or nearly all) written by the Poet-King, David. So
Bishop Jackson was reported to have said at the Gre-

gorian festival recently in St. Paul’s Cathedral. Un-
fortunately, he has hotly resented the imputation. “ I
made no such foolish statement,” he declared. What a

tribute to the way in which Freetliought has permeated
even among the Bishops.

At the Church Assembly, the other day, the Bishop of
Durham protested against using such a term as the Ad-
vancing Church, “ which was to say the least, an auda-
cious label to put to a report, which on every page certi-
fied posts which were vacant, supplies in men non-ex-
istent, finances which were wasted, and opportunities
which were being lost.” Dr. Henson continued, 'Tn
Germany and Russia the Church was passing through a
period of painful disillusionment. In England, the
shock had been partly mitigated by the distinctively Eng-
lish phenomenon of the Free Churches.” But what must
the Assembly have thought of the Bishop declaring that,
“ the day of the unlettered zealot, who essayed the mis-
sionary task with no better equipment than his Funda-
mentalist Bible . . . was now nearly over.” A “funda-
mentalist ” Bible! But the Bible the Bishop re-
pudiates is the Bible of history, the Bible upon which the
Christian Church was built, and for criticizing it as the
Bishop of Durham is doing, men and women were sent to
prison a hundred years ago. The world does move after
all—thanks to Freethinkers.

One of the speakers at the same Assembly declared that
“ the sooner the Church of England severed her connex-
ion with coal-mining the better.” It is not so well known
among the pious that much of the revenue of the Church
comes from mining royalties—a revenue depending upon
badly-paid and dangerous occupation of the miners—
which, as Mrs Fletcher, coming from a mining district,
said, caused “ much bewilderment and misunderstand-
ing.” Lord Hugh Cecil, on the other hand, “expressed
his bitter indignation at such speeches.” He insisted
that the money coming from the mines belonged to the
Church “ for the benefit of poor clergymen.” And, of
course, that settled the question.

The truth is that the Church, where money interests
are concerned, is as hard a task-master as the most slave-
driving industrialist. It did little, if anything at all, to
improve the conditions under which miners used to work,
and are still working; and certainly nothing to improve
their pay. But few people know the facts.

The Archbishop of Canterbury made another of his
portentous declarations, the other day. It was that, “ he
was impressed by the astonishing ignorance of the
Christian faith by the most educated professional men,
lawyers, doctors and,barristers.” We have an idea that
the Archbishop is not quite as simple as he pretends to be.
This “ astonishing ignorance ” of educated men is due to
the fact that they have found Christianity out. The
credulous and blind faith which the Archbishop would
like to see, is found in all its glory, among the super-
stitious all over the world.

The ignorance of our news editors is proverbial, scan-
dalous and real. Last Sunday the centre page of the
Sunday Times was disfigured with au unusually flagrant

sample. To deny the editorial ignorance would be to im-
pute a still more disgraceful explanation. Writing about
Mr. Herbert’'s Marriage Bill, "Scrutator” says;—

Marriage cannot be reduced to a civil contract, and the
secular law agrees with the Church that it is a sacrament;
if it were not so, collusion would be the best of all reasons
for giving relief as a matter of course.

Any fifth-form schoolboy could tell “ .Scrutator ” that
the “ secular law ” has nothing whatever to do with
Sacraments, and that the law of the Church of England
is a total and explicit denial that marriage is to be con-
sidered a Sacrament (see Article xxv. of the 39 Articles
of Religion).
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lhe Rev. Leslie Weatherliead’s logic is not as sound as
his theology. He was talking about what he calls “ Vic-

tims of God’s Way.” He says

Jesus’ teaching about birds, flowers, grasses, the har*

of our head, and His stories of the shepherd who S1
foi the one lost sheep and the woman who searches O

tlie one lost coin cannot leave us in any doubt about Go*
care for the individual.

But God’s statistical records about the hairs of our hc”™
have never prevented bald-headedness. His punctilio®
observation whenever a cock-sparrow “falls to T
ground has had no perceptible influence on the bin
mortality returns. God’s “ care for the individual sect«
consistent with His allowing (or causing) huge holo-
causts, constant disease, innumerable fatalities and >'
juries to “ the individual.” Surely even a Tlicist must
wonder at times if God’s death would make things a"'

worse than they are.

. . salub-
There has been a “Holiness Convention” at tha S e

rious seaside resort, Southport. Gipsy Smith, sa“~&S
reporter, “ told a good story.” It was about a “ody
Leader who candidly begged Smith not to save

.
o

on ms account! “ He did not want any new

he said, “ because he had quite enough trouble o

last lot.” We often wonder what Jehovah must t" %)

all the gangsters and murderers “saved” just m N pf
N

go to Heaven, with no guarantee that they arc eu>
their homicidal mania. No wonder we read in the
about “ there was war in heaven,” After all, Chu<n
as pious as it is “ racketeered.”

Deacons have “ to face the problem of the installntm”~»
new central heating boilers.” This question ought to ™"
been referred to Old Nick—the authority on kccpt'GN.
place warm a long time. We can only suggest ft
should be used, and we imagine no church ever runs e

of that commodity.

The Rev. Joseph Fort Newton has been talking
“ How and When to be Happy.” Naturally the rchfi
cobbler sticks to the “ last ” of religion. But I'l;C,""ptl(
if not all parsons, Mr. Newton confuses “ Faith s
“ Love ” for faith in God and Love of Christ. }
makes him say “ No man can be happy at any ti e
life until lie has some faith to live by, someone to ~
and be loved by.” But for the pious definitions o j
two words most of us would agree with the parson,
faith ” means common honesty of one’s professions,
Faith in God means the merest credulity.

Fifty Years Ago
aJ

Every new truth has had to fight for its life agailn-
infallible priesthood. Whether Protestant or Catholic
made no difference. The same spirit of bigotry, tyra \
and persecution, has been displayed by both Churc
But now the tables are turned. Science is stronger
Christianity, and she who of old shed thc blood ol »
martyrs of knowledge sees that she must humble
pride, abate her pretensions, and supplicate iusteal
commanding. Darwin is buried in Westminster fy’
after being denounced for a whole generation, alio
Bishop of Ripon, preaching before the members AC
House of Commons, celebrates this as the age of c) .)f
tion. Nor are astute Catholic leaders behind in pra’ O
the prophets whom they can no longer stone. Son'c
them even go to the length of contending that not O Y
does the Catholic Church allow the truth of evolution. v
she has really taught it all along, although her c'c"y
did not properly understand her teaching, because i* Vj
in germ in the writings of her greatest divines, and c°
not burst into full life until the time was propitious fOL.»
development. Evidently the priests see’how the " p
is blowing, and they will trim their sails to it if they L ,
The Church adjusted itself to the Coperniean astron“
by swallowing its own anathemas.

The Freethinker, July 17,
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atlent}r™ n*
Q4o .
°l tt Or. eralLtre should be sent to the Business Manager

. le Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London E.C.q,
r ‘fn°t to the Editor.

list i Prcethinker " will be forwarded direct from the rub-
o ' nP Office at the following rates {Home and Abroad) :—
¢ year, 15/.-, half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.

PassaScs t° which they wish us to call

" -i\eXucs and Postal Orders should be made payable to
c. ,c Pioneer Press,"” and crossed “ Midland Bank, Ltd.,
Crkcnwell Branch."

Sugar Plums

anNr@ °"Clls two new pamphlets, What is Freethought
for n,nt Their Makers (Nos 7 and 8 of thePamphlets
to, U People) are now ready. We arc pleased to be able
appe "'rt that this series is selling extremely well, and
serial be doing good work. The general aim of the
Posit* 1S i° Fresent the different facets of the Freethought
"ht,, :I vondensed, but clear, and cheap form, so that
B ""tnplete the whole will provide a sketch-map useful
s,n ycnefal introduction. They are written by one per-
havc °© ~1't a unity of outlook may be maintained. We
tht,nrcce’'ved a number of complimentary letters, among
tig. ' °nc just to hand from Mr. Clayton, who describes
hi''billets as “ the best series of its kind | have ever
[LI'Gng the fine weather Freethinkers might do
vf tl] UseFil work by providing themselves with a supply
@8> pamphlets for judicious distribution.
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We congratulate Councillor Lenagh (Sunderland Town
Council) on his having the courage to raise a protest
against a special course of lessons on the Bible in con-
nexion with the fourth centenary of the order placing a
copy of the Bible in all Churches. The special lessons are
on “ The Bible, how England came by it,” “ The Bible
What it is,” “ The Bible, its Influence on England,” and
“ What the Bible should mean to you at the present
time.” We can say with confidence that the pupils will
have anything but the truth about the Bible placed be-
fore them. It will be one long course of misleading and
deliberately falsified information. We imagine that there
will be more falsehoods told during the series of lectures
than in connexion with any other four lessons ever given
in a school. We should like to see a more general pro-
test against the new plan of using the schools for religious
propaganda.

The ever-green and always useful Bible Handbook, by
G. W. Foote and W. I'. Ball, is almost out of print. A
new edition, the eighth, is in preparation, and we shall
be obliged if any of our readers who have detected errors
in the references given will be good enough to let us
know. We are not aware of more than one or two, but
in a book which contains such a large number of refer-
ences, an error is always likely to occur. We know of
few books on the Bible that have opened so many ortho-
dox eyes as this one. It is a steady-seller, and will con-
tinue to be so.

At its last monthly meeting the West Ham Branch
passed a unanimous vote of appreciation of the work of
Mr. H. S. Wishart, its late President. Mr. Wisliart has
had a lengthy acquaintance with the Freethought move-
ment, and many years ago figured frequently on the
open-air platform. The West Ham Branch greatly ap-
preciated Mr. Wishart’s service to the Branch, and wished
him all happiness in his retirement from his usual labour.
Mr. Wishart leaves West Ham for Yorkshire, but we are
sure that his long interest in the Freethought movement
will sufler 110 diminution. Air. Wishart was well known
in these columns under more than one non de plume.

We have read with pleasure Professor Carnegie .Simp-
son’s defence of the principle underlying the Marriage
Bill. On the whole he favours the five year clause, but
thinks the time too long. But on the question of divorce
itself, and the need for its extension, Prof. Simpson takes
the side of justice. He severely criticizes the attitude of
the Archbishop of Canterbury. It reminds him, lie says,
of the answer given by the famous “ Higher Critic,”
Adolf Harnack, when asked if he believed in miracles.
Herr llarnack’s answer was : “ It depends Oll whether

I nave to answer as a man of religion or as an historical
critic.”

Here in this enlightened country there arc still thou-
sands of people as credulous as any native who cowers
before the pointing finger of his tribal witch-doctor. . . .

Think of all the people who touch wood to avert mis-
fortune, who throw spilled salt over their left shoulder,
who won't light three cigarettes with one match, who
are mortally afraid to sit down thirteen to a table, and
who believe firmly in charms, mascots, lucky numbers
and so on.

And, quite apart from these childish superstitions,
consider the multitudes who will follow any new pro-
phet blindly, who take all they’ read as gospel, who be-
lieve that any ragged tout can tip a winner and greedily
accept the invitations of unknown financiers to invest in
gold mines and oil wells of which they have never heard.

The scientists, research workers, economists and philo-
sophers are never popular when they introduce us to
unwelcome truth.

All this from a Sunday paper which feeds its readers on
the grossest superstitions; issues “ forecasts” from the
(astronomical) stars; is intrigued by any “ yarn” of a
supernatural character; and lards its pages with Christian
“ morals ” and biblical rliymings!
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The Poison of Fiction

There are two fallacies which are current in regard
to habits, customs, traditions, laws and practices in
general. The first is that their age is an indication of
their respectability or value. The second is that their
prevalence is a sign of their desirability or necessity.

It is a common thing to hear it cited in favour of a
custom that it is of long standing. To illogical minds
the antiquity of a custom implies that it has “ stood
the test of time,” and must therefore be good. They
ignore the contrary facts that a bad custom may also
have a long life, and that lapse of time and change of
circumstance often deprives an originally good custom
of all its present value. It is true that a custom may
be old because its effects remain beneficial in spite of
changing circumstances.  But this is very different
from saying that its effects must be beneficial because
of its age. For it is equally true that a custom may
be old because, although it is valueless, conditions
have arisen which render its abolition very difficult.

It is just as common to hear it maintained that, if a
large number of people approve of a given practice,
this popularity must indicate that it possesses some
desirable, or even necessai'y, trait. Yet we do not
need any great width of experience to recognize that
popularity is'a fickle thing, and that a practice which
was commonly approved yesterday may be commonly
condemned to-morrow. Cock-fighting, bull-baiting
and other cruel “ sports ” were very popular not so
long ago. But do we now, on that account, maintain
that they were good or necessary practices?

In discussing the value of the practice of reading
fiction, let us at least not confuse the issue by arguing
in favour of it on the grounds either of its long-stand-
ing or its popularity. Many a bad law, habit or tradi-
tion has, at some time during its career, been both
widely assented to and of old ancestry.

A more reasonable argument in favour of fiction-
reading is that it gives pleasure to millions. As an
Atheist | consider the pursuit of happiness—of which
pleasure is a part—as a justifiable aim. At the same
time T am not so wholehearted a hedonist as to ignore
the well-known fact that some pleasures can only be
bought at a price which, on the whole, is exorbitant.
As a rational being, therefore, 1 would not advocate
indulgence in a practice if its evil consequences out-
weighed the pleasure or happiness it gave.

Since there are no fixed scales whereby wc can
measure actual amounts of good or evil, pleasure or
pain, happiness or misery, it is always a debatable
qguestion whether the merits of a particular practice
outweigh its demerits. In some cases a working solu-
tion to problems of this kind is arrived at by common
consent or a majority vote. Most of our laws are ex-
amples of such solutions. It is agreed, for instance,
that the practice of helping oneself indiscriminately
to anything one may wish to possess is not, on the
whole, a beneficial one. So theft and robbery are
deemed to be crimes. In other cases, however, judg-
ment is left to the individual. The practice of drink-
ing overmuch alcoholic liquor, for instance, is not ad-
judged to be criminal provided that one does not an-
noy one’'s neighbours thereby. Each person has to de-
cide for himself whether the pleasure he derives from
intoxication is worth its evil consequences. With the
spread of rational knowledge, the improvement in
conditions, and the increase of less harmful pleasures,
it is observed that there has been a marked decrease in
drunkenness. The inference is unavoidable that most
people, having weighed the merits and demerits of
alcoholic indulgence against those of other pleasures
which can now be obtained as cheaply, have judged
the balance of advantage to lie with the latter. The
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same change-over from a more to a less han
pleasure is to be witnessed in other spheres.

When it comes to judging the merits and (cl"JL
of fiction-reading, | realize that I am treading O.'MQ)
troversial ground.  Nevertheless, having o
the question as widely as possible, 1 am defun
opinion that the reading of fiction has become a ™~ »
ace to the life and minds of the people seconc a1 ~
the menace of religion.  Whether my judgiue ~

justified or not, | leave my readers to deci e
referendum on the subject would, | feel certaun
suit in damning me as a puritanical kill-joy- n

however, does not deter me from marshalling t 'Ga0Ce
in support of my indictment in complete ass

that time will bear witness to its justice. n

One of our complaints against the teaching

ligion is that children are imbued with its false
when their experience of life is too small, an n
faculties too undeveloped to permit them to
reasonable judgments. As a Freethinker, ni> 1°
ciple is to tell a child only those things which '
verify for itself, or whose truth | can pelson..

. .. Oraiice
demonstrate. In all other cases | admit my igiv tiofl-
or inform the child that the matter is open to ques
But when a child is too young for such treatm i
that is to say, when it can neither find out by
experience, nor understand proofs which are den »
strated to it—then one’s instruction is perforce h1111™
to mere statements of a categorical nature. 1t.1SJ fl
cisely during this period that the utmost can”™
should be exercised not to tell the child anj »
whose truth oue cannot personally prove. Yet
just at this age that benign, if benighted, parents ~
their children upon those forms of falsehood wh>c 1
call “ fairy tales.” .

And what are fairy tales? Even those which ¢
to have some instructive moral underlying them,
are they but untruths?  Most of them are not1l
but fantasies based upon wish-fulfilments. Ann O
do children like them? Simply because they he 1
submerge those feelings of inferiority, helplessl
and dependence which constitute the real, thong*l
realized, bugbear of all children who, of necessity/ |j
constantly surrounded by larger and more P°'v
adults. id

But how do these tales submerge those unplc” ‘of
feelings? Do they teach the child self-reliance”™
how to tackle the facts of life in a practical and I1°h
manner? Far from it. They merely act as a tenU
ary sedative. And with it they encourage the ‘ e
of “ wishing,” of believing in wonders, and Ol e
possibility of attaining power without effort. jlar
they breed credulity and discontent which, 11 5
turn, create a greater appetite for indulgence in 1
of so-called “ recreation,” where fantasy bolsters »
conceit and where unreality is more satisfying 1

reality.

lﬁley all grow out of it sooner or later,” say'(s;tw
foolish parent, adding: ‘‘ Anyway, it does them ~
harm.” No harm, forsooth ! If there is no hmi®
then what is there to grow out of ? Admittedly
children grow out of their belief in fairies, gnQl .
giants, dragons and such like. But what of the in%}
cated habit of futile “ wishing ” ? What af the b$1-
of avoiding thought and action by inactive imtnersil.
in day-dreams? What of the credulity, the belic*
miracles, angels, devils and gods, which arc nothil
but wonders, fairies, gnomes and giants in holy gar™
For most people these pernicious habits of thong .
continue, in almost unabated vigour, till their dy
day. They waste an enormous amount of time
reading adult fiction which, in its effects, is'l
different from the effects of fairy tales upon chib'll
It takes them out of life, they say. The drudgery
dullness of ordinary existence is so depressing
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escape of this sort is not only delightful, but nc
Without recreation of this kind, 1c

unbearable, or at least less bearable.
What utter nonsense! How can an escape w

purely imaginary be truly recreative? - s

" taken out of life,” this is another of those s -

I'bors whereby the unthinking humbug themselves

We cannot be taken out of life unless we commit su -

ci'k or die. If it were true that the drudgery of ex
is reduced by reading fiction, why not sit dou
read fiction all day long? Far frcmr reducing

drudgery, the effect of fiction-reading is to enhan

very drudgery we must endure. Unfortunately ts tern

I"°rary drug-like effect upon the senses is so ms

«'at no fiction-reader is willing to admit this iac

(To be concluded)
C. S. Fraser.

The Decline of Belief

1" obsolescence of religious belief has sent apolo-
f' ts °f the faith on the mission of hastily collecting
~imonies from men of science on their religion, in
a’ efiort to re-establish their creed on a majority vote

scientists, instead of on the facts of science. 1 ei-
,ai)s the most ambitious attempt during the last few
¥83'S Was the book edited by Mr. Drawbell, entitled
,,10 Reggfiom of Scieniists: It is a questionnaire to
p "fs’s, of whem absut 200 replied, and judging by

nwh we of believers it would seem that by an
8ell ming ma;aﬂty §cientists have declared their
p,,1 J.’Il F.od and a future life. When | saw these
Hut 1 Was PUZ-led, for | was under the impression

1 implications of science were clear to most

M Ists>Rnd that such beliefs were discarded by
. Me | therefore obtained a copy and read it for
hl\l/\sJeIf.

Wer~Gars 7or the sanity of departmental scientists
9] ° Soon removed. Inside this book, with the pre-
.. WFtous title of 7'he Religion of Scientists I found,
S e aorrectly, the religion of some 200 mining re
khicxklS’ navai constructors, radio experts, €A-
in IS lUechanics, surveyors, antiquaries, experts
tx, ~ttallurgy) aviation, hygiene, statistics—in short,
hipl™ °n kinds of subjects except the ones that

* AUt 'S' exbe’fs Ol applied sciences instead of
fkat study nature, the supposed handiwork of

fr.IItl‘l* *Fe most farcical feature of the inquiry was the
Crel.n5 of the questions. The question, Do Wil
Nl tile existence of a spiritual realm? invites all
titl 'JjRard music, art, poetry, etc., as deserving the
lhe ° sbh"fual, to give an affirmative reply. Again
Willi 1Ucsti°n as to whether evolution is compatible
| ¢ existence of a creator led even Bertrand
rHiil-L ' a no”abF‘ Atheist, sarcastically to join the
a(X'S the Theists. For all he knows, there may be
etSs a.or responsible for the dastardly evils in the pro-
U ’.>ut what adjectives He deserves was not the
~ 1en asked.
f 'v. m 1933, Prof. Leuba gathered statistical in-
tists> regarding the attitude of American scien-
Wes |wards the beliefs in God and a future life, and
f,,1,;" e 1° compare the results, group by group, with
I'll, 55 °K'tained on a previous occasion. The scru-
10 s 'Vay in which this inquiry was conducted, and
(W-,'e raade of Cattell’s American Men of Science, is
cslelled by Eeuba. He afso takes note of the beliefs
of odists of greater and lesser eminence. (Some
i teiP, names are starred, they are those of the
eminent, the selection being the work of a
1 brominent men in each science).
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To the question as to the existence of a personal
God he obtained enlightening results. In each case
the scientists of greater eminence were the less in-
clined to belief. Not only this, but the more complex
sciences showed less believers than the more simple.
Whereas 17 per cent of the greater physicists believed
in God, the percentage dwindles through the biolo-
gists (12) and sociologists (5) until only 2 per cent of
the greater psychologists profess belief.

Again, when compared with 1906, Eeuba notes a
decrease in every group, the greater physicists, for
instance, dropping from 34 per cent to 17.

He also investigated two colleges. In one he found
that 20 per cent of the Freshmen held belief, the num-
ber dwindling through the Sophomores (second year
men), who showed 14 per cent believers, Juniors (6
per cent) to Seniors (5). Thus, as the students pass
through their college years, i.e., as more is known,
they relinquish belief.

There is, in all this, a recapitulation of what hap-
pens on a vaster scale in the history of man. In the
development of his knowledge man gradually drops
the primitive beliefs with which he started. Similarly,
as students pass through college, as scientific men
pass from 1906 to 1933, as the complexity of the
science increases, belief diminishes. Theists are fond
of claiming that religious belief is universal among
primitive men. Thus Voysey (Religion for all Man-
kind) : “ Without any conscious logical process re-
ligion arose out of the very nature of man. As a
reasonable and moral being he could not help infer-
ring the existence of God and his obligations to God.”
There is not much in this to which the Atheist would
object, but Voysey went on to say that the primitive
God is always “ on the side of right,” an assertion
to which the lie is given in works like Edward Wester-
marck’'s The Goodness of Gods; and W. R. Matthews
allows in his Studies in Christian Philosophy, that
the first gods are not necessarily wiser or better than
their propitiators. J. A. Hobson (Domain of Natural
Science) puts the position thus: “ To primitive man
the distinctions between himself and his environment
were blurred. His own thoughts, feelings, appetites
and passions he ejected outwards,” and made all
nature alive. This is seen in the strength of Anion
Ra, the wisdom of Tlioth, the wickedness of Set, the
mercy of Marduk, the frightfulness of Rudra, as well
as in the propensities of later deities like Yahweh. But
as time goes on man, becoming civilized, civilizes his
Gods, and finally, at the state of culture represented
by most of Leuba’s scientists, dispenses with them
altogether. Thus the argument used by many
Theists like Voyscy and Muller, to the effect that there
is a primitive universality of belief, if it is true (and
it is with a few exceptions) actually works against the
Theist’s position when contrasted with such statistics
as Leuba’s.

Man at his lowest stages of knowledge believes in
the operation of Deity; man at bis highest does not.

Eeuba instituted a similar inquiry concerning be-
lief in survival. The question was, do you believe in
the continuance of the person after death in another
world ? This is perfectly fair, in that (a) it embraces
belief in both immortality and a mere limited survival,
and (b) it makes no stipulation as to whether con-
tinuance shall be with or without bodily accompani-
ments of any kind. (It is now the fashion to posit a
kind of ethereal body to harbour the spirit, thus to
aid recognition and location).

The results of this inquiry contained the following,
and were throughout of the same character as those
pertaining to a God. Twenty per cent of the greater
physicists held belief; of the greater biologists 15 per
cent were similarly inclined, of the sociologists only
xo per cent, while no more than 2 per cent of the
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greater psychologists, who study mind as their special
job, were ready to see it as something which could en-
dure bodily death. Again, in every group, the more
expert were the less inclined to belief.

Leuba also used the membership list of the Ameri-
can Sociological Society, and the 1933 (current) year
book of the American Psychological Association. In
each group 75 per cent at the lowest, and 90 at the
highest, of those asked responded to the inquiry, so
that the delinquents could not have turned the scale
had they all been of the same mind. Indeed one of
them pointed out that while there was every induce-
ment for believers to reply, disbelievers would in many
cases prefer to maintain silence.  The figures were
compared with similar statistics based on the 1906
edition of Dr. Cattell, by an investigation carried out
by the same statistical methods. Another striking
decline of belief is indicated since 1914. Among the
greater scientists the physicists dropped from 40 per
cent believers to 20 per cent in 19 years, the biologists
from 25 to 15, the sociologists from 27 to 10, and the
psychologists from O to 2. Again, the physicists, who
do not study mind, are prepared to give its continuity
the most favourable consideration, but as more is
known about life and mind belief diminishes, until
only 2 per cent of the more eminent psychologists
credit it. And the psychologist really has the last
word. C’cst son metier. He is assuredly in the
best position to say whether the nature of mind per-
mits of its separation from a living brain.

With regard to the two colleges, one was a religious
college, with students recruited from religious fami-
lies. When they entered college 42 per cent held be-
lief, but when we come to the Seniors about to leave,
we find only 27 per cent believing in this cardinal
Christian doctrine. A comparison shows that since
1914 belief among freshmen fell from So to 42, and
among seniors from 70 to 27 per cent. In the other
college belief fell from freshmen (29) through sopho-
mores (20) and juniors (14) to seniors (5 per cent).

It is the first time that such a comparison has been
possible, and it may be inferred that an inquiry insti-
tuted in, say 1950, would show further advances in
disbelief. Moreover, the results may be taken as a
criterion to the decline of belief elsewhere. There is
a marked decline over a period, testifying to the
change in the social circles from which the students
are recruited. Further, of the believing freshmen in
one college, 51 per cent admitted they had never as-
signed any reasons for their belief.

May it not Ix- said that real independent thinking
often starts only when religion is called to question,
and in that respect the National Secular Society is far
more important than any political 'ism ?

Leuba concludes that the largest proportion of be-
lievers are found in the following categories: (1) the
scientists who know least about living matter and
mind; (2) the less eminent men in each science; (3)
the scientists and students of 20 years ago; (4) the
students in the lower college classes.

Here we have the four factors, the complexity of the
science; the degree of ability attained by the scientist;
the passing of time and accumulation of knowledge;
and in the case of the students the development of
reasoning power and their general intellectual pro-
gress; all determining whether belief is possible. IV
are therefore not dealing with mere haphazard private
opinions. We arc dealing with a movement, of
thought.

In my own college days | recall a miserable attempt

to awaken interest in the Student Christian Move-
ment. All denominations were to he given equal
hearing, but when 1 inquired whether an Atheist

might speak | was politely refused. The total num-
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ber of the audience who turned up for the firs ~
last) lecture (abandoned) was two— an Agnostic
myself. No amount of cajoling could induce

lecturer to lecture !
G. H Taylor.

Modern Churchmen

We sincerely condole with the Modern Churciin®
Union in the loss they sustained when the often

ant “ gloomy Dean ” Inge ceased to be then n
dent. It seemed incredible that Dean M3*
Inge’s successor at St. Paul’s, could become QL 1L ~
leader of any movement worth calling Mode
alone “ Modernist.” It was not surprising that
Matthews resigned after one short season. .

The successor of the two Deans in the ¢ J
Churchmen’s Union presidency is a layman, U'- -~
Norwood, President of St. John’s College, Ox Ne
is said that he was elected unanimously. an ffl
change of leader “ has given general satisfac N
Modern Churchman circles.” There can be no (
as to the outstanding and deserved fame of Ur’
as scholar and author. Both Dean Matthews a"d 4.
Norwood are, of course, distinguished niei
former as theologian and preacher, and the Iattet 8
reforming but not revolutionary critic of our “4U%
tional system tions

We have no clear knowledge as to the qualified
for membership or leadership of a “ modern J1 €5
men’s movement,” except that apparently it inv i
membership of the Church of England. It seelU®|0
any case, that a Modernist may be a clergy*113L.
repeats every Sunday in public a purely Fundain
alist Creed— sometimes three Fundamentalist ¢
—and who joins in a religious service implyll12 °
lief in Miracle, and an assumed belief in the
nine Fundamentalist “ Articles of Religion.’

There was once a clergyman in the church | ~jiC
larly attended as a boy, who refused to refer tg L 11IS
reigning monarch as “ our most religious,” aS " | Un,,
“ gracious " sovereign. His silent protest pass@
noticed except by a few intimates to whom the 11l
lad privately explained his reasons. ARBtAEF glc't .
man | knew who omitted the words, “ He dqsce"; f
into hell,” when reciting the Creed, His paid ci *
and curate, to whom he “ passed the buck,’ h'djﬂy
parson’s retreat under a cloud of smoke—or a v
of extra emphasis. . )a

As to any kind of public protest against (or rC eltt
tion from) a church which teaches doctrines abb*il
to cultured modern minds and sensitive modern
sciences, we sec no signs. We wonder what so
leadership the Modern Churchmen’s Union
from its new President? He at least cannot
from the pulpit although he frequently occupies
Shall we see him preaching truths as a laylit* ~
churches where the same truths would coudeuiu
professional clergy? Docs he in fact hold any hc ¢
dox opinions?

Dr. Norwood asks that the Christian Creed ‘' - Ty,
be limited to the bare essentials,” a request " fC
most Fundamentalists would second. We are

the Fundamentalists would accept Dr. Norwood >

criptiou of the Christian Faith, which he says: ,
covers the acceptance of certain events as h'A"\j;
facts, and the acceptance.of certain views about

facts.
ifief-
The word ” certain '’ .obviates the need of speC

tion, but at least indicates that there is a Gefiflio
genuine known *“ fact ” and “ view,” and not ~
there are several stories of varying credibility, i$
many “ views ” as there are “ believers.”
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this “ certainty or uniformity of opinion hk'ill>
called Modernism ? . , »Qihle to
Bishop Wcstcott said (in 1895), “ * *

restindolently in tlie conclusions of t Tas . Bishop
definite statement probably meaning w con.
hinself felt uneasy in Ins confoimitj bishopric
"nued to conform till he died, retaining

mthout any public repudiation of “-etec in-

°f the past,” in which his Church evidently

Sixteen years have passed since the Church s Com

SN 55 appointed to find out what Christians
r«ily do believe. It is interesting to obse n
Modernists, like the Bishop of Truro (in ie  t™ey
Churchman, June, 1937)- while protesting ™
are burning to discuss Christian Doctime, .
dolently,” as Bishop Westcott would say, beca

the Archbishop’s Doctrinal Commission will,jre
h°pe, soon be publishing its repot , a r *o. a
that that report will give us «al help
situation which has become admitted >

I'ne Archbishop’s Commission has been
» '« Millions ,1 Christians ore
"'til hated breath, and a number of the» V
elected) representatives have been sit mg e
researching, analysing, debating, stvul=nl" » the
of creed can lie safely recommended to secure™”™
largest possible number of adherents. 1. ..pad!
"«Hy learn what they may safely teach
"t 'thout prejudicing their position, we shall 1
t'cal unanimity—whatever the decision.
'T B&f® idea of waiting sixteen years to learn the
t(r)f;h about events said to have been divinely revealed
mankind for their eternal salvation, is on a par
,& le st°ry that mankind had to wait 4004 years
W) ("°~'s Only Son came to “ reveal His Father’s
lik,” axfhat many millions of mankind have died
hav-tle ~d'hesian Christians, who told Paul, “ We
Bh|*rM S° niUcB as heard whether there be any Holy
Ncts xix. 2).
“'ingQ"naB" e this Commission will report—some day
"ecc artguage and with an indefiniteness which will
llliss™ ate the appointment of an Interpreting Com-
1 icn—in favour of God, the Bible, the Church, and
W the creeds very much in the spirit of Dean
atthews’ portentous judgment:—1

Hie mission of the church is not to seek for a gospel
which it may hereafter preach, but to preach a gos-
Pel of which it is already possessed.

Archbishops and bishops and clergy are not going
commit hara-kiri.

George Bedborough.

The Ways of Mankind

i
! ’

s Worldly Goods,
'os. 6d.

aVoiails Work l.eo Huberman lias attempted the task of
deve] the dry-as-dust treatment of man’s economic
Gistrii'lBmcat. He lias shown how man has acquired and
to his worldly goods from the days of feudalism
by  Present time, and how social changes are influenced
He 9110n,'c changes.
saiiie ,'as Produced a most readable work which, at the
ofgiv.In'e, provides material for careful study. Instead
and m'B* a mere outline of the structure of feudal society
oha, ien °f capitalist society, the book reflects an ever
kvei "*K world and shows how one form of society
D, from another.
difft Processes of change are seen to be uneven in
ihstit Parts °f the world, but each form of society, each
tlon, appears as a result of certain conditions. No

by l.eo Hubermaii;
l.eft Book Club, 2S. 6d. 357 pp.

Gollancz,
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institution is set up as something isolated from the rest
of society—a kind of freak which has dropped from the
skies.

We are taken on a long journey, from the days when
“ the Church gave spiritual aid, while the nobility gave
military protection ” (p. 15), and both took a goodly
meed of payment from the serfs in the form of labour, to
the time when “ captains of industry who have performed
miracles of organization and planning in businesses” (p.
314), are unable to solve the problem of poverty in the
midst of plenty, by social planning. Instead, they plan
to destroy coffee, cotton crops, and young pigs, while re-
ducing wheat acreage, and sugar plantations, as if the
world must go mad for the sake of power and pelf.

In the meantime we are introduced to the coming of the
trader, the struggle of the peasant to burst his bonds,
the growth of towns, and the setting up of fairs; along

— with the coining of the “ king ” as a more outstanding

figure in national life. Then onward through the forma-
tion of various kinds of guilds, home industry, the ap-
pearance of the man of money behind the throne, the ex-
pansion of industry and trading, and the power of modern
high finance with its cartels and trusts.

It is a story of man’s struggle for a livelihood : often
against nature, but too often against his fellows; and
should lead us to ponder more seriously the problem of
how to eliminate from human life those forms of strife
which mean so much waste and destruction.

This problem is as great as ever, if the next book is any
indication. The Road to War, by a Group of Experts.
(Gollancz, for New Fabian Research Bureau, 3s. 6d., pp.
207—D.B.C. Topical, is. 6d.)

Two of the experts responsible for this work were mem-
bers of the group of three which, under the name of
“ Vigilantes,” wrote Inquest on Peace, a work which
dealt with the Government’s Foreign Policy from June,
1931 to October, 1935. The new book continues with a
documentary review of that policy and shows that it is
heading for war.

Whether one agrees with the deductions of the writers
of The Road to ]\'ar or not, the amount of information
concerning the trend of world events makes the work
well worth study by all who are concerned about peace.
It leaves 110 doubt as to the responsibility of all of us in
the task of working for peace, if we do not want a world
war to overtake us.

The situation is so grave that it is iiot enough to be-
lieve in and wish for peace. It must be worked for, if tlie
forces making for war are to be defeated.

A detailed survey cannot be given, as the book covers a
vast field; The Far Fast; Italy and Abyssinia; Spain;
Germany; the Collective System ; Defence; Peace ; and a
Forecast.

The authors do not believe that war is inevitable. After
quoting, on page 177, Mr. Baldwin’s opinion, “ that the
next war will be the end of civilization in Europe,” they
say, on page 17S, “ But peace can still he saved. No war
is inevitable until hostilities begin. Deast of all is the
stupendous and well-nigh universally dreaded folly of
another world war inevitable.” In support of this atti-
tude the authors proceed to indicate the forces making
for peace.

F. Fofrton Stafford.

Correspondence

A GOOD STORY

To the Editor of the “ Freethinker ”

Stii,—The following story is to lie found in an amusing
hook entitled 1 Mid-Victorian Pcpys, which was written
by my late friend, S. M. Ellis.

The “ Pepys ” was Sir William Hardman, who related
the story to some ladies; “they were slightly shocked,
but nevertheless laughed most heartily.”

This is the story : The Enemy of Human Souls was
playing at dice with the Second Person in the Trinity, for
what stake | know not. Of course the devil, who can do
all that doth beseem a man, threw sixes with perfect
facility. But the other party instautly threw Sevens.



a2
let’s have none

“Come, now,” said the devil, “play fair :
of your damned miracles.”

G. Syers.

[The story is worth the telling, but we fancy it is modelled
upon the classical tale of James Thomson, in his well-known
satire, Religion in the Rocky Mountains. In any case Sir
William Hardman need not be ashamed of its parentage.—
Editor.]

ST. MAMMON IN A HANTS VILLAGE

Sir,—According to a recent issue of the Star, our Holy
Father in the Lord, the Rev. Drury, rector of Binsted (ioo
inhabitants), will become vicar of Wolburton, a neigh-
bouring Hants village, and Binsted Church, if used, will
serve as a chapel of ease.

Four years ago the parishioners objected to amalgama-
tion with the civil parish of Tortington, and would not
walk three miles to attend parish meetings. Now they
want to know how to show their indignation about the
union of the two church parishes. God’s representative,
Drury—shades of Voltaire !'—says : “ If they decided not
to go to Church, there would be very little difference
from the present state of affairs. On Sunday mornings
my congregation is not large; very often the only mem-
ber present is my wife.”

If Drury had the comedian spirit of the Lane after
which perhaps he was named, he would have added that
the Sunday morning Godly service was the only occasion
when he could talk to his wife without the possibility of
reply.

It is good that the Rev. Drury, has enabled our Non-
conformist paper to publish that the union of these two
parishes allows St. Mammon still to reside in the chamber
of the holy gentleman (who says he was taking a salary
to preach to his wife), but there is no doubt the arrange-
ment made years ago to hold over the amalgamation until
either the vicar or rector died proves the Rev. Drury to
be a worthy, if humble, follower of Archbishops and
Popes.

Chas. W. Huband.

IMMORTALITY

Sir,—Mr. Hanlon says, “ Even if we take the neo-
Darwiuian rather than the mutationist view . . .” but I
am ready to argue by the latter. His criticism is, of
course, very relevant, but it would be an arbitrary and
unwarranted act, having posited tiny gaps, to stick an
immortal soul into one of them, when what is known of
variation and mutation promises a complete mechanistic
account.

G. H. Tayi.or.

CHRISTIANITY AND FORCE

Sir,—In your issue of July n, the writer of “ Acid
Drops ” quotes Mussolini as saying that “ the Church—
especially the Catholic—comes out triumphantly from
the hardest of tests.” Such an assertion is utter non-
sense.

Thirteen hundred years ago three quarters of the
Christians of the world were forcibly turned into Moham-
medans. Nothing was ever done more easily. Not a
single person seems to have made any resistance. There
is no record of one Christian martyr in the fight between
Christianity and Mohammedanism.

Four centuries ago a large part of the Catholic world
became Protestant. It was done entirely by military
force. Where the Catholics won, they also won by mili-
tary force. Belgium is to-day Catholic because the Pro-'
testants were put down by wholesale murder. Holland
is Protestant because the protestants there were able to
hit harder than the Catholics.

Wherever Christianity itself exists, it was imposed by
military force, Gibbon estimates that at the time of Con-
stantine not more than five per cent of the people of the
Roman Empire had become Christians, after more than
two hundred years of propaganda. After Constantine
made Christianity the established religion, the whole
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. . . converted
population was in two or three generations 0 by

the sword.

We see the same to-day. Twenty-five years ago negrqy
all Russians were Christians. Now very few of »
younger generation are. In Germany it is evident that
Hitler, in his attacks on both churches, has the pe°PK
at his back. The decrepit condition of the Churek i"
France to-day is due to the tremendous blows it re
in the Revolution. Whatever else the Spanish "1 »
bring forth, the Church of Spain can never again e

it was.
r . B. RERR-

SUNDAY LECTUBE NOTICES, ®tc

*
Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdon ! ~bi
E.C-4 by the first post on Tuesday, or they nt
inserted.

LONDON

indoor.

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall. REd LiB

Square, W.C.i) : ii.o, Rt. Hon. Lord Snell, PL.
“ The British Empire and World Leadership.”

OUTDOOR

Bethnal Green and Hackney Branch N.S.S.
Park, near the Bandstand) : 6.30, Air. L. Ebury.

K ingston-on-Thames Branch N.S.S. (Kingston
80, Saturday, A Lecture. 7.0, Sunday, A Lecture.

North London Branch N.S.S. (Highbury Corner) ¢ ~
Saturday, Mr. L. Ebury. White Stone Pond, Ha®P ,Q
11.30, Sunday, Mr. L. Ebury. Parliament Hill Fields. ~
Sunday, Mr. L. Ebury. South Hill Park, Hanipstea ,
Monday, Mr. L. Ebury.

South London Branch N.S.S.
Sunday, Mr. H. Preece.
Hall, 80, Tuesday, Mr.

(Pet
Market):
9q

(Brockwell Park)  ?
Rushcroft Road, near Brixton n
H. Preece. Cock Pond, Clap

Old Town, 80, Friday, Mr. L. Ebury. ,, tef
West Ilam Branch N.S.S. (Corner of Deanery Road,
Lane, Stratford, E.) : 7.0, Mr. E. C. Saphin. M
West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 33°>
Messrs. Bryant, Barnes and Evans. 6.30, Messrs 730
Barnes, Leacy, Connell and Tuson. Wednesdayaegs_
Messrs. Bryant and Tuson. Thursday, 7.30, 72
Saphin, Bryant, Carlton and Tuson. Friday, an
Messrs. Barnes, Perry and others. The Freethinker,
Reason and Mr. Chapman Cohen’s latest pamphlets O

outside Marble Arch Tube Station every evening.

COUNTRY
OUTDOOR

Bedlington (The Station) : 7.0 Wednesday Nr- J

Brighton.

Birkenhead Branch N.S.S Lane Corner) :
Tuesday, Mr. J. V. Sliortt. it

Glasgow Secular Society (Grant Street) : §0, Sun@q
Gray Street, Greenock, 7.30, Tuesday. Albert Road'
Wednesday. Albion »Street, 8.0, Friday. Muriel White
and Arthur Copland will speak at each meeting. ,

Hetton (Front Street) : 7.30, Tuesday, Mr. J. T. Brin't

Liverpool Branch N.S.S. (Queen’s Drive, opposite Wa f
Baths) : 80, Sunday, Messrs. Thompson and Parry.
of High Park Street, and Park Road, or near vicinity
Thursday, Messrs. Thompson and Little. ,

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Alexandra Park Gates) I SAT,
Saturday, Mr. J. Clayton. Platt Fields, 3.0, Sunday, »
W. A. Atkinson. Stevenson Square, 7.30, Sunday, Mr- '
Atkinson.

Newcasti,e-on-Tyne (Bigg Market) : 80, Friday, Mr- J
Brighton.

North Shields (Harbour View) : 7.30, Sunday, Mr' +
Brighton.

Preston (Market) : 80, Sunday, Mr. J. V. Shortt.

Stockton-on-Tees (The Cross) : 7.0, Monday, Mr- J
Brighton.

Sunderland Branch N.S.S.
Mr. G. H. Dalkin.

Swansea Branch N.S.S. (Public Meeting Place 0l
Sands, near the Steps) : 7.30. Mr. Whitehead will le
each evening during the week.

Wigan (Market) : 80, Monday, Mr. J. V. .Shortt.

(Well

(Gill Bridge Avenue) :
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The Pioneer Press

About the Holy Bible
Oration on Thomas Paine
Household of Faith -
Mistakes of Moses
Home or Reason?
1lAc Christian Religion
What is it Worth?
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THE truth about the church

WHAT IS RELIGION ?

INGERSOLL

Postage '/d.
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A New Propagandist Series

ipamphlets

iPAE

by CHAPMAN COHEN

for

PEOPLE

No. i. Did Jesus Christ Exist?
2. Morality Without God
3- What is the Use of Prayer?
4- Christianity and Woman
5- Must we Have a Religion ?
6. The Devil
7- What is Freethouglit ?
8. Gods and Their Makers

°thers

fach Pamphlet contains Sixteen

in preparation

Pages

Postage |d.
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The Secular Society Ltd.,

Chairman : CHAPMAN COHEN
Company Limited by Guarantee.

Registered Office: 68 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4
Secretary: R .H. Rosetti.

This Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to
the acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

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

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

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

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

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

Friends desiring to benefit the Society are invited to make
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favour in
their wills. The now historic decision of the House of Lords
in re Bowman and Others v. the Secular Society, Limited, in
1917, a verbatim report of which may be obtained from its
publishers, the Pioneer Press, or from the Secretary, make9
it quite impossible to set aside such bequests.

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

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

It is advisable, but not necessary, that the Secretary
should be formally notified of such bequests, as wills some-
times get lost or mislaid. A form of membership, with full
particulars, will be sent on application to the Secretary,
R. H. Rosetti, 68 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

j Christianity, Slavery and Labour j

|
j CHAPMAN COHEN |
| Cloth 2s. 6d. Postage 3d. |

ARMS AND THE CLERGY !

GEORGE BEDBOROUGH

Cloth, gilt, by post 2a, 8d.

The Pioneer Press,
61 Farringdon Street, London,
E.C.4
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Paganism in Christian Festivals

the freethinker

The Book That Shook The Churches

The Age °f Reason

THOMAS PAINE

With Critical Introduction by CHAPMAN COHEN

or more than Thirty Years Men and Women went to prison to vindicate the right to
publish and oiroulate this book

This is a complete edition of Paine’s immortal work, and covers, with introduction (44 pages), 250
pages of close type, well printed on good paper with portrait cover. Price 4d., postage 2jd., or strongly
bound in cloth with portrait on plate paper, is. 6d., postage 3d.

This is the cheapest work ever published in the history of the Freethought Movement. No other
book ever shook the Churches so thoroughly, and its wide circulation to-day will repeat the effect it pro-
duced more than a century ago. It is simple enough for a child and profound enough for a philosopher.
Paine's book appealed to the people in 1794 ; it appeals to the public to-day.
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| Historical Jesus and the Mythical j ) BRADLAUGH AND INGERSOLL |

\

Printed and Published by Tnt Pioniib Pbe& (G. W. Foote & Co.,

Christ j oy
bv L CHAPMAN COHEN
GERALD MASSEY i _ N
Price 6d. Postage id. , Price 2S. 6d. ostage 3d.
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( A Great Naturalist and Freethinker

j

,A Naturalist & Immortalltylj

j An Essay on IF. H. Hudson, by
_\ C-de-B

I

) With artistic cover design

«
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