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View» and Opinions

Man

Some

and his G ods

years ago a very interesting discovery was
auide in Pome. Someone unearthed an altar dedi
cated to “  The God that Takes no Heed.”  Taking 
Vc inscription to mean exactly what it said, it struck 
"'c as being one of the most interesting contributions 
1 have met with. Always altars have been erected to 
thank the gods for what they had done, or to beg them 
t() do something they had left undone. There seemed 
110 other reason for erecting altars than to wheedle or 
Placate some god or other. But here was an altar 
erected by a man who was thanking some god be- 
Jaiise he left man alone and took no heed of him and 
h's tricks. It seemed a reversal of religious practice. 
' °r a very long period everything that happened was 

attributed to the gods, and the more unpleasant the 
Uppening the more certain it seemed that no one 
"t a god could have been responsible for it. Gradu

ally the shrewder brains began to question whether, 
;l[Mr all, the gods did all they were supposed to do. 
lliat led, one may assume, to the further question, 

Why did they do it? ”  And that may have led to 
Vc final enquiry whether they did anything at all. 

lie questions were awkward ones, and no religion
"ves questions. Head down, knees bent, eyes shut, 

th(
cause
a°t expect a crown and a harp for that. But to be- 

. Ve without understanding, that is the great religious 
v'rtue. In the heavenly circumlocution office the 
landing notice is .“  You mustn’t come here wanting 
lo know, you know.”

At his. best and busiest the activity of God is a 
doubtful blessing. The Bible assures us that it is a 
terrible thing to fall into the hands of the living God.

Hie traditional religious attitude. To believe be- 
one understands is easy and natural. One can-

It ’s assumed that a dead one is quite safe. And re-
I'gious records certainly show that the best of gods 
ls apt to be promiscuous in his doings. Insurance 
C(>,npanies recognize this, inasmuch as they will not

insure against what they call “  Acts of God.”  Tire 
acts of man may be calculated, the stars in their 
wanderings may be made the subject of exact predic
tion. But where God may break out next no man 
knoweth. If he sends an earthquake or a disease be
cause some people have offended him, it is as likely 
as not that more of those who have pleased him will 
suffer than of those who have not. He laid down 
laws for the extermination of witches, only for man to 
discover later that they did not exist. God told 
people that their health and prosperity depended upon 
their worshipping him, only for them to realize that 
it didn’t matter to the value of a brass button whether 
they worshipped him or not. When he threw 
thunderbolts about he as often hit a church as a 
brothel— until his worshippers learned to put up 
lightning conductors to guard against God’s bad 
marksmanship. He claimed to inspire men to action, 
but the action was bad as often as it was good. He was 
most precise and particular in giving orders about 
things that did not matter, and delightfully vague or 
careless about things that did.

Now the Romans were a very practical people. They 
had gods by the score, and they had a maxim that the 
best gods a man could have were those of his own 
country. That really placed all gods upon pretty 
much the same level, and like the lady who taught her 
children to rise and bow whenever the name of the 
devil was pronounced because one never knew' what 
one might need, the Romans might have thought it 
wuse to deal courteously with all the gods in case of 
an accident. Taking all things into consideration, it 
may be the case that while it was evident the less gods 
interfered in human affairs the better, it was only 
decent to thank the god, or those gods, who didn’t 
interfere at all. It was the Roman way of saying to 
the gods, “ ’Please leave us alone. We have made so 
many blunders with you that we can hardly do worse 
w'ithout you. Without the gods we may muddle 
through; w'ith you, God only knows what may hap
pen.” There is a whole volume of philosophy in that 
altar to “  The God that takes no Heed.”  He is the 
best God of whom I have ever heard. He is as bear
able as a fever that one hasn’t got.

* * *
Church or H osp ita l

More than two thousand years have rolled by since 
the altar was erected to the god that never interfered 
in human affairs. But life provides us with plenty of 
instances in illustration of its wisdom. Here is one 
from Sheffield. That city has a cathedral; and it has 
occurred to a number of the clergy that it should be 
enlarged. There is no demand for this from the laity, 
the cathedral is not overcrowded, it can shelter all the 
W'orshippers that turn up; but the world values 
cathedrals more for the ground they cover than the 
number of worshippers they shelter. So money is 
being collected to enlarge the cathedral, and £150,000
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is still required to iinisli the job. But in July an at
tempt is to be made to raise a million for hospital ser
vice, and an appeal has gone out to raise the-,£150,000 
at once in order to avoid competition.

Yorkshire folk are said to be very wide-awake, but 
this bracketing together the cathedral and hospital 
funds does not reflect favourably upon their tradi
tional shrewdness. Apart, either appeal might be 
justified; together they do not make sense. Christians 
go to Church either because they want something frotn 
the Eord, or because they have received something—  
pleasant or unpleasant— from him. If neither of these 
reasons existed most Christians would sooner go to the 
cinema, or at least they would not bother to go to 
Church. In any case, one of these reasons, or both 
of them, are given by the clergy themselves why 
people ought to go to Church. Limiting our atten
tion to the enlargement of the cathedral and the en
largement of hospital accommodation the conflict is 
obvious. In the cathedral disease is cured by prayer, 
in the hospital it is cured by medical science, and does 
not of necessity take any notice whatever of God. 
Again, the prayer book in use in the cathedral, and 
which cannot be altered without the permission of our 
godly House of Commons, lays it down expressly 
that all disease, no matter what kind it be, is a 
“  visitation ”  from God. Popular piety endorses 
this by saying when a man dies that the Lord has 
called him home. It is clear, then, that in the in
stance before us hospital and cathedral are at cross
purposes. If the Lord sends disease, and if it can be 
cured in the cathedral, why raise a million pounds to 
cure it in the hospital? If the hospital is the place, or 
at least the surer place for the cure of disease, why 
raise ,£150,000 for an enlargement of the cathedral? Or 
are we to conclude that the mischief is done in the 
cathedral and remedied in the hospital, and it will cost 
the Sheffield folk a cool million to undo the mischief 
that the Lord does with the £150,000? j give it up. It 
looks too much like the policy of the British Govern
ment arranging a loan, or credits for Italy, and then 
spending millions to save our ships being blown out of 
the water by the submarines Mussolini has built with 
the money we loaned him.

* * •*

T he E m p ty  N ich e
There is another case that bears on the wisdom of 

the old Roman who built an altar to thank the only 
god he knew of that never interfered with things. 
Next year there is to be a world-fair in the United 
.States. One of the features of the fair will be a 
Temple of Religion. That calls up visions in which 
representations of the world’s religious beliefs would 
be exhibited. Such a museum would exhibit simi
larities of belief, such as the virgin birth, the process 
of turning a human being into a god by sacrificing 
him, and would link up the Christian with other 
primitive beliefs. The magical transformation of 
George VI. could be placed at the side of the Fijian 
ceremony of incarnating the god in the elected chief. 
'I'lie Hells of the various religions could be grouped, 
and some small text-book showing the affinities of the 
different religions circulated. One day could be given 
to the Jew to prove there is only one God, another to 
the Mohammedan assenting to one God, but proving 
him to be not what the Jew believes; tire Christian 
could take another day with three gods, and a general 
panorama showing the different kinds of gods, human 
and semi-human, black, brown, yellow and white. A 
gathering could be arranged in which each of the 
Christian sects could have an hour to prove all the 
others were mistaken, and a member of some semi
religious ethical association, could wind up the pro

ceedings by proving that all these religions were really 
good in essence, and that God probably created these 
different religious bodies in order to exhibit his ° " 11 
ingenuity and unfathomable wisdom.

But nothing of the kind is to be attempted. There 
is to be no exhibition of any kind. Neither priest 
nor parson nor Rabbi, nor Shaman, nor witch-doctor,

01 any other example of this widely-spread genus >s 
to be exhibited. There are to be no prayers and 
preachments of any kind permitted. The visitor to 
the exhibition who walks into the Temple of Keliffion 
will find— nothing. It is to be a large temple, a'11'
that is all. A t a single glance the visitor will see 
what the gods have come to. They are to be repre
sented by a vacuum. The primitive believer said the 
gods were everything; they did everything, and so were 
obviously something. The modern philosophising re
ligionist, lacking the courage or the insight, or both, 
to face ascertained facts, will not say that God 
something since that implies particularity and Par 
ticularity invites definition and opens the way 
criticism. So lie tries to avoid the awkwardness 0 
ci iticism by saying that God is everything. F11* 
say that a thing is everything is only another way ot 
saying it is nothing. That everything is A. and noth
ing is A. are identical propositions. The Temple of 
Religion is a pictorial way of presenting this truth- 
Hie veil before the Ark of the Covenant has been 
rent, and the ark contains— nothing.

So the prologue written by the ancient Roman 0» 
the altar “  To the God who takes no Heed ”  finds its 
epilogue in the Temple of Religion which offers * 
vacuum. It is to this pass that all religion, all 
genuine religion, must come in the end. Gods lb'e 
on the belief and worship of their followers. They 
have not, they never have had,, any other form 
sustenance. In man’s earlier state it never dawned1:
on him to question what the gods did, why they did
it, or whether they did anything at all. But these 
vital questions had to arise. livery advance in r 
knowledge was, so far as the gods were concerned, a 
note of interrogation. Nature began to shake off lts 
“  haughty lords,”  the questions became ni(),L 
numerous and more searching in character; and t° 
that process of questioning there could be but o'11- 
logical end. The more thoughtful began to recofi 
nize that not only did the gods not do the things it h°l 
been believed they did, but the more daring f°11" 
them in the way. Their interference was so ofte'j 
on the wrong side; their judgments so often lacke1 
reasonableness and justice. So, like the old Rom11'1 
of my text, many began to think the best 0 
gods to be those who did not interfere. But a G°l 
who does nothing for or against man, inevitably sii'k-’ 
into that limbo of the unknown and unrememberG 
whither so many of the gods retire; and gods ciUl 
stand anything but neglect. Consciously or uncon
sciously the American Temple of Religion indicate- 
the last stage of the process. The Temple is empty’ 
it is left for man to fill it with something of greatC 
value and endurance.

C hapman Cohen-

THE PRAYER OF CENTURIES

Have mercy upon all Jews, Turks, Infidels, and Here
tics, and take from them all ignorance, hardness °f 
heart, and contempt of thy Word ; and so fetch then’ 
home, blessed Lord, to thy ‘ ‘flock,”  that they may be 
saved among the remnant of the true Israelites, and he 
made one fold under one shepherd, Jesus Christ our 
Lord, who reignetli with thee and the Holy Spirit, one 
God, world without end.—Church oj England Collect.

)
(

L
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Faith and Films

" A piano in a Quaker’s drawing-room is a step for him 
to more humane life.” Matthew Arnold.

“ The Puritan hated bear-haiting, not because it gave 
pain to the bear, but because it gave pleasure to the spec
tators.”—Macaulay.

I UK early Nonconformists were men of courage and 
Principle. They resisted priestly authority when 
such resistance was highly dangerous. Their pre
sent-day successors, however, have little of the sin
cere pioneering spirit. Since they have become re
spectable Free Churchmen, they have begun to imi
tate the older, orthodox Churchmen, who so inno
cently obey the behests of their opportunist pastors 
and masters. So much have the contemporary Non
conformists moved to the Right in sacerdotalism, that 
tentative efforts have been made to unite the Estab
lished Church with its trade-rivals, the temptation 
being the creation of Free Church bishops, with four- 
figure salaries.

It is significant that this move towards union 
should have come from the ecclesiastics of the State- 
supported Church of England. And it is just as 
noteworthy that the Nonconformist bodies should 
have commenced to discuss such a proposition, instead 
°f dismissing the very idea peremptorily. It reminds 
°ne of the remark of the old judge; “  the defendants 
hang together, because they do not wish to hang 
separately.”

1 his sudden unforeseen sympathy between old 
enemies is not the result of a new-born fraternity, but 
u keen realization that Orthodoxy and the other 

doxies ”  are in common danger from an ever-in
creasing secularism on the part of the people. Ihe 
1 ising generation is far less interested in religion than 
'ts predecessors, and the result is being shown in 
half-empty churches, smaller offertories, fewer com- 
'"unicants, and dwindling Sunday Schools. This is 
common to both the State Church and the Noncon
formist bodies, but the Church of England sees also 
the prospect of Disestablishment and Disendowment 
coming nearer and ever nearer. Hence the sug
gested brotherly umbrella between the Orthodox 
Churchmen and those whom they have been taught 
t° regard as heretics as much doomed to everlasting 
Perdition as the dreadful Atheists.

So crave is the position that the Free Churches have 
been startled into unwonted activity. The Metho- 
dists, Wesleyans, and Primitive Methodists have joined 
forces, and closed redundant chapels. Two bodies 
of Presbyterians have amalgamated. Other Non
conformist bodies are anxiously stock-taking, and 
dreading the ensuing balance-sheet. Under the 
Pressure of adversity the Methodists have even gone 

the length of sacrificing principle to self-interest, 
Hist as a drowning man will clutch at any straw.

For many generations the Methodist Churches 
have set tlieir faces sternly against all forms of 
Pleasure, except tea-fights, Sunday-School excursions, 
and bazaars, “  Jesus wept,”  they seem to say, and 
‘df should be kept to that high but lugubrious ideal, 
'bo that end, theatres were talxxq music halls ana
thema, and dancing and horse-racing the very high
way to Hades. Latterly, the cinema has been re
garded as the latest lure of Satan, and it has been at
tacked from countless pulpits and platforms with all 
the concentrated bitterness of theological enmity. It 
"as assaulted with such a wealth of detail that one 
suspected that the reverend censors were themselves 
film-fans. But business is business, and the fight 
lasted twenty years. Then, one bright day the 
Methodists themselves began showing not only films, i 
but stage-plays also, in their church-lialls. Not

special films on alleged sacred subjects, but ordinary 
films with familiar stars, as shown at neighbouring 
cinemas. The plays, too, were the usual type, as 
presented at famous theatres, but the players were 
Methodists, and the audiences were Methodists too. 
And 110 chapels have been destroyed by a vengeful 
Providence, and no pastors struck by lightning.

Of course, the whole thing was arranged for the 
purpose of attracting young people to the half-empty 
Methodist Churches, and drawing paying audiences. 
But what becomes of the pastors’ parrot-like recitative 
that films and plays were highly harmful for adults 
and young people alike. Innocent Methodists, un
accustomed to such things, should be more deeply 
impressed by the realism of the screen, and the senti
mental hokum of Hollywood. As for these innocents 
actually taking part in stage-plays, it is as sensational 
a piece of news as if hundreds of Methodists had 
rushed off and joined the ranks of the Latter-Day 
Saints, or the Froth-Blowers.

It is a truly topsy-turvy.situation. We rather fancy 
that the local cinema-managers will smile at the fran
tic efforts of their old enemies, the clergy, to create 
new film-fans. Such a result is not only possible, but 
highly probable. Having tasted the delights of the 
screen, sandwiched between an appeal for carrying 
the Gospel to the Esquimaux, and the singing of 
“  There is a Fountain filled with blood,”  the Metho
dists might hasten to the cinemas and partake of real 
entertainment undiluted by priestly wiles and eternal 
cadging for cash, and the following night these back
sliders might even attend a theatre.

Despite the shouts of the clergy and their satellites, 
the films do no real injury to the audiences, young 
or old. The impression fostered by the pastors that 
the movies are highly mischievous is simply a trade 
trick to keep their own paying audiences away from 
the cinemas. Gangster pictures no more produce 
gangsters than the old-time melodramas created a race 
of criminal hooligans, or the presentation of 
“  Othello ”  or “  Romeo and Juliet,”  filled the 
Divorce Court with co-respondents. In plain 
language, people go to the cinemas, music-halls, and 
the theatres to be entertained. They do not go to be 
bored, and the theatrical managers realize that good 
entertainment means a thriving box-office.

What is the underlying meaning of this introduc
tion of hitherto tabooed amusements into the once 
austere programme of the Methodist Church? The 
answer is that the rising generation is no longer inter
ested in the Christian Religion. The great forward 
movement of Secularism has shown the way to better 
things than the mere priestly promise of a heaven 
when you are dead. People to-day need something 
more solid than old-fashioned church services and 
stupid sermons, something more nutritious than the 
dry husks of all out-of-date religion. Depend upon 
it, when the masses of the people begin to turn from 
the crudities of the Christian Religion, the power of 
the priest has lost its stranglehold upon this country. 
So grossly imperfect, so stupefying, so false was this 
narrow Methodist conception of human life, that the 
wonder is that it had not sooner fallen into public dis
favour. A great Eastern sage taught his disciples 
not to dream that the living will walk for ever in the 
footprints of the dead. It is still a salutary lesson, 
for slaves of the past ignore the “  mighty hopes that 
make ns men.”  It is precisely because all the 
Christian clergy insist that the world’s clock struck 
in Ancient Judaea some two thousand years ago, and 
has never moved since, that the great Christian 
churches to-day resemble nothing so much as a range 
of exhausted volcanoes with not a flame flickering on 
a single pallid crest.

This sudden change in opinion on the part of this
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Methodist Church is not a paltry matter. It is a com
plete proof that the work of the Freethinkers is com
ing to fruition. Not only Methodists, but most men 
are innocents, saturated with old-world superstitions 
and prohibitions that, self-imposed, largely spoil their 
lives and destroy their happiness with futile sacrifice. 
It is the Freethinkers who are changing the view
point of the world, and they are doing so by widening 
men’s mental horizons. Not one Methodist in a thou
sand is familiar with the details of the devastating 
attacks made by thinkers and scientists during the 
last hundred years upon their religion; not one 
Methodist in a thousand has read Chapman Cohen’s 
books; but these pioneers have changed the intellect
ual atmosphere that men breathe, and there are more 
Evolutionists and Secularists than ever before in the 
history of the world. For these scholars have ex
plained the mystery of religion, and lighted up the 
dark places of superstition.

Nothing like this movement has been seen since 
the Renaissance, and that was as much artistic as in
tellectual. Without noise, without advertisement, 
this newer scientific revolution has begun to change 
the ideas of quite ordinary people, who hitherto have 
been impervious to change.

The ultimate victory of Freethought is as certain as 
the coming of the morrow’s dawn. For it embodies 
the cause of eternal justice and deathless liberty, not 
of a nation but of humanity itself.

Mim nerm us.

The Trial of Robert Taylor

1.
One hundred and eleven years ago, the Rev. Robert 
Taylor, A.Ik, M.R.C.S., was tried for “  blasphemy ”  
at the Court of King’s Bench. The description of his 
appearance given by a contemporary reporter is par
ticularly interesting, and must have aroused eager 
curiosity in the number of “  well-dressed and youthful 
females ”  who, we are told, crowded the court: —

His appearance attracted all eyes : he was arrayed 
hi the flowing gown of a clergyman; his neat cleri
cal hat was conspicuously born in his hand, an eye
glass depended from his neck, and the little finger of 
either hand was ornamented with a sumptuous ring; 
his hair was arranged in the most fashionable style; 
and a pair of light kid gloves completed the elegant 
decorations of his person.

Taylor, obviously, did not believe in being dressed 
as if he were a miserable specimen of “ a blasphemer,”  
the kind of “  unhappy man ” — this was the way very 
holy men generally designated those who were no 
longer Christians, and who had the temerity to say so 
— that people expected to see in an “  infidel.”  The 
rings and the eyeglass must have come rather as a 
shock, as well as the rather contemptuous smile borne 
by Taylor whenever he was discussing Christianity, 
and which is brought out so well in his portrait drawn 
by W. Hunt. One feels this contempt in all his writ
ings.

It is not so generally known that it was Robert 
Taylor who founded the Christian Evidence Society—  
not, of course, that quite hopeless body which exists 
this day, and which has so conspicuously failed to stem 
tire tide of Freethought; the object of Taylor was to 
show that there was no evidence for the divine origin 
of Christianity, and that it was really founded on 
credulity, ignorance, and humbug. His Manifesto is 
an excellent example of a very brief statement against 
Christian claims compressed in a few phrases with re
markable terseness. His Propositions are: —

t. That the Scriptures of the New Testament were 
not written by the persons whose names they bear.

That they did not appear in the times to which 
they refer.

3- Jhat the persons of whom they treat never 
existed.

That the events which they relate never hap
pened.

to Hqadily Speaking> Baylor's Propositions hold gocxi 
S v iyj L'*cePt among the impossible Fundament- 

critic  1 '°  bf  leVe ever-vthing on faith. Most modern 
written Kvert°  ayree tkat tPe New Testament was not 
good im iJ  ‘e l)crsons whose names they bear; that a 
and that fi ° 1 -G events related are purely allegorical;

whom1th e ‘ ‘ t j :  ” ery,little Pr0Of that the ï* 8005 Icourse J  y volume treats ever lived. But, of 
the risk o f f  SUC ’ things boldl-V in 1827 was to incur 
which Tavi 1Ci!Vy I)enaities or imprisonment— a risk 

On 1,,-c't hlS Credit’ was not afraid of taking-
Un hlS thlrd Proposition he adds

I hat the Persons of whom they treat never existed > 
because demoniacs, devils, angels, hobgoblins, Pcr' 
sons who had once been dead, who could walk 011 
water, ride in the air, etc. (such as Satan and JesU? 
Christ) are the persons of whom these Scriptures 
treat; and that such persons never existed is demon
strable ; First, From the utter incongruity of sue 1 
figments with the immutable laws of sound reason- 
Second, From the total absence of all historical refer
ences to their existence. And thirdly, From in
numerable passages of these Scriptures themselves 
which fully admit the merely visionary Hypostasis 0 
their fabulous hero.

And Taylor gives many references in proof of 3 
this.

The Manifesto appeared in 1824, when the Christw" 
Evidence Society was first established and those n 
terested were invited to attend the meetings held 111 
the Society’s Areopagus in Cannon Street every *1 ueS_ 
day evening. They were also allowed “  to deliw' 
their sentiments upon the topic of discussion 3111 
in addition, Taylor asked “ if these things can he 
denied or disproved— your Ministers and Preachers arC 
earnestly called on to do so . . . and upon the con
dition of allowing themselves to be respectfully queS’ 
tioned, and learnedly replied to, they will be receive1 
with honour, and heard with attention.”

It was no boast on Robert Taylor’s part to say tha 
he would “  learnedly ”  reply to any opponent, 
was a brilliant University scholar, and was not oub 
ordained as a clergyman, but in addition, was a fully 
qualified surgeon. It is impossible with his record t0 
put him among the unlearned or illiterate; and Hux
ley’s depreciatory opinion of Taylor’s published work 
adds nothing to Huxley’s credit. Taylor undermined 
the “  authorities ”  upon whom Christianity rested 
and, if Huxley’s method was different, in the end that 
is what his own work ultimately did. For my own 
part I am convinced that a Freethinker who has 
mastered Taylor’s Syntagma will be quite as well 
equipped, and perhaps better equipped, to meet a 
Christian opponent, than if he followed only Huxley’s 
arguments against Christianity.

At one of the Tuesday evening meetings a beadle» 
residing in Walbrook, was sent by a local Alderman to 
take notes with the possible view of bringing an action 
against Taylor for “  blasphemy ” ; he made some notes 
and it was these which formed the basis for the trial. 
The Judge was Lord Tenterdon, and I am bound to say 
that he was as fair and just as it was possible to be in 
his day. There is no trace of that vindictiveness 
which characterized the Roman Catholic Judge North 
when, over fifty years later, he sentenced O. W- 
Foote to twelve months’ imprisonment.

The Attorney-General who appeared for the prose
cution was the usual believer horrified that anyone 
could treat his religion with “  levity and contempt.”
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A Censored Play“ Nothing- but stupidity,”  he added, “  or the most 
frivolous dissipation of thought can make even the 
inconsiderate forget the supreme importance of every
thing which relates to the expectation of a future 
existence.” Of course he believed in “  serious argu
ments ”  on both sides. He insisted on toleration to 

the objections of unbelievers ” ; but he would have 
Christianity assailed only by “  sober discussion and 
legitimate reasoning.”  And he simply would not 
sully his mouth with the words used by the defend- 
mit— “ the words of mockery which he has introduced 
into his addresses, assailing both the forms and the 
personages which are most reverenced and sacred 
amongst 11s.”  Naturally he told the jury, “  if you 
find that Taylor has been a sober, moderate inquirer, 
that he has made use of no weapon which it was proper 
for him to employ— then in God’s name accpiit him.”  
If not, then the magistrates must have “  recourse to 
this last resource, this ultimate method of removing 
from the precincts of the city, which they had a right 
to do, a nuisance so detestable, and if possible, eject- 
mg those individuals whom he had collected around 
him like a nest of vermin, and who would seek to sap 
and destroy the foundations of our best hopes and 
happiness.”

1 he aforesaid beadle, whose name was Collins, was 
then examined. Taylor insisted that he read the 
whole of the Manifesto— though this was not the 
actual subject of the indictment. Collins then told 
how lie had gone to the Areopagus and had taken 
ch>wu parts of the discourse which he repeated in 
c°urt. I am sure the present reader will be glad to 
know some of the “ blasphemy”  uttered by Robert 
I ay lor, and for which he was subsequently sentenced.
I his is what Taylor, according to Collins, said : —

Shall God lay perjury to his soul and that for 
Jesus ? 1 answer no. That there was no authority 
for its title page (the New Testament). That the 
translators rendered the New Testament falsely, the 
name was not known in 220.

St. Paul has denied the miracles of Christ. His 
ghost appeared to 500 at once, but they were asleep.

1 his, said Collins, caused a loud laugh, and many 
other passages were received with loud cheers: —

Christ rose again, but it is according to the Scrip
tures.

The authority of St. Paul is fatal to the Christians.
The duty of the preacher is to preach, and the duty 

of the hearer is to hear.
The wonder-working God—that is the name which 

the Deist never uses but with awe !
1 should like to know who was the eye-witness be

tween the devil and Christ when he silent his holy- 
days in the wilderness.

The pigs were the first martyrs for Christ.
Did the devil drown the pigs or did the pigs drown 

the devil ?
Mother Southcotte gained more followers in three 

years than the Christian religion had in three hun
dred.

Christianity is a wicked and mischievous fable, and 
they know it to be so.

This is the kind of “  blasphemy ”  which so horri- 
hed the Attorney-General and kindred Christian souls 
—the sort of “  foul ”  attack on the Christian faith 

hicli bad to be put down at all costs. I wonder what 
'»odern Christians think about it these days? Are 
'hey proud that men and women were, earlier than 
1'aylor, tortured and put to death for similar critic
isms and, in his day were incarcerated, as lie was, in 
“ most horrible dungeons,”  as descrilied in the report 
°f Taylor’s trial?

His examination of the witness and bis lengthy 
speech in defence show him in a brilliant light. I 
will deal with both in my next article.

H. Ctjtner.

A s a writer on sociological topics Theodore Dreiser is 
is almost as well known in this country, as he is in his 
native America. He is the author of a number of 
successful books, of which An American Tragedy is 
perhaps the best known, and of at least one play. In 
the United States this play “ The Hand of the Potter” 
was well received. An attempt was made to intro
duce it to the English stage, but those who wished to 
do so found they had to deal with that peculiar 
creature, the liceneer of plays, whom Joseph Conrad 
well described as pursuing liis trade as the old 
Venetian Bravo stabbed his victim, with the difference 
that the Bravo ran some risk and merely killed bodies, 
while the censor of plays might kill a work of art in 
perfect security. For his post the Censor need not 
know anything or have done anything; above all, he 
must not have the slightest consciousness of the ab
surdity of his own position or the ridiculous nature of 
his judgments.

Tlie Censor forbade the public performance of “ The 
Hand of the Potter” — why, God and the Censor only 
know, and the latter has by now probably forgotten 
all alxmt it. So the play was read before a number of 
members of the medical profession and others who 
take an interest in the protection of children and 
young persons. Even the Church was represented. 
The opinions expressed were such that a committee 
was formed to produce the play privately, which 
means that no money could be charged to the general 
public for admission, and “  The Hand of the Potter” 
had a week’s run in the little Portfolio Playhouse, off 
Baker Street. We were present on the first night, 
and left with our opinion of the Censor confirmed, 
with a little pity for the public that can submit to such 
an absurd institution as our Censor of plays, and 
with genuine admiration for a cast that worked so 
well and so unselfishly to produce the success the play 
unquestionably achieved.

“  The Hand of the Potter ”  centres round a poor 
Jewish family, of which the eldest son, 21 years of age, 
and obviously mentally ill-balanced, suffers from 
a form of sex-mania, which manifests itself uncon
querably in the presence of young females. When the 
play opens, he has just returned home after a couple 
of months’ imprisonment for assaulting a young girl. 
In a civilized society he would have been confined in 
a suitable institution until adjudged fit to be at large. 
Brought up in a society saturated with the idea of 
mere punishment, he is turned loose with the cer
tainty that he will repeat his conduct at the first op
portunity. The inevitable happens, but this time 
murder is added to rape, and there is the added fear 
of being sent back to the prison from which the semi
maniac has just been liberated.

The interest of the story runs quick and true. The 
desire of the family to guard their own, the horror of 
the parents at the renewed disaster that has overtaken 
them, the strong family affection which is extended to 
the half-maniacal son, and liis re-action to the 
love of family with regard to his parents, the pres
sure of events that drives the son to almost complete 
insanity with one outstanding desire, that of escaping 
arrest, a desire that even in the most critical moment 
is not strong enough to prevent a manifestation of his 
obsession, ending at last in, what is not a quite im
peccable ending, the deliberate suicide of the son 
when he is on the eve of capture, is worked out witli 
a consistency that does credit to both author and 
actors.

The play ’ is a study in both pathology and socio
logy. Throughout there is not a line that can be con
sidered “  indecent ”  or even offensive, there is not a 
movement that can be construed as “  suggestive.”

/
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And you cannot banish “  indecency ”  by suppressing 
plays. As psychologists are aware “ indecency” 
nearly always lies in the mind of the observer, and in
decency ranges from the exposure of a woman’s face 
with an open exhibition of those parts of the body 
usually concealed, to. a semi-nudity that makes an 
irresistible appeal to an unclean mind. We each 
make our own indecencies, and then saddle others 
with the responsibility for their existence.

One of our leading newspapers said that the play 
was a remarkable, even an important one, but “ it is 
not a pleasant one.”  Well, neither is a policeman a 
pleasant sight to a burglar, or a case of smallpox to an 
observer. One member of the audience, who must 
have been there by mistake, or to represent the 
“  crowd,” said to us that he saw no reason why such 
a subject should be brought before the public. There 
is only one reason that we know of; this is that such 
cases exist, and if they are not handled with know
ledge they are handled in ignorance, with conse
quences that follow such handling. At present our 
treatment of them is a bad mixture of cruelty and per
verted moral feeling.

Surely the Censor might have withheld his ban, 
feeling that they who wish to find something “  in
decent ”  would not be attracted to “  The Hand of the 
Potter.”  It is not salacious, and they who are on the 
look out for such amusement, will be quite satisfied 
with the suggestive language and gestures that so 
liberally besprinkle many licensed performances. Per
haps, however, the censor may one day permit this 
fine play to be seen by a larger audience than wit
nessed it in the Portfolio Playhouse. It is to be hoped 
so, for the whole work is an appeal for pity, a plea for 
understanding; and it is pity and understanding that 
are so badly needed to-day.

It would be unfair to close without paying tribute 
to the performers. Mr. Douglas Ross, as the father, 
acted magnificently, bringing insight and feeling into 
the character he was presenting. The mother, Miss 
Inez Bensusan, was best in the court scene, with 
her dogged determination not to be shaken from the 
line which she thought might save her son. To give 
praise where praise was earned would be to go over 
the cast one by one. We will only say that, among 
others, both Richard Coke and John Gabriel were out
standing. Both contributed to what, considering the 
conditions under which the play was presented, was 
a marked triumph of art over difficulties. And with
out cancelling anything we have said, we are sure that 
further rehearsals and a more spacious stage would re
sult in the little improvements here and there that 
might be made.

We hope that the Censor may be Induced not 
further to block the way to the publicity which “  The 
Hand of the Potter ”  deserves.

PETEK. N ortiicote.

Realization

The dinging children at their mother’s knee,
Slain; and the sire and kindred one by one 
Flayed or hewn piecemeal; and things nameless done, 
Not to be told : while imperturbably 

The nations gaze, where Rhine into the sea,
Where Seine and Danube, Thames and Tiber run, 
And where great armies glitter in tire sun,

And great kings rule, and man is boasted free!

What wonder if yon torn and naked throng 
Should doubt a Heaven that seems to wink and nod, 

And having moaned at noontide, “  Lord, how long?” 
Should cry, ‘ ‘ Where liidest Thou?” at evenfall,

At midnight, “ Is He deaf and blind, our Hod?”
And ere day dawn, “ Is He indeed at a ll?”

William Watson.

Secular Education League

T h irty-First A nnual R eport

A imual Report of the Committee of tlic
“ ..... '• ---1—  4-̂  fiir> Members

called tofoi-L" im s n ’ llC.atlon League is submitted to the Membe 
the Z  A  year aS° attention was "  ’
hon Act 7  ! ^Uat101: Hkely to be caused by the Educa-
members of" the ' n *  mcreased handicap upon suck teaching profession as were Theists
Jews, Rationalists, or Unitarians. Events m the twelve

Z l U t U l l U i m ,  JL* VWJ . WW -----

months under review have fully justified the anxiety 
which the Committee expressed last year, particularly 
in respect to the re-organization of schools which the ad
ministration of the Act entails, in the starting of llCNV 
senior Central Schools. Both Anglican and Roman 
Catholic Churches are very active in seeking to benefit 
themselves by the application of that part of the Act by 
which seventy-five per cent of the cost of a new build»1# 
is provided by the local authority, while but twenty-five 
pel cent is contributed from denominational somcc.-. 
These attempts to secure so large a proportion of l»lb,ic 
money for sectarian schools have aroused heated discus
sion and strong protests in many parts of the count1) ’ 
together with vigorous complaints in the public TreSS 
by disputants on both sides, whether for or against sin 1 
action.

Some E ffects of this D ispute.—In Liverpool the 
Municipality refused such a grant for the purpose 0 
building a Roman Catholic school, and it is reported that 
no non-provided school ill the town will be helped in this 
way, so that if new Central Schools are required, they 
will be Council .Schools only.

In Carnarvon the parents of children attending tin 
Llanlleehid Council School protested to the Education 
Committee as follows : “ Under 110 circumstances will we 
allow our children to attend the Church School.” 

two correspondents in the Salisbury Times wrote a’j
follows, last October : ‘ ‘ We see no reason why we shoiik'
he asked to subscribe to the building of a denoin"'a 
tional school (in Church Stretton). We think that pubj|C 
money, which will amount to seventy-five per cent of tin 
total cost of the proposed new building, should not be 
used for denominational purposes.”

Instances such as these could be multiplied.
Reserved and Unreserved T eachers.— In order h’ 

meet the difficulty of staffing when a new central schpo 
for a district becomes a denominational school by Hica" 
of the seventy-five per cent Grant from local fund*'1 
teachers eligible for appointment to such schools n1L 
classified as Reserved and Unreserved, so that denoiuM'11' 
tional teaching is given by Reserved Teachers only- 
Rut, as both Anglicans and Roman Catholics may clan11 
the right to have none but Reserved Teachers, trouble 
likely to arise. Last November the York Education Cm"' 
mittee carried a resolution that the head teacher and o"e 
hundred per cent of the staff of a proposed new Ccntr"1 
School in York should be regarded as Reserved Teachers- 
In considering the matter the steps leading up to thD 
situation should not be overlooked : —

1. Reorganization requires new Central schools f<>r 
all scholars up to the age of sixteen years.

2. In small areas one such school would be sufficient 
for the total number of pupils of school age.

3. If the Church, by raising twenty-five per cent 
of the cost, succeeds in securing the other seventy- 
five per cent from the rates, the Church will in
sist that denominational religion shall be taught 
in that school, although it will be the only Cent
ral school available for the children from Non
conformist as well as from Church homes.

4. Therefore to insist upon the appointment of one 
hundred per cent of reserved teachers is a very 
questionable proceeding, likely to lead to the 
appointment of teachers more for their doctrinal 
views than for their educational qualifications.

T ests for T eachers.— In August the Schoolmaster 
published a questionnaire proposed by the Bishop of St. 
Asaph to be issued to applicants for teaching posts in 
Denbighshire. Some of the questions were :—
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“ Do you attend any place of worship?”
“ Are you a Christian?”
“ Do you accept the Bible as your supreme guide 

in spiritual and moral matters?”

It is interesting to note that the Chufch I hues printed 
a letter warning the Church Authorities against such 
proposals', and an article in the Christian World asked : 

Are you going to force teachers to say that they be
lieve in Christ in order to secure appointments?” The 
National Union of Teachers took action in the matter, 
and finally the proposed inquisition was dropped; but, 
as the Schoolmaster pointed out at the time, •' the price 
of freedom is eternal vigilance.”

In November a letter of protest appeared in the Salis
bury Times because an advertisement in that paper, for 
an assistant teacher, required applicants to submit a 
statement as to their Churchmanship.

1 he dissatisfaction of many teachers with the present 
conditions continues to be expressed. Following the 
presentation and discussion of resolutions calling for the 
secular policy in education at conferences of the National 
Union of Teachers and of the Association of Assistant 
Masters in Secondary Schools, the latter body has passed 
the following resolution : “  That this Council is of
opinion that attendance at any assembly, the purpose of 
which is the inculcation of religion, should not be deemed 
a normal part of the duties of assistant masters in sec
ondary schools.” In the discussion much stress was laid 
upon the danger to liberty of religious thought and ob
servance, and of putting a premium on dishonesty and 
hypocrisy.

Blackpool.— A year ago the Committee called attei 
tion to the fact that an acute situation had developea 
this town between the teaching staff and the Educati 
Committee, owing to an attempt then being inal 
usinor the school organization to carry out a sc k 
the attendance of scholars at churches and chape s

Acid Drops

There is an interesting row going 011 with regard to the 
opening of the Glasgow exhibition on Sunday. The 
Scotch churches are up in arms against such an official 
opening of the exhibition on Sundays. O11 the other 
hand week-end trips from all over the country will be 
robbed of a large part of their benefit if those who travel 
to Glasgow find themselves able only to join the crowds 
which, according to the papers, now spend a part of 
Sunday looking through the gates. We are quite certain 
that if all those who came to Glasgow could be induced 
to go to Church at least once during Sunday, the 
preachers might agree to the Exhibition being open for a 
large part of Sunday.

The question at issue is purely a professional one. The 
clergy know that Jesus cannot stand against the attrac
tions of an international exhibition which has been 
boomed as the greatest show these islands have seen, 
and which has been “  hallowed ” by the presence of the 
King and Queen. The Churches think, and some of 
them say, that they must look to the future, and for them 
to agree to people spending Sunday in a sensible manner 
may mean that the habit will grow. On the other hand 
the railway companies say they will lose a great deal of 
business, the caterers say ditto, and the exhibitors say 
that a great deal of business may be lost. It is not a 
question of religious versus business interests, but a con
test between competing business interests. We prefer 
to look at the question from a human point of view, and 
to say that anything which encourages people, particu
larly to spend their Sunday in a cleanly, healthy, and, if 
passible, educative manner is a gain to the nation as a 
whole. That the clergy stands to lose by these things is 
a matter of concern—for the clergy.

s'\ days per annum from 9 to 10 a.111., to which arrange 
"lent the teachers rightly objected.

I his effort to intensify clerical influence in Council 
Schools was likely to lead to a demand for the right of 
entry for denominational instruction, and to enforce 
” pon teachers, parents, and children a declaration as to 
tlicir religious beliefs, with the segregation of the child 
'cn for religious lessons, also the danger of the applies 
lion of religious tests for teachers, and for appointment 
to be made on sectarian grounds. The Trades Council of 
Blackpool protested at the action of the Education Com 
"'ittee in employing school attendance officers to adver 
t'se the scheme among the parents, which the teachers 
had declined to carry out. After nearly twelve months 
°f tiresome negotiations and disputes the teachers wer 
ultimately successful in escaping any liability in the 
"latter, and, though the six annual services will be con 
ducted, it has now been agreed that the clergy and mini 
sters shall attend to all arrangements at their own ex 
Pense.
, It is hoped that this may be a lesson to other autliori 

«os to refrain from future attempts to use Council 
schools to aid denominational purposes.

1 he Schoolmaster is to be congratulated on the publi 
cation of an outspoken article by Mr. Frank Roscoe, en 
titled “  Teachers or Gramophones,’’ using as the text 
h>i his theme the following quotation from Oliver Crotn 
"ell : “ The State, in choosing men to serve it, takes no 
"otice of their opinions; if they be willing to serve it 
faithfully that suffices.”  This article seems to indicate 
that there appears to be some awakening of interest in 
the cause of the Secular Education League. Another 
encouragement arises from the fact that applications for 
literature and for information have come from Bedling 
to", Berkhampstcad, Birmingham, Brighton, Chester 
Exeter, Switzerland, and West Africa. In two instances 
"dvice was requested as to arranging opposition to 
Proposed new central denominational school. Twice 
during the year the Committee has been invited to be 
represented at Conferences of Teachers in London.

It is worth noting that the Dope who was so shocked at 
seeing Hitler’s Indian symbol, the swastika, placed above 
the cross in Rome that he left the city for a period, has 
been quite unmoved at the decision to give a military 
training to children of eight. So long as they are 
brought up faithful followers of the Roman Church, the 
l’ope probably cares very little what is done to the child
ren in any other direction. Perhaps, also, this military 
training of little children was one of the things that has 
aroused Mr. Chamberlain’s admiration for the work Mus
solini has done for Italy.

Thomas Mann, one of Germany’s leading writers, has 
applied for citizenship papers in the United States. It 
is noteworthy that no great work in art or literature has 
been accomplished in cither Italy or Germany since the 
establishment of Fascism in these countries. Neither art 
nor literature can flourish in a prison.

The officers, N.C.O.’s and men of the 1st Battalion at 
Renmore, Galwayg entertained the Bishop of Galway to 
luncheon. In return, the Bishop gave them the Christian 
point of view upon war.“  The Church,” lie said, “ taught 
that as long as men and nations had recourse to violence, 
violence could not be repelled by soft words or rounded 
phrases, but only by the sword. Therefore it was right 
for them to fight for their homes and the altars of Ire
land.” It is natural, of course, for the Church to uphold 
the duty of fighting for the Church. Still all the same 
the method of the Third Person of the Trinity' did, on 
occasion, seem to include the very methods the Bishop 
reproves. The soft words and rounded phrases of Jesus 
included, “  I say unto ymu that ye resist not evil; but 
whosoever shall smite thee on thy right cheek, turn to 
him the other also.”  Not a word as to making an excep
tion in the case of one’s country; not even in the case of 
the altars. But Bishops have evidently been appointed 
to put the Son of God right on these minor points.

Eiberty means responsibility. That is why most men 
‘Bead it.— G. B. Shawi

Who arc these naïve journalists who know so much 
better than Christians (and the history of mankind) 
what Christianity stands for? The Daily Herald has an
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article (signed ‘ ‘T.D.” ) headed : “ If I were a Christian.”  
It appears that this writer thinks that John Wesley, 
Joseph Parker, and, of course, Dick Sheppard, were un
like Christians to-day who “ do not cry out against op
pression or iniquity at all.”  While we do not accept the 
writer’s silly indiscriminate denial of ordinary decency to 
all Christians, we laugh at the ridiculous illusion—ig
norant and childlike—that the abominations of Hitler 
and Mussolini are “ opposed to every Christian principle 
and practice.”  ‘ ‘ T.D.” protests too much when he 
says : “  If I were a Christian I should blush to my 
bones?” “ T.D.”  should read his Bible—not the 
“  Bible as Literature,”  but all the Bible, including not 
simply the selected “  Ten Commandments,” but all the 
commandments, including God’s laws about slavery, per
secution and the bloodiest of wars. If he has any time 
left he might glance through the history of the Dark 
Ages, i.e., the ages when people really believed the 
text-book of Genuine Christianity.

The man in the pew appears to be setting the Rev. 
Peter Green, of Manchester, a problem. Once upon a 
time he was told that the Bible contained the truth and 
nothing but the truth. Then he was led to believe that 
“  properly understood ” the truth was still there, and 
when heretical scientists came along with a theory of 
evolution, he was still informed there was some profound 
truth in the Bible legends. Now Mr. Green finds that 
the M.I.l’. is aghast at the Church of England Report 
on Doctrine, and wonders what has become of ‘ ‘ divine 
truth ”  and the like. So Canon Green informs him that 
such stories of the creation, the temptation of Adam and 
Eve, and so forth are, as “ historical happenings” “ Im
possible.” Well, that is all that Freethinkers have been 
saying for the last three centuries. Meanwhile the par- 
sonry has been drawing salaries for calling Freethinkers 
liars, and scores of men and women went to prison for 
saying what they did. But even now the clergy have 
not the decency to say that the Freethinkers were right 
and the Church was wrong.

another name. We are not surprised that 
press is anxious to disown the consequences 
training.

the Catholic 
of Christian

-- a meeting of the Southern Diocesan Conference, the 
t ier day the Bishop of Southwark said the future of 

Uimch schools in South London is at stake. The Church 
ecjunes ¿10,000 to build new schools and, if the ¿10,000 

■mil.* .1,C0m’n” ’ *̂ le Government will authorize Education
The Bishop says^—Ut °f ^  ratePa>’ers’ Pockets & 0’000'

There are few countries in 
such an offer would be made.

the world to-day V»',v

We agree with the Bishop on this point. There aie
countries that would pay three-fourths of the cost

few
of

schools, and practically give them over to be controlled 
by Churches, permit sectarian tests, and substantially 
endow sectarian teaching. But our Government of tricks 
and jobs appears to be, as Voltaire said of Habbakuk, 
capable of anything and everything.

The Bishop of Durham, Dr. Hensley Henson, as 
ported in the North Mail for May g, says he is convin 
that the great majority of the English people wish to 
tain the Christian religion, but he is “ afraid that 
did not sufficiently remember that teaching.”  3\ 1 ’
being interpreted, means that the people are very anx 
to get something, but they do not remember what i ^ 
Perhaps what the bishop ought to have said is that 
and his brother medicine-men want something, and tn 
are a large number of people who will agree in giving 
to them without understanding what they are doinn- 
But Dr. Henson might have put it in a better way.

Christianity is the friend of woman! A proposal *- 
fore the Synod of the Church of Irelend to permit worn a 
to enter the Synod was rejected by i8o votes to I3°_ 
Another victory for those who really believe in -1 
Testament teaching.

The Roman Church is expressing some degree of in
dignation at the robbery and murder of Jews, and the ill- 
treatment of Jewish women in Germany. So far, so 
good, although something of the sympathy may be due 
to the fact that the Roman Church is also just a little “ in 
the soup ” in Germany. But what we should like to see 
the Church face is the fact that the tradition of the 
robbery and ill-treatment of the Jews was created in 
times when the Catholic Church ruled the European 
roost. Brutes such as Goebells, Goering and Hitler are 
really products of the regime of the Church, exercising 
under another name the brutality encouraged by the 
teachings of the Church. But they are really children of 
the days when the Church was at its greatest, and human 
brotherhood at its lowest.

Take the following from a recent issue of the Universe 
—the chief organ of Roman Catholicism in this 
country :—

The Jews are justly condemned for rejecting our Lord, 
because they were expecting the Messiah, and ought to 
have recognized that our Lord was the Messiah. There 
is such a thing as culpable and crass ignorant misunder
standing.

There it is in a nutshell. Taking the story of the death 
of the incarnate God—a belief that goes back thousands 
of years before the Christian Church was heard of— as 
an historic fact- the situation is plain. The Jews re
jected and killed Jesus. They did not believe in him, 
and on these facts they were denied social and legal 
equality. All the forces of Christian bigotry— and there 
is nothing more bitter or more unrelenting in the world 
than that—were roused against the Jew. The Jews were 
condemned for their culpable ignorance and misunder
standing of Christ. That was the material which for 
centuries enabled the Christian population to rob and ill- 
treat the Jew. Hitler and the other degenerates with him 
arc merely exhibiting earlier Christian history under

Lady Cynthia Colville says that “  Religion is cithc 
everything or nothing.”  Well, it certainly isn’t ever)' 
thing. We leave the conclusion to Lady Colville.

Fifty Years Ago

Christianity ‘ ‘ restored position of women in society- 
We have already seen what was the position of woman 
under the best Roman law. In what respect did Chr>st' 
ianity improve it? As a matter of fact, Christianity 
degraded woman by two methods; first, by adopting t|u 
Jewish story of the F a ll; secondly, by preaching up v” ' 
ginity. Paul’s view of woman’s position is contemptible > 
she is as inferior to man as man is to God. Saint Jerome 
called her “  the demon’s door, the road of iniquity, tl,e 
scorpion’s sting.”  Saint Chrysostom called her 1 a 
sovereign pest.” “ When you see a woman,”  said Saint 
Anthony, “  be sure you have before you, not a human 
being, not even a wild beast, but the devil in person- 
Saint Augustine’s insults are nearly as extravagant- 
Saint John of Damascus styled her a child of lying> 
the advanced sentinel of the Devil,”  and “ a malignant 
she-ass.”  Gregory the Great denied her “  any moral 
sense.”  That is how Christianity “  restored the position 
of woman in society.”

Polygamy was not proscribed by Christianity, because 
it did not exist in the Pagan civilization which Christ
ianity supplanted. Monogamy was legal in Greece and 
Rome, and had been so for centuries. When Christianity 
opposed polygamy among the barbarians it simply 
carried forward the morality of Pagan civilization. The 
Bible never censures polygamy or enjoins monogamy. It 
is a big book, but it never gives a right sentence on this 
subject.

That Christianity “  put down divorcb ”  is undoubtedly 
true, but the result was of questionable value.

The Freethinker, May 20, 1888.
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TH E FR E E T H IN K E R
F ounded by G . W . F O O T E

f>i Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4 
Telephone No. : C entral 2412.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

J- A. Raine.—The World Union of Freethinkers is not likely 
to ban any delegates from its Congress because it does not 
approve of the general policy of the country from which 
they come. After all we are Freethinkers, banded to
gether for what we believe in, not because of points on
 ̂which we may disagree.

U. S medley.—Your interesting letter received. Mr. Cohen 
will be writing on his list of fifty-year readers as soon as 
opportunity permits.

One of our readers is desirous of securing a copy of the 
freethinker containing an article by Mr. A. R. Williams 
on “ Cursing and Swearing.” We are unable to place it. 
lh> any of our subscribers remember the approximate date
of the article? If they do we shall be glad to hear from 
them.

1. Lewis.—We note and appreciate your disagreement, but 
while we may recognize the impossibility of putting into 
operation a basic principle of Freethought, we cannot en
dorse action which runs contrary to it. It is circumstances 
such as are existing at the moment that test one’s under
standing and devotion to one’s professed principles. Thanks 
for cutting.

®-L.—The business meetings are equally open to all mem
bers of the N.S.S., whether a member of a Branch or not. 
All members have an equal right to take part in discussions 
and an equal vote on any business that comes before the 
Conference. The current card of membership entitles a 
member to attend.

L each, IT. Black and T. IT. Smith.— Thanks for addresses 
of likely new readers; paper being sent for six weeks.

W».L Harold T., who contributed a letter in this paper on 
July 25, 1937, please forward his address to the Iiditor.

1<> Circulating and Distributing the Freethinker.—C. Ilen- 
riksen, 10s.

The offices 0/ the National Secular Society and the Secular 
■ Society Limited, are now at 65 Farringdon Street, London 
R C.4. Telephone: Central 1367.

Orders for literature should he sent to the Business Manager 
of the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London E.C.4, 
and not to the Editor.

IVhen the services of the National Secular Society in con
nexion with Secular Burial Services are required, all com
munications should he addressed to the Secretary, R. H. 
Rosetti, giving as long notice as possible.

Friends who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 
t>y marking the passages to which they wish us to call 
attention.

Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
" The Pioneer Press,”  and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd., 
Clerkenwell Branch.”

The "  Freethinker ”  is supplied to the trade on sale or 
return. Any difficulty in securing copies should be at once 
reported to this office.

The "  Freethinker "  will be forwarded direct from the Pub
lishing Office at the following rates (Nome and Abroad)
One year, j5/.; half year, 7/6; three months. 3/9.

Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
R.C.4 by the first post on Tuesday, or they will not be
inserted.

Sugar Plumo

Wo have little to add to what was said last week con- 
' oruitig the Conference, except to say that the tickets for 
JJ'e Corporation’s Civic Reception are now all distributed. 
Lie invitations were limited to 300, but applications far 
exceeded that number. But those who are attending the 
Conference Luncheon (price 3s.), the Monday excursion 

Loch Lomond, with Luncheon (price 6s.) must advise 
Lie Glasgow Secretary, Mrs. M. Whitcfield, 351 Castle- 
'bilk Road, as early as possible. Notice must, of course, 
he given some days in advance. Delegates and members 
" 'll  be entertained by the Glasgow Branch at the Grand

Hotel, Charing Cross, on Satu“day. Many members 
will be staying there, others’ will find their way 
easily enough. The function commences at seven 
o’clock. Refreshments will be provided by the Branch.
It only needs the weather to be favourable for the Glas
gow Conference to be a marked success.

On page 326 of this issue we reprint the Annual Report 
of the Secular Education League. We strongly commend 
the League to our readers, who may assist either by be
coming a member of the League or by sending a dona
tion to its funds. A good deal of quiet propaganda work 
is being carried on, and the question of religion in State- 
supported schools is always with us, while the shameless 
action of the present Government .in subsidizing sectarian 
schools, must bring the question more prominently before  ̂
the public. Those interested should write to the secre
tary of the League, Miss N. Freeman, .Secular Education 
League, 12 Palmer Street, Westminster, S.W. The sub
scription is voluntary.

May we call the attention of our readers to the oppor
tunities that are offered during the summer season for 
introducing this journal to new readers. This is our 
main means of advertising, and it is one of the best, if it 
is practised assiduously. The increased cost of publica
tion—owing to the reduction in the hours of labour, 
rise in the price of paper and of printing, has made the 
task of making ends meet more difficult than ever. It is 
about the only worry we have; all the rest is an enjoy
able occupation.

Now that it is no longer profitable to circulate the lie 
that the International Conference is ordered and 
financed by Russia, the lying is taking a different form. 
For instance, the Christian Herald, that used to fatten on 
the fools who expected the return of Jesus Christ at an 
early date, discovers that the Conference has been ‘ ‘post
poned till September.”  There has, of course, been no 
postponement. The International Conference has always 
been held in September.

Mr. S. Ivl. Dawkins, who writes, presumably, repre
senting the “ Christian Defence Society,”  states in the 
Western Morning News, that the Conference should not 
be permitted because it is an International Conference, 
and people are coming here from countries where re
ligious freedom is refused. One would have supposed 
that would be an excellent reason for holding the Con
ference in this country, but we have no doubt that Mr. 
Dawkins looks enviously at those countries which tvould 
not permit a gathering of Freethinkers. Mr. Dawkins 
adds a lie to his bigotry by asserting that the coming 
Conference is “  a direct outcome of the Conference at 
Prague in 1936.” The Prague Conference had no idea, and 
expressed no opinion, as to where the coming Conference 
should be held.

There are other lies about, but these two will do for 
this week. But the Conference will be held. That is the 
main thing. And Christians are afraid, that is another 
thing. Those who are taking part in this campaign of 
lies would like to stop all P'reethought gatherings if they 
could. That is yet another thing— and one that all Free
thinkers should bear in mind.

In the Coroner’s Court, at Lambeth, the Coroner, Mr. 
Douglas Cowburn, interrupted a witness—who had been 
duly sworn, and the following conversation occurred, 
according to the South London Press : —

“ I do not Jhink you are speaking the truth,” com
mented Air. Cowburn.

“ Before God Almighty I am,” answered the husband.
“ Do not call on the Almighty,” retorted Mr. Cow

burn.

But in taking the oath the witness had already called on 
the “  Almighty.” It is almost blasphemous for the 
Coroner to bring God Almighty in and out in this 
manner. Perhaps, however, the Coroner only submits to 
God being in his court because the law compels him to 
do so, and is against his interfering with the rest of the 
business.
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The Executive of the National Secular Society is pre
pared to send speakers to address religious or non-re
ligious organizations, free of charge, within a reasonable 
distance of London. Application should be made to the 
General Secretary, 68 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. Mem
bers of the N.S.S. who belong to suitable bodies, might 
bear this offer in mind.

Mr. G. Whitehead will be in Manchester for the week 
commencing to-day (May 22). The active open-air work 
being done by the local N.S.S. Branch will no doubt pro
vide the foundation for some really good meetings during 
the week. Pioneer Press publications will be on sale, or 
may be ordered through any of the officials present.

The first reading of Mr. It. J. Russell’s ‘ ‘ Contraceptives 
(Regulation) Bill ”  shows that the clerical animosity to
wards Birth-Control has not taken defeat lying down. 
This Bill is practically the same Bill which Lord Dawson 
of Penn introduced into the House of Lords in 1934. The 
present Bill has the support of the Archbishops of 
Canterbury, York and Wales, the Cardinal Archbishop 
of Westminster, Dr. Scott Lidgett and many other 
Christian u leaders.” The intention of the Bill is merely 
to make the purchase of contraceptives more difficult (and 
incidentally dearer). We urge Freethinkers to do all in 
their power to prevent the bigots from winning on a side- 
issue a most important principle. The sale of contracep
tives is perfectly legal, as legal as the sale of Bibles 01- 
masses for the dead, and far more socially justifiable.

Jews, Socialists, Liberals, and men of distinction in 
literature and science are not the only ones who are being 
removed in Germany and Austria. According to the 
Observer, people are having their cats and dogs destroyed 
in Austria because they feel certain that there is going to 
be a £5 tax imposed on domestic animals. And the 
Austrians were in the habit of assisting the transporta
tion of swallows across the Alps to preserve their lives!

A Family Group

W k have just been reading a Romanist denunciation 
of Cremation. Cremation, we are told, is allied to 
Atheism. Atheism is anti-god. Cremation shows a 
disbelief in the resurrection of the body. Yes ! The 
resurrection of the body !

'I'lie body, it appears, is going to be clutched from 
the tomb, and, after aerial adventures, is going to 
move about in a brand-new happy land above. 
Always assuming, mark you well, that the legs are at
tached to a person who belongs to Holy Mother 
Church, that they are the legs of a person such as the 
Gallant Christian Gentleman, Franco', who genu
flects at the right times and places, crosses himself in 
the presence of a Holy Man, attends Mass, and makes 
Confession the correct number of times per year, and 
supports the Church adequately by coin of the realm 
or its equivalent. Hut should the owner of a pair of 
legs omit these religious exercises, death will not pre
vent, and cremation will not prevent, the Lord from 
finding him a new pair; but the legs will disport 
themselves over an entirely different portion of the 
heavenly country-side. God, you see, will not like 
the extra trouble the cremation has put him to, and 
will register his dislike in approved godly manner; the 
body will continue cavorting, but (in the case of a 
cremated gentleman) on something approximating to 
hot bricks. Cremation or no cremation therefore he 
will continue to lie honlo sapiens, furnished with a 
proper quota of limbs and organs, a blood-stream 
with red and white corpuscles, the pituitary, prostrate 
ond other glands, vermiform appendix, etc., all com
plete.

Mark Twain told a story of an Indian chief who

asked a Christian Missionary the solution to the 
following situation. An Indian dies and is buried- 
I he particles of which his body is composed disin
tegrate and take on fresh forms! A  crop of wheat 
finds it necessary to incorporate some of the matter of 
the dead man into its own structure. Another gener
ation of Indians makes whoopee, and the banquet 
contains bread made of the wheat which their fore
l.eais help to build. The wheat, in turn, enters into 
their bodily structure. In the Resurrection, asked 
the Indian, when the sorting out takes place, wouk 
not some of those enjoying immortality have to £° 
about with a hiatus here and a lacuna there. When 
the missionary appeared nonplussed, the Chief got l'l' 
and left him, observing that he was afraid that he 
(the missionary) had not given the subject the atten
tion it deserved.

1 lie missionary, of course, was a poor fish. If *ie 
had had a whiff of the modern enthusiasm engendered 
by the Recall to Religion he would have readily 
pointed out that nothing could be easier for God than 
to manufacture duplicate parts. What Henry Ford 
or Lord Nuffield could do, could not the Maker of 
Heaven and Earth do better? True, the Indian 
could quibble— all pertinacious questioners on theo
logical matters do that— and suggest that, if duplicate 
pelts were provided, then the original body was not 
resurrected, but a substitute provided. What 
matter? says the theologian. It is the spirit of the 
teaching that matters, not the letter. With regard to
our continued bodily existence, when happy family
reunions take place, it is the spirit that matters, an( 
the desire to pursue the subject to minute details lb 
unworthy even of a reverent agnostic.

To some extent, in this matter, we are on the sn L 
of the theologian and see no difficulty whatever abou 
the duplicate parts. If God chooses to collect, f°l 
instance, the person blown out of a gun and puts hi"> 
together again ready for pastures new, I cannot see 
him deterred by any other kind of difficulty. A  much 
more important question to us is whether, on achiev
ing immortality, growth goes on in the human body-
If so, the shape this old body of ours is going to as
sume after a few million years of development is riot 
going to be the least interesting form of entertain
ment for us during an eternity of idleness.

A Christian friend assures us this is nonsense; out 
body, at the end of our earthly existence, is going to 
be standardized. Otherwise the happiest feature of 
the life hereafter is going to be eliminated. All right) 
then. We do not know' how our friend knows this, 
but he belongs to a Church which professes to know, 
and in ecclesiastical matters, professing to know lS 
much the same thing as having Authority. Wc must 
take him on his own ground and attempt to piece to
gether the happy details.

One Alice Brown and one Charlie Mussell marry 
at the age of twenty-two. A  year later, a small 
Cuthbcrt Mussell takes a long breath and commences 
making himself a nuisance. Alice Brown (nee) un
fortunately makes an error of judgment at a pedes
trian crossing and lies awaiting the last trump at age 
of twenty-four. Charlie Mussell, liking his sample 
of connuhiality (or hoping to do better), marries 
again. This time he marries a widow rejoicing in the 
name of Mary Blobb, the name Blobb being positively 
the least affliction the lady had acquired by her first 
marriage. Now Mary was a devout Roman Catholic' 
and believed in the full quiver. She made her re
ligious duty a pleasure or made her pleasure a re
ligious duty— whichever way you choose to look at it 
— and produced fourteen little Blobbs, not counting 
the twins, who were begun for some purpose or other, 
but failed to survive more than a week. Charlie saw 
the light about Holy Mother Church for the sake of
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1'eace at Home, his confessions were sufficiently 
numerous, and his genuflexions became so frequent 
as to become almost automatic, giving him the ap
pearance of being perpetually weak at the knees. He 
died at fifty-two and, having a rather astute business 
sense, left most of his money to God.

His little boy of the first marriage, Cuthbert, did 
even better. He lived till eighty-two, and always 
■ aid ditto (he found it less trouble) to anything he was 
told was approved by the Holy Father. His matri
monial adventures were many, strange, and peculiar, 
hut with these we need not bother. What we are 
Soing to bother about (though not unduly), are the 
details up aloft when Alice Brown, after waiting an 
unconscionable time, has her own little family party 
put together again by the grace of the Great Archi
tect—or the Great Designer, should you prefer this 
term, 'file details above are, however, curiously 
different from those down below, and one lias only a 
faint hope of making the heavenly situation clear.

Alice Brown, having the bodily structure appro
priate to twenty-four years of age, and a bonny girl, 
"ithal (which is neither here nor there), meets in 
Hod’s Good Time, her husband, Charlie Mussell 
(lifty-two), and their sweet little baby-boy, who is 
now, surprisingly, a bewhiskered old gentleman of 
eighty-two, and possessed of a bewilderingly blood- 
shot right eye. The old gentleman, however, seems 
perfectly comfortable, if 110 one else does, and even 
Alice’s natural error in mistaking her baby boy for 
her husband, does not put him about. His conversa
tion is far from brilliant, his chief subject of anec- 
dotage being that lie had been assured on uninipeach- 
td-le authority that his appendix (removed at 34) has 
now been restored to its proper position, which fact 
seems to afford him infinite amusement. Alice is 
'(tally prepared to be very happy, as her pastors had 
always led her to expect as her due, but the situation 
proves puzzling. She is alarmed when she finds that 
her husband Charlie has other and quite legitimate 
connexions which require his attention. 1 hese con
sist of Mary Blobb fby first marriage) or Mary Mussell 
(by second marriage) and a small regiment of Blobbs 
by first marriage) and Mussells (by second marriage) 
die giving of even a kiss apiece requiring quite an ap 
Preciable portion of eternity. The state of affairs re
duces Mary’s mind to something akin to “  modified 
rapture.”  Charlie is enjoying the Peace of God, but 
ids peace of mind is every now and again much dis- 
birbed by the fact that the first Mr. Blobb will (also 
from a mistaken sense of duty) continue to blow in 
and pay attention to his wife and family, particularly 
die twins (6 days). Then there was that family of 
Alice’s baby-boy, most of whom were quite regularly 
•Acquired, creating further complications— but why go 

It is not for 11s to cast profane eyes upon inti- 
'"ate domestic scenes. We realize, we hope, what is 
essentially sacred. We know, as well, that God, from 
first principles, can make a Heaven out of a situation 
"Inch on Earth would just be plain Hell.

vStill it does seem a pity that Cremation is not a wa; 
°nt. is there no way of baulking the ingenuity of tlv 
Bivine Prestidigitator?

T. II. E 1.STOB.

. A coloured Baptist was exhorting liis brothers and 
Rlsters to have their sins washed away. All came but 
°«e man.

“ Why, bladder, Jones, don’t yo’ want yo’ sins 
"•ashed away?”1 done had my sins washed away ober at de Metho- 
,lis’ church.”

"  Ah ! brudder Jones, > <>’ aint been washed away; 
y°‘ has jes’ been dry cleaned.”

Rationalism and Psycho-Analysis

(Continued from page 309)

I ms leads us on to the matter of Religion in general, 
one with which both Rationalism and Psycho-Analysis 
have to do. Before developing this theme, however,
I should like to say a few words on the more general 
one of the relationship between Science and Religion.

Until psychology appeared on the scene, within 
the last few years only, this relationship has 
mainly concerned the more intellectual, cosmo
logical and theological aspects of Religion. It 
is hard to estimate the relative importance of 
these aspects, but in my opinion Religion as a whole 
contains much more significant ones, and I feel sure 
that those Rationalists err who tend to take the part for 
the whole. They are, however, right in their conten
tion that there is an inevitable conflict between Science 
and those aspects of Religion, and further, that their 
influence has had a deterrent effect on the progress of 
Science. It is surely evident that if one is brought to 
answer as an act of piety such questions as “  why has 
the heart four chambers?”  “  why is the moon at the 
full only once a month?”  and so on, by the simple 
statement that it is because God has so willed it, then 
any further inquiry is at once stifling as both super
fluous and impious. Wherever religious feeling 
chooses to concentrate on any of these mundane ques
tions and make a test case of it, as has happened over 
and over again in history, then a series of events in
evitably and regularly happens. The scientific 
investigators who dare to prosecute their inquiries in 
the face of the ban are assailed as Atheists in spite of 
their being for the most part themselves religiously- 
minded; they produce their non-theological explana
tion of the phenomena in question; and more or less 
slowly the Church accepts the explanation, and no 
longer feels that the case was a vital religious issue. 
These recurrent happenings naturally began in the 
fields of astronomy and physics, since they were the 
more easily investigated aspects of nature. When 
Copernicus and Newton showed that the movements 
of the solar system could be correlated with simple 
mathematical statements, and with the familiar pro
cesses of gravitation, it became unnecessary to postu
late an immediate interposition of the Deity to account 
for the observed facts. When a century ago Wohler 
manufactured a substance, urea, which previously had 
been inseparably connected with vital processes, he 
dealt the first blow at the fundamental distinction so 
important to theologians between animate and inani
mate matter. When the evolutionary biologists, cul
minating in Darwin, showed that man’s l«xly was, in 
spite of its differences, of the same order as that of 
other animals, and in all probability derived from 
them, then man’s pride was badly wounded at the 
thought that it was no longer necessary to invoke an 
act of special Divine creation to account for his exist
ence on the earth.

Although such events as these might be said to dis
place God to a greater distance from man by rendering 
unnecessary the idea of miraculous interposition on 
His part, two things prevented the religiously-minded 
from having their faith profoundly disturbed thereby. 
One was—  and this was decisive— that they fell God 
to be as near as ever. The other was that Science, des
pite Keats’ view to the contrary, docs not destroy the 
sense of wonder and awe. I11, many ways, indeed, 
Science heightens this by displaying the orderly and 
grandiose scale of the way in which things work in the 
universe. A Theist with a capacity for imagination 
can feel more uplifted, even if less flattered, by the re
flection that the creation of man has proceeded by a
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more remarkable, though devious, fashion than he had 
previously supposed. The primitive belief in the mir
aculous is replaced by the more mature and profound 
sense of wonder.

Science, however, cannot stop at the intellectual as
pects of Religion, and in the last forty or fifty years it 
has taken an objective interest in other aspects also. 
William James has studied the nature of the psycho
logical harmony induced by the event of religious con
version, and other psychologists have correlated the 
intensity of religious phenomena with many individual 
and environmental factors. Any searching investiga
tion of the human mind, such as psycho-analysis, must 
concern itself with such a fundamental constituent of 
it as Religion is, especially since it is so often involved 
in neurotic conflicts. It was soon found, as indeed 
might have been expected, that the sources.of religious 
feeling arise very early in the course of mental develop
ment, though we see no reason for according it, as 
some writers have done, the status of a biological, in
stinct which its universality might at first sight ap
pear to demand. Thinkers have drawn two opposite 
conclusions from this feature of universality, a feature 
the existence of which psycho-analysis with few ex
ceptions confirms. Some have inferred that it shows 
the existence of a supernatural world which the mind 
more or less clearly perceives. Others have inferred 
that it indicates a prevalent quality in the mind itself, 
although hitherto only very vague and general guesses 
have been made about the nature of this quality. In 
other words, some infer from it an external source of 
religion, others an internal. The discoveries of 
psycho-analysis are necessarily concerned with the 
latter, since it is not in a position to throw any light on 
the former.

If the sources of religious feeling are traced to their 
origins in the unconscious mind, it will be found that 
they are there always interwoven with the child’s con
flicting emotions about his parents. Here I touch on 
a theme so vast that it could not be expounded in any 
single volume or series of lectures. It would not be a 
gross exaggeration to say that psycho-analysis is 
essentially a detailed study of the relations between a 
child and his parents. At the moment I can only 
assert in a single sentence that the conflicting emotions 
in question are far more important for the whole men
tal development than can easily be imagined. Return
ing to the matter of religion, we should say that we 
find all the numerous mental attitudes that man has at 
different times displayed towards his various gods—  
love, hate, dread, adoration, awe, yearning, helpless
ness, exaltation— to be, without exception, copies or 
derivatives of corresponding feelings he has at an 
earlier age experienced, consciously or unconsciously, 
towards his parents or their substitutes. When the 
Christian says we are all children of one Father he is 
using a metaphorical parallel, but to the psycho
analyst he is giving a truly genetic description of his 
belief. We can go even further, and assert that the 
precise ways in which these earlier feelings become 
translated on to the plane of Religion are also fairly 
well understood. It is therefore hard to avoid the 
conclusion that even if there were no Divine Being in 
reality the human mind is so constituted that it would 
inevitably build such a conception together with the 
characteristic attitudes accompanying it.

This is a tremendous conclusion, and one would 
have expected Rationalists to have exploited it pretty 
extensively. It surprises me that they have not. Yet 
T think the scientifically-minded should be careful not 
to be carried away beyond the actual evidence before 
us. To infer that a given belief has a subjective origin 
is not the same thing as to say it is therefore untrue 
objectively. That is quite another matter, not to be 
confounded with the first one. On the contrary, our

analytical experience of subjective beliefs is that ic. 
have an uncanny way of piercing through to an - 
ternal reality. When, for instance, a madman lS ^  
subjective reasons possessed of the idea that soni 
wishes his destruction, or that his wife is disloya ^  
him, he may have reached those ideas on Pure , 
ternal grounds, but they are not alwys untrue m a 
Whether they are or are not has to be determine  ̂
quite another type of investigation. So to say ‘ 
men believe in the existence of God for purely **!*ej,ncr 
reasons, reasons which would be operative whe 
He existed or not, is very far from saying that 1 
fore God does not exist. There are those, inch« ^  
some who write under the regis of psycho-ana y 
who argue thus, but in my opinion they are 
reasoning scientifically in so doing. The' question 
not one for any scientific specialist as such, but f°r 
philosophic thinker.

The Christian Church learned in time, not only ^ 
adapt itself to, but even to assimilate the teachings ^ 
Copernicus and Darwin, although these flatly c0” 
dieted some of its most important doctrines. I u 
expect that it will be able to do the same wit*1  ̂
teachings of Freud. The view will probably 1|C_ 
forward that the grandeur of God is more 111 
brought to expression by recognizing the extraor 
arily complex— one might even say subtle-—harm  ̂
of His works than by upholding the primitive ideas 
particulate intrusion into their details.

Let us now review the situation so far. Rational!*11 
and Psycho-Analysis both profess adherence to ^  
principles of scientific method and to the value 
Freethought. They both find reasons for criticism 
the doctrine of Free Will and for accepting the the°r̂  
of natural evolution. They both consider that hum* 
factors are adequate to account for the genesis 01 
ligious beliefs; Rationalism is apt to take the fui ,L 
step of declaring that these do not correspond with a . 
external reality. There would thus appear to be 
great deal of common ground between Rational!* 
and Psycho-Analysis, and we recur to our orig'|ia 
question concerning the manifest lack of sympathy '' 
tween them.

t1iCI can naturally say more about this matter from 1 
side of the Psycho-Analyst, but I will first state vri'*1 
I perceive of the Rationalist’s attitude. He shares, 0 
course, the general doubt about Psycho-Analysis, 111 
feeling that its conclusions are exaggerated and m' 
probable. I seem to have noted two special features 1,1 
the criticisms passed by Rationalist writers, and the.' 
are of considerable interest. We have been vei> 
accustomed to the epithet of “  gross Materialism > 
variety of abusive adjectives may be attached to it, 0 
which “  carnal ” and “  earthly ”  are the milde^’ 
This is perhaps not very surprising when one remen1' 
hers the work psycho-analysis has done on the anima 
nature of man, and its conclusions that many of h's 
“  higher ”  attributes are derived from “  lowly ”  hu- 
pulses, such as the sexual ones. It is not very bar* 
to distort psycho-analytic work into a picture of lab' 
tudinarian lewdness or of mundane coarseness; soific 
people feel about it, as Keats did about physics and the 
rainbow, that it robs the soul of man of all its fineness 
and spirituality. We have, as I say, been so accUS' 
tomed to this sort of misunderstanding that the 
news of certain Rationalists taking just the opposite 
view came with a certain sense of novelty. Here " ’e 
found ourselves, to our equal bewilderment, assailed as 
being merely another variety of spiritualist, who under 
the guise of the word "  psychological ”  tried to undo 
the progress of biology and physical medicine by re
verting to ideological conceptions about the imma
terial. So much has the simple word “  psychical ” 
been debased by that unfortunate phrase “  psychical 
research ” that it seems hard for many pgople to dis-
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sociate it from the supernatural, and to such people 
h raid's conception of the psyche gets at once con
founded with theological conceptions of the soul. 1 o 
this I would say in reply, that those who are guilty of 
this misunderstanding seem to be still so affected by 
theological preoccupations as to find it hard to con
ceive of a scientific attitude towards mental phen
omena.

Ernest Jones, M.D.
(To be concluded)

way it is, presumably, perpetuated in the Eastern 
Church.

History repeats itself, and Hitler, looking back, and 
no doubt realizing the power which is lent to a State by 
its association with religion, has himself drawn up the 
formula for Reich religious orthodoxy. Could there be a 
more conclusive confirmation than this of my original 
contention that orthodoxy in religion is grounded on 
Freethouglit ?

Maud Simon.

The Philosophy of Freethought

A Sequel to The Recall of Freethought or Turning the | 
Tables.”

Correspondence

AN APPRECIATION 
To the E ditor of thb “  F reethinker ”

Sir,—I am taking the liberty of encroaching on your

I valuable time to tell you how excellent is last week’s 
number of the Freethinker. Your paper always reaches 
a 1H*H standard, but, in ,ny »pi...»», tlm  «sue »  one of

vviddighted  to see that yon have ¡«eluded an article 
front the of that very able writer on psycho-analysrs.

Religion, echoes of which, though faint, are suu 
heard in our land. t
My main thesis was, and is, that if we jnoje in 
origin of what is termed orthodoxy in religious n- K » ^ 
find there is as much Freethought in it as t icrc is 
heterodoxy, though it is only the latter \\ 11C co\ "  
under the heading of Freethinking. But the differen 
between them is not one of kind, but of resu ts. 
feligion makes its own orthodoxy, and even m one am 
B'e same religion, notably in Christianity, m  .,K ‘ 
accumulation of conflicting orthodoxies. %
°f one age may and does change its colour o ’■ 

orthodoxy in succeeding generations. Hus is iaPP 
Big under our own eyes in the position to «tn up 
Modernism in the Church of England. ' . .

If all these considerations do not point to ree 1 . .....’ • j. „Seful death.”  In his
a* the ground of religious orthodoxy to what else do they , al{ love with easeful
Point? It is true that changes of a similar kind take) Nlght>”  he says . 

place in science and its conclusions. But ie c<>

Dr. Ernest Jones—whose writings on this fascinating 
subject I consider as second only to those of Freud him
self. I am eagerly looking forward to his next two con
tributions, and hope that from time to time we shall be 
treated to further articles by him.

I also enjoyed Mr. E. Bradlaugh Bonner’s remarks on 
the subject of “  Sleep ” ; a nightly (or sometimes day
time) occurrence, which we accept, for the most part, un- 
wonderingly—perhaps because those of us who spend our 
days in toil are too weary to question the wherefore, 
being only too thankful to escape into the unconscious 
for a few brief hours.

.Sleep has at various times been the subject of verse, 
and Shelley in particular employs it countless times In 
his poems, possibly because it bears so great a resemb
lance to death, which was so attractive to him : “ 1 am

poem “ To-

s°n is misleading because the scientific method concerns 
itself with facts and their behaviour. lhese aie r\o 
primarily matters of thought, but like the weather— as 1 
sri'd previously— “  just happen ” whatever may be 0111 
attitude towards them. Religious beliefs whether 
labelled orthodox or heretical do not just happen, m 
have their origin in the freedom of the mind to accept or 
deny. (por dramatic purposes in I-oust, Goethes AKpu 
stopheles announces himself as “ The spirit, I, which 
evermore denies.” ) Push orthodoxy in religion bac 
far enough, and we find it was theological Freethought— 
influenced by what Anatole France calls “ le vieux cos
mogonic” —and made arbitrary as dogma by a Church 
Powerful enough 011 occasion to make puppets of kin„s.

Its construction must have been easy work in the ages 
preceding the Renaissance, “  commonly reckoned to bc- 
Kin.” j, m . Robertson writes, “  about the end of the 
fourteenth century,”  and which he describes as ‘ lnoauiy 
speaking, an evolution of the culture forces seen at work 

the later Middle Ages, newly fertilized by the recovers 
°f classic literature.”  , . ,,

But there must always have been—to requote A ° airc s 
remark from Mr. Robertson— “ a small flock separata 
from the great,” who indulged in “ private heresy, but 
'ay low to escape its dangers.
. The distinguishing feature of modern lay Freetliougl t 
>s that it gladly and unrestrainedly keeps pace wi 1 
science, whereas theological Freethought is timul ana 
'ngs behind it. But there was a practical reason for re- 
'igious orthodoxy—which naturally took the outlook 
a -superstitious age-and that was the alliance Between 
Church and State. This alliance went hand in hand with 
the necessity for drawing up dogma, and setting it on an 
orthodox basis-something on the lines of religious law.
This legal type of Christianity-wluch permits of no . ^  cafl enjoy> knowing that we shall wake
deviation from established orthodoxy, though deprived , . ^  whJ c!lit death we do not enjoy, as you said in one
°£ political status—still survives ,» the Church d  Route. k ■ For “ Death never happens ,11 your
and its court is held in the Vatican. And in a smaller at you

“ Thy brother Death came and cried 
Wouldst thou me ?
Thy sweet child Sleep, the filmy-eyed 
Murmured like a noontide bee,
Shall I nestle near thy side 
Wouldst thou me?”

Here are a few more, chosen at random :—

“ Our boat is asleep on Serecliio’s stream—
Us sails are folded like thoughts in a dream.”

“ How wonderful is Death—
Death and his brother Sleep—
One pale as yonder waning moon—
With lips of lurid blue 
The other rosy as the morn—
When throned on ocean’s wave—
It blushes o’er the world—
Yet both so passing wonderful.”

“ I went into the deserts of dim sleep,
That world which, like an unknown wilderness 
Bounds this with its recesses wide and deep.”

“ Silence! Oh well are Death and Sleep and Thou 
Three brethren named—the'guardians gloomy-winged 
(>f one abyss, where life and truth and joy are 
Swallowed up. . . .”

“ I could lie down like a tired child 
And weep away this life of care,
Which I have borne and yet must bear 
Till Death, like Sleep, might steal on me 
And I might feel in the warm aid 
My cheek grow cold, and hear the sea 
Breathe o’er my Drain its last monotony.”

Perhaps the great difference between sleep and death
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own consciousness—it happens to those around you.” 
Linking up these two subjects which I have men

tioned, I was reading only this week in Freud’s work, 
The Psychopathology of Everyday Life, of the case of a 
man who was normally very precise and methodical, and 
the last thing before retiring each night he would wind 
his watch. However, a period of great stress befell him, 
and, for some Reason which he himself could not explain, 
he could not remember to wind his watch while he was 
suffering this mental anxiety. Obviously, he had a sub
conscious desire not to wake again, and the “ forgetting” 
to wind the watch was the contribution of the uncon
scious to this desire. But l digress, on such a theme, 
one could wander far, and I have no desire to trespass 
further.

(Miss) J. D ell.

Branch News

GLASGOW BRANCH

T here was a large attendance of members of the Branch 
at its annual meeting, and the President, Mr. R. M. 
Hamilton, in presenting the Committee’s report said 
that every side of the work showed an improvement. 
Unlike the Churches they had to record, not a decrease, 
but an increase in membership. Sales of literature had 
been good throughout the year, and the year ended, on 
the financial side, with a small balance in hand. Mr. 
Hamilton was re-elected President, and Messrs. Copland 
and Christie were elected Vice-Presidents. Messrs. Gray 
and McNeil were elected librarians, Miss Janet Cairns, 
Treasurer, and Mrs. Whitefield, Secretary. Secretary’s 
address, 351 Castlemilk Road, Glasgow.

O b it u a r y

F r ed . W ilkes

We learn with regret of the death, in New York, of an 
old English Freethinker, Fred. Wilkes, better known by 
by the pseudonym he adopted early in his career— 
Malfew Seklew. He was a Yorksliireman who wrote for 
the Bradford Truthscckcr—the blasphemous organ of 
J. W. Gott (who was imprisoned because he would not 
abstain from satirical attacks on religion). Malfew 
Seklew championed Freethought, fearlessly if not dis
creetly, in Hyde Park, London, and for the past few 
years in every available open-space in New York and 
Chicago. lie was some sort of anarchist-individualist 
with whom 1 had many debates in more than one Ameri
can city. Whatever else he was, he was a strenuous 
Secularist. The probability is that his witty audacious 
attacks on Socialism, Liberalism and other orthodox- 
systems would have brought him in an income and given 
him a career, if he had only abstained from attacking re
ligion. He knew it. He often quoted to me Goldsmith’s 
lines, which he applied to his own uncompromising 
secularism : —

“ Thou source of all my bliss—and all my woe,
Thou founds! me poor at first, and keeps! me so.”

Personally, Malfew Seklew was the most lovable of 
men. lie died in semi-destitution.— G.B.

S U N D A Y  L E C T U B E  N O T I C E S ,  * tc '
Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdon StrEif, ^0” ^ 

E.C<4 by the first post on Tuesday, or they uii 
inserted.

LONDON

INDOOR
tt 11 Red X> 10nSouth Place Ethical Society (Conway Han, j.

Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, W. B. Curry, M.A., B-bc.
Liberalism Dead?”

OUTDOOR

Bethnal G reen and Hackney Branch N.S.S. ^ 'c|°re. 
Park, near the Bandstand) : 6.30, Mr. C. Tuson A L® . . 

K ingston-on-Thames Branch N.S.S. (Market P a
7.30, Mr. J. W. Barker—A Lecture.

North L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Highbury 
Friday, Mr. L. Ebury. White Stone Pond,
11.30, Sunday, Mr. L. Ebury. Parliament Hill Fields, 3- j 
Sunday, Mr.' L. Ebury. South Hill Park, Hampstead, 
Monday, Mr. I,. Ebury.

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park) : 60^ 
Sunday, Mr. F. P. Corrigan. Ruslicroft Road, °PP^cli 
Iirixton Town Hall, 8.0, Tuesday, Airs. E- Grout.
Pond, Clapham Old Town, 8.0, Friday, Airs. It. Grout.

W est  L ondon B ranch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 3-3°>
Miss E. Millard, M.A., Mr. E. Bryant and Mr. G. 1!arn "
6.30, Messrs. Bryant, Barnes and Tuson. Thursdays, T 
Mr. E. C. Saphin.

WEST H am Branch (Comer of Deanery Road, Water La" 
Stratford) : 7.0, Mr. L. Ebury—A Lecture.

COUNTRY

outdoor

Birkenhead (Wirral) B ranch N.S.S. (Hayniarket) : 
every Saturday commencing May at. Speaker Mr. J- 
Shortt.

Birkenhead (Wirral) Branch N.S.S. (Well Lane): ,0' 
Wednesday May as, Speaker Mr. I). Robinson.

Cotton T ree (near Colne) : 7.30, Thursday, Mr. .). C)a>l<>"'
Edinburgh Branch N.S.S. (Mound): Assembly 'V^f. 

Campaign. 7.0, Sunday, Mr. A. Copland (Glasgow N->s- '■ 
opens Campaign. Monday, 8.0, Mr. XL Smithies—“ Calv111 
ism Calcinated.” Tuesday, S.o, Mrs. Whitefield—-“ |e!_ 
Commandments.” Wednesday, 8.0, Mr. Smithies—“ t>1'1 
ism : A Margarine Philosophy.” Thursday, 8.0, 
Smithies, “ A Myoptic Church.” Friday, 8.0, Mrs. Wl»11 
field—“ The Immoral Teachings of Jesus Christ.”

Glasgow Secular Society (Albion Street) : 8.0, Mur'e' 
Whitefield and Arthur Copland will speak.

G reen ock  B ranch N.S.S. (G rey Place) : 8.0, Wednesday, 
Muriel Whitefield—A Lecture.

Hetton : 8.0, Wednesday, Mr. J. T. Brighton.
Hicham : 7.30, Monday, Mr. J. Clayton.
L iverpool Branch N.S.S. (Corner of High Park Street 

and Park Road) : 8.0, Thursday, Mr. G. Thompson. Corin'1 
of Dalmeny Street and Aigburlh Road, 8.0, Sunday, 3b- 
J. V. Shortt.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Alexander Tark Gales) : 8-0’ 
Saturday. Stevenson Square, 3.30 and 7.0, Sunday, lb'11' 
mark Road and Linoroft Street, 7.30, Monday, also Thursday 
and Wednesday, Alexandra Park Gates, 8.0. Mr. Georg1' 
Whitehead will speak at each meeting.

Newcastle (Bigg Market) : 8.0, Friday, Mr. J. T. Brighton 
“ The Bishop and the Bible.”
OswaldTWisTLE : 7.45, Wednesday, Mr. J. Clayton. 
Rochdale : 3.0 and 7.0, Sunday, Mr. J. Clayton.
STOCKTON (The Cross) : 7.0, Sunday, Mr. J. T. Brighton.

Corner) S.o, 
Hampstead

There can be no safety in an illogical position, and 
one’s chances of snug quarters in eternity cannot surely 
be bettered by believing at one and the same moment of 
true self-contradictory propositions.— Augustine llirrcll.

I11 the eye of science the animal body is just as much 
the product of molecular forces as the stalk and ear of 
corn, or as the crystal of salt or sugar

Professor Tyndall.

------------------------------------------------ ---------------- 4

{ The Scientific and Sensible Diet is j 
( Vegetarian (
I  F ree  L iteratu re on  application  to  (
j T H E  VE G ET AE IA N  SO CIETY /

57 P rin cess Street, M anchester, 2 t
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I BIBLE HANDBOOK
|
/ i.  B I B L E  C O N T R AD IC TIO N S . U. B I B L E  AB-

Î  S U R D IT IE S . i i i .  B I B L E  A T R O C IT IE S .  IV.

» U N F U L F I L L E D  P R O P H E C IE S  AND BROKEN

{ PR O M ISES. V.  B I B L E  IM M O R A L IT IE S ,  IN-

i D E C E N C IE S ,  AND O B S C E N IT IE S

i
I By G. W. Foote and W. P. Ball

: Millions of people have read “ The Bible ” ;
| but only a few read it with an unprejudiced 
j mind. Believers read it in the light of incul- 
j cated obsessions and with their minds closed 
; to a real understanding. “  The Handbook ” 
I sets forth the Bible message as it really is, it 
j is made to tell its own story. Every text is 
• cited accurately and exact reference is given. 
{ It is a book that is useful, even indispensable 
I to Freethinkers and it is educational to 
j Christians.

\
! Cloth 2s. 6d. Postage 3d.
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PAMPHLETS FOR THE PEOPLE
by CHAPMAN COHEN

No. i. Did Jesus Christ Exist?
2. Morality Without God
3. What is the Use of Prayer?
4. Christianity and Woman
5. Must We Have a Religion?
6. The Devil
7. What is Freethought?
8. Gods and Their Makers
9. The Church’s Fight for the Child

10. Giving ’em Hell
11. Deity and Design
12. What is the Use of a Future Life?

Each Pamphlet contains Sixteen Pages

Price Id. Postage Ad.

C H E A P E S T  EDITION E V E R  P U B L IS H E D

T H E AGE O F REASON
THOMAS PAINE

Complete edition, 202 pp., with a 44 p. intro
duction by Chapman Cohen. Price 4d., post
age 2 id. Or strongly bound in cloth with 

portrait, i.s 6d., postage 3d.

\  Five Leaflets by Chapman Cohen.
•  1 1 11 — —

W H A T  IS SECULARISM?
6d. per 100. ___ .

\ DO YOU WANT THE TRUTH ? >1 1/- per 100 (4 pages).

| THE BELIEFS OF UNBELIEVERS, j
1/- per 100 (4 pages).

I D O ES M A N  DESIRE G O D ? !
1/- per 100 (4 pages).

ARE CHRISTIANS INFERIOR TO  
FREETHINKERS ?

1/- per 100 (4 pages).

} T in  Pionieb Press, 61 Farringdon Street, B-C.4, }
» * 1

AN ORATION ON THOMAS PAINE
COLONEL R. G. 1NGER80LL

Price TWOPENCE. By post 2jd.

THOMAS PAINE
JOHN M. ROBERTSON

An Investigation of Sir Leslie Stephen’s criticism 
of Paine's infuence on religious and political re
form. An indispensable work for all who are 

interested in Paine and his influence

SIXPENCE Postage id.

THE OTHER SIDE OF DEATH
CHAPMAN COHEN

A critical examination of the belief in a 
future life, with a study of spiritualism

CLOTH 2S. Gd., postage zjd.; PAPER is. Gd., 
postage 2d.

j History ot the Conflict Between j 
Religion and Science!

!
1
$*»"«**

»V

Prof. J . W . DRAPER
Price 2s. Postage 4id.

■ b •*« »— • *-»-• • •-*»

j Historical Jesus and the Mythical ( 
| Christ i

ij GERALD MASSEY j
♦  Price 6d. Postage id. \
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FOURTH SERIES

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING
CHAPMAN COHEN
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E dmund Burke on A theism 
George Bernard Shaw and the N.S.S. 
Christianity and Intolerance 
T he W ays of God 
A n A pology for Parsons 
A  Christian Myth 
Mythology and H istory 
W hat is Blasphemy?
Blatant A theism
T he Ghost of Religion
Christianity and Myself

Price 2s. 6d.

Whoso W ould be a Reformer ! 
T he F unction of A theism 
Should Opinion be F ree ?
T he Great and the Small 
God Save Sunday 
L ife and Death 
T he Real Chesterton 
T he Holy Bible 
A gain— T he Bible 
Christ and Christmas

Postage 22d.

1st Series 2s. 6d. 2nd Series 2s. 6d.

Four volumes post free 10s.

3rd Series 2s. 6d.

!
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WILL CHRIST SAVE U S?
G. W . FOOTE

This pamphlet is a characteristic piece of 
writing of the founder and late editor 
of the Freethinker. It asks a question 
appropriate to our times and answers it in 
a manner which is not only trenchant, 
but particularly alive and up to date.

Thirty-tw o pages, Twopence. Post free 2Jd.

Other Pamphlets by G. W. FOOTE
Bible and Beer. 2d., postage 'Ad.
T he Mother of God. 2d., postage 'Ad.
Defence of F ree Speech (being his speech before 

Lord Coleridge in the Court of Queen’s Bench). 
6d., postage id.

T he Jewish L ife of Christ. (Translated from the 
Hebrew), with introductory preface. 6d., post
age 'Ad.

The Philosophy op Secularism. 2d., postage 'Ad.

RELIGION AND SEX
CHAPMAN COHEN

Studies in the Pathology of religious development 

Price 6s. Postage 6d.

i I
j H ail the Pioneers ! \

HENRY HETHERINGTON
i i

( 1792 - 1849 )

Ambrose G. Barker

The claims of orthodoxy are glorified along 
with their dead; the pioneers of heresy— re
ligious and political— are promptly buried, and 
their names are either not included in future 
history or they are passed by slightingly. Of 
how many to-day who call themselves reformers 
can it be said that they know the name of Henry 
Hetherington ? Very few indeed could say 
what he did. Yet Hetherington was a pioneer 
in the fight against religious orthodoxy and 
tyranny, a pioneer of Trades Unionism, of the 
cheap Newspaper Press, and of many other re
forms. An avowed Atheist, he served three 
terms of imprisonment, but, like Carlile, the 
Government could not bend and, in the end, 
did not break him.

This is a document that everyone should 
read.

Sixty-four pages, with p o rtra it: Six
pence, by post, Sevenpence

l
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