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Views and Opinions

S
U< Opinion be Free P

A friendly critic on whose judgment | place some
)‘e/ﬂe—Serit me a little while back what he considered
Poser.” He wrote,

in jL a repfr to a correspondent you say that you believe
j he absolute freedom of expression. The question

tlie'Cse- *s t'l's » ivoald Y°u sue\pl)ort (I mean suop ort
p Ir riRht to freedom) a party ‘who wished freed to
qu PaS:and cannibalism?  Of course, to pet this

it esflOn into perspective one would have to suppose

S ed at a time when cannibalism was a live issue,

to ] at Il'e theoretical statement of it would be liable
lead to immediate action.

e iy ° i i
S| °F course, a way of asking a question so
"~ N admits of but one answer. The old poser,
Ity ! y°u still beat your wife?” is an example.
tie riend’s letter is another. I must deal with
j~fstion, therefore, by restating it.
le first place | have never, so far as | know,
dQ. allvocated the absolute right of anything or to
ip~ything. It looks like an absolute truth that
his erit ought to support his children and a husband
ﬁoﬁ\{lefr. or that no man should take the life of
oa I And yet there are imaginable circum-
~>> in which one would be held justified in not
'S the first two things, and in doing the last
'1 Rules of conduct are bred of circumstances,
frey must be interpreted in the light of circum-

M That is why | have so often written against
is some people call “ absolute morality.” There
4he° Su°h thing. Actions are good or bad, desir-

rst '°r unclesiratde in view of certain ends. All the
ie Is Moonshine. The form and amount of freedom
afd uP°n circumstances. | can easily imagine
a ~stances in which a man would either be a fool,
of a positive offence in giving way at all

and under all circumstances to absolute

N Cpm of expression. Besides, | did not say that
W'frfived in the absolute freedom of expression.
I did say was that I believed in the right of
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others to hold and to express what | hold to be wrong
opinions, and that | protest, without regard to the
colour of the party concerned, against interruptions
in public meetings. That is a very different position.

The case of liberty to propagate cannibalism is
not, | think, well chosen. It implies that cannibal-
ism might become a general practice in society, and
might follow propaganda, as the adoption of a
fruitarian or a vegetarian diet might result from
advocacy of these forms of feeding. But cannibal-
ism is religious in origin, and is never more than a
casual ceremony, and is then ceremoniously per-
formed. In every society, primitive or modern
there are sharp limits set to the way in which life
may be taken, and for a very obvious reason. The
practice of promiscuous and regular cannibalism as
would be the case with regular and promiscuous
homicide, would make group life impossible by
destroying one of its foundational conditions. The
qguestion thus pre-supposes an impossible situation.
It is equal to asking me how would | arrange the
affairs of a society for a hundred years hence, in
which women have already lost the capacity for
bearing babies. Long before cannibalism could be-
come a daily habit, society would be a dead fact.

* « *

The Evil of Intolerance

But | will not meet my friendly critic merely on
the ground of a faulty illustration. His obvious
challenge is to my statement that thc fact of an
opinion being wrong, or even, within limits,
dangerous, does not afford adequate ground for
denying it liberty of expression. There are few
opinions that are not wrong to some people, and
there are few that are not considered dangerous to
someone or to something. We are up against the
old question, “ Ought poisonous opinions to be
suppressed?” In the course of history that ques-
tion has been put many times, and when put by
those in power has frequently been answered in the
affirmative.  But just as frequently history has
shown that the decision was a wrong one. The only
exceptions are those where the conditions were
abnormal, and the exceptions could honestly deal
with a transient set of circumstances only. But the
wrongness of forcibly and continuously suppressing
opinion has been shown to be wrong not because the
opinions suppressed were admittedly non-poisonous,
but because the ill-consequences that arose from the
suppression of free-opinion were in the long run
greater than the benefits conferred.

Everything in this world has to be purchased with
a price, and not even liberality can be enjoyed with-
out payment. The position was well put by a Roman
Catholic to a Freethinker, “ | demand from you

liberty on your own principles and refuse it to you
on my own.”
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First Principles

I rest my position on the following considerations
which I will state as tersely as | can:—

(1) Human society is essentially a battleground
of opinion. Shall we do this or that? Shall we
adopt this policy or that ? Shall we retain or modify
or destroy this or that institution ? That is the form
in which almost every problem that comes up for
consideration faces the human group. But opinion
implies an opposite. An opinion that will not permit
an expression against it is not an opinion of any
social value. The argument that the opinion of A
is, in the judgment of B, wrong, begs the question.
B has the same objection to urge against A. One
cannot think of any important opinion that would
not have been crushed out had the belief, that it was
wrong, even in the judgment of the majority been held
to justify suppression.

(2) An opinion when established, to the extent to
which it modifies existing conditions, gives rise to
new needs and new possibilities, and, therefore,
creates new opinions concerning the necessity for the
revision of existing institutions and practices. ' It
may, and often does, lead to the revision or can-
cellation of the new steps that have been taken. The
demands of the individual upon society, and those
of society on the individual increase because of the
advance made, and in determining how far these
demands shall go the free expression of opinion is
indispensable.

(3 If there are no such things as natural
rights,” and | agree there are not (natural rights
died out with the growth of the conception of
evolution), then the suppression of opinion, merely
because it is believed to be wrong, is no more than
an expression of physical force. It exhibits the
social arena, not as the scene of the contest of con-
flicting opinions, beliefs and theories, but as a
theatre for the display of brute force. The sword is
made officially stronger than the pen. The
evolutionary order is inverted, and brawn lords it
over brain.

(4) If evolution be accepted then it must be ad-
mitted that progress is dependent upon variations
— biologically in structure, psychologically in the
varieties of opinion that are formed and expressed.
But the fruits of variation can only be suppressed
by rigorous and continuous elimination. Nature
does this by universal and continuous slaughter. The
breeder follows the same line in trying to give
stability to a desired form. The Christian Church
tried this method for centuries, and to some extent
still attempts it. The choice before society thus
becomes that of continuing at a set and a compara-
tively low level by the continuous suppression of
opinion, or by taking the expression of varied
opinions as a settled principle. The level maintained
by methods of suppression is bound to be relatively
low, because the human brain like every other organ
becomes more efficient with use and less efficient with
disuse.

* * *

Taking Risks

I have compressed into a very small space the
essential material for a volume, but what is lacking
in elaboration is, | hope to some extent, compensated
by definiteness of outline. I admit that long
continued and complete suppression of freedom of
expression, over a period that covers many, many
generations, may reduce human society to an ant-
like condition in which certain functions are dis-
charged with efficiency. Society may exist in such
circumstances, but in the human sense of the term
it will have ceased to live. Fortunately the develop-
ment of the essentially human qualities in the genus

>
homo makes such a state of things a ?ijtlcg\ljh%)k
possibility.  The quality of sympathy, 1 tle
else, calls a halt. But what could be trjo(]
direction of making society of one opinion
for centuries on a colossal scale—a much ar irci,
than is possible to-day— by the Christian jiaS
The actual result was failure, althoiig 1
left the ill-consequences of its control oU
millions of human beings. Ja of

I do not deny the dangers of free exPren(s i3
opinion, and its awkwardness for govern ~ Of
unquestionable.  The establishment of reClangers
opinion, real freedom of opinion, has its
and its inconveniences, but so has the 1 ~Qe
tion of freedom. I do not agree wi 2~/
who say that it is easy to govern a nal »
slaves. It is not. When Milton said tha e
vigilance is the price of liberty, he exprcss Of
of those truths that applies to the opp°s),
liberty just as decidedly. Eternal vigilance ™ rer
the price of slavery and tyranny. The siav a
has always to be on guard, 1he tyrant see

. . . The main
possible enemy in everyone around him. only
tenance of German Fascism is made possi  tation
by a vigilance, a sense of suspicion, an expec .
of enemies within the camp, that to a PrO
balanced brain and a developed human nature u
make life intolerable. Eternal vigilance is neces
only when a people are half-free, when large n
bers of the population are free only in the 5
that they exercise a freedom that has been gal
for them and which they fail to estimate a
proper value, or use in a proper manner. 5

I admit that the policy of freedom eXP,at
society to risks, but | do not know any policy ~
is free from risks. Life itself involves risk™> ~
the only way to avoid them is to be dead.
risks run in following a policy of suppress j
which in the end robs the social service of its ,g
intelligence are, in my judgment, less than the ri»
taken by a policy of suppression. Over and O
again this policy has been attempted, often
periods of success. But always in the end m
have come back to some form of freedom as the O
one in which humanity can grow. And a p°hc™ jn
freedom has this recommendation— it carries Wt
itself the remedy for its own mistakes. A P°
of suppression can only strive to perpetuate
mistakes— and its crimes.

Chapman Cohev

The Upshot of “Hamlet”

“ To bear all naked truths,
And to envisage circumstance, all calm,
That is the top of sovereignty.”— Keats.

It is curious that in the numerous volumes
have appeared,- and are constantly appearing, hav’
for their subject the works of Shakespeare, there
been so much triviality. Far too much prominel
has been given to the sources of the plots, to MU
trifling emendations of the text, to consideration5
historic surroundings, and to other small matters ™
ing with technique. But, in the vast majority
cases, the profound intellectuality with which Sho®
speare’s pages are pregnant has been ignored, or hd
in the background. .
In other words, form lias been unduly magn”~ea
while the mind which animates the form has
neglected. This peculiarity is manifest in a ne
book, The Meaning of Hamlet, by Levin L. Schii\
ing, translated by Graham Rawson. (Oxford Pte5’
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This is a translation from the German, bM'
fore so skilfully that it reads like an original
llifc work itself is singularly well-informed,
V¥ einscrutable reason the author does no s
fFﬂr:n*htion. nor does he draw the inevitable conclusion
own arguments.
ex8AHe, Herr Schucking sees quite clearly
Hamlet is full of ingrained scepticism, and that
‘ere's a very close association between the mind o
a%(eﬂéeare and the “ mind ” of “ Hamlet.” In-

goes so far as to declare emphatically that
&

_For

de play itself is “ the echo of happenings
1 jden the author’s soul to its very <ep is.
t'e crdic harps upon the well-worn iel . . 1

S%=x insurrection, as if that could be ie .
ce of Hamlet’s intellectual nielanch<t>1;G v
IS thinks that it was from old Michael ce :
lat Shakespeare learned intellectua
“though he had previously noticed that Shakespeare
legj, jpo helief in a future life, which is one o
~springs of religious belief.

This secularism is quite clearly brought out in
liamlet, for the ghost and its Materialism in the play
Is Just part of the fiction, and used by Shakespeare as
Iire stage machinery, just as he uses witches to
pShten the effect 'in Macbeth, and fairies to
lighten the Midsummer Night's Dream. The
toRhost ” Tamts and plays his part upon the stage, but

C Itwhlmself the rest is silence,” and

bourne from which no traveller re-

tilths.: [ .
Sdq Man is no fallen angel, but the “ quintes-
k,~ c¢Ust¥ and the “ paragon of animals.” Ham-

ti 'S the most intellectual of all the numerous crea-
Shakespeare’s wonderful mind. If he put
~ ScePtical thoughts into his month, does it not
PPiy that gych thoughts were natural io such a type
f Ulan ?
ar‘H1 SN malters Shakespeare held the scales firmly
\&ai,eVenly' ™ course, the dramatist couldn’t help re-
tail hi'nself in his writings. We learn, most cer-
Tlis ? ' something authentic of his liken and dislikes,
hj 'utellectuality, his patriotism. His art tells us of
lis 7 .1 passion for justice, his hatred of tyranny, and
Je ’'mug for “ the golden mean.” In no sense was
, a Mgot. With equal interest and equal ease he
lud ryS ~Mmnlet's philosophizing, Wolsey’s piety,
d balstaff's blasphemy. In his great tragedies he
Jut * with the very deepest issues of life and conduct,
§ le never points to the Christian C-'Oss as a solu-
1 In an age when religious wars and schisms were
pr Rising Europe, and in this England of ours the
i 7 estant Religion was engaged in a I>fe and death
& . w’'ib Roman Catholicism, it is really remark-
pi e Ibat Shakespeare himself turned his back on the
~’'Pstian Religion. Not, observe, from hostility, for
" as too free from prejudice for that. It was from
L knowledge that, as a philosophy of life, it was
Q Unless, and threw no useful light ove" the abysses
g luman thought, and over the awful tides of human
v-cunistance. On these important questions his own
I c'vs were neither Catholic nor Protestant, but Secu-
Istic. That is why three centuries afeer his death,
s|. eUthe Christian Religion is in the melting-pot, men
i’ turn to his pages for guidance on those mo-
» Ltous questions which arise in ever/ thoughtful
re’’S mind.
a """ akespeare lived, it is well to recall, at a time when
Padded buffoon like James the Firs* might claim
Iv’ie right without being laughed at. He wrote in
IMs when men were racked, imprisoned, and even
Ordered for their want of orthodoxy. He lived in
'l-s when Democracy in its modern sense was as un-
,F°Wn as the aeroplane, the motor-car, or the submar-
Ine, Shakespeare's complete detachment from the
"’Suinary theological turmoil of the spacious days
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in which he played and wrote ought, in themselves,
to inform us of his indifference, not only to Christ-
ianity, but to all forms of religion.-

Sidney Lee, to whose untiring industry in Shake-
spearean scholarship we all owe so much, has pointed
out that the master-dramatist often states both sides
of a question by various utterances placed in the
mouths of the various characters. It was this extra-
ordinary power of detachment that caused John Ruskin
to say that Shakespeare was not only unknowable, but
inconceivable. Shakespeare was no fanatic. He had
opinions, but in him the artist was always stronger
than the propagandist.

Once, Shakespeare’s face flushed, and he almost lost
his discretion. In the Merchant of Venice, he was
most unusually outspoken. When Jewish people
were treated like mad dogs, and were hounded in all
the ghettos of Europe, it wanted some courage to
make Shylock say before a popular Christian audi-
ence :—

If a Jew wrong a Christian, wliat is his humility?
—revenge. If a Christian wrong a Jew, what should
his sufferance be by Christian example >—why re-
venge. The villainy you teach me | will execute;
and it shall go hard, but I will better the instruction.

Note also the humanistic thoughts put in the mouth
of Portia, one of his tenderest and most delightful
creations. When the Christian world was a cock-pit
of religious fanaticism, and heresy punishable with
torture and death, Shakespeare pleads for mercy. It
was a splendid gesture. Shakespeare’s magnificent
genius is like a pure, white flame, which seen amid
the bigotry and blood of Elizabethan days, is a beacon
to those whose lives are consecrated to truth and
liberty. Shakespeare was a great liberator, first and
foremost, because be was a great Freethinker. The
very thought should make 1is all proud.

Mimnermus.

Hell with the Lid Off

The writer has before him (Oh Shade of Daniel), a
specimen of squalid and illiterate bilge in the form of
a tract (published by John Ritchie, Ltd., Kilmarnock,
at 6d. per 100; 5s. per 1,000) bearing the title Do Men
Exist for Ever? This gross insult to the intelligence
of Puir Auld Scotland is worth quoting as affording
proof of the fact that there are still well-to-do Scottish
Christians who subsidize the production and distribu-
tion of terroristic threats designed to add to the num-
ber of recruits to the Banner of Clericalism.

in answer to the question—Do Men Exist for Ever?
the writer pens this: “ God says—Yes. Where?
Either in the Eternal Glory with Christ and his
redeemed people or in the “ Lake of Fire,” with the
devil and his legions. Of course, men of learning
and of science say—No. But the question is—Are we
to Ixflieve God or men? Who is best informed on the
subject? God, the infinite eternal God; or Man, the
finite creature of a day? There can be but one
answer, and that is—God. And God has told us that
he knows about the matter. He has caused it to be
written in his inspired and eternal word, where men
will exist for ever.

“There are two destinies prepared for men—only
two. A heaven of holiness and happiness, a hell of
sin and woe. To either of these places men go im-
mediately after death. Some to be with Christ,
which is "far better” than the highest bliss that can
be known on earth. Immediately the ransomed
spirit leaves the body it is at home with the Lord.

“ Others immediately after death are found in
hell. Their own plan, for which sin and Christ-re-
jection had fully prepared them.
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“ Banished from God and Heaven, yet destined to
exist for ever in conscious misery. Doomed to the
second death, yet existing in it. Reader, let me ask,
to which of these eternal destinies are you passing
onward? To one or the other you are being carried,
whether you own it, think of it, or deny it; you can-
not hinder it. You must exist for ever : you cannot
annihilate yourself if you would. Death will then re-
fuse to end your sorrows : when men seek it, it will
flee from them. And must all this last for ever?
Will no coming age bring with it another chance to
those who in their folly despised God’s grace in gospel
days? The Son of God who came to live and love
says—NO. Listen to his word. “ He that believeth
not the Son shall not see life. These shall go away
into everlasting punishment.”  These are stern
realities; the true sayings of God. Reader, ask your-
self personally and now—" Where shall | spend
Eternity?”

Despite its fundamentalists crudity (the author of
it can probably polish off a dozen of the same sort of
thing before breakfast) it must be recognized that this
tract does not, like so many modernistic sermons,
beat about the bush or try to tone down the fate of
the unbeliever. It winds up with the question (the
implication of which is clearly untenable) : “ Where
shall I spend Eternity?” How can anybody spend

Eternity? You may spend time; but eternity is un-
spendable. “ Spending Eternity ” is a contradiction
in terms.

111 the Christian Scheme of Redemption, God, of
course, is a Law unto himself : it is open to him to
violate all ideas of justice, which are not accordant
with the Divine will and Divine dogmatism. But how
do we regard the repudiation of the highest forms of
jurisprudence evolved in human experience even when
that repudiation is the act of an alleged supreme being
who changes not ? Assuming the existence of a super-
natural ruler, he certainly has not moved with the
times. And it is by the principles of Justice so far as
established by the best human thought that men in
practice govern themselves, whatever else they may
profess to believe in. Thus, in human affairs indi-
vidual and communal—it is the Secular Law that is
the practically effective Law, not the Law laid down
by some supernatural law-giver whose existence has
never been proved.

Such a tract is another manifestation of the encour-
agement religion gives to mental indolence. The
issues of life and death are to the ignorant religionist
so very, very simple! He conveniently closes bis
eyes to the erosive effects of the swelling tide of know-
ledge upon the domain of Faith. The wealthy
Christian has no desire to see any increase of know-
ledge or of intellectual activity in the masses. On the
contrary! And if, by the pressure of Freethought,
we are obliged to give the children of the “ lower
orders” schooling up to the age of 14, let us see to it
that all the instruction they get is subject to, and
without prejudice to, implicit and believing accept-
ance of the authority of the Almighty Dictator.

It is therefore intellectual freedom that is the bug-
bear of rich religionists and the Hope of the
masses. So long as the rich can dig the
channels through which they want the thoughts of the
common people to run, well and good. The founda-
tions of security for the favoured minority are men-
aped when independent and original minds dig
channels for themselves.

Meanwhile the religious robbers of the ages and
their heirs are afforded a double protection : they
shelter behind the comfortable doctrine that their
present position is assured by the service and sacrifice
of the workers; and their future position— after the
jwesent life—by the service and sacrifice of Jesus
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SPUREariols stiTPrifidenCo is in the unn'>%hteous system
unblemished -m1 & 1le> keeP their own skins

And their unscarred.
e e

siphme succulLr”. are Hever very far
e -d at the feet o
N

haps, after £1 & '* that move the Joss-

Wooden HorseJ i | TMlt%ht}/ Dictator is but.a
modern Troin,, / V C< WIth clen’cs set in the midst of

of dictating; butghynseFAiA&s BAEN UV tdRd® by’

the leaders of a militant ecclesiasticism

And tlie poor, deluded, impoverished believers
their necks to the yoke, and render homage to tmir
so-called “ Betters ” !

Not but that we come across occasional instant5
of the remorseful sweater, who strives to allay hi«
mental discomfort by paving back what he stole fio®
his fellows. O. Henry puts such cases cogently h)
the mouth of Jeff Peters in “ The Gentle Grafter.

“ When a man swindles the public out of a certain
amount he begins to get scared and wants to_retum
pait of it. And if you'll watch close and notice t'e
way his charity runs you’ll see that he tries to restom
it to the same people he got it from. As a hydrosta
rical case take, let’s say A. A made his millions sell-
ing oil to poor students who sit up nights studying
political economy and methods for regulating tiIC
trusts. So back to the universities and colleges 8°
his conscience dollars.

Jhere s B got his from the common labottrur-
man that works with his hands and tools. How’s he
to get some of the remorse fund back into their over-
alls ?

“ ‘Alia,” says B, I'll do it in the name of eduejj
tion. I've skinned the labouring man, says
himself, ‘ but according to the old proverb

covers a multitude of skins.’

“ So he puts up eighty million dollars’ worEh
libraries; and the boys with the dinner pail that bl
'em gets the benefit. >

“ “Where's the Books?’ asks the reading P1151’\

“ 1 dinna ken,” says B, ‘ T offered ye libraries
there they are. 1 suppose if I'd given ye prefer”™
steel trust stock instead, ye'd have wanted the w*
in it to set out in cut-glass decanters. Hoot for ye s

The regulated working-man is bribed with libra' ’
recreation grounds, billiard-rooms and concert na
and for all of these he has himself paid the price i"a".
times over !

And on the top of all, these Holy Joes and H°
Willies have the effrontery and insolence to cmil
upon him bushels of these illiterate compos't'O™
showing him his future abode with the lid off P ~
doesn’t subscribe to the Scheme of Redemption! '
us show the supremacy of mind and replace the I'd-

IgnotuS

Tlie influence of the ecclesiastics in Spain 1M \%
traced back to the age of the Visigoths, when they ¢
trolled the affairs of the State in the great natio’j™
councils of Toledo. This influence was maintained
the extraordinary position of the nation after the ,
quest. The holy warfare in which it was ernbar y
seemed to require the co-operation of the clergy to P
pitiate Heaven in its behalf, to interpret its myster'
omens, and to move all the machinery of miracles,
which the imagination is so powerfully affected ina = .
and superstitious age. They even condescended, in 11j
tation of their patron saint, to mingle in the ranks, s'll’
with the crucifix in their hands, to lead the soldiers
to battle. Examples of these militant prelates arc to
found in Spain so late as the sixteenth century.

Prescott, ‘'History of Ferdinand and Isabella’
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freethinkers and the Historicity
of Jesns

Nthe eighteenth century, we are told, Deism was
"nidi affected by thinkers both sacred and profane;
alk of course, the gospel story correspondingly dis-
counted. To-day we find numbers of profane
«inkers—yea, even Rationalists yclept—unreservedly
feting 'both Deism and Theism, but clinging un-
lindy to a phantom Personality which they appear to
'e able to descry through the mists of the gospe
°ry. How can these things be? In the first place,
must allow that the majority of the Deists— being
u"itarians in fact, though not in name—never per-
"tted themselves to doubt the validity of that story
Alits human side. They believed it to be a true bio-
Ejaphy—though disfigured by accretions of supersti-
°n>myth, and miracle—of a great-souled plulan-
Ir°Pist and moralist who “ went about doing good,
the minority who suspected or perceived the alleg-
Alcal and tendentious character of the literature, few
indeed would care to risk the consequences of publish-
"Jt their views. Secondly, we may surmise that the
'Renting Rationalists—to whom we shall hereinaftei
1 ras the Dissidents—while still adhering to certain
""Pressions they derive from the gospels, nevertlie-
css jettison a far larger share of their contents than
(1 the Deists. When these adjustments are made,
c’ntrast—at first sight suggestive of reaction— be-
NS so much modified as to point rather to slow pro-
than to reaction. The Deists have Evpmerized
1Gir gospels; the Dissidents have, in addition, Eve-
"lerized the Deity; but continue to see in gospels-
°rn (as they' vainly suppose) of all myth and miracle
veritable portrait of the posset-superman into
"'mm the Deitv has been rationalized.
r>e orthodox rely on the following five “ wit-
(G, p 7 if we may so call them : (i) profane writers
rj .10 Epistles (3) the Gospels; and the two favourite
i [lcai gambits : (4) “ a religion like ours must have
y. a Founder ” (5) “ Why accept the evidence for
" aP(eon, and reject that for Jesus?”
, Yat “ witnesses ” the Dissidents rely upon we do
know; but can, we think, make a shrewd guess,
tn® "Nr- Archibald Robertson— certainly quoted a
¢’ trom the gospels in support of his views. We
0 n°t, of course, apply the principle ex into disce
itj"'les; but we are frankly unable to conceive that,
/ f Nationalists of any calibre, the witnesses (1), (2),
1 ' (5), could survive the battery of critics brought to
j)ai npon them by experts like Edwin Johnson,
Jmvs, w j5 Smith, J. M. Robertson, the Dutch
p 10°?, I'hos. Whitaker and J. Gordon Rylands. We
(Irrefore feel justified in our provisional assumption
lat the Dissidents found— mainly at any rate—on the
€ e 'emaining source, viz., the Gospels; and shall
"tc°rdingly, after quoting briefly fiom the experts on
ach of the other lines of evidence, restrict our further
""»icuts to the Gospels.
It) The famous passages from Josephus, Tacitus
. Suetonius. ‘‘ For our part we can only regard
jb' attempt to prove the existence of an historical
As'"s by these supposed profane witnesses is a sign of
P'effectual unscrupulousness or lamentable super-
Il'ality.” (Drews, Witness to the Historicity of
esits, p. 60).
1 'a) The supposed references to the person of Jesus
plthe Pauline Epistles. “ The frantic efforts of theo-
pjgiaus to discover the historical Jesus in the Pauline
1 Pisles merely show, if they show anything, the im-
"nihility of quoting Paul as a witness (Td., p. 102).
,.U) Christianity must have had a Founder. “ A
'v*ne . . . founder is craved; history, like science,
"lay roughly be said to begin when that craving . . .
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has been discredited . . , by the later arising instinct
of exact observation.” (J. M. Robertson, Short His-
tory of Christianity, 3rd edition, p. 1).

(5) “ Why accept the evidence for Napoleon and
reject that for Jesus?” “ That such arguments rely
upon the thoughtlessness of the majority of people to
have any effect, throws equal light upon the general
intelligence, and on the frame of mind of men who
can make use of such arguments ” (Drew’s, Id. p.
48).__

Finally, on the conclusion of an exhaustive exam-
ination of all the alleged extra-gospel evidence as
above, we have the following emphatic declaration
from Prof. Drews : “ There is no other source of the
belief in an historical Jesus hut the gospels (Id. p.
122).

(3 The Gospels. We have now briefly to con-
sider the claims of these ancient documents, as testi-
fying to the birth, life, and death of a remarkable
man called Jesus. Millions of inexpert persons have
preceded us in this intellectual adventure. Drawing
unsound inferences from inaccurate data, they have
divided the Christian Fellowship into a multitude of
contending sects. If our inferences are to be sound,
we must perforce rely upon one or more experts (pre-
ferably of our own careful selection) “ to put us
wise ” over such questions as the age, authorship,
authenticity, type of literature, peculiarities of
language, etc., of these documents What are the
characteristics of a good expert? Adequate learning,
good judgment, scrupulous accuracy and honesty,
judicial serenity, and freedom from economic and re-
ligious or anti-religious bias. The last-named quali-
fication summarily excludes the great majority of
theological or clerical candidates for the office. They
may try to be fair, but they cannot he disinterested.
It would also, we think, exclude perhaps the great
secular scholar and critic who would probably be the
first choice of most of us— Mr. J. M. Robertson—were
it not for the fact that his bias, by his own admission,
was (when he began his enquiry into the subject)
definitely “ on the side of the angels,” i.e., in favour
of an historical Jesus i

Let us suppose, then, that we who are not experts
have taken the very unusual course of refraining from
making fools of ourselves by drawing unsound and
unscientific inferences from inadmissible data, and
have selected experts on the principles we have tenta-
tively formulated above. We believe that their report
will run somewhat as follows : “ The Gospels in their
present form are compilations, much interpolated,
from older and simpler documents. The authorship
of any of them, or of any part (omitting verifiable
guotations) of them, is quite unknown. They were
for the most part written, edited, revised and rc-
edited, during the Second Century a.d. They neither
are, nor purport to be, of the same nature as secular
biography or history. They belong to. that class of
literature which tends to acquire the label ‘ sacred,’
because its main preoccupation is with gods rather
than men.”

On the strength of this report, we may now usefully
proceed to examine the gospels for ourselves. What
is our first impression? We arc supposed to be read-
ing the biography of the greatest and most notable
man who ever trod this earth; yet we look in vain for
any recognizable human figure. Where was he born,
what was his upbringing, what was his physical ap-
pearance, his manner of speech, what are the personal
and individual traits by which alone we can recognize
or identify a friend or a hero; where did he travel, and
when and where did he die?

Such answers as are given in the gospels to these
elementary enquiries are on a plane of myth and mir-
acle which surely will ‘‘cut no ice” for us, or even for
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our Dissident Rationalist friends. Most of the ques-
tions are quite unanswered. Never surely, in the whole
course of literature, was a hero so poorly served by his
biographers. Neither “ head nor tail ” can be as-
signed to the itinerary. The words put into the
hero’s mouth are taken from current ethical sources.

Bearing in mind the above impressions, we have in
conclusion, to ask ourselves the question : “ Is this
the biography of a man of flesh and blood like unto
our own who— after his tragic death—was mytholo-
gized (like so many more before him) into a God; or is
it, on the other hand, the story of a God who has sub-
sequently been Evémerized into a man?’’ Surely the
Gospels themselves supply the answer. The history
they relate is that of a God, “ who for our sins be-
came man,”” etc. Can any Rationalists accept this
miracle?  Yet when we find some of our brother
Rationalists contriving to extract this phantom (the
man Jesus) from the pious pie of myth, miracle, trans-
cribed mystery-play, borrowed ethical aphorisms, ten-
dentious dialogue, fictional narrative, sheer allegorical
gnosticism, and devotional “ sob-stuff ”—which we
label “ The Gospels ”—what epithet can we apply to
the phenomenon except “ miraculous ” ? From the
learned, judicial, and exhaustive treatise of Prof.
Drews, we quote this final declaration (Id. p. 29) :
“ There is not a single passage in the gospels they
(the orthodox) can show to be historical.”

G. Todhunter.

Thomas Paine : An Investigation

[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 605)

T ry him by his relation to non-political ideas, and the
limitations become clear. He thought freely and
freshly on law, history, and language, but what was
his cosmogony, what his religion? When Mr.
Stephen wishes to discredit Buckle, he asserts that the
latter evaded the theological problems of his day; in-
sisting that this proves intellectual restriction. Of
Buckle the statement is simply not true : of Burke it
is true. He contrived to set aside, by his sheer force
of prejudice, all the religious questionings of his time,
and to rest in the exulting, blatant orthodoxy of the
rural Tories of his and our day. And his science? |
cannot recall a trace of proof that he gained anything
seminal from the scientific movement of his age: on
that side lie was at bottom non-receptive.  What
Paine could see in regard to traditional faith by
“ rough common-sense,” Burke could not see with
all his endowment; where Paine was natively alive to
the great problem of the physical universe, Burke was
wrapped in a husk of literature, book-culture, and
every-day human association.

Consider in particular, however, the attitude of the
two men towards the French Revolution, the issue on
which they can best be weighed against each other in
respect of breadth and sanity of mind, as distinguished
from brilliance of rhetoric. It is presumably in this
connexion, indeed, that Mr. Stephen draws his com-
parison of the two men; since he does not refer to
Burke’'s bigotry, and appears to know nothing of
Paine save as a writer on politics, and against the
Bible. It is like Mr. Stephen to say that the Reflec-
tions are pitched on an intellectual plane “ altogether
superior ” to that represented by the Rights of Man,
but the proposition, like so many others of
his, will not bear examination. Burke, after a life-
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success iusf d ostime, suddenly attained a popular

finencelntn Z T tlhe -comparable: elo-
lishman at th O |, sentlments of t]ie average Img-

wort byth1d,i V«Uti°® Crisis T° say *1'’
middleclass ,,.j,,a T * cal«ht ,le ujper-cta» mi
ing rearfin,, * f1K Pr°duced a general and endur-

tively hieh n7 acc—ssed to intellects of a compara-
reasonincr n 'Ce,~ <:ds Is only a sample of that un-

credited criticism” 0~ BUrke Which haS solollg' f-'
tests it is phi,, H,\ ° anyone who will apply fair
not in the t' f* 116 elevatl™n lies in the style and

W sentfment .St -dWkich is a™a- merely typical
association and - by an uncommon range of
suredlyagreatf i S o to dignify it was as-

{ifidigy Pretend that $h,T . U dHMadmiie Ligfeat
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sound are slialln 1 ouncH iginal, while the un-
w Witb tﬂe é/haﬁ'l’o%vness oP eorge %ﬂe

Ahiigl—will nay survive imgedirtiel comparfivg,\gpcllns

cisin, much less arbitrary treatment such as he ac the

to Paine; and he indicates his apprehension in

fashion with which we are now so familiar

Paine fully believed, or appeared to believe |n_ the
speedy advent of the millennium. HIS vanity, it is
true, was interested in the assumption. The i’
can Revolution, he thought, had brought aa°u jcan
grand explosion, and the foundation of the dine ~
Constitution had given the first example of a
ment. founded on purely reasonable principles.
the pamphlet Common Sense had led to the ReV .jj
tion, and therefore Paine had fired the match w
blew into ruin the whole existing structure of ~
tional despotism. Still the belief was probably ~
the less genuine, though thus associated with an ~
cessive estimate of personal merits, and Paine < j
times eloguent in expressing the anticipations
universal peace and fraternity destined to
speedy disappointment.  His retort upon Bur
sentimentalism about chivalry and Marie Antoin
is not without dignity. ... A degraded rcPrsc' /-
tive of the popular sympathies, Paine yet fee's
the people, instead of treating their outcry as.
(sic) much puling jargon. And therefore he gl ,
utterance to sentiments not to be entirely queue
by Burke's philosophy ” (ii. 263-4).

Like nearly every passage of Mr. Stephen’'sthat’
have had under notice, the foregoing would suffice
itself to convict him of a singular incapacity j
equity. Assuming that he had made good Ids PQl
as to Paine’s vanity, which again is worded with
tile animus, what becomes of the insinuation of hiSI
cerity? Either Paine believed, as he was wed ca
titled to do, that his Common Sense had been a n'a
influence in precipitating the Revolution, or he di'l

L that

not. If not, there was no vanity; yet even m
case he might surely be perfectly sincere in the boi™
at which Mr. Stephen sneers. We know he I°$®
later; but we (nous autres, that is, excluding -~
Stephen) know him to have been full of it before
collapse in France. But if, as Mr. Stephen is sad.t
fied, Paine vaingloriously believed he had broug
about a beneficient revolution in America, where
there any pretext for hinting at insincerity in
words as to the movement of things in Europe? * *~
belief,” our acute historian finally decides,
“ probably not the less genuine though thus assoc ©
ated ” with personal vanity; this just after point—)
out that the vanity was “ interested in ” that very ~
lief. As who should say, Cromwell was proba >

not the less ” sincere in believing God was with
after he had won Dunbar. One would be inclined
say that explicit absurdity was Mr. Stephen’s stF
point, were there not so many reminders that lie
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tevvorse than absurd. The deduction as to
Probable sincerity, despite vanity, iu a i pe_
Unshed on vanity, is worthy to be treasured”
Y(e that other that an argument  -osc. jor_
m b«ag smothered” ; but we are not a Question in
dissatisfaction in amusement. from
T nd is «re validity of Paine’s will
«e point of view of right reason. Mr. btep-
y that Burke’s defence of “ prescription ” will
or that his attitude towards the
"Tas «rat of one who rightly appreciated the cas
floes not like to defend the treatment of the boa
o> of a wretched people as “ too much Pul“lg
«ou.” He feels that Paine has “ even some adjMrt
fs in point of argument,” is not always itl
fl'snity,” and utters sentiments  not to be entirely
" quenched by Burke's philosophy.” Partially
Wenched they may perhaps be (that is for the readei
ascertain), but not entirely. Is Burke's philo-
W'y’ then, after all, left in possession of the fieldj
the contrary, the conclusion of Mr. Stephens
lapter, after all this unspeakable see-sawing, is that
Price's political philosophy is a uere wreck on the
oi time! But before this w s
»ho hail the right end of the Stic
'd_gs-é:ribed as “ degraded,” as appealing P
‘0,ls, as a meagre intelligence, as excessively vain;
ist™g 7adure to reach finality of piolitical science
%ai.llir Le alleged with contempt before the other’s
'u coiild be admitted with reluctance and respect.
Fa- llla! comparison of Mr. Stephen’s dismissals of
ex Cand fhirke respectively will serve to close an
is' nination of which, in that connexion, the reader
» Huhaps already weary. It is after he has given a
wjorative ” account of tlie drift of the Rights of
that the critic thus pronounces judgment:
. The doctrines thus vigorously laid down [by Paine
M politics] have become tolerably threadbare, and

* «

ular

every scribbler can expose their fallacy " (ii. 263).

ni, 16 ssad doctrines included, even on Mr. Stephen’s
il (MIIE’ fbe proposition that the hereditary principle
N .'"°vernineiit is an absurdity; that morality consists
jj* juy in doing as we would be done by, and not, as
a e insisted, in reverently regarding all constituted
ti, 10riti™ in their order; that the British Constitu-
s 1l'yas predisposed to corruption; and that the repre
t,lative system “ meets the reason of man”—
aees which some of ns are fain to maintain still,
\T’nst even Mr. Stephen and *“ every scribbler.”
, ~ r- Stephen himself concedes, with his inalien-
fh?.'e..grace °f modification, that Paine spoke “ pretty
fllci)ly ” when he said that “ a body of men holding
| ethselves accountable to nobody ought to be trusted
7 nobody.” But one hastens from such details to a
jj'Tetnplation of the historian’s final judgment on
"Hrke, which presents a consummation of dead-lock
N, antithetic allegation not easily to be paralleled in
T'Heal literature :—

Burke’s'’ magnificent imagination and true philo-
Sophical insight led him more nearly than any of his
contemporaries, and even than any of his succes-
s°rs in English political life, to a genuine historical
theory.  Unluckily his hatred of unsound meta-
physical doctrine induced him to adopt a view which
seerns often to amount to a denial of the possibility
°f basing any general principles upon experience.
Pike the cruder empiricists, he admires the “ rule of
thumb” as the ultimate rule, and conservates mere
Prejudice under the name of prescription. Godwin’s
title, “ Political Justice,” indicates the weak side of
his great opponent. Burke had not solved the prob-
lem of reconciling expediency with morality, though

ehe indicated the road to a solution ” (ii. 280).

p N*at is to say, his true philosophical insight led
""rice nearer the truth than any man of his time, or
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any English politician since; and at the same time his
hatred of bad philosophy made him such a bad philo-
sopher that he landed in the philosophy of the
“ cruder empiricists,” videlicet, the rule of thumb.
And yet, after all, though he attained no solution of
his problem, he “indicated the road to a solution.”
And the solution—which no English politician has
yet hit on— ? In the very act of coming to a fair
conclusion on Burke, Mr. Stephen must needs drown
decision in contradiction and leave the reader facing
blank frustration. .It were superfluous to deduce at
length the net value of the correlative judgment on
Paine; and in any case the task has become too mon-
otonous to be supportable. One grows weary of this
suicidal process of vacillating commentary and inco-
herent prejudice parading as analytical criticism.
Turning from counsel darkened to the stage of dark-
ness visible, let the reader attempt fairly to measure
Paine by his relation to his age on the main grounds
of universal mental activity. There are some further
materials for such a judgment, of the existence of
which Mr. Stephen does not appear to be aware.

John M. Robertson.
(To be continued)

Acid Drops

According to the British United Press, a school teacher
and a Mohammedan priest have been sentenced to death
at Darzhansky, in the Kirghiz Republic of the Soviet
Union, “ because they frightened children with tales of
demons and ghosts.” Capital punishment may seem
drastic to mete out to the foul seducers of infant minds,
who in the name of religion poison many more lives than
do the traffickers in chemical “ dope,’1but there is little
doubt that the day will come when it will be accounted
a serious offence to propagate superstitions under what-
ever names they may be known, by instilling them into
the minds of helpless children.

Commissioner Hay of the Salvation Army, speaking in
Australia the other day, prophesied that “Catholicism
will one day be the dominant religion ” there. And as he
was opposed to Communism, he added, “ We do
not want a change that will take down God and Christ
and the Virgin Mary.” Members of the Salvation Army
have not always been enthusiastic about Roman Catholic-
ism ; but when it comes to Communism they would vote
for almost any religion against it. Any belief, even an
idolatrous one, is better than a godless Communism. All
the same the “ godless ” state need not necessarily be
Communistic. It can quite conceivably be Secularistic
and Freethought. And Australia is far more likely to be
that than it is to be Catholic.

Do unbaptized babies go to Hell or not is a question
which has been puzzling a Roman Catholic very much.
The answer given by a priest in a Catholic paper is that
they do—or at least that “ they never enjoy tlie Beatific
Vision,” which amounts to the same thing. The proof
is that “ Our Lord ” said that “ unless a man be born of
water and of the Holy Ghost he cannot enter the Kingdom
of Heaven,” and all Christian theologians are almost
unanimous in agreeing with their deity. Unbaptized in-
fants who die, die with “ original sin still on their
souls,” so we now hope that our puzzled Catholic
enquirer is satisfied. If he still has little tiny
doubts about the question let us whisper in his ear that
there really “ain’t such a place as Hell”—or Heaven for
that Matter—and that all we know about people who die
is that they die and that is all. The fear of tlell is part
of the Church’s grand assets.

Reported to be “ the most favoured candidate for the
Presidency of the United States in the event of Mr. Roose-
velt not standing,” Mr. George li. Earle, Governor of
Pennysylvania, submits that *“ American democracy



616

would be safe so long as three fundamental principles
were observed. They were the maintenance of a belief
in God, the sanctity of the ballot, and the freedom of the
Press and of speech.” But which of all the numerous
American “ Gods ” does Mr. Earle advocate? Their pro-
duction has become frequent and large enough to con-
stitute a busy export trade.

“ Some time ago,” said Garry Allikhan, the other day,
in the Evening Standard : “ | wrote that a thriller was to
be broadcast in the Sunday programme (of the B.B.C.).
It is not. Second thoughts have prevailed. . . . After
the news leaked out the Director of Broadcast Religion,
the Rev. F. A. Iremonger, was approached by certain
people, who considered it sacrilegious to broadcast that
type of play on a Sunday. It was due to Mr. Iremon-
ger’s representations that the Drama Director—changed
his plans. Hitler Iremonger and Musso Reith are ex-
traordinary figures to meet with in the “ land of the
free!” Can we hope that the forthcoming ‘‘ Get fit”
campaign will develop a firm and straight backbone
among listeners?

State Church and Free Church are combining to make
1938 a “ Bible Year.” A committee lias been formed
under the Bishop of Manchester, and its Secretary, Rev.
F. S. Cragg, states that “ newspapers, B.B.C., and other
educational (!) authorities will be enlisted to urge Britain
to become a nation of Bible-readcrs again.” (What justi-
fication has he for using the word " again” ? Britain’s
glory is all due to the holy book, according to Mr. Cragg,
and the committee believes that “ Back to the Bible ”
slogan will save Britain from troubles that agitate Europe
and cause wars. The Committee of Imperial Defence
is obviously the Bible Committee’s first “canvas,” though
it is possible that the former would only refer the matter
“ to the marines.”

Sir George Middleton is First Estates Commissioner
and Chairman of the Finance and Estates, Investments
and Tithes Committees of Queen Anne’s Bounty. Sir
George has written a pamphlet published by the Church
Assembly, "explaining” the allocation of certain of the
Church’s “ considerable funds,”—to quote his own words.
“ They are mostly trust funds, in no way available for
‘ fancy’ schemes,” he writes: “ They are required for
purposes inseparable from the very existence of the
Church as at present constituted.” A special correspon-
dent of the Daily Telegraph begins a review of the pam-
phlet with these words : “ The misconception that the
Church lias at its free disposal vast funds for any good
PURrosE (our emphasis) is corrected by Sir George
Middleton.” The cure of souls is the Church’s work and,
although salvation is without money and without price,
those who do the dispensing have had an “ augmenta-
tion ” of over two and a half millions a year.

Once again the Lord has moved in a mysterious way.
Once again the awful mystery of his religion has been
shown to the World. A pilgrim train in Germany on its
way to Kevelaer to see “ the miracle figure of the Blessed
Virgin ” jumped the track at 40 m.p.b., with the result
that the engine and a number of coaches were overturned.
Thirteen of the pilgrims were killed, as well as the
driver, and thirty-seven injured. All good Catholics
could have understood the accident had the train con-
veyed unbelievers to a Freethought Conference; but how
can it be explained when the victims were such fervent
and pious believers that they were ready to believe any-
thing whatever even without proof? Great indeed is the
mystery of God’s unfathomable ways.

In his sermon, delivered specially for the British As-
sociation, Fr. Gill included Darwin as a believer in a
“Creator.” It need hardly be said to any well-informed
person that Darwin took his stand upon Agnosticism—
though there seem little difference between his Agnostic-
ism and Atheism. Darwin had some vague Theistic be-
lief when he wrote The Origin of Species; but he shed it
all by the time he wrote The Descent of Man—and Fr.
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Gill knew this perfectly well. A goodly number of
Scientists during the Victorian age also declared thoir
belief in some vague Theism; and there may be some who
do & even now. The great majority these days ar™®
however, very far removed from the crude credulity and
superstition of Catholicism; and even those who may
ailirm belief in some sort of a Deity—mathematical” or
otherwise—would protest in the strongest terms at being
associated in any way with beliefs such as those of Fr.

Gill.

i he Strcatham Neies reports a Sermon—or was d il
Revelation—delivered to the local Spiritual Church by J n
If. Edwards, in which is offered a solution to one of t'0
many difficulties involved in orthodox theories about
Prayers to Omnipotent Benevolent Deity. Mr. Ed"ar<”
apparently pities the One poor solitary God having 4
listen to all the prayers of all the universes. Accor
infffy, the helpful Spiritualist leader “ very much doubts
that God Himself hears all our prayers directly.” lle

thinks :(—

God has delegated certain of his functions to other
ethereal beings who have evolved in process of time
a lesser royalty. They, in turn, delegate their duties.

It reminds us of the American Episcopalian who sent
his card at Lambeth Palace, expecting he would get »«
interview with the “ boss.” One of the Chaplains can'L
out to the ante-room and declared indignantly : “ YoU
cannot possibly see the Archbishop.”  The visitor re-
torted : “What! Is he as small as that?” But we must
remind our Spiritual Modernists that if God doesn’t ~
our prayers, it is difficult to see the utility in prayingJ®
111m. God only knows how He can answer them if IIC
docs not hear them.

Fifty Years Ago

To argue with a Liberal Christian is much like Pul'CY)lit
a feather pillow. He gives way before every attack) ~
always bulges out in another place. If the scheine
Christianity is impugned, he appeals to its bene
history. Expose the criminality of its history, an‘.
repudiates the Christianity of all who lived before 1 ~
self, and refers to the beneficence of its teachings- *
that the Liberal Christian ever thinks of following
teachings of Christ. To give to every one that as”s,fof
take no thought for the morrow, or to lend hoping j
nothing again, is about the last thing the
Christian would think of doing. He tells you that bc
terprets the Gospel in accordance with the laws of Pn .
cal economy. He pretends to believe the Bible, but rea
only gives a modified assent to certain portions

Ask him squarely in private conversation, does he bel'c®
in Samson’s slaying a thousand with the jaw-bone ot
ass, or in the story of Elisha and the slie-bears,

will probably resent the supposition that he can be 70
silly. Push him further with the question, does he f€al'’x
believe that God was born of a virgin in Palestine, or

he wrought miracles and was tempted by a per®
devil, or that he was crucified in order to save us .
eternal damnation, and he will gravely assure you tling
such statements by no means represent his belief- jiC
truth is, Christianity itself having become incredible
Liberal Christian adopts a mongrel mixture of 1
science and old supernaturalism, and covers up the la

as far as possible when in the presence of those who Ilil'
the courage to say they reject it entirety. .

I remember listening to a well-known minister of
Church of Scotland dilating, in private, on the absurdl-
of believing in the inspiration of the Bible. I cOlv
mended his heretical sentiments, but asked how he 83\
ciled them with the Westminster Confession of Fal
“ Oh,” he said, “ you can put twenty different inteTP’
tations on every clause of the Confession, just as-you c'
Upon every text of the Bible.” | could not help reflct
ing that the gentleman’s £600 a year might prove
powerful incentive to ingenuity of interpretation.

The Freethinker, September 25, rS87-
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Sugar Plums

iii<r*May (September 26), Mr. Cohen will open his leetur-
f>tr(Aeason by an address in The Picture House, Market
iz-t, Manchester. The subject will be “ Are we Civil-
sio ' The chair will be taken at 7 o’clock. Admis-

Is free, but there will be Reserved Seats at 6d. and
1 each.

a'Y fhe time of writing the authorities have not reached

toj.Cc's'on as to whether the Fascist Demonstration

is u,nondsey is to be banned or not. If it is banned, it

Fkely to be persisted in, for these gallant Fascists,

i. ?* as we have seen abroad, are as fieice as may be when

,5 a case of bludgeoning defenceless people, or old

¢ I or torturing prisoners, and as we have seen in this

"'»try are heroes in action when in a ratio of about three

0,.e or armed with knuckle-dusters, are not of the tvpo
"hieli real reformers are made.

I but we have never been in favour of this policy of pro-
j'~Mtion. It is something that ought never to be resorted
in a really7 desperate situation. It is a two edged
(° cy, which can always be used against what should be
d"*idered the legitimate rights of the people. Used
Nainst the party with which one disagrees to-day, it is
lauist the. party7 with which one agrees to-morrow,
j Is essentially the weapon of reaction, and the less we
.'Ive of it the better; for the only7 ones who are author-
to nse it, and who have the physical force at their
j’hunand to order its use, are those in power. Public
. "Tty, in such .important a form of demonstration as
jpblic processions and gatherings, is too valuable a
g to be placed at the mercy of anv crowd that dares
to abuse it.

.- F We had the power, which we have not and are never
Ykely to have, we would permit Mosley7 and his crowd to
NV us many public processions as they pleased. And

e Would see that enough force was present to prevent
4'y further disorder. We would also enforce the law
Inhibiting an incitement to a breach of the peace on the
Fh't of the speakers, and see to it that not even wealthy
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people escaped punishment. Nothing would Kkill Fas-
cism quicker than people listening quietly to what such
a person as Mosley has to say. Even the dullest would
soon tire of listening to the constant repetition of empty
phrases. A very heavy blow was struck at Fascism by
banning that display of childish vanity, a uniform.
Children, immature persons, and outworn institutions
have a passionate attachment to uniforms, and Mosley
and his crowd have felt the effects of this ban. If all
could be forced to listen to a couple of hours of Mosley’s
rant, delivered without what is practically a theatrical
setting, they would take Fascism at its proper value.

But, again, no people really and intelligently interested
in the well-being of democracy, should welcome the sup-
pression of a movement merely7 because they do not agree
with it. We might, if this kind of thing is encouraged,
hear one day, that owing to the Inhabitants of the West-
end of London not agreeing with processions to Hyde Park
to hold demonstrations asking for the abolition of some-
thing or the other, the Government has prohibited all
such demonstrations. And Governments fatten on pre-
cedents—of the wrong kind.

Mr. Maurice Bern writes from the Sorbonue School of
Languages : “ Many hearty congratulations and happy
returns for your birthday. @ What greater compliment
could |1 sayr than that you have been to all of us a
teacher. ” If we have earned thanks in this direction
we are content. It is all at which we have ever aimed.

The Bible Handbook is now ready, and by the time of
going to press all outstanding orders should have been
attended to. If any order has been overlooked notice
should lie sent to the business office.

The Daily Mirror tells us that:—

Before his nurse and a congregation of 1,500, Charles
Jaynes, aged seven, was ordained clergyman in Trinity
Gospel Church, Peoria, lllinois.

Then, reminding the congregation he was now a mini-
ster according to United States law, cables our New York
Correspondent, he stood on a chair in front of the pulpit
and preached on “ Hell or God’'s penitentiary.”

The youngest licensed clergyman in the world, the
Rev. Jaynes told me his theology was founded on a pro-
found belief in the doctrine of hell lire.

“ Hell is a threat to us all,” he prattled, while his
nurse, Miss Neva Duff, watched admiringly. “ I want
to see everyone purged of their sins to escape it.”

Chubby, round-faced, the Rev. Jaynes cannot read or
write well yet, but he speaks five languages.

“ | sometimes wish | could be a fireman, too,”

Then, with Olic eye on his nurse, he declared :
ing, dancing, smoking—they all
ments.”

he said.
“Drink-
lead to hell’s tor-

Woc have known people six times as old who prattle just
as charmingly.

Mr. G. Whitehead’s Summer Campaign is now nearing
the end. Beginning in"May, he has, as far as possible,
covered the country from Glasgow and Edinburgh to Ply-
mouth, where lie begins the last week of the campaign to-
day7 (September 26). During the five months some very
useful propaganda work has been done in the form of
lectures, discussions, and the disposal of our literature.
The expenses of such a campaign are necessarily heavy
and the Executive of the National Secular Society is
financially responsible.

The Kiugston-on-Tliames Branch N.S.S. begins its in-
door season to-day (September 26), when Mr. R. Il
Rosetti will speak on “ Dictators, leople, and Persecu-
tion,” in the Clarence Club Hall, next to the "Fighting
Cocks,” London Road, Kingston, at 7.30 p.m. Thanks
to the opposition of local Christians, the Branch has had
a very7 successful season in the open, and all saints and
supporters within range are asked to continue their sup-
port during the indoor session when expenses-are neces-
sarily higher. Admission is free, and questions and dis-
cussion invited at all meetings.
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Justice to a Justice

In Bradlaugh and Ingersoll, Mr. Cohen gave a typical
instance of the Eaw which was, and is (to the same
extent), the embodiment of everything that’s excel-
lent. An Atheist lady, in i860, had brought a suit
for damages. She was asked by the judge, “ Do you
believe in a God who can punish you for telling a lie?”
The answer was “ No.” The judge then said, “ I
cannot hear you. | nonsuit the plaintiff with costs
for defendant’s advocate. If people will insult public
opinion in a court of justice, they must take the conse-
quences.”

Different indeed was the attitude of Sir William
Henry Maule.* Maule was born in 1788, and became
a judge of scholarship and personality. Contrast Sir
William’s conduct in a similar situation. This was
the dialogue between him and a little girl witness:—

“ Do you know what an oath is, my child,” said
Maule.

“ Yes, Sir. | am obliged to tell the truth.”

“ And if you do always tell the truth, where will
you go to when you die?”

“ Up to heaven, Sir.”

“ And what will become of you if you tell lies?”

“ | shall go down to the naughty place, Sir.”

“ Are you quite sure?”

“ Yes, Sir; quite!”

“ Let her be sworn,” said Maule, “ it is quite clear
she knows a great deal more than | do.”

Justice Parry, himself a legal personage whom
Freethinkers can liberally admire, is the only person,
as far as one’s researches go, who has not only appre-
ciated Maule, but, knowing the treatment meted out
by the established institutions to such men, has made
a special effort to keep his memory green. Twenty-
two years ago he was responsible for an article in the
Cornhill Magazine (March, 1915) entitled “ Maule-
iana : A Study in Judicial Irony,” Parry considers
Maule not to have been a great judge, but a “ great
character,” and “ probably the greatest wit on the
English bench.” Gilbert without a doubt would have
delighted in this “ judicial humorist.” Certainly he
would, himself, have resented his inclusion in that
category of personages who “never would be missed.”

Parry proves his qualifications to sit in judgment
upon Maule as a humourist, for, in the article re-
ferred to, he admits that Maule in the exercise of his
humour sometimes forgot his more “ menial duties.”
This criticism however does not apply to the instances
which are here given, every one of which stresses, and
in a way that only humour can, points which required
emphasis and never, or rarely, got it. Like Parry
himself, and the late lamented Justice McCardie,
Maule respected the Law, but did not carry that re-
spect to the point of refusing to wield a besom
where the dust of antique time laid too thickly
upon its reputation.

Maule had no vestige of sycophancy in him, and he
was incapable of withholding the “ nipping jest ”
when the occasion seemed to him to call for it. The
jests of Maule were not introduced, as one is inclined
to believe they are in some more modern instances to
force tipples of delightful laughter from those in
court who are in a sense at the judges’ mercy. The
following instance will be sufficient to acquit Maule of
that charge :(—

The prisoner was found guilty of a sensational
murder, and being asked in the usual way why sent-
ence should not be passed upon him, exclaimed dra-
matically, in a loud voice, “ May God strike me
dead, my Lord, if I did it!" There was a hushed
silence throughout the crowded court. The specta-
tors gazed at the prisoner in horror. Maule looked
steadily in front of him and waited, without a move-
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lie cnnrrhh72en™ > a”™er a pause of several moments,
drv asHin VAn< kegan to address the prisoner in liis
some leg-aTobn™Hf'/ t t~°Ugh he were dealing with
" Prison- ? ~Nat had béen raised in the case.
to iiitoi-inr 3- t IC kar>as Providence has not seen fit

pronouneo6 m y°Ur case’ it; now becomes my duty to
pronounce upon yo« the sentence of death.”

to the ElROY IS Ryedira pronounceds ARfinatiy
Once, on”a case of murder, a plea of insanity was
laised. | he principal witness was a cleric, who gave
evidence that for thirty-four years prisoner had regn
larly attended his Church, then, without any ap-
parent reason, he became a Sabbath-breaker, and the
murder had taken place. A case of the “ Rake’s Pro-
gress. Maule made rough calculations. He then
asked the cleric if lie were aware that the prisoner he<
heard 5>°34 °f his sermons and then followed this up
with I was going to ask you, 8ir, had the ideatlguef
struck you when you think of this Unhggcpy be"™
suddenly leaving your ministration and becom

Sabbath-breaker, that after thirty-four >ea u.
might want a little change. Would it not be ie
able to suppose that the man had had enough 0 '~

On the unhappy parson nervously assenting, hc
it to him that instead of this proving the prisoner
insane, did it not point to his being a very sens
man ? , .,e
An altogether admirable example of this
of his nature can be got from his reply to a cou
who had once the temerity to remind him that W »~
summing-up he had omitted the testimony advan
as to the prisoner’s character.” “You are rT 1’
Sir,” said his Lordship, and then addressing the lul ’
he continued :— Jai
Gentlemen, | am requested to draw your atten
to the prisoner’s character, which lias been spoken
by gentlemen, | do not doubt, of the greatest re"P
and veracity. If you believe them, and also the '
nesses for the prosecution, it appears to me that
have established what to many persons may
credible, namely, that even a man of piety
virtue, occupying the position of Bible reader
Sunday-school teacher, may be guilty of commit n
a heinous and grossly immoral crime.

This is perfect in its way; and many of his sni*’t
rejoinders are equally impervious to criticism. Cot'
anything be more effective than his retort to a coinl
who complained that his client was the victim O °
“ diabolical prosecution ” : “ It is my duty to duc
you that you must give the Devil his due, and that ca
only be done by finding the defendant guilty.”

It is apparent that the. memory of Maule will oh >
be kept alive if Freethinkers do their duty by h1'l
Tt would be interesting to read the comments of 11
Morning Post, Times, Daily Express, Spectator, ete-’
if such judicial comments escaped a learned judge
one of our Courts to-day. One has little difficulty 11
imagining His Grace of Canterbury perspiringly JT
pearing at No. 10 Downing Street, in dread anttetp*
tion of something having arisen in the land, evdl
more serious than a Coronation Crisis.

T. H. Ei.sTom

* William Henry Maule. Born Edmonton, 1788, Q@&
Greville described liim as “ a very clever boy.”  Se*1 ™
Wrangler at Trinity College, Cambs., and in 1810 was m”
Smith’s Prizeman. Called to bar 1814. Took chambers in |
Temple. Gradually obtained reputation as a comment
lawyer. Became K.C. in 1833 and in 1838, Counsel to the
of England. In 1837, became Liberal M.P. for Carl*"
Knighted 1839. Transferred to Common Pleas on death
Justice Vaughan. Member of the Trivy Council (!) Did 1
marry. “An excellent judge,” says the Encyclopedia Bral
nica, “combining knowledge of the law with common-sen? :
courtesy and ingenuity in defeating technicalities.” t-'0"
one praise more highly? His ironical observations, we 3
also told, “ sometimes misled country juries.” Died,

@
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‘m Indispensable Handbook

r
%0 " ere asked to give the title of one absolutely in-
I"nsable work which all Freethinkers should
bool™ ~ S10UF1 say Foote and Ball's Bible Hand-
anew (and thoroughly revised) edition of which
"portly appear. '
n O °Ur older readers my recommendation is hardly
I'ney not only have the book, but they
th IS 'lave uset™t. It is eminently not a book for
j Cs'elves, but one which must be at hand for use.
\iCan that in my own more hectic days of contro-
Istt' % hardly ever left me. | found it easily my
~Ritest champion in the war against religion—and
h \'Sa reason for this.
inf .s. (mite a mistake to imagine that the Bible, as an
tijj'l 'hie book is dead. Of course it is dead for Free-
f It ierS—we know what a hotch-potch of legends,
ti ' °re’ dubious history, fairy tales, and supersti-
,€"s beliefs it is.  We have read the many brilliant
1j°\S written against it, those Freethought Master-
about which | occasionally write. Moreover,
""ow the Bible, that is, we really have read it, and
N duete from it; we know, as far as it is possible to
,j10"’ how it gained dominance over the minds of
a "’.and how, in the religious world it came to hold
b h¢sti°u higher than any other book, and it would
"by to assume that this view is dead.
i IUocst every sermon that is being delivered these
DIs takes its text from the Bible. Almost from the
v 'I"ent one is born and goes to school, it is the Bible
aJl'eh  shown and taught as something apart from
i "tiler books. One might throw a secular work

O a heap pf rubbish, but even when the Bible is
f'.tered and torn, it is held reverently apart as some-

"R infinitely precious. We can say what we like,
(flu ~y it how we like, about any other book; but in

1H1iking the Bible, one must choose one’s words and

them—even if we are unbelievers—with rever-
ie' It is Blasphemy to do otherwise. It is the

1"e which is held up reverently in our secular courts
f laqy for us to kiss and swear to tell the truth upon.
*Me It is the Bible which believers insist is the only
BOOK in the world which contains the Truth

IS the Bible which has been translated into

"itlreds of languages, and which still can make men
j  women devote their lives, in strange and bar-
s"'0"™ countries, to the sole purpose of teaching its

"rirines to savage and backward peoples,

j ilierefore, if Freethinkers wish to make all the
~adway that might be made, it is necessary to deal
"IL,i the Cliristian Fetish Book, and to hammer away
d Fiat with all their might and main.

Xor should we ignore the fact that it is the boast of

"le believers that our attacks have failed; that for
")re than a century the infidels have poured shot

shell upon the Holy Book, have tried to show its
"story faiSc, its miracles absurd, its God a myth—
j'H it is claimed, they have utterly failed. The
l;le, Christians cry, has emerged from the battle
""" lost untouched. Whatever has been conceded by
Llievers was only a word here and there which made
j!° difference whatever to the Divine Message. And
' ceaseless excavations in the Holy Land and adja
ri't countries arc proving more and more that the

"de is reallv God’s Word, really His Revelation to
"an.

' his is, of course, nonsense. There are multitudes
ri Christians who do not make the claims their pre-
'Nossors made on behalf of the Bible. So far, free-
""«king criticism has had its effect, but there are also
"hltitudes who still cling to old-fashioned views of
ri'e Bible, and in dealing with these, it is necessary
"her to have an extraordinary memory which
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can at will recall almost any text for the pur-
pose of rebuffing our opponents—or we must have a
handbook which gives them to us at a glance, so to
speak. And our Bible Handbook fulfils its purpose
more than any other Freethought work ever published.
| can assure those readers—and there must be many
new to the movement—that | know of few books
which can prove such a Godsend as this.

It is divided into five parts— Bible Contradictions,
Bible Atrocities, Unfulfilled Prophecies and Broken
Promises, and Bible Immoralities, Indecencies, and
Obscenities. These are all given, wherever possible,
in the Bible’s own words. Every verse has been
checked and readers can quote them with every confi-
dence. They will prove—even to many infidels—
veritable eye-openers. One would never think that
any work containing such a mass of imbecilities and
contradictions could ever have become the world’s
most famous Book.

Open the Bible Handbook at any page and one will
find something for our attacks, something which
we have forgotten, something which Christians either
do not like, or which they will be hard put to, to
defend.

It must not be thought that the Bible has not been
defended against such attacks as our Bible Handbook.
It has, and very ingenious, if not disingenuous, the
defences are. | may one day deal with some of
these, to let readers see how Bible-believers have per-
suaded themselves that there is nothing in our at-
tacks—when the Bible is rightly understood.

Foote has written a characteristic Preface for the
Bible Handbook, one sentence from which is worth
repeating :(—

Should he [a Freethinker] as is very probable,
get into discussion with a Christian, he has only to
open our Handbook, and in five minutes he will be
able to advance more arguments against the Bible

than his opponent will be able to answer in a life-
time.

This is a fact; but to do so one must possess the
book. Those new readers who have not got a copy,
or those old ones whose copies show irremediable
signs of wear should hasten and get the new edition
when it appears. For | can only repeat what | said
at the beginning of this article : for Freethinkers,
there is no more useful reference work than the Bible
Handbook.

H. CUTNER.

The Flat Earth ldea

I have previously drawn attention to a pamphlet
issued by the Historical Association dealing with
education in medieval times, and to a letter concern-
ing it (in History, the organ of the Association) which
characterized it as an attempt to “ save the face ” of
the Roman Church. In a later issue of the periodical
mentioned, there has appeared an article on “ Ideas
of the Shape ... of the Earth Prior to the Great
Age of Discovery,” by Professor Eva G. R. Taylor, of
the University of London. As her professorial sub-
ject is geography, and | have not heard of her in con-
nexion with the history of science, it may perhaps I>e
excusable to surmise that the production in question
also has some basal relation to the damaged reputa-
tion of that Church.

In the article there is a passing reference to Lactan-
tius and his notion that if the Antipodes existed the
people and crops would hang downwards and the
rain fall upwards, though not to the argument that the
people on the other side of the world would be unable
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to see the Eord descending on the East Day.
“ fanciful cosmogony of Cosmos Indicopleustis ” is
also dismissed very lightly. It will be remembered
that this monk had been a merchant and had travelled
widely, possessed a keen, inquisitive mind, and was
interested in science, and that about 535 a.d., at the
instance of theologians, he wrote an elaborate work,
Topographic. Christiana. This was an attempt not
only to refute the “ anile fable ” of the Antipodes,
but to construct a system of the Universe. But as the
work was based upon the “ Revelation of Scripture,”
it is not surprising that he described the world (or
universe) as a flat parallelogram with the sky glued to
its edges.

That this view was generally adopted—though not
perhaps an official ecclesiastical “ article ” (like the
fixity of the earth for the denial of which, a few
centuries later, Copernicus and two of his disciples
were censured and Galileo condemned and im-
prisoned)—is sufficiently shown by the fact that when
Virgilius, an Irish monk, asserted in Bavaria the ex-
istence of the Antipodes, “ the whole religious world
was thrown into a paroxysm of indignation, St. Boni-
face leading the attack and Pope Zachary, at least for
a time, encouraging it.”

This doleful occurrence is one of many proofs of the
abysmal intellectual darkness into which Europe had
fallen. As early as the eighth century b.c., writes Dr.
Singer (Religion and Science), there were astronom-
ical observatories in the great (Babylonian) cities of
the Euphrates Valley, in which professional astro-
nomers were taking regular observations of the
heavens, and Thales, the early Greek philosopher-
scientist (about 640-546 n.c.), predicted the eclipse of
May 28, 5S5 n.c. from data of Mesopotamian origin.
Other Greeks, including Aristotle, concluded that the
earth was a sphere, and Aristarchus held that the
earth moved round the sun. And though chiefly for
lack of observational and experimental apparatus
these and other points could not then be definitely
proved, we may take it that if it had not been for the
great fall due to the adoption by Christianity of
ancient Hebrew and other oriental superstition—-
following on the “ spiritual philosophy ” of Plato and
others—both instruments and proofs would soon have
been forthcoming (at least in the Byzantine region,
which was not “ overrun by barbarians ”) and the
loss of 1500 years of scientific progress avoided.

J. Reeves.

The Pure Word

Every Sunday morning before eleven o’clock Abram
Teneer was at the front entrance to the Gospel Mission
Hall. Attired in black, with his hair brushed down, lie
had words of welcome and handshakes both for old
friends and newcomers, though the latter were few.

tie accorded his wife and daughters but a nod, which
they acknowledged by quick glances, timid on the little
girls’ part, hard-eyed and thin-lipped from Jad.

These Teneers took seats at the rear of the chapel, par-
ticipating in the service with impassive faces and un-
emotional voices.

The man went up to the front into the elders’ pew.
Often he preached, for there was no paid minister. His
voice was harsh, yet he had an uncouth eloquence arising
out of his earnestness and command of Bible Texts and
verses of evangelical hymns.

His belief in the truth lie was teaching bore him along.
The supreme need for faith in God, one of justice and
rigour rather than mercy and love, and the sufficiency
of the sacrifice of Christ to save sinners—who were all
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f°nned the substanee of Abram Teneer's re-

vSundaj. dinner 11 the living room behind the shop wes
naej g It was prefacgj b¥
“ “ Id onc<cooked on Saturday _afte
whiclwJnSIL/T~ hcad of the llOUSeho,dlitttde
(S “ 0 <>
seXicc’an/rlr0 lsation.was about that morning’s chapel
the girls eonoor!r-10U "cnera% , with some questions™to

bibed spirituallv" * 5 specially what they had im
ure from gray/tv. » Polity, any depart-

disniissal from the'tahl”™ h° rewarded hS slaPPinE aftCf
théftaERogRd all O fcnecrs attended Sunday schoor,
'model pupils j.n as tefchers. Their daughters were

questions thereon' "m lilb,e Passafes all(l answering
smugness was not absent Pladd assurance wherefrom

»*ne

to tea was followed by return to chapel for even-
iiiZT service.

If Abram Teneer officiated, his sermon seemed colourl
by the approaching shades of night. Often he preach®
on the end of life, dcatli and its consequences, the j3™'
ment which awaits all beyond the giave, with certain!)
of eternal punishment for the wicked and sceptical-

Upon the torments of hell-fire lie enlarged vigorous!)';
painting lurid pictures, as thouMi to terrify his hearer»
into repentance and faith if he could not persuade or l«rc
them. 1

After supper, as in other intervals at home during S«3
day, Dinah and Esther might read religious books am
papers, if not helping their mother with preparing 311
clearing meals. No other literature was permitted, mm 1
less play of any sort. Their father read his Bible, and
the two girls went early to bed.

IT.

Monday nights Abram Teneer conducted Bau& Ol.l_&%(f
in tlie Chapel Schoolroom. His deuneiations of a afy
lacked nothing in dogmatism and extremeness. T°'
proceedings the assembled children entertained
selves by rendering songs, recitations and stories.

11 this Dinah and Esther had prominence; correct
unsmiling, almost a detached attitude. Their con r
tions had thoroughgoing abstinence as theme, 1
trated by a variety of horrific details. {

Oll Wednesday night was held a meeting for 5l
and testimony. Abraham and Jael Teneer attended
he, vocal and earnest, she, devout and quiet, but bot
tent. ~ L fg.

While her husband locked the shop punctually, 1
Tenecr gave the two girls a small supper and disp3"
them to bed. Allowing them a few minutes to um
their mother ran up to see them safely abed. Oftent ~
were only partially undressed. Hastening off their
maining clothes Jael Teiiccr would bestow several sy*r(
upon their bare bodies to accelerate disrobing and th®
assumption of riightgowns, and then leave them setthl
till morning. c

Tencers’ house and shop were old, having no elec
supply and gas only downstairs. Candles were used 3"
stairs. Formerly, for safety, Mrs. Teneer took c337y
and matches away after seeing the girls in bed. ;
they were bigger, aged twelve and eleven years, she
longer practised this precaution.

Rarely they would light the candle again f°r
few minutes.  They bad no use for it, not being 9
ceded bedroom books. Occasionally they lay awake 311
talked. Frequently they bickered, quarrels being cOI"|
mon when by themselves, accentuated by slaps 31
pinches and hair-pulling.

One Wednesday evening Dinah and Esther seemed 31
usually slow getting to bod and undressing. Their WP®IC.
accused them of dawdling, and after making them h3llj
off the last garments smacked them harder than 11s33;
Offences against parental standards of propriety " c!j
dealt with thus. Blowing out the light Jael Teneer b’l
the children a swift “ Good-1liglit,” and ran downst3"
to accompany her waiting husband to the Frayer Mccl
ing.

1
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J } hhhl a short while Dinah cried out, “ Keep your
,f side, Pst.”
‘I am.”
“0l” y?u're n°t-
i * Nnel
now.

| haven’'t room to breathe.”
You fibber! You’'ve got more’n half the

trel}édlegitq; 1 can hardly turn over. | shall fall out of
it T do.

jJ“U <nf then!” snapped Esther,

fod™ GIA e cMer arched her body and pushed her but-
p.. S luf® Esther's side to heave her away, a trick

,([:-)rh(ge-dﬁltj}‘/lg%?t%iﬁéﬂgd the fleshy protuberance, wliere-
' ™ah jumped round and thrust at her with her
S_forced to the edge of the bed the junior climbed
" Pr'otestin_ tearfully, but with asperity, “ You're a
veeSs’,}ibtfiiie. We could both be comfortable if you'd

h
ai
7

answer was a sigh of content as she spread
~e m3lbhe °l E'e ‘X arRl snuSgfef down

anal

niateVA eI f° the dressing-table and slowly drerv a
<any out °f the box, struck it, and lighted the candle,

i XK with her back to the bed the girl twisted the
R stale a1 the Wwaig, teeid held it to tiie flame, where
e ered and sizzled. Looking over her shoulder and
Hun% Esther _exclaimed, “ Oh Dine! Isn't it like a
jEcd Sonl fr;zzljng. in J]cll!'>
iinit fNer>don’'t talk blasphemy,” rebuked Dinah in
c,atlon-of her parents.
llicslukimg’ the younger child resumed her pyrotecli-
0, Phased with the noise and little flashes she caused.
Sav!bP3» out of bed Dinah crept behind Esther and
"St 10 a bar(f pushing slap on her shoulder, crying,
j»»°P fooling, naughty girl, and come back to bed.
Eiv 1Cf uffcre(f a little shriek as the blow threw her arm
in- over the candle. Next instant she was scream-
B Mth Pa'n and terror. The cheap flannelette of her
1a ,ess caught like tinder. Almost at once she was
j axing mass
ai "Eolled. by panic or sisterly love or a blind instinct to
Nrj  the danger Dinah threw her arms round the other
t0.” ,nv°lving herself in flames, which spread hungrily
ai else in the room.

V.

Wr}@u later the firemen were able to penetrate the
2chin-  house to reach the girls’ bedroom, they found
n charred bodies still interlocked as they had fallen to
the floor. 1 A.R.W

Correspondence

FREETHOUGHT AND FICTION

”

TO the Editor of the “ Freethinker

?lIL—While 1 gladly reciprocate Mr. Rowland’s com
LUnt, | would respectfully suggest that my article, far
Chii being wide of the mark, has actually scored a hit.
(cre is ‘an unmistakable likeness in Mr. Rowland’s
ter to the duellist’s cry of “ Touche!”

As a fiction- writer, Mr. Rowland resents my suggestion
‘at all fie has been doing is to act as a kind of opium-
(ler. (The phrase is Mr. Rowland’s, not mine.) But
~itment is no argument. | will not stress the sirni-
rty between Air. Rowland’s resentment at my conten
)JIs and the resentment which is doubtless felt by priests
I\ parsons at Mr. Rowland’s own anti-religious contri
'f'ons

Rgain, to cite a number of great artists in fiction is not
largument in favour of fiction-writing as a practice. As
1 admirer of all good work, 1 believe myself to be as
Table as anyone else of appreciating the relative merits
fletion-wtiters. But | was not discussing whether cer-
Itl writers were or were not great artists in their own
fi'ticirlar sphere. On may admire the artistry of Jim
ie Penman without necessarily agreeing that forgery is
6feat art.
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In his rhetorical finale Mr. Rowland declares that the
product of certain fiction-writers constitutes *“ ninc-
tenths of what is finest in all the grand heritage of Eng-
lish literature,” and says that, to be logical, | shall des-
troy all this. | fear that Mr. Rowlands’ emotions have
got the better of his logic. As a Freethinker, | advocate
reform by argument and suggestion, not by dictator-like
methods of7destruction. | would no more destroy Mr.
Rowland’s “ nine-tenths” than | would destroy all the re-
ligious books in the world. But I would point out that
there is more to life than fine words.

| put it to Mr. Rowlands as a Rationalist—if it ever
came to a choice between destroying all fiction books or
all fact books in the world, which cataclysm does Mr.
Rowland think would be the greater disaster to human-
ity ? As against the score or so of fiction-writers named
by Mr. Rowland, | would set the following fact-writers
in what, | presume, Mr. Rowland considers to be the
remaining “ one-teutli.”

John Locke, Jeremy Bentham, J. S. Mill, Darwin, Hux-
ley, Lecky, Hume, Gibbon, Spencer, Buckle, Bradlaugh,
Paine, Havelock Ellis, William Janies, J. G. Frazer, J. M.
Robertson, G. H. Lewis, Alfred Russel Wallace, Ruskin.
These are all Rationalists; I could name many more fact-
writers of equal fame who were not Rationalists.

In conclusion, Mr. Rowland implies that, were it not
for the relief afforded by reading fiction, one would have
no alternative but to “ brood ” on the horrors of existence
and finally go mad. Frankly, I fail to see the connexion.
But then, perhaps | am already mad! At least | have
not read fiction for twelve years, and | still feel quite
cheerful, thank you. C. S. Fraser.

THE QUESTION OF ATHEISM

Sir,—| fear the Rev. Carnson has made a very bad be-
ginning, if his intention is to “ put the Christian position
effectively in the columns of the Freethinker.” He
devotes considerable space to the psychoanalysis of Mr.
Sliortt and yourself without making us understand what
bearing this has upon religious controversy. Indeed he
seems to realize that he does not touch the subject of
Atheism, for he tells us that in his sermon lie “ was not
dealing with Atheism in general,” and later that he “ has
no ambition to deal with Atheism.” It is as well we are
told this lest we should think that he would approach the
problem of the belief of millions by the psychoanalysis
of two private individuals, or that he would so misread
psychology as to advance the conception of psychic
trauma to explain that part of the world with which lie is
in profound disagreement.

But why, after all, should the Rev. Carnson shun this
problem of “ Atheism in general?” It is the cardinal
problem of Atheism that it is so general, and a cour-
ageous and clear-headed parson ought to see this. More-
over, as the intelligence quotient in society rises the in-
cidence of scepticism is found to rise. That has been
publicly recognized since Gibbon wrote chapter fifteen of
his most famous work. Here is a statistical problem of
interest and urgency. It is no longer sufficient for a par-
son to keep re-iterating the Christian position. If this
reverend gentleman is really bent on action he must
face up fairly and squarely to the life that is going on
around him; and lie must do this more effectively than
to “ show us in supports.” | do not happen to know Mr.
Shortt’'s particular theory upon Evolution, but if the
Rev. Carnson is speaking of Evolution in the sense in
which it would be understood at a meeting of the British
Asosciation, then it is not a theory at all, but a very well-
recognized fact. The only theories relating to it are con-
cerned with the precise mechanism by which the process
operates.

But first, perhaps, the Rev. Carnsou should read your
books, sir. He was bolder than he thought in confessing
that he had never heard of them. They happen to be the
books of one of the most representative Atheists in the
country, and should be known in any circle where there
is a pretension to understand the movement that is tak-
ing place away from religion. The day is past when a
parson can hope to affect the scepticism of cultured
people from such a position of intellectual isolation.

Mkdicus.
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Sir,—It is of interest to find a clergyman, of whatever
make-up, threatening to recognize the existence of the
Freethinker, by actually allowing his name to be asso-
ciated with it. But, one rather imagines that this gentle-
man will get a hint from high quarters, telling him to
drop the project.

May be he will let us know if he does get a hint.

Sincerity is everything, and it will be of interest to
know if the rev. gentleman will advise his congregation
to read the paper. For subject matter, in his articles, he
may begin by answering Editor Chapman’s remark in
this week’s leader, that “ His revelation is not in accord
with the facts.” W. E. English.

PROLETARIAN SCIENCE

Sir,—May | comment in your statement, “ Twentieth
Century Nazi and Proletarian Science is but a faint echo
of the early and strident demand of the (Christian)
Church*” That statement is exactly true of Nazi
“ science.” A splendidly precise and destructive account
of that “ science ” is to be found in the just-issued book
by Prof. Robert A. Brady, The Spirit and Structure of
German Fascism (Left Book Club choice for September).
Prof. Brady, in a note on page 368, makes this very point
of yours, ending, “ Can Fascism find a ‘ Petrine Rock,’
and a ‘Council of Nicea’ to bring these (its various
trends) together—the stuff being the same, but the
language different?”

But “ Proletarian Science ” is quite a different propo-
sition. The Nazi, as Prof. Brady shows in illuminating
detail, sets up a pragmatic principle of national-need
and insists that science should conform to it, “ truth”
being merely what serves the national ends. But “Pro-
letarian .Science ” is merely what science discovers in its
free development in a Socialist society.

Perhaps | can explain this better by pointing out that
Marxist analysis of any particular scientific movement of
the jlast distinguishes two elements (1) the objective ele-
ment ; (2) the subjective element which is conditioned by
the scientist’'s own personal shortcomings and his social
relativity. There is thus both an absolute and a relative
in a scientific discovery. There are several Marxist
essays which show with detail how Newton was condi-
tioned and directed in his work by the technical needs of
his day; that is, the needs of his day; that is, the needs
of bourgeois productivity. In this sense he was a “Bour-
geois .Scientist.” That is the relative side; and subject-
ively it appears in his Deism.

But, apart from this conditioning clement (which sets
up the terms of approach), there is the objectively scien-
tific side. In this sense any scientist under Socialism
will get his relative position from Socialism—that is, the
social relations that surround him, the human needs with
which he is inextricably bound up; but as “scientist”
he will at the same time be seeking nothing but objective
truth and must in no way, for any consideration, palter
with his unceasing aim to achieve objectivity.

The term “ Proletarian ” scientist then does not mean
that the scientist under Socialism is tied down to a dogma
(as under the medieval Church or the Nazis), but merely
that the Marxist recognizes the social relations of every-
thing human. The Soviet Union is a society which sets
up the ideal of society conforming to science; Nazi Ger-
many is a society which frankly confesses its aim of
making science tributary to the State-needs (which are
the buttressing of monopoly-Capitalism, as Prof. Brady

amply shows). Jack Lindsay.

National Secular Society

Report of Executive Meeting held September 16, 1937

Tiie President, Mr. Chapman Cohen, in the chair.

Also jjresent : Messrs. Clifton, llornibrook, Rosetti
(A. C.), Bryant, I'reece, Elstob, Seibert, Ebury, Tuson,
Wood, Bedborough, Mrs. Grant, Mrs. Quinton, and the
Secretary.

Minutes of previous meeting read and accepted.
Financial Statement presented. New members were ad-
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mitted to North London, West London, Green “Nayon
the Parent Society. Permission given for the 0 ~ &
of a Branch of the Society at Greenock, to be n onS
the Greenock Branch N.S.S. The Edinburgh su

adjourned to October 26, and police interfered . €]
Bradford meetings, were discussed and instruction ”j,3,
Lecture reports were noted from Messrs. ' Sane*
Clayton, Brighton, Shortt, and Mrs. Whitefie -« _
tion given to Mr. Shortt for winter lectures w ® ~3

sible. Indoor lectures at Birmingham, Newcas™

Greenock were agreed upon. Correspondence n° ffaS
bUrgh, Birmingham, Greenock, Queensland, e ~NC
dealt with, and preliminary details in connexion o] o

Annual Dinner, and a Social, received attentioin
next meeting of the Executive was fixed for 1
October 21, and the proceedings closed.
R. H. Rosetti,
General Secretary-

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES,

Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdon te
E.C.4 by the first post on Tuesday, or they w»«
inserted.

LONDON

indoor

Kingston-on-Thames Branch N.S.S. (Clarence il H».
next to the “ Fighting Cocks,” London Road, KISES cu
730, Mr. R. H. Rosetti—* Dictators, People and le
tion.” jjdo

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Rea.paleS-
Square, W.C.) : 11.0, Professor H. Levy, D.Sc.—* Gan
tine Free Jewry ?’

OUTDOOR

Bethnal Green and Hackney Branch N.S.S. ™'/ 3-

Park, near the Bandstand) : 3.15, Mr. P. Goldman
laugh-" i ,. 80
orth London Branch N.S.S. (Highbury Corner; s
Saturday, Mr. L. Ebury. White Stone Pond, Hamps
11.30, Sunday, Mr. L. Ebury. Parliament Hill Fields, 3*
Sunday, Mr. L. Ebury. South Hill Park, Hampstea ,

Monday, Mr. L. Ebury. ,,,.ter
West Ham Branch N.S.S. (Comer of Deanery Road, v

Lane, Stratford, E.) : 7.0, Mr. L. Ebury. M
West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 3-3°> a,t,

Messrs. Bryant, Barnes and Evans. 6.30, Messrs. ” PMg.
Barnes, Leacy, Connell, Tuson and Miss Millard.
nesday, 7.30, Messrs. Bryant, Tuson and Miss E. ML..
Thursday, 7.30, Messrs, Saphin, Bryant and Tuson. Ft
7.30, Messrs. Barnes, Perry and others. The Frceth»1*
Age of Reason and Mr. Chapman Cohen’s latest painp
on sale outside Marble. Arch Tube Station every evening-

COUNTRY
INDOOR.
Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Laycock’s Forum, Albion "
Court, Kirkgate) : 7.15 A Lecture. j.et
Manchester Branch N.S.S. (The Picture House,
Street, Manchester) : 7.0, Chapman Cohen—* Are We C"
ized 7" Reserved seats 6d. and is. each.
OUTDOOR
go,
Birkenhead Branch N.S.S. (Well Lane Corner) :
Tuesday, Mr. J. V. Shortt. u
Blackburn Branch N.S.S. (Market Place, if fine; Chd ©

Street School, if wet) : 7.30, Monday, September 27, He *
—*“ Did Jesus Christ Ever Live?” Affir.. Rev. W. A. Palll

M.A,, B.D.,Cong. Ncg.: Mr. J. V. Shortt, N.S.S. V.
Burnley Market, 7.0, Sunday, September 26, Mr. J
ton. f

Chester-LE-Street (Bridge End) : 80, Friday, Septe«'l
24, Mr. J. T. Brighton.

Foulridge, 745, Friday, September 24, Mr. J. ClaytoB-

Higham, 7.30, Tuesday, September 28 Mr. J. Clayton-

Glasgow Secular Society, (The Mound, Edinburgh) 1 jj
Sunday, September 26. Greenock (Grey Place), 80, I*I
day, September 28 Glasgow (Albert Road), 80, Wednesday
September 29. Glasgow (Albert Street), 80, Friday, t)L
ber 1. Mrs. M. I. Whitefield will speak at each meeting-

Continued on page 623)
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IARVB and the clergy

GEORGE BEDBOROUGH

Cloth, ¢lit, by poit 2i, 3d.

The Pioneer Press,
61 FarringdonjStreet, London,
E.C.4

LettersTo a Country Vicar
IS
CHAPMAN COHEN

Cloth, gilt 2S. Postage 3d. 1
—IM-LII-L 1

J

B

aper is. Postage 2d.

!
1
F*"'w.

Infidel Death-Beds

1Y
0. W. Foote and-A. D. McLaren
Price X

t
1
1

e A Great Naturalist and Freethinker \

!
IA Naturalist & Immortality |

An Essay on W. H. Hudson, by )
C-de-B I

With artistic cover design
J

| Price 2s. Postage 2d.

(Continued from page 622)

j Liverpool Branch N.S.S. (Queen’s Drive, opposite Walton
jJtis) : 80, Sunday, September 26, Messrs. Shortt and Rob-
VvA°n. Corner of High Park Street and I'ark Road, or near
”*0%, 80, Thursday, Messrs Robinson and Thompson.
*"°rth Shields (Harbour View) : 7.0, Tuesday, September
jinrt J' T. Brighton.
u,iiiam, 7.30, Monday, September 27, Mr. J. Clayton.
> RRSTon Market) : 80, Wednesday, September 29, Mr.
V- Shortt.
obkaton Delavai. (The Avenue) : 7.0, Wednesday, September
Mr. J. T. Brighton.
j Y,giiill (Bee Hive) : 1030 a.m.—"“ A Discussion with
*/Na Spirits and Mediums,” Mr. J. T. Brighton,
t T Oc« on (The Cross) : 7.0, Monday September 27, Mr.
' E Brighton.
, "Underi,and Branch N.S.S. (Gill Bridge Avenue) : 7.0, Mr
' ah Flanders, A Lecture.
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NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY.

President . - CHAPMAN COHEN.
General Secretary - R. H. ROSETTI.

68 FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.4

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.

ECULARISM 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 tlie 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 :—

| 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......

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

P —Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per vyear,
every member is left to fix his own subscription according
to his means and intereat in the cause.
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The Book That Shook The Churches
With Critical Introduction by CHAPMAN COHEN
For more than Thirty Years Men and Women want to prison to vindicate the right to
publish and circulate this book

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

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

|
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I !
. A New Propagandist Series
| THE TRUTH ABOUT THE CHURCH
i by CHAPMAN COHEN
| WHAT IS RELIGION ?
| : N
| PAMPHLETS FORI
I Colonel R. G. INGERSOLL
i THE PEOPLE!
Price id. each. Postage Yid-
No. i Did Jesus Christ Exist?
2. Morality Without God. . ; -
3. WIimt is the Use of Prayer ? A list of Ingersoll’'s pamphlets published by
4- Christianity and Woman The Pioneer Press
5. Must we Have a Religion ?
6. The Devil
7- What is Freethought? ; _
8. Gods and Their Makers About the Holy Bible 3d.
Oration on Thomas Paine - - 2.
OTHERS IN PREPARATION Household of Faith - - - id.
Mistakes of Moses . . . 2d.
Rome or Reason? e 3d.
. . The Christian Religion - - 2d.
| Each Pamphlet contains Sixteen What is it Worth? id.
Pages
} Price id. Postage (',d. The above will be scntipost free Is. 6d.
) >s 41 S 1
*4
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