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ab°Rt R elig io n  an d  S c ien ceK, " “ UUl
Churchthe Hr

Times, commenting on the meetings of 
t)lc, Association, says, after paying tribute to
sçieii careful, consistent devotion to tru th ”  of

acts ” and its readiness to sit “  at the feet of the

, ./. lere are some facts that science cannot see, facts 
nch, because of the inevitable limitations of scien- 

1 c method, do not exist for the scientist, as such.

a„0"Cl1’ as a gentleman named Euclid said a long time 
is e, °* se e th in g  else, is absurd. The Church Times 
scic to avoid mentioning what are the facts that 
not,1(*  cannot see, and with which, if it did, it can- 
jectj( eaj ■ It does say that “  science aims at being ob- 
\Vr-,Ve’”  but objective here is, I fancy, used by the 
rea(̂ r one sense, and is to be understood by his 
t],at crs_ in another and a different sense. It is true 
it _,faience aims at being objective in the sense that 
E'i't l̂ave nothing to do with the talk of a “  truth ”
r, îr Ca?not be so exhibited as to demonstrate its 
t,. to others. It does not believe in the kind of
s. 1 that can only be established by a contemplative 
h ( ~v of one’s nave), and which must then be accepted 
^.btherç with no solid testable evidence. That is, 
19, always has been, the favourite method of the cliar- 
l^'11 and tlie trickster. But if we are asked to be- 
|-H u that science is confined to “  objective ’ ’ as op-

to “  subjective ”  facts then the statement is 
tv my not true. The trouble, so far as the religious 
j0 0 is concerned, is that science docs deal with sub
tly lVe. or what religious people call, “  spiritual ”  

Ts, and in a way that is fatal to religious claims.

aaoQuvring for P o sitio n

>n. e are warned that science is prevented from see- 
k or dealing with certain things because of the “  in- 

Ci*table limitations of scientific method.”  This is 
] nonsense leading to confusion, or confusion 

Eng to nonsense; it depends upon which side one

makes the approach. Of course, science does 
not attempt to gauge the nature of a sensation with a 
pair of scales created for determining weight, nor 
would it measure sound with a spectroscope. The 
tools used by science alter with the subject-matter 
under examination. The method of science remains 
the same under all conditions. And the objection re
ligion raises to science is not so much motived by 
an objection to the method employed as it is to the 
nature of the conclusions reached. The proof of the 
truth of this is that it was always to the actual evi
dence produced by science that the Christian Church 
objected. The Church was on much more logical 
ground when it applied its authority to all facts. It 
commenced its career with a definite teaching con
cerning man and the world; and for many centuries it 
held to those teachings. It was as definite and as dog
matic with regard to the truth of the biblical account 
of the origin of languages, the creation of the globe, 
or the revolution of the sun round the earth, as it was 
with regard to the nature of the soul, the power of 
prayer, and the objective nature of the visions seen by 
“  saints.”

It was when, in the face of the fiercest opposition 
from the Church, science made good its claim to state 
the truth to the world about the world and man, that 
two lines of defence were laid down. The first was a 
tentative one : admitting the truth of scientific teach
ings that could no longer be profitably disputed. It 
was the method of the pickpocket when a policeman 
catches him with another person’s purse in his hand 
“  It’s a fair cop, I ’ll go quietly.”  The Church was 
content to admit as true what it could no longer profit
ably denounce as false. But continuance in that plan 
developed dangers. For science did not stand still, 
and every advance threatened a diminution of the 
territory over which theology ruled. Science was un
consciously following the British method of Empire
building— squatting, creation of territorial rights, 
and, finally, annexation. Unless something were 
done science would presently leave theology with no 
territory over which it might exercise rule.

So another plan was adopted. Science was to be 
given its own field of operations. But there was an
other field, that of “  spiritual experience,”  the 
visions of saints and of men like Swedenborg; the 
“  illumination ”  not to be expressed in precise 
language; all this it was thought science could not 
touch, and was to be the permanent stronghold of 
religion. In a way religion was getting back to its 
primitive condition, for in effect it was giving over to 
science all that was known, or ever could be known, 
even everything considered capable of definite con
ception, and claiming as its own inalienable posses
sion, everything that would forever remain unknown 
and inconceivable. So was created the stupid theory 
of two worlds— one in which things were known or 
knowable that belonged to science, and another world
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consisting of, not merely the unknown, but the 
unknowable, that belonged to religion. The strength 
of the latter position was that, provided religion kept 
to things that could not be handled, no one was able 
to prove that what was said concerning these things 
was untrue.

*  *  *

T h e “ P a c t s "  o f R elig io n

This is really all that the statement of the Church 
Times means. For what are the facts of the religious 
life to which the scientific method cannot be applied? 
I do not know of one. The conviction that there is a 
God, the sense of union with God, the belief that one 
gets help in trouble from an invisible source, the desire 
for a future life, the belief in inspiration, the belief in 
heaven and hell, the feeling that one is helped by 
prayer, and so forth; are these the facts of the re
ligious life with which science cannot deal? If this 
is what is meant, then I can only reply plainly and 
categorically that it is demonstrably false. There is 
not one of these things, from the visions of a Sweden
borg to the ravings of a religiously drunken travelling 
evangelist with which science finds itself unable to 
deal, and concerning which precise information is not 
being given to the world day by day. I wonder 
whether it is possible to get the editor of the Church 
Times to say in plain language just what it is in re
ligion to which the scientific method cannot be ap
plied, and why ? If he cannot spare the space in his 
own journal this one is open to him.

Always behind such expressions as those used by 
the Church Times rests the assumption that there are 
certain phenomena associated with religion that lie 
outside the scope of science. The truth is, however, 
that scientific knowledge and the application of the 
scientific method do not meet religion with a bare re
jection, they (to use an expression of John Morley’s) 
“  explain religion out of existence.”  Science ac
cepts all the facts upon which religion is based, and 
absorbs them into the scientific explanation of human 
history. No scientific student of religion questions 
the existence of a group of facts upon which religion 
has built its doctrines. The belief in God or gods is 
one fact, the belief in a soul and a future life is another 
fact; so is the belief in inspiration, in the power of 
prayer, in miracles, in heaven and hell, in rewards 
and punishments in a future life, in the assumed in
spiration of favoured people, in the belief that a better 
life may be derived from religion. To the true scien
tist, delusions and illusions, mistaken conclusions, and 
false inferences, are all facts of human nature that 
need accounting for as much as do the phenomena 
with which the science of physics busies itself. It is 
the non-recognition of this aspect of the situation that 
leads the religious advocate to spend his time beating 
the air, and attacking a position which to the scientific 
Freethinker simply does not exist.

* * *

S c ie n ce  and  L ife

Let me give one or two illustrations of what I mean. 
About twenty years ago I published a work (Religion 
and Sex), in which the whole of the phenomena of re
ligion was considered from the point of view of an 
acceptance of the psychological facts, and an explana
tion of them was offered in terms of existing scientific 
knowledge. To that work no reply has ever been 
made, nor do I anticipate that any will be made. That 
book did not “  attack ”  religion, it explained it. 
Meanwhile religious advocates continue to write about 
religion as though we were living in the eighteenth 
century instead of in the twentieth. The only “  ad
vance ”  made is that of quietly dropping certain re-

dgious doctrines . .more restrain!, 1 wntln£ of religious beliefs m a
ferred that ti ° ! anner> an<d so leaving it to be in-
which has h ° !  1̂ on advocated is the same as that

has been thrown overboard.

t h i hS ~ ! ! Uai,nted with the facts know full well

in no doubt aitoSfhraSt-C*lly  wi.th reli^ on' ScienCf  1  
and a soul Tt l ori‘£il,n either the belief in God
and the nnrti " ° Ws> despite disputes over theories
isting ideas n f r  !  or^er ° f development, that all ex-
mistaken infs °  ai?̂  a soul can be traced back to the
omena that ^rotation by primitive man of phen- 

■Ir‘ now diflWpntlv and adequately ex-longer one
plained. This being so the problem is no ious -̂ 
o evidence, it is one of psychology and sociolog) 
that of understanding the condition which gave rise 
to such beliefs, and the sociological conditions t a 
favoured their perpetuation. Science does not q«e5' 
tion the existence of certain states of what is cal e 
ecstasy, or a sense of oneness with some mysterio11 
and unknown power; it merely points out that re
ligious beliefs have, more and more intimately as " 
go back in the history of mankind, been associate4 
with the presence of abnormal mental states, either 
induced by fasting, or by the practice of drug-taking' 
or by various other methods, all of which tended to in
duce a conviction of association with “  spiritual 
powers. And the scientist also points out that all o 
these states can now be paralleled by states that ar 
admittedly perfectly natural in their origin, and whw 1 
are (.ea^ with in thousands of instances without eV̂  
considering religion in any way. For thousands 0 
years (it is still the case with uncivilized peopled ’ 
both bodily and mental diseases were associated With 
the work of evil spirits. The New Testament is 
definite on this point. To-day science takes these 
same states and shows them to be due to quite natura 
and understandable conditions. And I put the questin'1

at way d«
we differentiate between the abnormal mental state- and
quite directly to the Church Times : In what wa> 
we differentiate between the abnormal m 
induced by indulgence in a drug or in alcoho , 
those induced by fasting, solitary meditation, 1,1 ̂ qiat
starved sexual life of a male or female saint ? eckeU
substantial particular do the visions of a shipwre ,
mariner differ from those of a monk leading a su
unwholesome life in a desert or in what is practic* •
solitary confinement? Or again, it has been sn ^
by very substantial statistical evidence that the c
versions of people under evangelistic inn1 .

. , , . ...i Unit a*coincide with the period of adolescence, and that
of thethat then takes place may be explained in terms o- ,

- ling ? 
ted \h

development of new functions, and the awakening  ̂
the social side of human nature, misinterpret
terms of religion. The phenomenon of ‘ ‘converSi0 
may occur in circumstances that no one would ca 
ligious.

So one may go through the whole series of re^ ! ° ri, 
beliefs. Religion fits into the framework of n100̂ .  
science. It is religion that can find no place in its 1 
bit for science. There is not a single religious P'ien 
enon— normal or abnormal, good or bad-—that

tbeN
. • q didis only the question of under what conditions 

people believe them to be true, and under what 
ditions do they still so accept them ?

It would be an easy “  get-out ”  for religiau ^  
science were to accept a division of territory. But 
demand of science is for the whole of life, f°r j, 
whole of knowledge actual and possible. As a Frel̂ tf 
scientist has put it, “  Science conducts religion to

outside the scope of science. There is no longer r 
for debating whether religious doctrines are true,

boundaries of the universe and bids it a polite g°°l 
bye.”

C hapman  Coin:*'

j
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Slaves of Superstition

John P.
Robinson, he , • -[.„w ”

SeZ they didn’t know everything M ^  ^

ÊWspaprrs are less free in this England o qqie 
tllan at any other recent period of their ns con_
l'°\ver of the editors and the writers ms >e bie
stantly diminishing quantity of late y ea jgnor-
p°wer of the commercially-minded, and ofte ^
‘"’t proprietors as constantly increasing. Tournal- 
c,,t”e slaves of the advertisement manage . J the 
lsts can neither do justice to themselves, n d by
public honestly, in a newspaper press o ■ k
^misers, vested interests, and get-rich qul.~ 1^thods. In spite of their apparent rivalry, the Eng-
bs'i newspapers are of one mind in suppiessirg 
'janced thought, which is understood to be fa . 
îvidends. The

Hie5"ght
The conspiracy of silence against Free-

wgnr
(,evote

e’ tisements; report at length the most disgusting

ls passing wonderful. The newspapers 
columns to gambling; admit bookmakers’

f , ' 1 L'r and police-court cases. They encourage 
qU; llne-telling by publishing horoscopes, and insert 

advertisements by the score. In the summer, 
lent" Sp>ace *s plentiful, there is always the sea-ser- 
cjer 01 Hie big gooseberry. The imbecilities of the 
V;iI *-v are reported constantly, but the leaders of ad- 
lUiltCcd.thought seldom have a line devoted to them, 
1 Ss lb is an insult. In short, the popular press has 
1, )ITle a Niagara of nonsense, which bids fair to de- 
fa’ e die moral currency. It is not entirely due to 
]j ’“'deism or ignorance, but is simply done to pro- 

’ e i’uge circulations, and to tickle the ears of the 
, ""idlings. For these press proprietors believe with 

r' diglovv th at: —
•l »

a- merciful Providence fashioned us hollow, 
hi order that we might our principles swallow.”

I Journalism was once a profession; these creatures 
a'IVL’ ""ide it, far too often, a disreputable trade. Once 

"’oral function; in their hands it has no more ethical 
^ ’hficance than the manufacture of glass eyes for 
U s- I'he popular press has become divorced from 

L S0|brieties and sanities of life, and has become a 
c‘SsPool of 
A n

corruption.
y recent example of this playing to the gallery on 

Part of editors of the popular press was the very 
lFir 1 r treatment accorded to the meetings of the

the‘dish Association. This reputable society exists for
advancement of science, and enjoys a world-wide

Îm tat ion, and should, at least, be treated with some 
Pact, lint the Daily Express (September 2) printed 
r°Port which was sheer, unadulterated insolence. 
Cr alluding to the evening dress of the scientists, 

'L journalist added : —
Very uncomfortable many of them looked, as if 

biejir fingers were more accustomed to test-tubes 
dian collar studs and ties which get in the way of 
die whisker.

*he speech of the President, Sir Edward Poulton,
 ̂ "s concerned with the triumph of Darwinism. This 
(jas described as “ a barren theme,”  and the Presi- 
u" ’s remarks on natural selection provoked the flip- 

Pa"t remark : —
We ought next to hear whether a horse with a 

short tail has a better chance than a long-tailed 
animal to win the Derby at Epsom in a gale.

I ^ so, the writer adds, ‘ ‘it will be worth while to 
’ave proved that we are all descended from monkeys.”  
here is more of this sorry stuff, but enough has been 

'lUoted to show that the British Association has been

treated with high-sniffing contempt by the hirelings 
of the popular press.

This is not an isolated case, for the Nonconformist 
News-Chronicle (September 2) treats the same presi
dential address with almost as scant courtesy as its 
Tory rival. Commenting on Sir Edward Poulton’s 
speech, it says : —

His address described many famous encounters, 
some of a rather fiery nature, but although the wis
dom of Darwin, Wallace, Huxley, Kelvin, and many 
another great man was mentioned, perhaps the 
most exciting name in the discourse was that of an 
African maggot, T. bigutatus.

That this trash should appear in the columns of the 
News-Chronicle, which is constantly girding at its 
sensational press-rivals, is curious, but that two so- 
called national newspapers should descend to such 
levels is not a tribute to British journalism. Let there 
be no mistake on one point. That these two rival 
political periodicals should both concentrate on Sir 
Edward Poulton’s speech on the triumph of Darwin
ism lets the cat out of the bag. Evolution is the 
trouble, simply because the teaching runs counter to 
the unscientific pronouncements of the Christian 
Churches, which are powerful vested interests.

The News-Chronicle and Daily Express have fre
quently expressed their severe disapprobation of friv
olity and sensationalism in the rival newspaper press, 
yet the editors in question do not hesitate to send 
humorous writers to report a scientific meeting. They 
do not send jesters to report a Church Congress, or a 
Missionary meeting, or to report a bishop or a car
dinal. But what of the readers of their national news
papers? Is it not playing it a little low down on the 
reader thus to attempt to take advantage of his as
sumed innocence, and his lack of scientific know
ledge? When the Education Act has run another half 
century, the readers of newspapers, perhaps, will 
cease to hunger for such sawdust, and will prefer the 
bread of knowledge. It is a consummation devoutly 
to be wished.

Is there anything quite so utterly contemptible as 
Christian propaganda ? These journalists are prosti
tuting their intellects for a mere pittance. How the 
clergy must smile at getting their dirty work done at 
such a paltry price. They realize, better than the 
penurious pen-pushers of Fleet Street, the real men
ace of Charles Darwin, the solitary student who shook 
the world. But observe their slippery tactics. Since 
Darwin’s death, the clergy, who formerly denounced 
him as Anti-Christ with all the extensive and peculiar 
vocabulary of theological abhorrence, hypocritically 
have claimed this infidel as one of their flock. They 
actually buried this very black sheep in Westminster 
Abbey, and, there, calmly pretended that the theory 
of Evolution is wholly in accord with the old-world 
ignorance of the Christian Church and the Christian 
Bible. Only two religious bodies have been reason
ably honest in this matter.

Poles asunder in so many respects the Roman 
Catholic Church and the Salvation Army have re
mained faithful to Oriental ignorance and supersti
tion. O11 no condition will they part with Eve and 
the fruit, and the talking snake in the fabled Garden 
of Eden. Romanists and Salvationists alike believe 
that Charles Darwin, Thomas Huxley, and their col
leagues, are now suffering the tortures of the damned 
in a fiery Hell. These uncultured folks no more be
lieve in evolution than they understand the very 
alphabet of science. But all the other churches are so 
anxious to keep the money in the family that they are 
trying to effect a compromise between superstition and 
science, from the Bishops of the Anglican Church to 
the fluent liars on Pleasant Sunday Afternoon plat-
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forms. Such hypocritical pretensions are nauseating.
And, great as is our debt to the newspaper press, 

who that is not blinded by sheer political prejudice or 
religious fanaticism, can honestly believe that editors 
are doing a real service by adopting a policy of always 
shouting with the crowd. They back opinions as 
gamblers would back a horse, because they believe 
that it will win. What is the use of teaching children 
to read, if, at the end of the period of instruction, they 
rely only upon the popular newspaper press for infor
mation ?

MlMNERMUS.

Suffer ! L it t le  Children !

T hose  who have suffered little children to come into 
the hands of Church may not have suffered them
selves. A  certain satisfaction may have been ob
tained in “  putting them through it,”  as they, them
selves, had been put through it. At any rate such 
parents ran no risk of missing the pleasant tilings the 
Church handed out to Conformity. There was little 
doubt about the suffering of the child. One of the 
legacies the present writer was bequeathed from the 
past was an attic full of dusty Christian periodicals. 
I can visualize yet those pale-blue covered weeklies, 
strung up in bundles of fifty-two. I examined them 
at an impressionable age. By the Grace of God I had 
been previously permitted to come across pamphlets 
of Ingersoll, Foote, etc., and the Freethinker had also 
fallen into my hands. With a sympathetic father, my 
reactions to these magazines— this quite fair reflection 
of the Christian Spirit— can be guessed. When, some 
years afterwards, I was to read The New Mdchiavelli, 
I knew full well what H. G. Wells was talking of, 
when he characterized the Flo me Churchman as the 
“  most evil thing that ever came into the house,”  and 
said that “  a score of vices that shun the policeman 
had nothing of its subtle wickedness.”  Every week 
the type of literature Mr. Wells pilloried (let us re
peat, “  this fair reflection of the Christian Spirit ” ) 
had flooded Christian homes, poisoning the minds of 
its readers, inculcating them with uncharitableness to
wards all who had not had the good fortune to enjoy 
the blood bath; and taking, to quote Wells again, “ an 
enormous toll of human love and happiness,”  and 
“ making frightful breaches in human solidarity.”

One youngster went through those dusty piles and 
learnt, if faintly, the painful story those pages un
folded. We are told nowadays by interested parties 
that what is wanted more than anything else is for 
mankind to return to the Church and its pretty ways. 
The situation is black enough, at the moment, and 
may (taking a short view of humanity’s struggle on
wards), be hopeless enough. But it requires an enor
mous faith and an impossible amount of self-stultifi
cation, to believe that the only escape from this 
debacle is by still further tolls on human love and hap
piness by the concentration of man’s thoughts, once 
more, upon the saving of his shrivelled little soul.

All the evidence is there for those who care to look 
for it. The Church when power was in their hands, 
sent their bilious and anti-social message into the 
homesteads of this island, giving the readers the cue 
as to how they could reach safely their tip-up chairs 
in the New Jerusalem, and telling them how to bring 
up their offspring piously so that they might, in their 
turn, become useful evangelizers in the Ford’s Vine
yard.

When a youngster, in 1898, ransacked a few speci.- 
njens of these magazines and sent samples from bulk 
in the shape of an article to the Freethinker, G. W.

young man f  edort> thereby making a very proud 
responsible ’fnr 0 poss*kly, (who knows?) becoming 
best of causes Wt person’s h'fe attachment to the

characterized tIle “  unscrupulous lying ”  that
acteristic t h a t * ¡,eriodicals- That was the ehar- 
vvay the cleriV s n,ch the boy most forcibly. The 
was to a orpafC ea,t udGl Gle unbeliever in those days 
that if a i;„ T 2Xtent based upon the apostolic hint

therefore, was h e f l i ^  t0  the Glory of God’. why,'
Mr. Wells snrvi <■ 12 c enc) to be accounted a sinner.
of unbehevTrs r  "  * ****  invcnted ”  last wordS 
consistent. T f, 1 . ertainly the lying was hard and
that kind •_ 1U 111 dle °hl article a few examples of

illness, and fnr 'i'at ^tended Voltaire in his last 
see another infidel di'e WCa,tl1 of Europe, I would not

them at my&emnnTnnrIitlS J Said Thoinas Paine) had 1
been published U lad the Age of Reason never

When the sen j
a»d clamourous b, l Pe“ efuI- thc h.fklel was i f
when the storm - Proclaiming his infidelity, hut 
for mercy. ame on> he was on his knees crying

The authority- for a Mr. /y What SUcdl tales was generally Anon> 
nesses when it wuc need was there for further wit-

, Jt is just fifty year?rien!ing the Glory of God? 
Iep was writing t lat Thomas H enry  Huvl  he Nineteenth Century aS

tralHy
follows: - aljty

Theological apologists who insist that Pia^  
will vanish if their dogmas are exploded, " °  ,^ ej. 
well to consider the fact that, in the matter 0 a(j 
lectual veracity, science is already a long wa) • j5 
of the Churches; and that, in this particular^ 
exerting an educational influence on m an’> 
which the Churches have shown themselves 11 
incapable. ^

It is because Huxley said things like this, ngnin a 
again, that literary puppyism a couple of year 
told 11s that it would have been better if dllS %v.e 
(Huxley) had never been born. We know whefl^^ 
read utterances like the above how sure it " aS ¡e5 
people who fall into certain dubious ethical categ 
would feel this way about T. H. Huxley. ,Lg

The “  Christian Miscellany ”  had Pages f° r 
Children. The little ones were told that :—  ,

the faceWhen the clergyman entered the room, 111 
of the infidel assumed a most savage aspect-

Eater, the clergyman appears to have had 5,1)1 
effect upon him, for the infidel yells

The curse of an offended God is upon me !
Hell

raitipgopens its mouth to receive m e! Devils are w 
to torture me ! 0  horror ! horror ! , , Iial

H a rk ! Did you hear that peal ? The m LA ve 
spirits are mustering all thc artillery of Hell 1° 
me a salute to the regions of Damnation.

°  i-1 v'
Our spiritual anil dignified clergy apPar̂ "o]11 

thought the above to be fitting for children. oi. 
the point of view of such gentlemen it is not extr* 
dinary that those who think otherwise they "  
prefer not to have been born. . J

Mark Twain was another humanist whose ha ^
of the typical Christian literature of his day WaS
yond bounds. Mark spent a considerable aniorltllf
liis time trj'ixig lkj nmic its miiuence fc'
fore became in the same quarters another of the n . 
who ought not to have been born. Mark introch ^ 
us to real boys, Tom Sawyer and Huckleberry p)I . 
The boys of clerical imagination, he satirized 
the headings of the Bad Little Boy and Good 

The Bad Little BoyBoy. ------ --------- -- d.
went fishing on the Sunday and didn’t get drou* ^  
Another time he got caught out in the storm vV
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he was fishing' on Sunday and didn’t get struck by 
hghtning. W hy you may look and look through 
the Sunday Books from now to next Christmas and 

would never come across anything like this.

Somie people dismiss such reading as typical Ameri-
exaggeration. We invite comparison 

Allowing taken from the Churchman s Penny 1 S

can 
foil

<'"c °f December, 1853.

S unday Pence

Hy  Dear C hildren,— I have something to say to 
J°u about a penny spent on a Sunday, and when you 
have heard what I shall tell you, I think you will be 
’»ore careful than ever about what you do with your 
Sunday pence.

One Sunday afternoon a little boy received a penny 
horn his father, and quickly put oil his cap and ran 
°ut to spend it. As he went down the street he saw 
People nicely dressed quietly walking to church; 
hoys and girls were on their way to the Sunday- 
school ; shops were shut; and all the street looker 
Sunday-like. He passed a Sunday-school where the 
children were singing :—

“ Lord, how delightful ’tis to see 
A whole assembly worship thee.

His heart grew uneasy as he thought of his penny, 
a,id lie almost wished he was in school too. But liis 
Penny, he thought, he must spend that, father gave 
11 to him, and told him to go and spend it, then lie 
]eniembered something out of the Bible, which said 
" e must not buy or sell 011 the Lord’s day, and when 
J*c had got to the sweet-shop—which alas! is always
to be seen' open on .Sabbath days— lie scarcely knew
"N it to do. He stood at the window; there he saw 
manges, nuts, cakes, comfits, and such like. He 
Peeped in at the door, there he saw one or two boys 
'Tending money. He felt his penny, he looked 
’ mind to see if anyone was near (he forgot “  Thou, 
(,od, seest me ” ), he went into the shop, and in a few 
"'mutes he was running home with his pockets full 
N nuts and an orange. He had spent his penny and 
br°ken the Sabbath.'

As he ran home he slipped into a little pool of 
"ater, wetting himself very much. His nuts were 
s°on cracked, and his orange eaten (while father was 
1 ending the Sunday newspaper). And, now, what 
"as lejq of his penny ? Only some nutshells and the 
skin of an orange! It was gone, all but this. The 
cest of his Sunday evening he spent playing with 
"'Hen and tying its tail to a chair— while father had 
;Uioked himself fast to sleep, while others were prais 
mg Cod in churches and chapels, and hearing about 
hie blessed Jesus and his love to sinners. When he 
"cu t to bed, his mother who had been scouring out 
hie room and cleaning the windows all the morning, 
a"d cooking the dinner and washing the plates all the 
'dternoon, and sitting by the fire all the evening, 
f°Und that his feet were wet and cold, so she soon 
covered him with clothes and tried to warm him, and 
bade him go to sleep 

hut he could not sleep. He grew very hot and 
Hverish, his head pained him, and lie was very sick. 
After a time he fell asleep. In his sleep he said, 

Sabbath day— Fourth Commandment— what’s that 
to me ?— I will spend my penny— father gave it me— 
mother buys on Sundays!” Poor boy, his mind was 
"'atidering, and he did not know what he said.

Not long after that a little coffin was quietly 
carried down the street, and the father and mother of 
mat little boy were walking after it. It was on a 
Sunday, too ! and the little Sabbath-breaker was 
carried on a Sunday to his long home 

Children, will you spend your pennies as lie did? 
Parents, will you let them?— Yours affectionately,

T he S uperintendent.

* here are some people, Mark used to say, who can
%  lie reformed with a shotgun. I expect it was

List•̂ s such as The Superintendent which caused him 
ben such a despairing epigram.

M ulk Baj Anand

No citizen of England with a social conscience can 
allow the question of India to stay long out of his 
mind. The boasted high-standard of living in Eng
land (which can, however, get along with the vile 
conditions depicted, for instance, in Orwell’s Road to 
Wigan Pier) is based entirely on the degradation of 
colonial peasants. This is a simple fact that is con
veniently forgotten by those who argue that Capitalism 
has brought benefits to the English working-class. 
Any analysis of English Capitalism must include the 
colonial peoples within its view; otherwise it cannot 
expect to state the structural relations correctly. 
Whatever advantages in the past certain favoured 
sections of the British working-class have gained has 
been at the expense of the Indian peasants. The ob̂  
verse side of British civil-liberties is the ruthless 
oppression of colonial peoples.

The state to which English Capitalism has reduced 
India is sufficiently suggested by the following quota
tion from the report of the Government Health 
Department on the population of Bengal in 1927 :

The Bengal peasantry feed so badly that even rats 
could not live longer than five weeks on Such a diet. 
The population is so terribly weakened that it is 
quite incapable of resisting the slightest infection. 
Last year 120 thousand died of cholera; 250 thousand 
of m alaria; 350 thousand of tuberculosis and 100 
thousand of enteric.*

And remember that this passage comes from a bland 
Government report, not from “  Red ”  sources; and 
it deals only with one province. But it is not with 
economic effects, but cultural, that we are concerned 
here. British rule blindly stamped out Indian cul
ture; and set up a system of education designed to 
produce Government-clerks. And the unfortunate 
“  babu ” with his ridiculous false-culture became one 
of the English stock-jokes along with Paddy and 
Sambo. Thus do Imperialists add insult to injury.

Only in the last few years have there appeared 
Indian writers able to define with fearless realism 
their native land. (Preparatory work has been done 
by writers like Tagore, but only now do we find 
writers capable of full objectivity.) Outstanding 
among these young men is Mulk Raj Anand. It is 
not too much to say that in his work India finds at last 
a novelist with the insight and literary skill to tackle 
the gigantic task of depiciting her social problems in 
all their width and depth.

Anand has set himself the work of a Balzacian 
Human-Comedy of Indian life. Born in 1905, he has 
seen almost of every aspect of that life. For his father 
was a hereditary craftsman in copper, silver and 
bronze, who left his town of Amritsar and joined the 
British Army. As the regiment was constantly trans
ferred, Anand had every chance to see India from one 
end to the other; and at the same time he was brought 
into contact with Europeans in the officers and 
other British soldiers. Through his mother he was 
fed with folksongs, tales, and epics of the village- 
eemmunity. His father taught him to read and write.

Early he turned to creative work, struggling to find 
some basis for self-expression in the chaotic world of 
disintegrating Indian feudalism, and meeting on every 
hand the terrible weight of British censorship and 
oppression. “  And I turned in on myself,”  he has 
written to me, “  feeding upon my own lifeblood in 
the obscure lanes and alleys of towns and villages,

* Cited Ralph Fox, Colonial Policy of British Imperialism. 
It is a good sign that the last few months have seen two ex
cellent books published about India : The Empire of the 
Nabobs, by Lester Hutchinson, and White Sahibs in India, 
bv Reginald Reynolds.T . H . E lst o b .
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with others who in their desperation were taking to 
more violent methods of struggle.”

But he fought his way through that hell. And, he 
says, “  there could he no hell worse than the hell of 
India during the Rowlatt Act that was passed in 1919. 
And in the nightmare of this hell I fought for my 
life, along with my companions, fought for the right 
to be, through long illnesses brought about by savage 
Government floggings during the Martial Eaw in Am
ritsar.”  But we will leave the details of his struggle, 
which finally brought him to England, and to the 
gaining of a Doctorate of Philosophy. Working on a 
thesis on Hume and the contemporary realists, he had 
his attention turned back to Marx (whom he had first 
encountered in India), and he finally attained a fully 
realistic and Materialist outlook. In 1930 he started 
on his plan of a series of novels, which he hopes to 
complete by 1945, “  barring such accidents as the im
pending war or imprisonment on one of my necessary 
visits to India.”

He has published several books in England, but the 
three that we will consider are the navels, Untouch
able, Coolie, and Two Leaves and a Bud. No one 
who reads these three books will fail to feel that India 
has at last found her first native interpreter, and 
that Anand did not overvalue his powers when he set 
himself his great task. It is not merely that Anand’s 
experience has given him a passionate sympathy with 
his fellows, or that his trained philosophic mind can 
so clearly anatomize the tangled society of India. The 
sympathy and the scientific clarity would not avail 
without a creative sense of character, a capacity for 
narrative, and a control of dramatic structure. All 
these qualities are abundantly possessed by Anand.

And never once does his deep and suffering sym
pathy for his oppressed, starved, tormented fellow- 
Indians lead him into any falsities. He sees un
erringly the distortions produced by generations of 
oppression; he castigates the native bourgeoisie, so 
often ready to cringe and to side with the oppressors, 
as sharply as the white sahibs themselves. And yet 
his castigation is always objectively controlled. Even 
when it burns with a fierce white heat of agonized in
dignation, it never caricatures. He depicts his 
Indian petty-bourgeois from the inside, as well as his 
peasants; and there is nothing doctrinaire in his pic
tures of the Europeans. Indeed, even where he show's 
the white at his worst, as in Reggie Hunt (a young 
public-school man who is sexually disintegrated by 
the chances of seduction in the Assam tea-planta
tions), there is a kind of sympathy, an imaginative 
penetration, an objective outlook that does not, in the 
last resort, blame the individual for the inevitable 
horrors of a system of exploitation.

Untouchable deals with the Untouchable Caste. It 
tells a day in the life of a young street-sweeper, 
Bakha. Nothing much happens except for an en
counter with a priest, and a meeting at which Ghandi 
speaks; but the completeness of the picture is un
deniable. The whole problem of the Untouchables 
is covered (and the solution, the commonsense answer 
to the religiously complicated question of “  pollu
tion,”  is skilfully introduced : Water-closets). But 
the charm with which Anand endows his Bakha is the 
most notable quality of the book. It is a charm un
forced, natural; an example of what Anand can do in 
the way of defining character without stress or in
volved methods. Munoo, the peasant lad, who is the 
hero of Coolie, is somewhat in the same vein. But 
here the canvas is much wider. Munoo goes through 
many adventures, and the full extent of Anand’s 
power is shown in the ease with which a multiplicity 
of characters is introduced. Munoo gets to Bom
bay, works in the mills, and takes part in a strike, 
finally dying of T.B. in the hills.

In Tform. His thci' ' ' ° takes yet another
Peasants are ^ fsa,n tea-plantation, to which
treated like sc-fC° ' lies and where they are
side red and fi T. meth°d is dramatically con- 
the Indians U  u"™ peans play  as much a part as 
economy• and U , up t,le climax with masterly
workers to <0 'L patlos ° f  the attempt made by the 

State t,leir wrongs (wlnclr
through the

1PO6CÜ
panic of the Europeans is transformed into a supp< 
insurrection, put down by soldiers and aeroplanes) >s 
overwhelming.

Anand has the power to seize on to the essentials of 
character, T hat is his outstanding virtue; and it is il 
virtue possessed only by the writers to whom we glVC 
the name of great. He is a young writer, expressing 
himself in a foreign language; but the impression con
veyed by these three novels is that he f”11v the 
master of his medium, and that he 
cairy out his fine Balzacian ambitions. No one w* 
any social conscience, no one who is interested in the 
great tradition of the novel, should fail to read these 
three books of his. If they do so, there will be no 
need to bid them look out for Anand’s future work T

Ja c k  L indsay-

t  l lie three novels are published by Lawrence & Wishart- 
;  • ,each i°r, AS. to Left Hook Club members). ^
should be available in a ll public libraries.

u nt is frilly
will undoubted^

The Unmasking of a Saint

T he saint, in this instance, is Mr. Thomas E. F° ’ 
leading lay member of the Council of Churches (by ^  
N.vSAV., Australia), and Federal President o ^  
Federated Churches of Christ in Australia. Ont o £ 
great wealth Mr. Rofe lias even built a church t ia 
himself controls. Recently lie has been very ,I11U 
the limelight in connexion with the ever-growing^ 
and healthy practice of Sunday sport. Fierce

Q.
A.

is the rc'
ligious opposition. Just now there are threats or 1 ^
cution, under archaic laws that are a disgrace to pre ^  
day civilization. Foremost in this crusade agams 
rights of the people is Mr. Rofc. ■ 'e'#s

Under the guise of getting a full statement of his V1 
— but really, it would seem, for tlie purpose of M,n - ~
its readers— Mr. Rofc was approached by a 
paper. So that what is to be revealed in due course 1 
be fully appreciated, it is necessary to give a few 0 
sentences in which he expressed himself— so puritanic*^ 
and so uncompromisingly. Here, then, are sonic 01 
questions put to him, together with his answers :

“  Why do you oppose Sunday sport?”  ,̂e
“  We oppose it because we want to preven 

abuse of the Lord’s Day. 1 would prohibit everyb«--^ 
whether it be the individual, or groups of indivnh1 
playing any sporting game during the hours set aSic 
Divine Service.” ¡11

Q. : “ What hours would you prescribe as those 
which all sport should be forbidden?”  flli,

A. : “  Between the hours of 10.30 a.m. and 12.3° P‘ 
and from 6.30 p.111. to 8.30 p.m.”  , jy

Q. : “  Would you make it a penal offence for an> ’ t> 
to play golf, cricket, or football on Sunday during 
hours, irrespective of whether they were near cl 
premises or miles away from them?” . , ¡1

A. : " I  would make it an offence, punishable ’• 
penalty that would he a deterrent.”  -

O. : “  What harm do you see in healthy sport oil
days?” . • j i  ofA. : “ There is Saturday afternoon, in which al ^  
ganized sporting games can he played, so why tresi 
on the sacredness of the Lord’s Day?” it1li

Q. : “  Do you say it is wrong, say, for a business- ‘ 
who has only Sunday for recreation, to play golf, b°" 
or tennis that day?” . e;

A. : “ That depends upon the individual coiiscie’ 
but 1 would point out that God created the Lord’s 
realizing the necessity for man to have some per*0 ,s 
rest from his labours. God himself laboured for six ) ‘ 
and rested on the seventh. If there are to be no D î> 
for resting, then Nature would quickly wear itself
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Thus, the stage was perfectly set by - r ■ '  Tfais was 

or the explosion that was shortly to o liea(tecl,
Provided by another Sydney paper in ^  .g made> at

'rccept and Example.”  In this, re notoriety
lhe outset, to Mr. Rofe having gamed , nist 0f

Xcw South Wales as the most active ^  ̂  pre- 
huiulay Sport.” In the light of this fer\ ft
servation of the Sabbath, the paper proceedU0W " -
terest

invites “  Mr. Rofe’s explanation of his financial in-

'gce is a Sydney Suburb. .. . tiie
°ugh the same article, we go on to eai

u  ~ of the company is the Coogee » e n t  P aiJ
!,W' that it was formed in 1927 ’> tlw t in thMr. -

ten,,;1 in a c°nipany engaged in commercialized Sunday 
0 » ^  C°°gee Eeach.”
Tin! .

name of h, ■> ■ - rue company is the Coogee Amusement Park
i‘

shareŝ °k ',as the second largest holding, with 2,500 
play - an<̂ that Sunday tennis, beginning at 9 a.m., is 
anti L lr°Ughout the entire day—that is, church-liours 

ot,'er hours.
Sav'^i’ ^ r' ttofe himself is one of the four directors. 

j„st ,S ^le secretary of the company, “ Sunday tennis 
oniv 'L;eps us going now, and if it is withdrawn the 

\V],"1°l’le t° suffer will be the shareholders.”
¡Hr lat is Mr. Rofe’s reply to this blighting, devastat-

* exposure ?
Sydney paper— the third, by the way, from 

kn(nv . i,ave been quoting— lie declared that he did not 
T|(j lai- tennis was played in the park on Sundays.

’ new'8’/ 10111 a director of the concern! The public 
"■ knew to the extent of playing 011 the courts on 

a dir ".S ^lat they kept the park going. But Mr. Rofe, 
or ]„, *' °r °f the company, did not know what was more 

ll m ?otnmon knowledge!
Publi 1 ' 1 fi'cre 's 110 law that compels belief in any 

T]),cly-made statement.
°"ist° <fxT crience of Mr. Rofe— "  the most active antag- 
side Sunday sport in New South W ales,”  side by 

"itli being himself the director of “  a company en- 
m commercialized Sunday tennis

Suuitlays.

Raj>etj
c)la ' commercialized Sunday tennis ” — is merely 
t0 t,« - ,s t ic  of the many ex]>osures that might be cited 
a,„, k! ‘k'seredit of those so loudly professing their grace

O;«"inoss.
t'ons 'S a good purpose that is served by such revela- 

At

... <J;dcd here regarding: the sanctimonious Mr. Rofe

o  1— r   «z
"hen due publicity is given to them.

r,;.^ any  rate, it is certain that what has been so widely 

'»list
!>y

S11 '1 Practically throughout Australia for a rational 
e''er y* 'v‘^‘ fkc right of all to spend the day in what-

I'atli ehormously strengthen— in the way of public sym 
111;i(]'y a|id support— the move that is at present being

sPorts or recreations may be to their liking.

kydney, N.S.W ., Australia.
J. Y . A n deron ey .

Acid Drops

It is a pity that much larger numbers of teachers do not 
openly voice their disagreement with the present state of 
affairs, even though they refrain from publishing their 
names.

But it is to be noted that the objection was raised to 
a “ questionnaire,”  only, and will not remove the evil that 
now exists, and will not relieve the teachers from the 
effects of religious intolerance. As we have so often 
pointed out, so long as the State steps outside its proper 
sphere and plays the game of the parson— and commits an 
act of treason against the rising generation— by keeping 
religion in the school, so long there will exist a question
naire in fact, if not in form. Teachers will be promoted 
or will have their promotion delayed, as they stand well 
in the eyes of the religious. And worse than that, thou
sands of teachers will be teaching what they believe to be 
false, and will be forced to a life of hypocrisy if they do 
not happen to be made of the stuff that will fight for 
independence. For ourselves, so long as religion is in the 
schools, we do not see that there can be any logical ob
jection to teachers being questioned on a subject they are 
expected to teach. And if they are to be questioned the 
clergy are the ones who should do the questioning. One 
has to pay a price for everything in this world— even for 
the luxury of concealing one’s opinions.

The Rev. James Reid, D.D., in a sermon on Sunday, 
August 22, draws our attention to very obvious imperfec
tions in this big world :—

We forget that the world is only in the making. It is 
but half-finished at the best. . . . God bids us believe 
that He has His plan. The chaos and turmoil and pain 
are only temporary. They are inevitable. . . .

We seem to remember that a long-long time ago, God 
“  looked upon all that He had made, and behold! it was 
very good.”  I)r. Reid seems to suggest that it was 
“ very good ” chaos, “ very g o o d ”  turmoil, etc., much 
as one might say, “  a very good hell of a mess.”  It will 
soon begin to occur to pious believers that possibly 
Heaven itself is only a builder’s site. W hy should any
one suppose God would “  finish ”  His Heaven (or Ilis 
Hell, come to that) if after all these ages He leaves Earth 
“  Half-finished at the best.”

“  Our Rady ”  did not seem to be particularly kind to 
the thousands of pilgrims worshipping at Knock, the 
Irish Rourdes, the other day. It rained heavily in spite 
of the unceasing prayers— most of the pilgrims praying 
.■ ight through the night. Not one of the 114 stretcher 
cases is reported to have been cured, and there was a 
collision between a motor-ear and a bus load of pilgrims, 
the driver of the car being badly hurt. Really if “  Our 
Rady ”  does not look after Knock a little better than 
this, it will mean bad business for the Church. Even a 
tiny cure is better than none at all.

Vr>ti„
correspondent to the Church Times, an ex-teacher,
g on the question of religion and teachers, puts the 

llter very plainly. Ilis words are worth reproduc-•llfr .

It is iloubtful whether the authorities of the Church 
P'alize liow strongly teachers are opposed to any attempt
1.1 question them about their religious beliefs, or to make 
‘keir prospects in Council Schools in any way dependent 
"u them. This applies to all teachers alike, whether 
Primary, or secondary, religious, indifferent, or agnostic. 
11 questions concerning denominational schools, teachers

1 0 their best to remain neutral, but this proposal to intro- 
Juce tests into Council schools is bound to unite them 
"ho violent opposition. The recent trouble at Blackpool, 
"'ken pressure was put on to teachers to accompany their 
charges to religious services, should be a warning to 
¡hose who think that the cause of religion can be served 

this way. . . . All [teachers], whether Christian be- 
hevers or otherwise, regard their religious beliefs as 
¡heir own private business. . . .  I know of no question
1.1 which the teachers are as unanimous as they are on 
"■ is [against a Questionnaire] . . .  It would be a good 
‘king for the cause of the Church and of religion if the 
Proposals were quietly dropped.

Bishop Barnes complains that in Germany Christianity 
is regarded as “  irrelevant.”  That is not quite the ease. 
The German Government has adopted and incorporated 
in its return to barbarism, some of the worst features of 
historic Christianity. It has, so far, met with some 
measure of success— a success that has been purchased 
in the intellectual and moral degradation of the life of 
Germany. How long it will retain this measure of suc
cess will depend upon the German people and— to a 
smaller degree— upon the world outside Germany.

A  person named John Drinman in The Press, a Glas
gow paper, tries to explain that when the Rord com
manded the Israelites to keep the women, “  who had not 
known man by lying with him, alive for themselves,”  
the purpose of this reservation was quite respectable. 
He puts up two arguments. The first is that “  God’s 
holy character and His Word forbid ”  any other construc
tion. The second is a reference to Deut. xx i. 10-14.

It is surely from God’s dealings with Midianites, etc., 
that God’s Holy Character has to be determined. God’s
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conduct in that case was in perfect harmony with his 
condlict in multitudes of other cases. Those who come 
tb tlie Holy Volume with another idea of God’s Holy 
Character do not readily submit to the plainest of read
ings which conflict with that idea. As Ruskin said : No 
ofle is less ready to submit to a passage not to their 
liking than those who are most positive on the subject 
of the Bible’s general inspiration.

This is the passage that this writer lias the impudence 
to refer readers to

When tliou goest forth to war against thine enemies, 
and the Lord thy God hath delivered them into thine 
hahds, and thou hast taken them captive.

And seest among the captives a beautiful woman, and 
hast a desire unto her, thou wouldst have her to thy wife.

Then thou shalt bring her home to thine house and 
after a full month . . . thou shalt he her husband and 
she shall be thy wife.

And it shall be, if thou have no delight in her, then 
thou shalt let her go whither she will.

but, says the Lord, thou shalt not sell her for money, 
because thou hast humbled her.

This, of course, does not conflict with other portions of 
the Divine instructions. It would, of course, happen that 
a particularly beautiful woman would inspire some male 
to wish to give her “  for keeps.”  If, however, he “ ceases 
to delight in her, he lets her go whither she w ill”  He 
must not sell her. Christian piety in Glasgow is capable 
of getting enthusiastic over this small mercy. Mr. Drin- 
nan fits the old Biblical times like a glove, and his apolo
getics may even at this time of day be that of a good 
Christian. That is the best we can say about him.

The Dean of St. Paul’s, in a review of the Rev. Conrad 
Noel’s recent Life of Jesus, admits th a t :

In spite of the warning by more than one eminent 
scholar that we have no material for a biography of Jesus 
in the modern sense, attempts to write the life of Christ 
will probably never cease.

Dean Matthews apparently agrees that -the Gospel Bio
graphies of Jesus had no material for any of their yarns, 
all of which are based on hearsay, gossip, tradition, ig
norance and sheer invention. “  In the modern sense,” 
a biographer, at his worst, depends upon some accepted 
facts. The poor gospellers found “  inspiration ”  and 
used it as a substitute for truth.

Professor MacBride, in the Sunday Times, “ explains” 
how the Children of Israel were bamboozled into believ
ing that they were led by “  a pillar of cloud by day and a 
pillar of fire by night,”  as they travelled through the 
wilderness. The Professor says an extinct volcano was 
active in the days of Moses, and the “ Children” mistook 
it for the phenomenon of a miracle. Now Major Jarvis, 
the late Governor of Syria, declares that there has been 
no volcanic activity in that country for two million years. 
Another theory at which Prof. MacBride hints is that 
Moses knew all about naphtha the burning of which at 
the head of the hosts of Israelites would produce the im
pression referred to. But may it not also have been that 
the story is untrue ?

William Blake wrote scathing verses about a garden 
where love and liberty reigned till ‘a chapel was built on 
the green,”  with :—

“ ‘ Thou shalt not ’ writ over the door . . .
And priests in black gownds,
Were walking their rounds,
And binding with briars,
My joys and desires.”

On a holiday in Norfolk a reader saw St. James’s Park, 
Kings Lynn, with a church “  built over the green,” and , 
Notice Boards at every entrance saying : " children are i
NOT ALLOWED TO I'LAY IN THIS P A R K .”  It i s  o n l y  f a i r  to
say that these notices, like the city itself, are very i 
ancient, and a number of happy children were playing all I

shalt not” vvar„; 'mmo êstcdly in defiance of the "Thou 
boards will remait ^  we hope these old notice-
h'gion stood for in f f  a Permanent reminder of what rc- 
in it. 111 le dnvs when people really believed

issues an’ fofori?1" R,°°m <Wine Office Court, E .C .j) ,  
weaning of “ The P lic a tio n  explaining the
Jt is apparcntlv ord*s SuPPer or Holy Communion.’’ 
similar Sunemar, . ,answer to Romanists, Ritualists and
calls a "  family V aal IS.t,S(Iregf rdiil8r what tllis Immphlf  
gathering to<rether f r  ■ a memon'al supper,” a simple 
In effect i t ’ js ° (PlIenjls who share the same creed.
“ mysticism ” whim <- ,r,at'onal ”  “ debunking” of the 
a "Mass,”  refers f << c, s about a “  Sacrifice,” calls it 
Eucharist, etc , Sacred chalices,”  H oly Grails, the
dental, marfc-,!’ ‘ general treats it as transcen-the drama of a constantly repeatedof the
miracle. This booklet is circulated by a section 
Church of England, which believes in a surrEK, 
early breakfast!

not an

Dr. Archibald Alexander iss said, by the British Weekly 
' •--------sou ”  with a

Sermon “  of surpassing interest.’
to have “  begun the holiday preaching season

ncient 
God-”

and many

One of the pacieJ11, 
this surpassing sermon was rehashing the a^0d.’’

slogan that “  A  Man’s Business is to do the will 
It is certainly the Clergy-“  man’s business,”  a“ “  
of the clergy find it very profitable to talk about 1 
of God, leaving the "  doings ”  to the laity.

From a recent Biography of Lucretia Mott, the Qua^js. 
ess, by Lloyd Hare (published by the American 
torial Society), we find new evidence of the ignoiui ^  
part which the Churches played in the agfitatio 
Negro Emancipation. Obviously, in the Southern > ‘ ^  
no church would have tolerated a pastor (had siû .(|rpi 
one existed) who denounced slavery. But in the * ,
too, in the “  Puritan ”  states in Massachusetts c 
where there was a genuine protest against slaver), 
majority deserved the Biglou) Papers comment.

Massachusetts, God forgive ’er,
She’s a kneelm’ with the rest.”

Mr. Hare’s book quotes Miss Mott’s evidence that in 
ALL the churches (with one solitary exception) 1,1 -ca0 
dclphia— the home, if not the birthplace, of A®c 
liberty— refused room for any meeting of the Anti-s a 
movement. Miss Mott records that when she and 0 
women of Philadelphia refused to be silent, the f  c 'N 
described their appeals for emancipation of the slaW* 

acts of flagrant sedition against God.”

i833

Fifty Years Ago

wc
ter

• field
Christian ministers are showing a disposition 1- wln’rC 
shy of the second half of the last chapter of Mark, '  c 
Jesus is represented as saying to his apostles, “  v. 
into all the world, and preach the gospel to c ' ^  
creature. He that believeth and is baptized shal 
saved; but he that believeth not shall be damned-”  ' ' 
of them tell us to look at the Revised Version, where 
shall see in the margin that all this portion of the chap 
does not exist in the earliest manuscripts; and they 
cently expect that Freethinkers will therefore flu1 
drop the offensive passage. Oh dear n o ! Before  ̂
have any right to claim such indulgence they must 
forth a new edition of the whole Bible, showing us "  
they desire excised, and what they wish to re ‘ 
and are ready to defend as the infallible word of 1 
We should then discuss whether their selection _ 
justifiable, and after that we should discuss w 
the amended Bible is any diviner than the 
iginal one. But we cannot allow them to keep 
Bible as it is, to call it God’s Word, to revile people

ffie th ef 
or" 
the

doubt it, and to persecute people who oppose it; and )̂ _ 
at the same time, to evade responsibility for every a"  
ward text. This will never do. The clergy cannot h'1' 
the authority of inspiration in their pulpits and the Ci 
of eclecticism on the platform and in the press.

The Freethinker, September 18,

wh°
fe1 
,vk 
a v
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t h e  f r e e t h i n k e r
F ounded  b y  G. W. FOOTE

61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4
Telephone No. : CENTRAI, 2412.

TO CO BBESPO N D EN TS.

t|,„S* Heary.—We note your point, but we cannot argue in 
e columns whether Major Attlee and the Labour Party

are definitelyusual ' anti-Socialist or not. There is nothing un- 
re rife between liere- 

But you will realize that it
ties ti,IU c'larges of heresy being more rife between here- 
. an amontr flip v,,, 1,,,- .....

Hi
nn, atnong the orthodox. 
not our busines
ASUM.—W,copie

less to ajudicate.
cannot say how many the Pamphlets /m u 

, . ■ Will run to. It depends upon what time Mr. Cohen
as 011 hand—that is not very much—and the demands on 

"s time increase rather than diminish. But they should 
U'l to thirty or forty. The world is wide, life is many- 

s'dcd, and Freethought is as comprehensive as life, we 
"ote your suggestion as to binding.
• ' -'Tes.—Thanks for addresses of likely new readers; paper 

e'"K sent for four weeks.
' J- Meaeor.—Many letters from local Freethinkers have 
'Tpeared in the paper you name, and, of course, a much 
ufger number have been sent. We agree with you as to 

,,le importance of using the press as much as is possible.
’'inks for what you sav with regard to ourselves.  ̂

sun.Nii calls attention to a jumbled sentence in last week s 
v >ews and Opinions.”  “  And it is by the scientific 

’UcHiod—the patient collection of facts, their careful classi
‘■ cation, ai ‘ 
tion. that
method.”  The words in italics should obviously have been
omitted. The error is an example of commencing to write
'■ sentence and changing it in the course of writing. It offe>-.'.................
alv

and the generalizations derived from the classifica- 
constitutes the main features of a scientific

cp material for a rather neat bit of psychological an-

r rieni3
I, 5 send us newspapers would enhance the favour 

the passages to which they wish us to call
Order.. t

of n °r Hteraii<re should be sent to the Business Manager 
a, ,1 >e Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London E.C.4,

The " 0t t0 lke Edilor-
i'ceethinher "  will be fortvarded direct from the Pub- 

0 ,ing Office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) :— 
>lc year, 15/-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.

Sugar Plums

ch, r- Cohen commences his Autumn Lectures at Mau- 
lhCS r 0n Sunday  ntJXC September 26. He will speak in 
\,,e Picture House, Market Street, at 7 o’clock, on “ Are 

e Civilized?”

ThoSe wp0 vvjsh g et a clear statement of the nature 
■ T aims of German Fascism, cannot do better than read 
. e Spirit and Structure of German Fascism, which has 

been issued by the Left Book Club. Mr. Brady, the 
1 i°r, writes as dispassionately about it as one well can, 

, ' bis statement, covering nearly 400 pages, is well sup- 
(jl,rtcd by facts and figures. Time or space is wasted on 
^'Unciations of a system which is doing all it can to con- 
ert the German people into a nation of (measured by 
>-V reasonable standard) serviceable sub-humans— to 

vs.c a favourite phrase of the present rulers of Germany 
j 10,1 speaking of its opponents. The systematic manner 

'vbieli the enslavement of the German people has been 
^ c°niplished, and the steady replacement of laisses- 

lre capitalism with what the author calls “  monopoly 
. 'Pitalism ”  has been well done. But at the back of all 
s Hie action of the Allies with regard to Germany, which 
' ade such a state of things possible.

We have often pointed to the quite religious character 
J*, these dictatorships as evidence that the formal repudia- 
,r>n of the belief in a God does not make a man a “  com

plete Atheist.”  This is well illustrated by an example 
given by Mr. Brady from a speech by Dr. Bernard Rust, 
the Fascist Minister of Science, Education and General 
Culture. Speaking at Heidelberg, Dr. Rust said :—

The New science is entirely different from the idea of 
knowledge that found its value in an unchecked effort to 
reach the truth. The true freedom of science is to be an 
organ of a nation’s living strength, and its historic fate 
and to present this in obedience to the law of truth. 
What is the meaning of “  true freedom,” and the “  law 
of truth ”  ? Let those answer who know thé meaning 
of the biblical injunction, “  I am the vine, ye are the 
branches; he that abideth in Me, and I in him, the same 
bringeth forth much fruit ; for without me ye can do 
nothing.”  The Nazis identify “  truth ”  with what they 
choose to call their own inspiration, and the same token 
they identify “  false ”  with “ heresy. ” In this meaning 
the German scientist is now “ free ”  to study only what 
he is told, to arrive at just those conclusions which sup
port the Nazi system and none other. . . . This is the 
position of the medieval Catholic Church, which brought 
the great scientist Galileo to his knees, and burned John 
ITuss at the stake, of the order of the Society of Jesus 
which inspired Torquetuada . . .  to his ferocious perse
cutions of all who doubted the “  truth ”  as the Jesuits 
saw fit to interpret it. . . . Carried to its logical conclu
sions it will, as it has done throughout all history, wither 
all scientific thought at the very roots, and substitute in 
its place arid scholasticism and civilization-destroying 
persecution mania.

Those who have the opportunity of talking to young 
German men and women on a visit to this country, par
ticular!}' if they have been attending a German Univer
sity, will be staggered at the fantastic ideas which they 
repeat in conversation with the same air of certitude that 
a Roman Catholic peasant repeats the story of a miracle. 
Quite solemnly we have been assured by such a one that 
ancient Egyptian civilization was derived from early Ger
man invaders and colonists. To talk to young German 
people nowadays, provided they arc alone, is to realize 
how easily the Catholic Church could prostitute learning 
for generations. The German Fascist rule has done it 
with large numbers of Germans in a few years. The re
mainder of the nation are kept silent by the reign of 
terror that exists. But as the Roman Church failed in 
the end, so Fascism in the end must go down before the 
slow but inevitable movement of humanity.

The West Loudon Branch N.S.S. will close a very 
successful Summer season of Outdoor propaganda on 
September 30, and will resume the usual course of In
door Lectures 011 Sunday, October 3, at 7.30 p.m., at “ The 
Laurie Arms,”  Crawford Place, Edgware Road, W. Mr. 
E. Saphin will lecture on, “  W hy Christians have no Mor
ality and no Ideal.” W ill members please note the 
Branch Secretary’s change of address to : 2a Fairway 
Avenue, Boreham Wood, Herts. ’Phone : Elstree 1237.

Preston is fortunate in jxissessing an N.S.S. Branch, in 
which keen and enthusiastic members are anxious to get 
on with the work. The first conference of the North 
West Federation of N.S.S. Branches was recently held in 
Preston, and now Mr. G. Whitehead will begin a week’s 
lecturing in the open-air from to-day (September 19). 
The local Branch will co-operate at all the meetings, and 
unattached saints will be welcomed. Mr Whitehead will 
have a supply of the latest Pioneer Press publications on 
sale, and details of membership may be obtained from 
any of the Branch officials present.

Bournemouth Borough Council voted evenly on the 
question of Sunday recreations, and therefore tennis- 
courts and putting-greens will be open on “  the Lord’s 
D ay.”  The local “  Stiggins’s ”  are very active in their 
efforts to suppress all Sunday recreation, and a Mr. Dan- 
do declared, according to a London daily’s correspondent, 
that “  the council had no moral right to allow these 
Sunday games.” A Mr. Turner seconded, asking mem
bers to “  take another step towards building ‘ Jerusalem 
in England’s green and pleasant land.’ ”  A pity Blake 
didn’t survive to hear of this impudent interpretation of 
his “  pleasant land ! ”
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John L ilb u rn  and the L e v e lle rs

T he character and conduct of Lilburn have been 
greatly controverted. A  powerful personality, who 
ever displayed undaunted courage, he was naturally 
a man of pronounced opinions very tenaciously cher
ished. A  congenital rebel, he was, perhaps, the most 
turbulent figure of his time. An independent Puritan, 
he was an inveterate opponent of the Bishops, and 
their pomp and pretensions. Thus, he became the 
idol of that section of the people who entertained a 
grievance.

Lilburn lived from 1614 to 1657, and early in the 
conflict between the Crown and Parliament, he joined 
the army that fought against the King when, dissatis
fied with the proceedings of the Commonwealth and 
Protectorate, he became the leader of the Levellers.

Even as a very young man Lilburn printed Bas- 
twick’s Letany, a work extremely derogatory to the 
Episcopacy, for the authorship of which the writer 
was sentenced by the Star Chamber to a fine of ¿ 5,000 
and the mutilation of his ears in the pillory under 
Charles I. and Archbishop Laud.

Lilburn took the manuscript of the Letany to Hol
land, where it was printed, and then returned it to 
England, where it v'as on sale in volume form. So' 
when Lilburn arrived in London, in 1637, from the 
Netherlands, he was arrested and charged with selling 
unauthorized books. But when lie appeared in the Star 
Chamber he flatly refused to take the ex officio oath 
and rightly asserted that he was not legally compelled 
to supply evidence against himself. According to the 
official report of the proceedings the prisoner was sent 
to the Gatehouse and then to the Fleet. As he still 
refused to sw7ear, he was sentenced to a fine of £500, 
to be imprisoned until he obeyed, and whipped from 
Fleet Bridge to Westminster, pilloried and bound over. 
He was confined in irons, denied communion with 
friends, and w'as herded with the prison scum. When 
in the pillory he tried to address the crowd, but was 
immediately gagged into silence. The indomitable 
rebel was then in his 24th year. Confined to prison 
until 1641, he was then liberated by order of the Long 
Parliament, and the House voted his conviction illegal 
“  bloody, wicked, cruel, barbarous and tyrannical.”  
The Commons also declared him entitled to reparation 
for his injuries, and this and other matters were re
ferred to the Lords, when owing to the outbreak of 
the Civil War the case was postponed.

Lilburn when serving as Captain in the Roundhead 
Army was captured by the Royalists at the indecisive 
battle of Edge Hill, w'here Hampden was mortally 
wounded. Lilburn and other prisoners were, at Ox
ford, charged with and committed for trial for high 
treason. Parliament hearing of this instructed a 
committee to draw up ? declaration “  threatening re
prisals in kind for anything that might be done to 
the men.”  Negotiations followed, with the result 
that Lilburn and his companions in misfortune were 
exchanged, and soon returned to their military avoca
tions. At the age of 29, Lilburn was promoted to the 
rang of Lieutenant-Colonel, and he was ever after
wards known as Colonel Lilburn.

Independent still, lie in 1644 resigned his commis
sion rather than subscribe to the Solemn League and 
Covenant. His earlier Puritanism outgrown, he in
creasingly opposed religious intolerance, and advo
cated fuller freedom of thought and expression. Con
stantly at variance with some one or other, yet, had he 
been a man of peace, the good work he undertook 
with occasional success well might have remained 
unaccomplished. As Mr. C. R. Gillett justly states: 
“  From the time when lie left the army until his 
death, he w'as continually engaged in controversy with

the Parliament, either in regard to his claims f°r 
arrears of pay, indemnity for his imprisonment! °r 
upon questions involving the liberty of the people, 
particularly as these found embodiment in his own 
person or case. He also took up the cudgels for other 
oppressed or w'ronged persons or classes, so that the 
remaining twelve years of his life were troublesome m 
the extreme.”

Never at rest, Lilburn circulated pamphlets charg
ing public men with criminal conduct. For this he 
w-as imprisoned without trial, and then set free. He 
promptly petitioned Parliament for redress, and the 

tar Chamber sentence was annulled and Lilburn was 
awarded damages of ¿2,000. Pertinacity had won the 
day in 1646, after an agitation lasting several years- 

Lilburn also accused Col. King, his superior officer, 
and Lord Manchester, the Commanding General, with 
what was tantamount to treason to the Parliamentary
Party in a small pamphlet, The Just Man’s Justified- -  - the

toWhen arraigned in the House of Peers
itiofr,,' a cr*a n rt ill fin c TM1 P11 na llOtl. llC Tel

.istoniary

tion.
disseminator of a scandalous publication, he 
admit any delinquency or to subscribe the cusia 
oath, but submitted instead A Protestation, i ha 
Defence, which declared that the Commons only " c

ffiryers aI1(his “  competent, proper and legal 
Judges.”  This was pronounced as both scandam

- * - jNie''
alalo"5

and contemptuous, and Lilburn was lodged in 
gate Prison.

Another pamphlet soon appeared : The Frce",a>l 
Freedom Vindicated, and the troublesome PelllÛ (| 
was again before the Lords. Hardily unrepentant tt 
contumacious, he was sent back to gaol, denier  ̂
visits of adherents or access to pen or paper.
this restriction did not prevent the appearance of a"

other tract This was an-The Just Man in Bonds. ^j,c
onymous, but the style and matter are Lilburn s. 
Stationers’ Company strove to discover the Prl1 ., 
and suppress the pamphlet, and the men who so 
were warned. _

When brought from prison to answer for 1ns c 
tumacy Lilburn was as recalcitrant as ever, so 
Lords, before whom his case was considered, * _
the obstinate Lilburn ¿2,000 for contempt, and sc 
enced him to seven years’ imprisonment and debars 
him from holding office “  in Church or Commons ea 
during his life.”  The offending pamphlets ' ' ê  
ordered to be burned by7 the Common Hangman, 1 
in Westminster and the City, in 1646, and this Pu ^

isted
Lib

the 
trad

functionary was to be protected in the execution 
his duty from popular interference, as there ex 
considerable sympathy with, and approval of, 
burn’s campaign.

Lilburn was now conveyed from Newgate to 
Tower, and during his incarceration a further 
entitled A Remonstrance, was circulated, which W 
denounced as a scandalous publication. It was ce 
tainly outspoken, and earnestly protested aga" ^

the Illegal and Barbarous Imprisonment of tm 
famous and worthy sufferer for his countries freedom-
Lieutenant-Col. Lilburne,”  and purported to cons*1 
tute an appeal from the People “  their Soverei.u" 
Lord ”  to the House of Commons, its servitor.

The Levellers in this Remonstrance accused 
Parliament of pitiful subserviency to the Crown, b 
Charles I., despite his notorious insincerity, doiibm 
dealing and constant violation of the law, was excuse1 
as a man who meant well. The Remonstrants com 
plained that the wording of Parliamentary papers W®’ 
absurdly submissive and fulsome. Charles, they mll< ’ 
was respectfully entreated “  to rcturne to his Khm ■ 
Office and Parliament, as if you were resolved to m3̂  
us believe hee were a God, without whose preset111 
all must fall to mine.” The petitioners, on the co" 
trary, solemnly urged the Commons to treat the Pci



f i 1 ‘ atljKR 19, 1937 T H E  FR E E T H IN K E R 603

jurcd iviMug as an enemy of tlie people and “  to 
converte the -

Measure.lib great revenue of the crowne to the pub-

Mo•'loreover, Parliament, after abolishing 
•Bit», Star C l,an,to, High Comm.J.M. ^  
Council, itself continued the oppression a evellers 

these bodies. But the time had come, the Leve 
averted, when Kings, Lords, Bishops and other . 
ra«ts should be completely swept away •

No doubt the impatient Levelkt s w c*f^ itjon of 
!ratlch reformers. They demanded the 8 ^  tQ

f  monopolies; the statutes wereq ?  Araena Charta 
ernisof equity and common sense, a *jie jn_

"as derided as a beggarly documen . ,’loud for 
^ance of office and the law’s delays cr us as
amendment. Imprisonment for deb . obvioUsly
c°ntempt of Court, must be endec as slave.”
a» evil “  as bad as the servitude of the q{ an
1'inally) the Remonstrants requests 
\ct ..-1 • •Act
femb 

"°f his

•heiid- 1*C'1 would render impossible the unseating of a 
, .er Parliament save with the full concurrence

jjj °wn constituents.”  This remarkable docu- 
°f course, met with little favour in high places,

,?re ft was stigmatized as “  scandalous and 
Citions ”
for 'e Se*-tlement of Lilburn’s case was long delayed 
s ’ as he and his adherents had many influential 
in l ^hizers, the authorities hesitated in pronouncing 

In several respects Lilburn’s career an- 
ai) h'T'd that of Bradlaugh two centuries later. As 
^"dependent Lilburn bore no love for either pres-
celic
'deal
hishc

nt
or priest. Gillett’s estimate of the’ man is ex- 

Lilburn was one of a group of men whose
Was to see the end . . .  of Kings and Lords, of 

and their pomp and ceremony, of injustice 
" iti ^'e Unefluaf treatment of the common men of the 
8(j ?n_> and of the one-sided operation of the law as 
ti]'";nistered in the courts. . . . He became naturally

Wi 
VerE
f> , a"d life, and he had abilities of intellect which

offi,

v leader of the like-minded, and they were many. 
:u.le he was not trained in the learning of the uui- 
s'ties, he was an apt pupil in the school of experi- 
e and life, s

him for conflicts with those who held high 
'ncial Position, conflicts in which he did not come off 
l<Jf;ild best.”  (Burned Books, Vol. 1, p. 286). 
ic»'ever happy unless in a state of unrest, Lilburn

Was •j!lc Cltlier in deadly conflict with the authorities, or 
j L' Usually in prison, during the remainder of his 

Such an eyesore was Lilburn to the Govern- 
Ij . .  that lie was sentenced to banishment from 

territory, hut lie successfully contested the 
Lility of the order.

jj ^  innumerable enemies must have felt greatly re- 
vved when the cvcr-active agitator died in 1657, out- 

the walls of prison, as it chanced to happen. So 
wentious was Lilburn’s nature that he seldom or 

" Cr agreed for any length of time with his closest 
1 eagucs or adherents.

 ̂ Lie following not altogether unkind composition 
^  Probably represents public opinion regarding the

y pugnacious John : —
Is Lilburn departed, and is John gone!
1''arewell to Li 1 burn, and farewell to John.
Hut lay John here, lay Lilburn there about,
For if they ever meet, they will fall out.

T. F . P a lm er .

A THOUGHT FOR TH E MONTH

he savage does not discover Gods; he creates them. 
I lvflized man neither creates nor discovers G ods; he 
llries them .— Chapmam Cohen.

Thom as P a in e  : A n  In vestigation
[The following essay on Paine was published in 1888. 

It has for a long time been out of print. Recent discus
sions on Paine justify its re-appearance.]

(Continued from page 589)
It will be necessary, in conclusion, to examine this 
reiterated charge of “  brutality ”  against Paine; and 
the inquiry will bring us to a final decision on Mr. 
Stephen’s fitness for the work of comparative 
criticism.

No quotations being given by Mr. Stephen in sup
port of his reiterated charge of brutality, we can but 
assume that he has in view some of those passages in 
the Age of Reason in which Paine attacks some 
Biblical absurdities with a rough derision that some 
might call coarse. Were the latter epithet used 
against him in these cases, I for one should not be 
much concerned to object, since I have no wish to pre
tend that Paine’s polemic is always of the most refined 
kind. It could not well be, since he w'rote for the 
people— or, as Mr. Stephen prefers to say, for the 
mob. It would seem to follow from the latter view 
that in Mr. Stephen’s opinion the mob should have no 
literature whatever, since he wall hardly say that it 
would have been profitable in Paine’s time to write 
for them in a refined style. Cobbett, who could and 
did write for them, is admitted to have been toler
ably brutal. It would probably stand for little if I 
were simply to counter Mr. Stephen on this head, and 
say Paine was not a brutal writer, especially for his 
time. Such dicta in matters of taste are uncon
vincing, and in mere authority Mr. Stephen’s dictum, 
of course, outweighs mine. I will therefore simply 
cite one other expression of opinion on the point be
fore resorting to comparative critical tests. Mr. Con
way writes as follows : —

I know of no similar investigation in which the 
writer’s mind is so generally fixed upon the simple 
question of truth and falsehood, and so rarely ad
dicted to ridicule. Few will deny the difficulty, 
however reverent the reciter, of relating the story of 
Jonah and the whale without causing a smile. 
Paine’s smile is in two sentences; in one place he 
says it would have been nearer to the idea of a mir
acle if Jonah had swallowed the whale, elsewhere 
that if credulity could swallow Jonah and the whale 
it could swallow anything. But after this, for him, 
unusual approach to the ribaldry of which he is so 
freely accused, Paine gives over three pages of criti
cism on the Book of Jonah, not only grave and care
ful, but presenting perhaps the earliest appreciation 
of the moral elevation and large aim of the much- 
neglected legend. (Article on “ Thomas Paine,”  in 
Fortnightly Review, March, 1879, p. 413).

This also, of course, is not conclusive; but neither I 
trust is Mr. Stephen’s simple epithet; and the next 
step is to weigh his characterization of Paine’s tone 
and method against his treatment of other writers. 
Let 11s take one of his own sentences : —

Johnson turns the roughest side of his contempt to 
anyone suspected of scepticism, and calls Adam 
Smith a “  son of a bitch.”  (ii. 369).
I am loth to attempt a precise definition of the 

term “ brutal,”  since I fear it might be difficult to 
frame one which should not cover some of Mr. 
Stephen’s own language against Paine; but I think it 
will be generally agreed that the word would apply 
to this utterance of Johnson.2 If it is possible for a

2 I say nothing as to the validity of the story. In his 
Johnson (p. 115) Mr. Stephen tells the other story that Smith 
applied the same expression to Johnson, to his face. I do 
not believe the latter version; but Mr. Stephen thinks “ it is 
too good to allow us to supose that it was without some 
(sic) foundation.” Another sample of Mr. Stephen’s critical 
method. Need I point out that the presumption against both 
versions of the story being true is enormous? Air. Stephen, 
however, seems to accept both.
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man of letters to speak brutally, Johnson did it 
when he thus spoke of Smith. Now, it is a simple 
matter of fact that there is nothing nearly so coarse 
in the whole of Paine; yet Mr. Stephen must needs 
speak austerely of the latter’s “ brutalities,”  while 
the ruffianism of Johnson is genteelly described in the 
same book as the “  roughest side of his contempt.”  
Again, in his chapter on Warburton, Mr. Stephen 
quotes, by way of showing some of that divine’s tend
encies of style, two passages in which indecent words 
have to be represented by dashes (i. 352). On any 
theory of critical justice that I can formulate for my
self, the term “  brutality ”  should either be applied 
to such achievements as these of Johnson and War- 
burton, or else reserved for something still worse. Air. 
Stephen never once uses it in regard to the sentences 
referred to. There is, however, in all Paine’s writ
ing, I repeat, nothing coarse enough to be put beside 
these passages. What is the inference as to Mr. 
Stephen’s critical equity?

The points just dealt with lie on the face of Mr. 
Stephen’s own narrative, but there is a further proof 
of his bias in the fact that he has entirely suppressed 
all mention of the frantic violences of Burke against 
the promoters of the French Revolution. The cata
logue lies to the reader’s hand in Buckle (3-vol. ed. i. 
471-5). Burke in his later years saw fit to speak of the 
pure-minded Condorcet as a determined villain; to 
gloat over the sufferings of the imprisoned Lafayette, 
terming him a “  horrid ruffian ” ; to shriek against 
P'rance as a “  Cannibal Castle,”  against the National 
Assembly as the “  prostitute outcasts of mankind,” 
and against the French people as the “  scum of the 
earth” ; and to urge that the war waged against them 
by England should be carried on revengefully, 
bloodily, and for a long space of time. And all these 
insane ferocities are never once hinted at in a com
pendium which professes to compare Burke with the 
thinkers and publicists of his time; while again and 
again the unenvenomed crudities and coarsenesses of 
the unsanguinary Paine, who braved death by oppos
ing the execution of the French King, are stigmatized, 
forsooth, as “  brutalities.”  Thus can history be 
written.

We come finally to the question of Paine’s general 
calibre, or comparative intellectual standing among 
the men of his day. Comparative, one says, for it is 
difficult to imagine any other criterion by which a 
man’s mind is to be finally measured or classified. And 
Mr. Stephen, though as we have seen he generally 
leaves the comparative method carefully alone, does 
fall back upon it here. It is after his memorable bio
graphical paragraph that he proceeds to draw a com
parison between Paine and Burke. In his first edition 
it began thus : “  And yet Paine, though even his 
earlier years ’ ’— again wanton aspersion, this time 
without even a biographical reference— “  were but too 
good a preparation for this miserable close, had in 
him the seeds of something like genius.”  The para
graph in the second edition runs : —

Yet Paine, whatever may be the truth [the dis
covery of that being modestly left by the historians 
to the general reader] as to his private life, or the 
motives which guided his restless political activity, 
had in him a dash of genius. Of his chief political 
writings the tract called Common Sense, published 
in January 1776, had, as was thought at the time, 
very great influence in promoting the Declaration 
of Independence; and the Rights of Man, published 
in 1791, in answer to Burke’s Reflections, had an 
enormous sale. The attack upon the established 
creed in politics showed, in fact, the same qualities 
as his attack upon the established creed in religion. 
He was confronted, indeed, in his later writings by 
an opponent of incomparably greater power than the

phenfies" who shrieked at the bias-
moves in ' 16 Age or Reason. But though Burke
t an .intellectual
thburrh fj,”  n*C)  Paine was .
as superior ° f  liurke’s speculative power is
is superior , , S lnea8Te philosophy as Ins style 
to be de ' 1 , amPbtude of its rhetoric, it is not
fitted to reach n!?* ,Paine’s plain-speaking is more 
he has cet-w P p u la r  passions, and even ( 1!) that
(ii. 261-2) 1111 ac vantaS’es in point of argument.

sentence tl! ̂  *-1C sA11tactical infirmity of the last 
Stephen’s usuB J S difficuIty  in tracing Hr.
all other historian« -' fact’ as stated by alm°?
a most decisive ’• « t lat Com™on Sense really had
Declaration of r 1 lllauence in bringing about the
so then • it  is ’u epcndence •' it  was not only thought
affected the ,naw* In that matter, Paine
sively and as now f  , / JC States just as coinprehen- 35 powerfully as Burke later affected Eng-— nni

reason. ~ n̂crior
sphere altogethei si P ^

able to rise,

not
lishmen towards the French Revolution : he " aS t0 
merely appealing to the m ob: be stirred a Pe0̂  . ,
fateful action; and he maintained the impulsion 
bis further writings at critical moments. This, 011̂  
would say, represented a genius at least for that sort 
of thing; but Mr. Stephen’s measure makes out the 
faculty involved to be but a “  dash ”  of genius- 
Wherein then lay the amplitude of the genius.ot 
Burke ? There is a danger that in defending ? aiae 
against Mr. Stephen’s special pleading we may 1:6 
tempted into doing Burke injustice; but I think 
sha.H bbt he so beguiled when we sav that Burke s 
eminence and merit lay i„ the breadth and elevation 
ot his social sentiment in his pnc-Revolution period’ 
and m the literary and dialectic skill with which* he 
enforced his sentiment at all times, for good or f«r 
c\il. Alike in his earlier sociology and in his self'1-* 
pression then and at all times, he was powerful 
original. But to say this is not to credit him n’d'1 
an all-round vigour of intellect, or to place him in d,c

I o suni up a man, 0,1 1 .
of h*s

front rank of great men
comparative principle, we have to take note 
limitations.

Now, Mr. Stephen is not slack to attribute li” ',lP 
lions to Paine : as usual he can furnish the list 'v 
out being at pains to collect the proofs. Burke is 

altogether superior ”  intellectual sphere, *'eV’e. P 
in “ richness of Speculative pow er” ; while Pal11, 
philosophy is “  meagre.”  But what are the da a 
In what respect is Burke’s speculation “  rich ”  aS ‘ ^  
tinguished from his rhetoric ? There is really 

speculative ”  element in Burke’s politics whateveI  ̂
bis great characteristic is the vehement and varm 
eloquence with which he enounces his instinct"  ̂
attitude towards the social tendencies of his time; 11 
resisting what he felt to be blind pedantry and 
humane conservatism; anon finding a wealth ox 
geuious and imaginative justification for a pedal* 
and a conservatism in which he shared— as in rests 
the claims of the Dissenters; and yet again exhaust 
the power of words to hurl hatred at those who l) 
raged his habits of emotional attachment to hist°* 
institutions. He might be right or he might be wx°’ ■ ’ 
but at least he was not speculative in his philosophy  ̂
he was a man of deep and strong sentiments and gp,''j 
ing sympathies, with an incomparable gift of v1' 
dialectic; a Gladstone raised to a higher power, 
cause more intense, original, and organic in bis c 
victions, endowed with a genius rather than a tale” 
for expression, and carrying passion in his blood a 
senses, as well as in bis brain. Is it not the exp^“ 
statement of all liis admirers, Air. Stephen include^ 
that lie hated the speculative men, who thought ° 
schemes of policy without due regard to “  preset*!1 
tion” ? I cannot see how this squares with richr* •'
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of speculative power. What Mr. Stephen was really 
thinking of was just the richness of dialectic, o 
hatiou and figure; of all, in short, that makes ' 
really answer to that much abused designati 
Prose poet.

John M. R obertson.

( T o  be continued)

Thou S h alt not K ill

Without man,”  says Swedenborg, God j s 
Possible.”  The gods, as we have them, are a 

s of men. That accounts for their variety, 
r' character, and changeability. As man gi

tioii:
be:
statu
the
-lian

re and in knowledge so do his gods. Indee ,
Rods tend to become the ideal— the unattainab e.

,, 1 Sr°ws ashamed of the gods of his ancestors^
What a great gulf lies between the infamous god ot
,le Old Testament and the god of Goethe’s concep

tion !

The God of the Ten Commandments was an un
developed god. Eater on he was endowed with at- 
ributes which would have made the Ten Command

a n ts  impossible.
hit killing had become a human habit long before 

le ‘idvent of the gods.
l'i the Eate Stone Age, when flint implements be-

canie procurable, war became possible, and it would
“'•cm ■■

I e Illcreased in number and efficiency, wars have 
more frequent aiul more ghastly.

PiU a god to issue the command “  Thou slialt not 
al 1 aud then to instruct his people in such detest- 
j c "ays of doing it, as, for example, Deut. xxi. 10- 
■ j and Numbers xxxi. 17-35, is hard to credit, but 
' , R°ds nothing is impossible. 

b , ; vei1 heaven has had its “  Holy Wars ”  described 
s;' hinyan and Milton. The latter, in describing the 

mile legions in Paradise Lost, tells 11s: —
" Thei:

Of ;>f devilish glut, chain’d thunderbolts and hail
j lr°n globes; which on the victor tost,
..^veil’d with such impetuous fury smote,
.,.|l'lh whom they hit, none on their feet might stand, 
jj l0,1gli standing else as rocks, but down they fell 

■' thousands, angel and archangel roll’d.”

h'°uld we but carry on our wars here in this heavenly 
1 A ■ If it could be said of our shots— “ Whom they 

none injured!”  And victory could only be 
Jin"eved by putting the enemy out of action for a 

u° • War might then become a rival sport of 
ri°ket and football.

,. J't war in heaven seemed an absurdity without 
. miR, and so it ceased. It had no appeal as a sport, 

J ere- And I doubt of its having any appeal, here.
10 killing of animals and men does not disturb us, 

:ill(l We accept their murder as a necessary part of our 
VVay  Of living.

Havelock Ellis, in his Essays in War Time, p. 31. 
1 s us: ‘ ‘ At the earliest dawn of history war 

,l minded. The earliest literature of the Aryans- 
'aether Greeks, Germans, or Hindus— is nothing but 

' rccord of systematic massacres, and the early history 
1 Hie Hebrews, leaders in the world’s religion and 

’n°rality, is complacently bloodthirsty. Lapouge con- 
alers that in modern times, though wars are fewer 

number, the total number of victims is still about 
10 same, so that the stream of bloodshed throughout 
1(-‘ ages remains unaffected. He attempted to esti- 

,)!ate the victims of war for each civilized country 
' Ul'ing half a century, and found that the total 
''’Counted to nine and a half millions, while, by in- 
hiding the Napoleonic and other wars of the be- 

^'hning of the nineteenth century, he considers that

the total would be doubled. Put in another form
Lapouge says, the wars of a century spill 120,000,000 
gallons of blood, enough to fill three million forty- 
gallon casks, or to create a perpetual fountain sending 
up a jet of 150 gallons per hour, a fountain which has 
been flowing unceasingly ever since the dawn of his
tory.”

Eapouge’s calculations were made long before the 
Great War. Had he been living he would have sug
gested a specially constructed fountain being placed 
at the Menin Gate.

To read such things, and keep sane, is anything but 
an easy task.

A  few days ago I overheard a conversation, in the 
bus, between a local preacher and a heretical gentle
man, which had a very satisfactory finish : —

E.P. : You ought to have been at chapel yesterday.
H.G. : Whatever for?
E.P. : We had a fine sermon on the flood. It would 

just have suited you.
H.G. : It must have been a rum sermon then. I 

consider the Flood was the biggest blunder your God 
ever made.

E.P. : My dear man, excuse me, God makes no 
blunders.

H.G. : Do you agree that we have the Noah family 
to thank for all our troubles?

E-P. : Well, had they not been saved by the Ark, 
we couldn’t have blamed them, could we?

H.G. : You tell me your God makes no blunders. 
Did he ever do aught else? Proceeding, like an un
trained schoolboy at his trial and error task, he ex
perimented making Adam and Eve and made them 
badly. Had they been well made they couldn’t have 
fallen. Cain and Abel, the sons of the first man, 
were no improvement. Cain killed his brother, and 
Man has been killing his brother ever since. Your 
God recognized man was a failure, and regretted 
making him. He thought it were better to drown 
him and start afresh; then thought, lest he couldn’t 
make as good next time, he would save Noah and 
give him another trial. That was where he blun
dered. He should have drowned the lot.

G eorge W at,i,ace.

Correspondence

SCIENCE ANI) REEIOIQN

To the E ditor  of the “  F reethinker  ”

. S ir ,— Your leading article of September 13 refers to 
an article of mine in the Morning Post.

1 never said or suggested that : —
“ Anyone or anything can tell us more about the world 

than science,”  or that
“  We must, for ultimate knowledge, fall back upon 

the Archbishop of Canterbury, the Bishop of London or 
General Booth,”  or that

We should turn to “  ourselves ”  to “  understand re
ligion,” or even that

“  Science really knows very little.”
Neither am I in any sense whatever a “  religionist.”  
On the other hand I must admit that, in writing that 

“  science can tell the world a great deal less about re
ligion than is generally supposed,” I meant physical 
science (although 1 should have thought that the context 
would have made this clear) ; and was primarily con
cerned with the attempts made by at least one of our 
mathematical physicists to demonstrate the existence or 
attributes of “  the deity "  by appeal to it.

The latter is not, I should have thought, an application 
of the “  scientific method ”  of which you would approve. 
Indeed, it is not in my judgment— and I know in that of 
a large number of other scientists also— scientific at all. 

But neither would I seek to establish by scientific
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methods (including those of anthropology) such a diffi
cult negative proposition as the non-existence of a God.

A . W . H aslett.

[I welcome Mr. Haslett’s assurance that it was not the in
tention of his Morning Post article to belittle science or to 
claim that anyone can tell us anything more about the world 
than science. Mr. Haslett must be the ultimate authority as 
to what he meant, but after carefully re-reading the article, 
I cannot see that I was guilty of misrepresentation on the 
facts before me. In all friendliness I suggest that Mr. Has
lett was unfortunate in the way he presented his case. As a 
matter of fact my attention was called to his article by a 
journalistic friend who saw in it a plea for religion by way 
of emphasizing the alleged shortcomings of science. I am 
grateful for the assurance that this was not Mr. Haslett’s 
aim, and also appreciative of the further assurance that he 
is not “ in any sense whatever a religionist.”

At the same time, and in self-defence I must say that, in 
the absence of Mr. Haslett’s explanation, the statements 
that science could only tell us how things “  behave ” (when 
behaviour is the essence of things known), and that, there
fore science could tell us “  little or nothing ”  “  about what 
things are,”  and that “  science is helpless to explain reality,” 
I could, and can, see nothing but the current religious plea 
that the secret of “  reality ”  lies with religion. The notion 
that the things we know are not real, but that there is some
thing beyond which is real, and that this something 
is not to be reached by science, is just a survival of the 
god-idea in other than its religious form. If I am right in my 
understanding of Mr. Haslett’s position, he is not the only 
non-religionist who is walking about still retaining the ghost 
of the God he believes he has discarded.

I agree that science deals largely with abstractions and 
have dwelt upon this point in several of my books and in 
numerous articles. “ Laws of nature,”  which are popularly 
thought to be “  discovered,”  but which are really no more 
than generalizations framed by man, come under this head.

But I strongly disagree with the statement that science can 
tell us less about religion than is popularly supposed. On the 
contrary, science can tell more about the origin and nature 
of religion and religious beliefs than is supposed. It can tell 
us all about them, and to-day has, by taking the facts of re- 
ligous belief and explaining them in different terms, reduced 
the history of religion to the record of a delusion.

I did not say that Mr. Haslett advised us to get advice 
about the world from the Archbishop of Canterbury, General 
Booth, and the Bishop of London. This was my own alter
native if we decided that science could not, either now or at 
some future date, give us the information we seek— of course, 
so long as we did not ask science meaningless and non
sensical questions.

Mr. Haslett says he had in mind physical science only. 
He did not say so, and in any case physical science is only 
an application of the scientific method to one category of ex
perience. Other categories are equallv “  real,”  and come 
equally within the scope of the scientific method.

In just one instance I misread Mr. Haslett. In citing his 
remark, " If we want reassurance as to the ‘ purpose of 
man ’ we can only turn to religion—or ourselves,”  I stupidlv 
made my comments refer to religion and not to the purpose 
of man, I am sorry; but I have no belief in any “  purpose ” 
in human existence other than that which man creates for 
himself.—C.C.]

[Letters from Jack Lindsay, Medicus, W. E. English, E. 
Larkin and others are held over till next week.]

O bituary

John D. I I ari.Ey

W e regret to announce the death of John Harley, after 
a series of strokes, on September 5.

Ilis association with the Glasgow Branch is a long one, 
having acted as Treasurer 26 years ago. Though the 
years sapped his physical strength, his mental vigour 
remained unimpaired, and he was a familiar figure and 
regular attendant at our indoor meetings.

As he specially requested, a Secular Service was read 
by the Branch President, Mr. Hamilton, at the residence 
of his son, 324 Camberwould Road, and at Janefield 
Cemetery.

Expressions of sympathy were conveyed to his five 
sons, and other relatives by officials of the Glasgow Secu
lar Society.— M.W.
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NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY.
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General Secretary - R. H. BOSETTI.
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T he National Secular Society was founded in 1866 by 
Charles Bradlaugh. He remained its President until 
shortly before his death, and the N.S.S. has never 
ceased to live up to the tradition of “  Thorough ”  
which Bradlaugh by his life so brilliantly exemplified.

The N.S.S. is the only organization of militant 
Freethinkers in this country. It aims to bring into 
one body all those who believe the religions of the 
world to be based on error, and to be a source of in
jury to the best interests of Society. It claims that all 
political laws and moral rules should be based upon 
purely secular considerations. It is without sectarian 
aims or party affiliations.

If you appreciate the work that Bradlaugh did, if 
you admire the ideals for which he lived and fought, 
it is not enough merely to admire. The need for action 
and combined effort is as great to-day as ever. You 
can best help by filling up the attached form and 
joining the Society founded by Bradlaugh.

PRINCIPLES AND OBJECTS.

SECULARISM  affirms that this life is the only one of 
which we have any knowledge, and that human 

effort should be wholly directed towards its improve
ment : it asserts that supernaturalism is based upon 
ignorance, and assails it as the historic enemy of pro
gress.

Secularism affirms that progress is only possible on 
the basis of equal freedom of speech and publication ; it 
affirms that liberty belongs of right to all, and that the 
free criticism of institutions and ideas is essential to a 
civilized State.

Secularism affirms that morality is social in origin and 
application, and aims at promoting the happiness and 
well-being of mankind.

Secularism demands the complete secularization of the 
State, and the abolition of all privileges granted to re
ligious organizations it seeks to spread education, to 
promote the fraternity of peoples as a means of advanc
ing international peace, to further common cultural in
terests, and to develop the freedom and dignity of man 

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

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

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

MEMBERSHIP
Any person is eligible as a member on signing the 

following declaration :—
I desire to join the National Secular Society, and I 

pledge myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
promoting its objects.

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

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

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

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

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

P.5 .—Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, 
every member is left to fix his own subscription according 
to his means and interest in the cause.
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