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The Pull of the Past

T he main subject of this series of notes is the persist
ence of primitive ideas with both those who avow their 
acceptance of religious beliefs, and those who believe 
they are completely free from their influence. From 
the latter group one may expect a very strong reply 
°f “  not guilty,” but no one ought to be greatly sur
prised at finding that the statement indicates an im
portant and general truth. We are all born into a 
society where institutionalized religion forms an im
portant part of our environment; and the majority of 
Atheists have been fervent believers until they reached 
maturity— or at least until they had almost outgrown 
their adolescent period. I11 addition our language is 
deeply impregnated with animistic implications, and 
many of our social customs are non-understandable if 
religion is left out of account. In the circumstances 
there is almost as little ground for astonishment on 
finding that a child bears a facial resemblance to its 
parents as there is for surprise that our recently 
acquired scientific outlook is vitiated by the preval
ence of primitive frames of mind.

The conflict between Atheism and Theism has for 
long had as one of its chief features the question of a 
dualist universe. Existence was made up, said the 
Theist, of “  mind ” and “  matter,’ ’ not merely as 
different aspects of experience but as ultimate facts. 
The Atheist, of course, never disputed the existence 
of phenomena called “  mind,”  what he denied was the 
thesis that “  mind ”  was causally independent of 
material conditions. Neither Theist nor Atheist 
denied the actual association of mind and matter, but 
the Atheist insisted that the relation between the two 
was that of cause and effect, whilst the Theist ad
mitted the association but denied the causal con
nexion. I think a great deal, if not all of the con
fusion was ultimately a question of a right or wrong 
conception of causation. It is the views held of this

that serve as a striking illustration of the persistency 
of primitive ideas, almost consciously by the Theist, 
and quite unconsciously by the Atheist.

* * *
Body and Mind

The Theistic position as once very generally ex
pressed, and still, to a great extent, current, was 
that “  What is in the effect must be in the 
cause, and that as mind is mind and matter is matter, 
and as one cannot trace mind in any analysis of 
matter, it is impossible to derive one from the other.”  
The Atheist was challenged to show trace of either life 
or mind by an examination of material substances. 
.Sometimes the animal structure was likened to a piano 
(a favourite figure of Sir Oliver Lodge) where the 
wires and hammers played the part of a channel for 
the melodies that eventuated; sometimes the organ
ism was pictured as a mere channel for “  soul ”  or 
“  spirit.” At death, the medium of communication 
was broken and the “  spirit ” — the real person— had 
to be contented with occasional manifestations at a 
Spiritualist gathering, or a night out at some 
haunted house seeking whatever comfort could be 
derived from a series of moans and groans.

The retort of the ordinary Freethinker was that vital 
and mental phenomena were always associated with 
material conditions, and that the relation of mind and 
body was that of structure and function. Moreover 
the association of life and mind \yith material condi
tions was invariable; it was an indisputable fact, and 
it was for the Theist to prove that the two could be 
decisively separated. Tn this discussion (still in 
being, although nowadays disguised by a great splash 
of technical terms) the Theist represented a direct 
connexion with the most primitive ideas of uneducated 
mankind. Take away the modem phraseology, and 
there is nothing substantial in the position that would 
not be familiar and acceptable to present-day savages. 
But the Freethinker too often showed that his emanci
pation from early religious teaching was not quite so 
complete as he imagined.

It may be noted that between the two there was a 
little recognized agreement. They were agreed that 
in actual fact “  mind ”  and “  matter ’ ’ were always 
associated. The difference lay in the Materialist usu
ally insisting that life and mind were products of 
material forces in such a way that one day one might 
reasonably hope completely to describe them in terms 
of physics and chemistry. (Personally I have often 
wondered why physics and chemisty. Why not 
physics alone?) The Theist declined to admit even 
the possibility that there could be more than an intru- 
mental connexion between mind and matter, and so 
fell back on that asylum of ignorance— Ood. So long 
as these positions continued without a further analy
sis of the situation, it looked like a deadlock. And 
all the time the idea at the base of the statement as set
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forth by numerous Materialists, actually reached back 
to the most primitive conception of causation.

* * *
Cause and Effect

I have dealt with this question of causation at length 
in my Materialism Restatedt and must confine myself 
here to the minimum of exposition required to make 
the position clear. There is no question that the 
primary conception of “  Cause ’’ is directly derived 
from the push and pull associated with human effort. 
It is in order to get rid of this confusing association 
that writers such as Bertrand Russell desire to get rid 
of the word “ 'cause ’’ altogether and substitute 
mathematical symbols. But in that dense atmosphere 
of superstition in which human thinking begins 
“  cause ” stands for the activity of that riot of ghosts 
or gods that is a universal feature of primitive life. A 
cause is a cause because it is something set in action by 
a spirit, a ghost, or a god. Something passed from 
the cause to the effect, and the something that passed 
was the “  mana ”  of the unseen agents by which man 
was surrounded.

In some form that notion is still in being. Nearly 
all the defenders of the Roman Church use this argu
ment, not, of course, stated as plainly as I have stated 
it, but from Aquinas down to Belloc it is the essence 
of their position. There is still the position that there 
can be nothing in the effect that is not in the cause. 
They must keep to this theory, because once it is given 
up the logical case for a Cod breaks down. But it was 
this notion of something passing from the “  cause ’ ’ 
to the effect that Hume set himself to demolish, and 
after a careful examination he decided that all we had 
to go upon as a basis for our belief in causation was 
invariable succession. When one event is uniformly 
followed by another we call the precedent, the cause 
and what follows, the effect. But there was no ground 
whatever for concluding that anything passed from 
one to the other, and no other ground from which we 
might logically infer causation.

So far as Hume’s aim of destroying the primitive 
idea of something passing from the cause to the effect 
was concerned, his analysis was brilliantly successful. 
But it left the position so far unsatisfactory. It could 
not prevent the Theist still obstinately defending the 
primitive conception of something in the nature of 
spirit passing from the cause to the effect, and it left 
the Materialist defending a substantially negative 
position. This became the position of the vast 
majority of Atheists until but yesterday.

* * *
The Meaning of Causation

To put the matter colloquially, both the Theist and 
the Atheist were barking up the wrong tree. When 
the Theist argued that the Materialist to prove his 
case must show that the elements of life and mind may 
be detected in material substances, be was committing 
the same blunder as did the Materialist when he said 
that one day science would be able to explain life and 
mind in terms of Physics and Chemistry. They were 
both looking for something that was not there. In 
science, “  laws ’’ are framed in order to describe accu
rately and completely the behaviour of certain groups 
of phenomena, and a “ law ’ ’ is valid only so far as it 
covers the phenomena under consideration. But, if 
causation is no more than unbroken succession, if 
there is no intrinsic compulsion (a bad word, but it 
will best bring home the idea I have in mind) then the 
invariability of succession might reasonably be held 
to be the consequence of something approaching the 
Theist’s god. Again, the Theist often met the 
Atheist with the complaint that when he said that no 
trace of soul or spirit was ever found by analysing the 
human body, be was trying to seek in analysis what

was the result of synthesis. This was met by the 
Atheist retorting, with equal cogency, with the same 
argument, but with the indefensible assumption that 
wider knowledge might enable us to express life and 
mind in terms of physics and chemistry.

Curiously enough when Atheist and Theist were 
taunting each other with the foolishness of trying to 
find in analysis what was only possible with synthesis 
both had come within easy distance of an understand
ing of the true nature of causation, an understanding 
that had been hindered by the persistence of the primi
tive notion of cause. As that very sane thinker, and 
Freethinker, Professor John Dewey, says in his fine 
work Experience and Nature (1929) : —

Tlie view held, or implied, by some ‘ ‘mechanists,’ ' 
which treats an initial term (cause) as if it had an in
herent generative force which it somehow emits and 
bestows upon its successor [effect] is all of a- piece 
with the view held b}r ideologists which implies that 
an end brings about its own antecedents. . . . From 
the standpoint of causal sequence, or the order with 
which science is concerned, qualities are superfluous, 
irrelevant and immaterial [that is, the attempt to 
trace the qualities of the effect in the cause is quite 
beside the point at issue] We could never predict 
their occurrence from the fullest acquaintance with 
the properties that form the objects of knowledge [in 
the cause] . . . Psycho-physical does not denote an 
abrogation of the physio-chemical, nor a peculiar 
mixture of something physical and something 
psychical, it denotes the possession of certain quali- 
tis not displayed by the animate.*

When the Theist challenged the Atheist to find in 
material condition any trace of life or mind, the ade
quate reply would have been, not to say that one day 
we hope to be able to do this,but to reject the proposi
tion as nonsensical, and to insist that in every true 
effect there is always something that by no conceiv
able amount of knowledge would we ever be able to 
deduce from the cause. No amount of knowledge 
concerning the properties of hydrogen and oxygen 
would enable anyone to forecast that together, under 
suitable conditions, there would originate wetness. 
And what is true of this particular phenomenon is true 
wherever we are dealing with a true case of causation. 
As I have said hundreds of times, water does not follow 
the mixture of II. & O., water is that combination. 
Men have been looking for succession where they 
should have been noting a combination or co-opera- 
lion. 'Pile cause of an effect is the factors considered 
separately, the effect is the factors in combination.

Life and mind, then, presents us with nothing new 
in the nature of causation in general. When we have 
indicated all the concerted conditions from which life 
and mind emerge, we have all the knowledge concern
ing causation that is possible. We have discovered 
the cause when we have stated all the conditions 
necessary to the emergence of the effect. Once the 
product of a combination is known we can in future 
count upon a repetition of the effect. If attention had 
been concentrated on the facts of the situation, instead 
of the view of the problem being confused by the 
primitive notion of the nature of “  Cause,”  one of the 
most prolific causes of philosophic controversy would 
have been avoided.

Next week I will carry the matter a step further in 
considering the case of emergence. Meanwhile I 
must commend readers who wish to study the question 
further to my book on Materialism.

C hapman  C ohen

* The words in brackets are mine; they are inserted to 
make quite clear the meaning of the selected passages. 1 
may add that I am more pleased to find a view of causation 
for which I have been contesting for nearly fifty years, not 
merely advocated by this great writer, but making rapid 
headway among writers on the philosophy of science.
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The Dusk of Dogma

“ Beauty is truth, truth beauty, that is all 
Ye know on earth, and all ye need to know.”

Keats.
“ The future is not in the hands of fate, but in 

ours.”—Jusserand.

Religion is decaying rapidly. So far as this country 
ls concerned, this means that the Christian Religion is 
‘king, for that is the particular form of superstition 
which has received State recognition here. It is now, 
r°ughly speaking, just over a century since organized 
rebellion against this Oriental creed began to be mani
fested. The intellects of men began to revolt against 
a system which left out of account some of the most 
crying needs of humanity, and some of the grimmest 
facts of human life. Certain people, of real ability, 
asked themselves whether a two-thousand-years-old 
Rastern religion could be reconciled with, not only the 
leaching of science, but with ordinary common sense, 
and the ideals of Democracy.

Hen who approached the consideration of this prob
lem found themselves in an unexpected and unwel
come position. They had approached the subject from 
a purely intellectual and humanitarian point of view, 
and they were confronted immediately by the blud
geon of brute force. They sought to free their fellow 
men from priestly tyranny, but they soon found them
selves in jail. Priestcraft seemed omnipotent, and the 
mdividual quite powerless. Yet the critics were as 
determined as they were clear-sighted; and they 
Pushed their criticism to its inevitable conclusion.
Reform  meant intellectual liberty for the ordinary citi
zen, but the priests would have none of it. With the 
wrong-headedness of Cave-men, these clerics sought 
to perpetuate the reign of the Stone Age.

It was only to be expected that priests should be in 
love with their own opinions; that they should pre
tend they were right and all others wrong. But they 
had only to look up from bibles and hymn-books to 
notice that their creed was undermined, their dogmas
were questioned, and that their religion was being ex
plained away. The critics were logical, clear, con
sistent, and confident. Thomas Paine, Herbert Spen
cer, Charles Darwin, Huxley, Frazer, Strauss, Renan, 
and Haeckel, with their colleagues and disciples, 
formed a phalanx of criticism which was invincible. 
Such solvent forces could not fail to have a serioris 
effect on thoughtful laymen. The critics did their 
work only too well. To-day, no one worth mention
ing is so Orthodox, so cocksure in religious matters, as 
most men and women were a century ago. Tndeed, 
in intellectual circles, the very conception of an abso
lute right and wrong has perished from common 
thinking.

Yet some curious happenings follow this crisis in re
ligious affairs. Defeated in argument, worsted in 
logic, exposed as survivals from the days of Stone Age 
Ignorance, and faced with wavering loyalty from 
their congregations, Priestcraft still maintains a bold 
front. In their vestries they may say, “  Who’s 
afraid?” but in the pulpits they still recite their abra
cadabra with the old, saucy assurance, and brazen
faced confidence. What is the explanation of this dis
credited institution still existing in a state of sus
pended animation? Only one person in nineteen 
regularly attends a place of worship, yet the priests 
still play the sedulous ape to a vanished authority, 
and still pretend that

“  God’s in his heaven.
All’s right with the world.”

and take the silver collections as they have always 
done.

The answer is that religion is a business, and has

never been anything else. Priests are living on the 
huge reserves of a gigantic vested interest. In short, 
they possess tons and tons of money, and in many 
directions they are actually getting richer. For ex
ample, there are fifty churches in the heart of the City 
of London, nineteen of which have been earmarked as 
being derelict, and the remainder have great difficulty 
in getting congregations. But the comfortable 
salaries of the priests-in-charge are still paid with 
regularity, and the site-values of these churches have 
increased many times over during the past century. 
Similarly, whilst the actual number of priests has 
decreased, the number of bishops has increased from 
sixty to three hundred, all with four figure salaries. 
Some of these appointments are purely farcical, such 
as the Bishopric of North and Central Europe, the 
actual area where Jewish pogroms have taken place, 
and where their inhabitants never heard of the Angli
can Church. The duties are pleasant, for they mean 
visiting Continental holiday-resorts during the best 
part of tire year, and ministering in each place to a 
handful of English people travelling abroad.

It is the colossal wealth of the Anglican Church 
which makes it so formidable a force for Reaction. 
The Black Army has its soldiers in every parish in the 
country, and even scouts and spies in the Socialists’ 
ranks. It has its representatives in the House of 
Lords, where they never did anything except oppose 
all forms of progress, from reforms of the franchise to 
the provision of seats for tired shop assistants. It is 
actually the money that attracts candidates for the 
priesthood. So long as there are heavily-endowed 
churches, the Christian creed will be preached, 
defended and adapted by men who are willing to sell 
whatever brains they have in return for a comfortable 
salary, and a still more comfortable existence. It is 
common knowledge that the Anglican Church is 
one of the largest landlords and property owners in the 
country, and it is a curious coincidence that some of 
the worst slums are to be found in cathedral cities, 
where the magnificence of the “  house of God ”  and 
the size of the vicarages mock the dwellings of the 
poor.

Think also of the devious ways by which the Black 
Army raises its money. Not long since church-goers 
were scared nearly to death by the statement that St. 
Paul’s Cathedral was about to fall into Paternoster 
Row. Another artful business-like move was the sug
gestion to sell the derelict City of London churches on 
the plea of providing the outer suburbs with more 
places of worship, and to cadge money from church
goers to provide more cash for further missionary work 
in the Metropolis. Not a word that each of the sites 
of the derelict churches was worth a king’s ransom, 
and that there was money in the deal for their own 
firm.

Indeed, the more one studies the actions of this 
Black Army of priests during the past hundred years 
the more one is convinced that separation of the An
glican Church from the State would be a good tiling 
for the commonwealth and the cause of progress. 
Time has proved that the Anglican bishops as legis
lators are far behind and against the best spirit of the 
age, blindly suspicious of aspirations and desires 
which democracy approves. Such a proceeding would 
he entirely constitutional, for the Irish and the Welsh 
Churches have been disestablished. And, truth to 
tell, disestablishment has been proceeding almost un
noticed, during a little over a century. The decline 
and fall began with the repeal of the Test Acts in 
1828. Since then have followed in natural sequence 
the emancipation of the Roman Catholics; the legisla
tion of marriages in Free Churches; the withdrawal of 
matrimonial and testamentary jurisdiction from the 
Ecclesiastical Courts; the admission of Jews and Free-
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thinkers to Parliament, the abolition of . church rates; 
the abolition of University tests; the admission of 
Nonconformist funerals to National churchyards. Be
yond all doubt, each and all were steps in the dissolu
tion of the union between the Anglican Church and 
the State. The mere recital of these happenings must 
fill an intellectual with hope. In spite of inconsist
encies and of menacing troubles, the Freethought 
Cause is slowly and steadfastly checking the mischie
vous activities of the Abacadabra Racket, the oldest 
business in the world.

M im nerm us

Nature Notes of a Freethinker

T iie sun takes a turn about December 22, and although 
I have a friend who can draw an atom and speak with 
confidence on it, and explain the mating season by it, 
I retain what the wise old Montaigne called, suspended 
judgment. We may know all about it some day; in 
the meantime personal observation will be a guide to 
facts. The cock chaffinch, one of the prettiest and 
most companionable birds has his song, which I trans
late : In a little little time we shall have the wheat 
here. A  light ruddy-breasted cock, on Dec. 24, was 
heard to get as far in his song as “  shall have.”  On 
the same day the sparrows were noisy; I could hear the 
beginning of their mating chatter, Is it? Is it? yes! 
Is i t ? Is it? y e s! The wren was heard with his shrill 
song; the starling too was gurgling a medley of many 
bird’s songs, and in spite of a good depth of snow 
about, the cock robin began to get friendly with his 
mate— lie sang her a little song on the doorstep— as 
dramatic a setting for him and her as Covent Garden 
stage— and he chased her through the trees. To-day, 
December 27, the sun has shown us how sturdily he 
has clambered out of his cradle; there is running 
water, clear and sparkling from the hills, ground ivy 
leaves, hedge parsley, ivy, all washed fresh and clean, 
light up the banks of the stream after their appearance 
from under the melted snow.

No doubt in common with other readers, I keep a 
mental index of books to be read. Although The 
Dynasts of Thomas Hardy was on the shelf for years 
I did not read it until recently. “  Old Tom Hardy, ’ 
as they knew this man in Dorchester, was, according 
to some professor writing lately, “ self-educated” ; that 
may explain why the genius never allowed himself to 
be educated out of his common sense. That he was 
self-educated prevented him from becoming some ob
scure professor willing to profess anything at so much 
a line. The Dynasts is a drama to be read; it is 
planned on an olympian scale, and, after a close read
ing of it, to me it becomes unforgetable. This self- 
educated man, with his chorus of spirits, his under
standing of Kings, Emperors, and all the ranks in be
tween, down to camp-following women and common 
soldiers and deserters, leaves one in wonder how he 
could know so much— and so much accurately. The 
preface to it was written in 1903; the author, knowing 
that wars cannot be conducted without men, records 
Napoleon and Wellington being asked frantically for 
re-inforcements and both refusing; and Hardy, ignor
antly termed a pessimist, finishes on a note of hope. In 
Act VI. Scene V I., we read “ It is a cloudless mid
summer evening, and as the west fades the stars beam 
down upon the city, the evening-star hanging like a 
jonquil blossom.”  I think the comparison perfect—  
for Hardy had done his own observing.

The gypsy-woman had left her caravan in the fields 
and come to the market town. An old beggar stand
ing in the gutter near the Post Office was selling laces; 
“  H ello!”  the daughter of Romany, said, “  You here 
again.” She dived into the pocket of her capacious 
skirt and produced some coppers and gave them to the 
beggar for a pair of laces. You either like Chopin’s 
music or you don’t. And the same opinion is true of 
gypsies. If you are “ done” once or twice, still give 
them the benefit of the doubt; shrieks of Olympic 
laughter would greet any intelligent man sitting in 
judgment on earth’s wanderers. “  Golden Sover
eign,”  although given as a tip for the Derby by them, 
did not win; neither did the others except one; this of 
course is no different than Catholics getting a wet day 
when they have prayed for a fine one. Iceland gives 
fourteen “  stock ’ ’ formulas for fortune-tellers;— here 
is one for amusement: —

“  It is safe in most cases with middle-aged men to 
declare that they have had a law-suit, or a great dis
pute as to property, which has given them a great 
deal of trouble. This must be impressively uttered. 
Emphasis and sinking the voice are of great assistance 
in fortune-telling. If the subject betray the least 
emotion, or admit it, promptly improve the occasion, 
express sympathy, and ‘ work it up.’ ”  This is the 
structure of an everyday and knock-about religion— a 
little lower perhaps than the "  metaphysics of the 
poor ’ ’ but quite as reliable.

In Norfolk, I came in with three gypsies on the 
road; they were Serbian. The old woman looked like 
some eternal Cassandra who had lived on earth since 
the days of Plato, the daughter was handsome and at
tractive, and was busy making her excellent teeth 
meet in an apple. The man, dark and swarthy, was 
leading a small horse that was pulling an automatic 
piano, playing, with plenty of drums to the music. 
O11 the top of the piano was a monkey. And I sup
pose my guess as an answer would be as near as any
one’s, about the little incident I noticed. An English
woman left her two friends and ran after the old woman 
to give her money. It was probably done on the spur 
of the moment, impelled not a little by the music— it 
was perhaps the result of some early recollection of 
her youthful days, when the figure of Romance was 
gracious and comely to look upon, and when gypsies 
liad played a memorable part in it. Anyway, with 
Borrow, I would not willingly agree to the abolition of 
the Cuckoo or the Gypsy. Ñor would I agree to the 
abolition of poetry or prose about the Gypsy— who, in 
the words of Richard Jefferies, “ will not dance to the 
pipe ecclesiastic, sound it who may— Churchman, Dis
senter, priest, or laic.’ ’ I11 Swift Wings, Songs in 
Sussex, Victor B. Neuburg, there is an excellent 
poem,“  Gypsies,” which qualifies in every respect for 
inclusion in the next Gypsy Anthology. Here is the 
last verse, but not the last word on those who will not 
have our civilization : —

“ And here you are, under a Sussex coppice 
Cursing and boozing round a smoky fire,

Familiar with old starlight : earth, whose top is 
Nowhere, still claims you for your old

desire

Of wandering and wandering. What stop is 
Possible for you now? Oh, gray as granite, 

Stronger than steers, perpetual as poppies,
You ramble roughly round an old, worn

planet.

N jciioeas M ere

Justice resides in truth alone, and there is no happiness 
' apart from justice.— Zola.
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Of Charms

Charm aclie with air, and agony with words.
(Much Ado, Act V. Sc. I.)

I'yi.or thought that the theory of prayers may explain 
the origin of charms : “ Charm-formulas are in very 
many cases actual prayers, and as such are intelligible. 
Where they are mere verbal forms, producing their 
effect on nature and man by some unexplained pro
cess, may not they or the types they were modelled 
°n have been originally prayers, since dwindled into' 
'nystic sentences.’’ (Primitive Culture, Vol. II., 
Chapter XVIII.)

Snake charming is fairly well known and needs no 
comment, but the effects of music on disease-spirits 
and devils is not so well known. “  Disease-spirits,”  
says Tylor, “  may be extracted by chants, one de
parting at the end of each stave. When a little 
painted stick made for it is flung on the ground, and 
some patients may have as many as a dozen ghosts ex
tracted, for here also the fee is so much apiece.” 
(Ibid.)

As demons could be given, as well as extracted, 
business must have been kept fairly steady.

Long after the physician had renounced his priestly 
Part, the priest was called in with the physician. Both 
believed that maladies were caused by demons, and 
that no cure was possible till the evil one was cast out. 
Exorcisms and conjurations were not only spoken 
°ver the patient, but they were also written on slips 
°f consecrated paper, and applied like a plaster to the 
Parts specially affected. The cause of the malady re
moved so fairly well, the doctor then stepped in to 
cure its ravages.

Sinnett used to tell us that “  we (the Occultists) 
were possessed of certain powers over Nature, which 
the narrower study of Nature from the merely 
materialistic standpoint has failed to develop.”  And 
who can doubt it?

The Bible is still used as a charm. Indeed, it is a 
useful book. It may be used as a plant-stand; to 
sharpen razors on; for making cigarettes, etc. It has 
a great utilitarian value ! As a charm it is used from 
January 1 to December 31. On the first day of the 
year it is blindly opened, a finger placed upon a verse, 
then it is blindly read with both eyes open. And so 
throughout the year it is used to find whether this or 
that will prove favourable or not, and, charm it never 
so wisely, it retains its power. For fortune-telling it 
is of great value, and is used in many curious ways. 
One simple way is to look at the last chapter of Pro
verbs, and at the verse with the same number as your 
birthday, and you will find your future foretold. The 
Ford’s Prayer also has its uses— an evil spell may be 
put 011 anyone by repeating the Lord’s Prayer back
wards. Then we have the Gadarene swine. Pigs 
have always been assumed to be peculiarly attractive 
to devils. That explains why the devils besought 
Jesus to send them into the swine— there were about 
2,000 of them (Mark v. 13). The devils evidently 
thought they could find a lodging among them, but 
Père Bougeant informs us that the swine, being 
already possessed, and not being able to harbour more 
than one devil at a time, were “  dtiven to suicide by 
having an intrinsic and superfluous demon conjured 
into them.”

The dust from off the feet of the holy may be used 
as a charm. Church dust, if applied to the head of a 
dying person, is said to ease a painful and a lingering 
death.

But my nose itches and as the illuminated know, 
that is a sign that I am going to lie kissed or cursed.

Cursing is more likely, so I will be brief. A t the last, 
best! Be brave and patient!

Keeping a potato in one’s pocket is a certain cure 
for rheumatism.

To conclude with birth charms : If a boy is desired, 
expectant mothers must trim the coming baby’s gar
ments with blue ribbons, and with pink if a girl is 
desired.

Birth stones are much sought after— Lucky stones 
for each month— Jacinth for January, and so on to 
Torquoise for December. The stone given for August 
is Onyx, which is surely an ominous one. There is 
supposed to be a demon imprisoned in this stone, 
which terrifies sleepers who wear it. The demon lies 
dormant in the day-time.

Protective fetishes for childbearing are used among 
the native races. Charms written on consecrated 
paper are used in the country for the same purpose. 
The following “  revelation ”  was all that a friendly 
doctor received in payment for a confinement— "  This 
revelation was made by the mouth of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, to those three saints, viz. : St. Elizabeth, St. 
Clare, and St. Bridget, they being desirous to know 
something in particular of the blessed passion of our 
Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ.

‘ F'irst, I received 30 cuffs; secondly, when I was ap
prehended in the garden, I received 40 blows : thirdly, 
I journeying to Annas’s house, got 7 fa lls : fourthly, 
they gave me 444 blows of whips upon my shoulders : 
fifthly, they raised me up from the ground, by the 
hair of my head,330 tim es: sixthly, they gave me 30 
blows against my teeth : seventhly, I have breathed 
8,888 signs: eightly, they drew me by my beard 35 
tim es: ninthly, I received one mortal wound at the 
foot of the cross: tenthly, 666 blows they gave me 
when I was bound to the pillar of stone : eleventhly, 
they set a crown of thorns upon my head : twelthly, 
they spitted at me 63 tim es: thirteenthly, the 
soldiers gave me 88 blows of whips : fourteenthly 
they gave me gall and vinegar to drink : fifteentlily, 
when I hanged on the cross I received five mortal 
wounds.

‘ All men and women that will say seven paters, 
seven aves, and a creed daily, in honour of the blessed 
passion of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, for the 
space of t5 years, they shall obtain five graces : first, 
they shall receive plenary indulgence and remission of 
their sins; secondly, they will not suffer the pains of 
purgatory; thirdly, if it happen they die before 15 
years be ended, they shall obtain grace as well as if 
they had suffered martyrdom; fourthly, in point of 
death, I will not come myself alone, to receive his own 
soul, but also his parents, if they be in purgatory; 
finally, I will convert them into everlasting bliss.

‘ This revelation hath those virtues, that whosoever 
shall carry it about him, shall be free from his ene
mies, neither will he die of any sudden death; and if 
there be any woman with child, she shall feel no pain 
in child-birth; and in whatsoever part of the house 
this revelation shall lye, it shall not be infected with 
any contagious diseases, or any other evil : and who
soever shall carry it about him, the glorious virgin 
Mary will show herself to him 46 days before his 
death.’ ”

G eorge W aij.ace

I can find no evidence that seriously militates against 
the rule that the priest is at all times, and in all places, 
the enemy of all men. . . .  If there is one lesson which 
history forces upon us in every page, it is this : Keep your 
children away from the priest or he will make them the 
enemies of mankind— IE. K . Clifford.
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Can Scientists make Life P

A fairly familiar religious argument is: “ Science 
can make machines, hut it cannot make a single living 
creature. That is something only God can do.”

But the question is, can nature make life. If it can, 
and has done, then the religious case is nothing more 
than the assertion that clever human beings have so 
far been thwarted in their efforts to imitate nature 
in this direction. The logic might be thus exposed :

1. Premise. Life is made either by God or in the 
laboratory.

2. Premise. It cannot be made in the lab.
3. Conclusion. Therefore God made life.
The first premise is false, the second without 

foundation, and the conclusion thus hopeless. No in
telligent religionist would advance the argument in 
such a transparently unsound state, and only their 
muddled thinking prevents them from understanding 
its irrevelance.

Nevertheless, the expectation that living creatures 
will be made in the lab. is sane prediction (see J. S. 
Huxley’s Essays, Prof. R. S. Lull’s (and others), 
Evolution of Ike Earth and its Inhabitants, among 
many other works of science). This view is admitted 
even by Lodge and other non-materialist writers.

As to how nature makes life various theories, with 
much in common, are held. The element Carbon is 
known to be indispensable, and without touching the 
realm of biochemistry, the evidence from astronomy 
and chemistry strongly suggests that life is a function 
of very definite material conditions. As to the alleged 
operation of design, it was shown by Jeans in his 
Mysterious Universe, that from the whole of natural 
process there are the strongest reasons militating 
against the idea that life was specially designed as an 
important product. In his latest work, Eos, Jeans 
describes life as the accidental end of a chain of by
products. While only Carbon favours the essential 
production of life, there are three elements (26 to 28) 
ready to promote magnetism, and no less than ten 
(Nos, 83-92) in favour of radioactivity. And if the 
amount of sun-radiation be slightly upset, life disap
pears. At a temperature of 46°C. birds and mammals 
cease to exist; at 56°C. all life is gone. But the great 
bulk of animate existence disappears at 25°-30°C., 
below human blood heat.

The view that life evolved from inanimate matter is 
general among men of science. As Sir P. Chalmers 
Mitchell remarks, “  The advance of knowledge has 
made matter a more probable, not less probable, sub
stratum for life,’’ which “  fades down as it is traced 
through the simpler and simpler forms in which it is 
associated with simpler and simpler structure, until 
it passes into a set of processes all familiar in the in
organic world.”  The appearance of the bacteriophage 
makes it difficult to designate any boundary between 
what is living and what is not. (The bacteriophage 
brings about the lysis, or solution, of bacteria, and is 
then capable of multiplication like the viruses which 
can reproduce in living cells.)

Profs. B. Moore, R. Bentner, J. B. S. Haldane and 
others have held theories as to how life was first made 
possible in nature. None holds the theory that God 
did it by special acts of intervention. “ The stellar evi
dences of the synthesis of matter and the creation of 
worlds leave the position entirely untenable that life 
once came by a single, creative, unrelated act ”  
(Moore, Origin and Nature of Life). His conten
tion as a biochemist is that “  When matter has 
reached a certain complexity in structure, and become 
tenanted by certain types of energy, life must come,

and having come must evolve into higher and higher 
forms.’ ’ He considers, moveover, that “  Life is at 
present originating in countless other worlds.”  Some 
authorities (e.g., Mitchell, E. J. Allen, Sharpley- 
Scliafer) consider that life is appearing anew on our 
own planet. That is, that instead of appearing once, 
life repeats itself in its primordial stages.

Prof. Moore details the stages by which life appears 
on the surface of planets. Starting with the ether he 
proceeds to its product, the electron. As his book 
was written prior to the discovery of other atom-con
stituents such as the neutron (by J. C. Chadwick), one 
might at this stage interpose the electron, proton, 
positron , neutron and diplon, so as to provide suffi
cient furniture for the atom, which now paves the way 
way for the proto-elements, then the inert gases of the 
helium group and hydrogen, and then the elements, by 
various unions of the proto-elements. At a territory 
deeper than the microscope reveals Moore finds the 
brink of life away down among the “  colloids.” The 
word colloid (Lat. colla — glue) was introduced by 
Prof. Graham about 1863, to denote a dynamical 
state of matter which was the “  probable primary 
source of the force appearing in the phenomena of 
vitality.” The properties of molecules of inorganic 
colloids approximate to those of organic. With the 
help of the sun’s light the transformation is effected 
in the green cells, and according to Moore, life comes 
via chlorophyll (the green colouring matter). “  All 
energy of all living beings is dependent on green 
plants, and they in turn are dependent on sunlight” 
(Ibid).

Tlie inorganic colloid becomes an organic mole
cular being with simply a higher store of energy, by 
transforming the energy received from the sun into 
chemical energy. More complex organic molecules 
follow. He formulates a Law of Com plexity: 
“  Matter, so far as its energy environment will per
mit it, tends to assume more and more complex forms 
in labile equilibrium. Atoms, molecules, colloids 
and living organisms arise as the result of the opera
tion of this law, and in the higher regions of com
plexity it induces organic evolution and all the many 
thousands of living forms.” (Ibid.) He adds that 
at still higher levels it forms the basis of social evolu
tion. The law operates at different levels, and in the 
province of various departmental scientists. For in
stance, “  the living cell consists of a combination of 
colloids existing in dynamic equilibrium with one 
another, and carrying on an exchange of energy phen
omena peculiar to living matter with one another and 
with their environment. The study of these energy 
changes forms the province of physiologist and bio
chemist.” (Ibid).

At no point in the scheme visualized by Moore is the 
hand of God invoked. Some of the utterances of this 
distinguished scientist might have issued from a re
ligious mystic, yet as a scientist he is driven to admit 
that “  there does exist the fundamental difficulty of 
building up a system of thought on anything else than 
a materialistic basis.”  (Ibid.)

In a later article I propose to discuss what success 
meets the scientists’ attempts to manufacture life in 
the laboratory.

G. H. T ayi.or

The more subtle effects of persecution remain with the 
living. They are not screwed down in the coffin and 
buried with the dead. They become part of the pesti
lential atmosphere of cowardice and hypocrisy which saps 
the intellectual manhood of society, so that bright-eyed 
inquiry sinks into blear-eyed faith, and the rich vitality 
of active honest thought falls into the decrepitude of timid 
and slothful acquiescence.— G. IV. l'ootc.
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Acid Drops

German and Italian Fascism is more than a national 
question to-day, and far more than a political one. It is 
a movement which not merely aims at converting Italy 
and Germany into permanent slave States, but with its 
megalomaniacal glorification of force, with its avowed 
intention of keeping no promise and honouring no under
taking that it pays to break or ignore, and with its com
plete denial of the civil rights of men, women and child
ren, has become one of the greatest of historic threats 
to whatever of civilization it can influence or control. 
Neither Germany nor Italy now even take the trouble to 
hide the fact that it means to get what it can by a process 
of blackmail, and by the time it can no longer make head
way by that means, both countries hope to have devel
oped sufficient strength to simply take what it desires. 
That is the plain fact of the situation, and its discussion 
is no longer a question of politics, if it ever was such ; it 
ls something on which the salvation of a large part of the 
world depends.

In the circumstances every liberal-minded man and 
Woman will welcome the message which President Roose- 
Velt placed before the United States Congress. During 
the period which Mr. II. G. Wells aptly described as the 
time of the “  propaganda of terror,”  which had its sig
nificant expression in the Munich Pact, which, in turn, 
gave Hitler far more than he ever dreamed of getting 
for some years to come in the shape of plunder; which 
made Germany the supreme power in Central and Eastern 
Europe, and encouraged his co-operator in plunder and 
brutality, Mussolini, to increase his demands, President 
Roosevelt sent two letters to Hitler in .September last. 
Although in form an urging to peace, we said at the time 
that these were more than letters, they were ultimatums, 
a declaration to the world that if Hitler was stupid enough 
to go to war (it is generally admitted now that it wTas no 
more than a piece of bluff) America would join in the fight 
against world slavery.

Those letters we never took as more than an act in
tended to prepare the people of the U.S.A. for taking part 
in the European struggle. Of course, the enormous 
probability is that Hitler would have climbed down as he 
has always done in the face of firmness. Or, alternat
ively, if he had gone to war, with Russia (which was 
ready in spite of Lord Winterton’s deliberate misrepre
sentation) France, several of the smaller States of Europe, 
Czechoslovakia (with its strong strategical position) and 
backed with the help of America, the fall of Nazism 
would have been assured. From that fate he was saved 
by Mr. Chamberlain concluding an ‘ ‘ agreement ”  that 
was dictated by Plitler, and which has made vast num
bers of people realize that the choice was not between the 
Chamberlain policy of surrender and war, but most prob
ably the choice of running a slight risk of war with the 
greater probability that the aftermath of Munich would 
have been spared the world. The real choice was between 
war and something worse than war.

Not the least important announcement of President 
Roosevelt was that Congress would have to consider the 
question of an amendment of the United States Constitu
tion. He said, quite truly : —

Our neutrality laws may operate unevenly and unfairly, 
may actually give aid to an aggressor and deny it to a 
victim. The instinct of self-preservation should warn us 
that we ought not to allow that to happen any more.

The American neutrality laws to which the President re
ferred, are of a slightly different character from ours. But 
in the case of our neutrality we saw the Government of 
the day, first, with regard to Abyssinia, forsaking our 
treaty to furnish the Abyssinians with arms should they 
be attacked. And in the case of Spain, our Government 
rigidly prevented the .Spanish Government getting from 
us, by purchase, the arms it was entitled to get by inter

national law, and stood quietly by while Germany and 
Italy poured arms and men into Spain in a steady 
flow, Mr. Chamberlain all the time professing ignorance 
of a state of affairs that were openly published in the 
Italian press. And at the time of writing we have Mr. 
Chamberlain paying an official visit to Mussolini. For 
what ? Is it another Munich ? Or is it to make certain 
of the isolation of Russia, which, if successful with regard 
to this country, carries with it the possibility of a huge 
trade agreement between Russia and Germany, and which 
will be aimed against this country ? The only thing we 
can be certain of concerning ‘ ‘personal contacts,”  by these 
secret arrangements with the Dictators, is a further cur
tailing of freedom in the democratic States. And that is 
a question, not of politics, but of human progress.

Those religious folk who are opposed to Nazi brutality 
and robbery, but who persist in calling Germany “  god
less ”  will have had a shock if they read the Daily Tele
graph for January 5. They will find there the informa
tion that Hinder, Chief of the German police, and who 
out-Hitlers Hitler in the brutality of his character, is not 
merely religious but a Christian, and not merely 
Christian but a pronounced Oxford Grouper, one of that 
peculiar lot of patholigical exhibits of whom the chief 
is Dr. Buehman.

Dr. Buchman, too, it must be noted, is an admirer of 
Hitler, and that brings one to a consideration of the Ger
man propaganda that is going on in this country. In 
this connexion one recalls the indignation caused by 
Russian propaganda leading to a breach of diplomatic 
relations in this country. In the case of Germany 
the propaganda is open and avowed. The instructions 
given to Germans in England are easily obtainable— even 
Mr. Chamberlain, who seems ignorant of the most ad
vertised facts concerning Italian and German Fascism, 
can easily obtain full details. German subjects are held 
in strict obedience to Hitler while they are in this 
country, and Hitler holds their parents and families, with 
their belongings, as guarantee for their obedient be
haviour. 'flic contrast between the violent indignation 
against Bolshevik propaganda here and the almost open 
welcome given to German propaganda is very striking.

What has happened to Mr. Garvin and the Observer ? 
After giving the Prime Minister unqualified praise, and 
glorifying Munich, in its last issue Mr. Garvin writes in 
his weekly “  special ”  that,

the sequel of Munich has been a bitter tale. The ink 
was hardly dry on the Munich agreements before the 
Utopian hopes of a moment began to fade and vanish. 
They were replaced by a worse state of feeling than had 
existed before. Announcing its intention to maintain a 
permanent ascendancy of force, the dictatorship for the 
first time began to threaten the foundations of democ
racy in its own sphere.

But one should be just, even to Dictators. Hitler had 
never ceased to preach force, and both Hitler and Garvin 
proclaim themselves fools if they ever expected anything 
to follow than what has happened. And it is quite wrong 
to call Munich an “ agreement.”  It was, in its most 
favourable aspect to Mr. Chamberlain a dictation, as 
surely as was the Versailles Treaty itself. And, in the 
circumstances, anyone may be excused the suspicion that 
on Chamberlain’s side its only triumph was that it 
weakened, almost to the point of complete rupture, the 
Anglo-Freuch-Russiau Alliance and the Franco-Russian 
Alliance. The further triumph of Munich was that it 
saved Hitler from the loss of prestige if lie had given way 
to any degree, a certain and rapid disaster if he had been 
foolish enough to go to war.

The Manchester Guardian is one of the smaller number 
of papers that carries on the tradition that a newspaper 
exists for a purpose other than catering to the prejudice 
of its readers where downright criticisms of religion are
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not concerned) or playing on thejr ignorance. So it is 
the more regrettable to find in a recent issue of its weekly 
edition a notice of I.otd Morley, which ends with an ex
hibition of downright Christian dishonesty. The writer 
(G.J.) runs through some phases of Morley’s life, and 
confesses that he can find no indication of his repudiation 
of Christianity in anything he has written. So he con
cludes by saying that he will answer the question of 
“ was Morley a Christian?” by asking, " I s  there 
such a thing as unconscious Christianity?’ ’ and, of 
course, replies that there is, and Morley was an example 
of this. This is a very old form of Christian lying, and 
also a truly pious way of insulting a man’s intelligence 
and besmirching his character. Where religion was con
cerned Morley was no great example of mental courage, 
but he hardly deserved thus pillorying as a hypocrite, a 
fool, or a mixture of both. The Manchester Guardian 
ought to know better.

The Speus Report on Education upholds, as one would 
expect, the teaching of religion in the schools, and with 
regard to the Bible says that it should be taught 
“  primarily with a view to the understanding of what the 
Bible is in fact intended to mean by their authors.”  We 
do not for a moment believe that the Report means what 
it says. If it did we would support it. For what the 
writers of the Bible meant when they said that they who 
went after other gods should be stoned to death, and they 
who broke the Sabbath should be treated in much the 
same manner, that God caused the Sun to stand still 
while the Jews defeated their enemies, that languages 
came into existence instantaneously and by the direct 
act of God, that God caused waters of the sea to divide 
so that his followers might march across on dry land, 
they meant exactly what they said. Teach the Bible so 
that it says exactly what the writers mean and the 
clergy would be the first to expel it from the schools. At 
present it is the Freethinkers only who make the Bible 
mean what it says. And they have often been imprisoned 
for teaching it.

An Englishman married a Russian lady. The lady 
was imprisoned, in Russia, charged with having com
mitted a political offence. After trying to get her liber
ated, the husband flew to Russia, and was arrested, 
charged with landing without permission and fined. The 
papers were busy with the case. In the end the wife was 
liberated, and the husband allowed to bring her home to 
England. The husband said he had been well-treated 
while in prison. So had the wife.

Now suppose the case had occurred in Germany, with 
the husband an anti-Hitlerite and the wife charged with 
the grave offence of thinking disrespectfully of Hitler. 
Would the pair have been treated as well by the friends 
of Lord Londonderry, Lord Astor, Lord H alifax and 
Montagu Norman, as they were in Russia? We doubt it.
< lerman gangsterism does not work in that way— Human
ity and Fascism do not run together.

Bishop Morrisroc of Aclumry said, the other day, that 
“ there is an erroneous impression that the primary 
schools in Eire are Catholic. Thanks to the teachers the 
schools are Catholic in practice, but technically and 
legally they are neutral and undenominational. For this 
reason, the Holy See tolerates, but does not approve of 
them. Neither would the Holy See give approval to 
mixed education nor the amalgamated schools where the 
sexes are e©-educated.”  In other words, the Catholic
Church does not like any attempt at a rational education 
of any kind ; and the only education it really approves of

as apart from the kind it merely tolerates— is that in 
which the Church is blindly followed, body and soul. We 
do not often encounter such plain speaking, and Bishop 
Morrisroe must be warmly congratulated. ITe makes the 
case for Secular Education quite fool-proof.

Mr. D. B. Wyndham Lewis, the Catholic writer, is ap
palled at the way in which Mayfair has taken to “  swing
ing ”  sacred Christmas carols, dancing their holy words

to jazz tunes, and sending Christmas Cards of dogs or 
film actresses instead of reverent pictures of the Holy 
Babe. Or to put it in another way, it is the Pagan 
festival of Yule which is superseding the Christian one 
of Christ. But is not this as it should be? After all, 
more and more people are beginning to see that these 
so-called Christian feasts are nothing more than the old, 
more or less, universal Pagan ones, and that the only 
things tagged on by Christianity were the doleful faces 
and general misery of its professors. Easter, Whitsun, 
and Christmas should be celebrated with happiness and 
laughter, feasting and song. That was the Pagan way, 
and, thank heaven, it is the modern way— in spite of Mr. 
Lewis.

Pious readers will not like Mr. G. H. Richardson’s 
Biblical Archccology. Instead of proving the truth of the 
“  Scriptures,”  the people who have devoted their lives—  
and, mostly, other people’s money— in digging in and 
around Palestine have only unearthed records of its in
habitants ; and Mr. Richardson seems to have made 
mincemeat of the extravagant claims of Christian archaeo
logists. As one reviewer of his book puts i t :—

Archaeology has peopled a world that was almost 
empty, with embassies, armies, busy cities, and long 
lines of traders passing to and fro between one centre of 
civilization and another, hut that apart from supplying 
background and atmosphere, it has done nothing to re
call or certify the Biblical heroes themselves.

Shades of Noah, Abraham, Moses, Joshua, Jonah, David, 
and Solomon ! Not a line or a word about any of them 
has been discovered anywhere— yet Christians get quite 
angry when we Freethinkers declare these famous Bible 
characters are just fictions. Mr. Richardson must thank 
his lucky stars he was born in an age when boiling oil 
was not the penalty for scepticism.

-Mr. Ritson, M.P.— to be fair to him— is decidedly on 
the side of the Penal Reformers, and in his speech sup
porting Sir Samuel Hoare’s new Bill, he showed that he 
had a genuine sympathy with its objects. He approves 
of the abolition of corporal punishment. But he made a 
curious admission. His mother thrashed him in his 
youth, and he still has an idea that she was right. He 
said :—

My mother believed in the spiritual injunction “ Spare 
not the rod, spoil not the child.” As sure as I stand 
here, if everyone kept their spiritual injunctions as she 
kept hers, they would be in Heaven without any doubt at 
all.

Mr. Ritson falls into a common error of imagining that 
the words he misquotes are Holy Writ. It was Butler’s 
Iludibras which said ‘ ‘ .Spare the rod and spoil the child.” 
In any case to call birch, or whip, or cat, a “  Spiritual”  
business is historically interesting owing to the fondness 
of Christians in all ages for the lash— even in monas
teries.

Fifty Years Ago

M r . F rederick: H arr ison  seems to imagine that Athe
ists have no ideal beyond that of attacking theology, but 
a moment’s calm reflection would show him the absurdity 
of this fancy. He might as well suppose that the 
pioneers of civilization who hew down virgin forests have 
no conception of the happy homesteads they are making 
room for. W c go farther and assert that all this talk 
about negative and positive work is cant. To call the 
destroyer of superstition a negationist is as senseless as 
to call a doctor a negationist. Both strive to expel dis
ease. The one bodily and the other mental. Both, 
therefore, are working for health, and no more positive 
work is conceivable.

The Freethinker, January 13, 1889
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THE FREETHINKER
F ounded  b y  G. W. FOOTE

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

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

1° Circulating and Distributing the Freethinker.—T. Dixon, 
5s .; C. Beeslev, 5s.

t'lSHKR.—Next week. Crowded out of this week’s issue.
H. I’eaTE.—Thanks for your account of the manner of your 

mtroduction to the Freethinker. We are expecting many 
other replies to our invitation, and hope to make use of 
them at a later date.

S'S.ii.—We shall look forward to meeting you at the Annual 
dinner, along with many other London and Provincial 
Fiends with whom we are not at present personally
acquainted.

J- Darker.—We do not regard the question of intellectual 
freedom as in any sense a party-political question. The 
hhS.S. has always welcomed the co-operation of any person 
or party in an attempt to realize freedom of speech and 
Publication, but that surely need not mean support to a 
Particular party programme. If it did it would land us 
111 file absurd position of supporting parties which were 
'nutually antagonistic in their general aims.

Arthur Toavn.—Sorry we cannot do as you request, but, as 
"re said, the report was issued some time ago. It has been 
withdrawn, and we have not a copy in our possession.

S- I'omlinson.—Mr. Cohen is flattered by your high praise of 
his Manchester lecture coming from a new Freethinker 
reader. We trust your appreciation will be translated into 
steady support of the movement. That is the kind of ap
preciation we value most.

h.- Rose.— We quite appreciate your desire for articles in the 
freethinker written for young people, and would welcome 
suitable ones. But writing such articles is one of the most 
difficult things to accomplish successfully. With regard 
fo your withdrawal of children from religious instruction 
we think the fear of the children suffering as a conse
quence is greatly exaggerated. In our own case, our child
ren usually had reading to do in another room until the re
ligious lesson was over, and actually became objects of 
envy to the other children. We should say that your 
teacher friend is far too timid.

T  F. L aws.—We cannot accept a dictionary definition of 
Epicureanism which identifies it with sensual pleasure. That 
is a very common religious misrepresentation, but the best 
authority is the philosophy of Epicurus and his school. 
Dne ought not to rely upon a Christian description of 
Atheism.

Wnx C. L. Rawlinson be good enough to send his address to 
the Editor ? The letter from which we cited in our issue 
for January 8 has not been preserved.

All 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.

I Then the services of the National Secular Society in con
nexion with Secular Burial Services are required, all com
munications should be addressed to the Secretary, R. 11. 
Rosetti, giving as long notice as possible.

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

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

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

The offices of the National Secular Society and the Secular 
Society Limited, are now at 6S Farringdon Street, London 
E.C.4. Telephone: Central 1367.

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

Sugar Plums

We have just a fortnight between the date of this issue 
of the Freethinker and the Society’s Annual Dinner on 
Saturday, January 28, and we again impress upon all the 
advisability of making an early application for tickets 
as is possible. There will he the usual first class ‘ ‘Cab
aret ”  entertainment, in addition to speeches, etc. The 
price of tickets is 8s. 6d. which includes all extras ; and a 
vegetarian menu can be provided for those notifying the 
Secretary when ordering tickets. If we are to arrange 
special tables for groups of provincials, it is necessary for 
those Avlio are coming from a distance to write in good 
time.

Those who require hotel accommodation over the week
end must write to the General Secretary stating the at
tention required, with the duration of their stay. There 
will be a number of special trains running for the week
end, and information for these can be obtained on appli
cation. Arrangements are w-ell in hand ; all that is needed 
to make the Dinner the usual success is for members and 
friends to make up their minds that it shall be so. This 
year’s proceedings take place in the Waldorf Hotel, Ald- 
wych, W.C.2, which is centrally situated and easily 
accessible.

There was a “  full house ”  at Manchester on Sunday 
last, and there were a number of visitors from a distance. 
Mr. Cohen was pleased to meet and exchange a few words 
Avith some new-comers to the movement, whose adher
ence was secured through the medium of the Freethinker. 
Mr. Taylor, our ever-welcome contributor, made a very 
efficient chairman, and we are glad to know that he and 
his wife are as active Avorkers as ever.

The Manchester Branch is making efforts to secure new 
subscribers for this journal. We wish them all success, 
naturally, for, apart from new subscribers making the 
financial burden a little lighter than it is at present, it 
is the best method of strengthening the Ereethouglit 
movement in this country. The Branch is also making 
endeavours to secure a good representation at the Annual 
Dinner on the 28th.

A t the close of Mr. Cohen’s lecture the chairman an
nounced, for the benefit of strangers, that cards had been 
prepared which, on signing and posting, would secure 
free specimen copies of the Freethinker for four weeks. 
We understand that many availed themselves of this 
offer, and we hand on the plan to other Branches for use 
at their meetings.

Of all the examples of “  How not to do it,”  the finest 
we have met for some time has been furnished in con
nexion with the schoolboys’ exhibition at the Horti
cultural Hall. Schoolboys are invited to fill in a form 
saying whether they like or dislike their school and to 
pass a general criticism. These forms are to be placed 
unread in a sealed box which will he opened in ten years 
time. The organizer of the exhibition, a schoolmaster, 
points to this provision to encourage boys to say what 
they really think about their school. The schoolmasters 
will know what their pupils think about them— when 
many of them have retired, and few will pay the least at
tention to the forms.

It is a capital idea that schoolboys should make 
their teachers acquainted w ith what they think about 
them, and that teachers should know how they stand in 
the opinion of their pupils. But w hy Avait ten years to 
encourage honesty in the pupil and intelligent under
standing of their job by the teachers? If it is said that 
the reading of the forms is delayed because many of the 
boys would realize that much of their criticism is un
sound, the reply is beside the point, becausç it is import
ant that the teachers should knoAV horv their general be
haviour affects their pupils, and Avhether the pupils are 
justified in their criticism has nothing to do Avitli that im 
portant question.
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We fancy that the main objection to the criticisms of 
the hoys being made known is fear for that bogey of the 
incompetent and idol of the lazy : “  discipline.”  The boy 
must not dare to criticize his teacher (openly). He 
knows last, and for a schoolboy to commit the crime of 
expressing (honest) opinions about his master as to how 
he is being taught is unpardonable. If this worship of 
the discipline of attitude and speech does not really stop 
boys criticizing, it only turns them into sharp-witted 
hypocrites, or enables a discontent to flourish that might 
otherwise be removed. No healthier thing could be done 
in any school than for teacher to invite, now and again, 
the real opinions of the pupils concerning the place in 
which they spend so much of their lives.

Atheism, ami Other Addresses comprises a series of 
addresses, including two broadcasts (Freethinkers in the 
1T.S.A. have at least one advantage over us), by Joseph 
Lewis. Nearly all of these addresses have been separately 
published, but they are well worth issuing in volume 
form. Those dealing with Abraham Lincoln, Franklin, 
.Jefferson, Burbank, are specially interesting.' The lec
tures on religion in the schools, and on the influence, for 
harm, of religion in Mexico, also supply much useful 
matter. Two of the reprints in this volume include dis
cussions with Christian ministers. The book is pub
lished by the Freethought Press Association, at 6s.

Mr. 11. <L Wells writes in the Sunday Chronicle on 
“  The Future of the Jews.” He will ‘ ‘ offend ” a great 
many orthodox Christians as well as orthodox Jews by 
his candid attempt to tell the whole truth about Old 
Testament acclamation of the Jews as “  God’s chosen 
People.”  And Mr. W ells’s remedy is the .Secularist 
remedy : —

The only way out from the present human catastrophe 
for Jew and Gentile alike is a world-wide, conscious edu
cational emancipation.

In books, universities, colleges, schools, newspapers, 
plays, assemblies, we want incessant, ruthless truth- 
seeking about these old legends that divide and antagon
ize and waste us.

We want a great massacre of stale beliefs and ancient 
grievances and claims if we are to avoid great massacres 
of human beings.

In other words, the way to end the Jewish question is to 
end the Jewish religion, and tile best way to end the 
Jewish religion is to end all religion ; which is saying 
that the existence of a completely civilized humanity 
depends upon the eradication of all religion. Wc would 
like Mr. Wells to develop this thesis. Hut that is, per
haps, expecting too much.

Discovery and Invention in the 
Eighteenth Century

1’ r im it iv k  man protected his person with skins and 
furs of animals he hunted for food, the weaving of 
wool into cloth came later, and presupposes the 
domestication of sheep and the use of sharp instill
ments for shearing purposes. 'The prehistoric lake- 
settlers were acquainted with the art of converting 
flax into cords. Later, this plant was employed in the 
production of linen, but wool continued to l>e man’s 
staple in the preparation of wearing apparel in Europe 
until the eighteenth century.

Cotton clothing was almost universal in India in 
times very remote, and remains so to this day, and the 
inception of the great cotton industry in Lancashire 
was the outcome of England’s contact with that vast 
Eastern land. While European peoples remained 
dependent on tlieir native soil for all the food they 
consumed the Western Continent could sustain a 
sparse population only in comparison with the teeming 
millions of India. But it is claimed that the intro

duction into Europe of Indian cotton fabrics removed 
a serious obstacle to the rapid increase of population 
in that Continent. Indeed, Lionel Curtis in his Civi- 
tas Dei (Vol. II., Macmillan, 1937), contends that:
“  It largely accounts for the fact that the population 
of Europe has increased by more than 350,000,000 
since the eighteenth century.”

As the seventeenth century closed, the East India 
Company met with an extensive sale in England for 
cotton fabrics woven in India, and the use of this im
port for underwear and feminine adornment menaced 
the monopoly of wool, the staple textile of South 
Britain.

This tin eat to the supremacy of the woollen industry 
gravely concerned landowners and other interested 
jyarties, and in 1700 and 1721 the use of cotton was 
forbidden Jjy law. But this legislation proved futile, 
for spinners and weavers began to import raw cotton 
and soon mastered the art of manufacturing cotton 
cloth superior to the original product of the East.

Yorkshire has long been the chief centre of the 
woollen trade, but the humid atmosphere of Lan
cashire proved peculiarly favourable for the produc
tion of fine cotton fabrics, and Manchester soon be
came the citadel of the industry. So in 1736 the home 
production of cotton was legalized and cotton goods 
began to be exported abroad. Then in Europe gen
erally the cultivation of cereals liegan to replace 
pasture for sheep and other grazing animals, and the 
increased yield of foodstuffs eventuated, above all 
in England, in a rapid rise of population; while instead 
of being deemed a luxury, cotton clothing was re
garded as a necessity of civilized life.

For many centuries the British Isles were screened 
by the encircling sea from molestation, and there was 
little need for a standing army, and in consequence, a 
much larger percentage of the people could be 
devoted to industry than in Continental communities 
jierpetually desolated by armed conflict.

Our native population enjoyed the advantages 
derived from the instruction of the French and Flem
ish refugee artificers who had escaped to England from 
religious persecution aliroad. These settlers intro
duced a superior technique in the weaving art. Yet, 
so late as 1730, it is asserted that “  tliere was scarcely 
an industry of importance in which England was not 
excelled in some other continental country. By the 
end of the century British producers had a dominant 
position in most of them.”

Spinning was still a domestic occupation, but the 
production of yarn was now chiefly in the hands of 
those who worked in their cottages for a money wage. 
Calico was in constant request, while the demand for 
yarn exceeded the supply. Labour and commodity 
costs increased so greatly that a mechanical device 
for tlie reduction of charges became imperative. A 
machine l>atented in 1738 jiroved a commercial failure. 
But in 1767 Hargreaves had constructed a machine 
which enabled nearly a score of threads to be spun 
by a single operative. Tlien the Lancashire barber, 
Arkwright, adapted an earlier invention to practical 
use. In 1779 Crompton produced a hybrid construc
tion by combining tlie principles of Hargreaves’ and 
Arkwright’s inventions, to which the significant name 
of “  the mule ”  was applied.

Witli the successes gained by these inventions 
further improvements were made. K ay’s flying 
wliultle and the mechanically operated loom of Cart
wright completed the evolution of the industry.

It was now obvious that human labour might lie 
supplemented if not superseded bv energy derived 
from mechanical sources. Horse labour was intro
duced, but the industrialists noted that descending 
water, long and successfully utilized by millers when 
grinding their grain, would serve their purposes better
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Ilian animal labour. Factories were erected wherever 
running water would automatically drive their mach
inery. Hence the term “ cotton mills ’ ’ and the des
cription of Arkwright’s contrivances as “  water 
frames.”  But still further facilities were requisi
tioned, and as the eighteenth century neared its close 
the inventions of Watt developed those of his prede
cessors.

For a protracted period charcoal was indispensable 
m the extraction of iron from ore. With the exhaustion 
°f the woodlands which furnished the charcoal 
burners with fuel, smelting was suspended in Eng
land. But the industry was revived when Darby’s 
discovery that iron may be melted witli coke became 
Public. As British coal measures were rich and 
abundant, Darby’s invention decreased the cost of iron 
"'bile sustaining a national industry.

With the development of coal-mining, it became 
necessary to delve more deeply into the earth to ob- 
tcQin its dark diamonds, while the problem of freeing 
{be pits from flooding became acute. Newcomen 
therefore invented a method, the working model of 
which is now exhibited in the South Kensington 
Museum, which pumped the unwanted water to the 
surface.

Where coal was scarce, as in the vicinity of the tin 
and copper mines in Cornwall, the cost of the fuel 
necessary to work the Newcomen engine was practic
ally prohibitive. So the reduction in the quantity of 
fuel required to operate this mechanism was a task 
undertaken by Watt.

ft is stated that in Newcomen’s contrivance “  all 
but 5 per cent of the potential energy of the coal was 
wasted. . . .  In Watt’s engine one ton of coal would 
no the work which had needed no less than twenty 
tons in Newcomen’s engine. The economy in fuel 
was enormous, greater perhaps than has been achieved 
by any one subsequent invention.”

The mechanical system of spinning and weaving 
customary in the cotton mills had been by 1790 gen
erally adopted by the older and less progressive wool 
producers! In 1804 the use of steam power had be
come well nigh universal in the textile trades, but the 
rapid development of these industries disclosed many 
difficulties awaiting solution. Raw materials and fuel 
Were in constantly increasing demand in the factories, 
and their finished products found eager purchasers in 
every part of the globe.

Streams and water courses were converted into 
canals, but horses were still required to transport 
heavy burdens from one waterway to another. Rails 
were laid to facilitate the passage of heavily-loaded 
Vehicles, and it was soon evident that rails could be 
manufactured of sufficient strength to withstand the 
strain of an engine driven by steam power. An en
title with flanged wheels was in consequence con
structed by George Stephenson, and in 1823 a railroad 
running from Stockton to Darlington was opened, 
which enabled long trains of waggons driven by a 
steam locomotive to transport the burdens of several 
hundred horses at a speed of fifteen miles an hour—  
the pace of the swiftest mail coach.

It then became possible to construct steam-pro
pelled vehicles traversing the public roads. At this 
startling proposal, the Squire Westerns in Parlia
ment assembled, passed an Act which required a man 
to proceed in front of such steam-driven vehicles, 
carrying a red flag to indicate danger, which would 
restrict their travelling to less than four miles an hour. 
It is cogently contended that this childish enactment, 
only recently repealed, prevented England’s leadership 
in the evolution of the remarkable motor car industry.

With the rapid extension of the use of steam power 
urban centres dependent on railway services for the 
delivery of their daily requirements sprang into exist

ence, and the increased population was no longer able 
to subsist on home-grown food. The first steamship 
that crossed the Atlantic (1838) voyaged at a time 
when iron was being substituted for timber in ship
building, when steam superseded sails, and ocean 
freights became lower than those of land transport. 
By 1850 trade with foreign countries was more expe
ditious than commercial transactions between English 
towns and rural districts had been a century earlier.

Coke for smelting purposes was prepared in heated 
ovens, and in the course of its conversion from coal, 
inflammable gas was released. I11 1799 Murdock in
geniously utilized this illuminant to light the yards at 
Boulton and Watts’ works in Birmingham. This ex
periment soon led to inside lighting, and by 1S0S a few 
London thoroughfares were illuminated with gas, and 
its use in shops and houses gradually became general.

Although man is still the pigmy instrument of the 
blind forces of Nature, his adaptations of physical and 
chemical phenomena to economic and social life have 
been little short of marvellous during the past two 
hundred years. The acts of legislators are little, when 
compared with the changes and improvements 
wrought by science. But the subtilties and complex
ities of the modern State are now so intricate, that the 
wisest and most far-seeing hesitate in any prediction 
concerning even the next stage in human develop
ment. Curtis is perhaps right when he avers th at: 
“  The power of men to control natural forces has 
greatly outrun the power of men to control them
selves, and thus to control society as a whole. We 
are now beginning to realize how much more easy it 
is to change the physical conditions under which we 
live than to adjust our own habits of mind to the 
change.’’

T. F. Palmer

Flashbacks on Tyneside

Peter W atson kept a mean shop in a mean street in 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. You could buy from him “  ad
vanced ’ ’ literature, penny packets of stationery, ani
seed balls, and wee twopenny boxes of magic salve for 
skin eruptions. Peter’s life was made considerably 
less Irearable than it need have been by mischievous 
children deriving amusement from purchasing a half
penny worth of “  bullets ’’ at nine a penny, and re
turning to explain to Him that four for a half-penny 
was bare-faced robbery. Peter’s philosophy was 
hardly equal to this situation, though he took graver 
and more subtle problems in his stride.

I had glued my nose (about forty years ago) to 
Peter’s window trying to obtain free mental susten
ance from the front page of a paper called the Free
thinker, which always contained an article from a man 
who signed himself G. W. Foote. At length I raked 
up the requisite courage (and the twopence) to see 
what lay beyond the first page. There were three or 
four people in the shop discussing world affairs. It 
was the first step that counted; afterwards I Ixmght 
my Freethinker and progressed from conventional 
conversations to heart-to-heart talks.

Peter was Scotch, dour and high-principled. Free- 
thought was his passion, and it was Freethought. He 
was of the stock of Richard Carlile You could pur
chase from him The Wife’s Handbook, The Elements 
of Social Science, anything with a spice of heterodoxy 
or danger in it. Courage was so natural in him that 
it required no effort. The bonfire or the stake he 
would have welcomed as gladly as any Christian 
in the past welcomed martyrdom as a chance of 
eternal bliss. So Peter remained extremely honest 
and, naturally, extremely poor. Men like George
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William Foote, Malcolm Quin (the Positivist Mission
ary in Newcastle at that time), Dr. J. L. Speirs, of 
Gateshead, saw in Peter one of the great ones of the 
earth. They honoured him and honoured themselves 
in doing so.

Peter was a block of granite in Newcastle, and on 
that rock Novocastrian Freethought built its Church. 
Through him, this neophyte now writing was put in 
contact with Jack Bartram, a man who ate,' drank, 
worked, and slept, Freethought. It was impossible 
to escape the clutches of Jack Bartram if heterodoxy 
ran in your veins. With him I walked and talked, 
and through him I was introduced to others. He 
eventually persuaded me to become Secretary of the 
Newcastle Branch of the National Secular Society. I 
was Secretary of that Branch for eight years, if I re
collect aright. Jack was Secretary when I joined the 
Branch; he became Secretary again when I left New
castle. Bartram was frequently “  looking for another 
Secretary ” — he did not find the work too easy— but 
always cheerfully accepted the inter-regna. The Old 
Flag must fly.

Bartram was plain-spoken and fearless, and spent his 
life dedicated to what he conceived to be a great mis
sion. He gained the respect of all the Freethought 
advocates of his time. His respect for them was more 
difficult to obtain. Never was a man more critical of 
his friends. For a lecturer to obtain his imprimatur 
was praise indeed. His standards were high, but 
rather uncomfortably rigid. I well remember his 
slating of Harry Snell for what he considered unjusti
fiable praise of Jesus of Nazareth. He could send, 
and did send, short pertinent letters to the local press 
whenever Freethought and Freethinkers were being 
subjected to unfair criticism. He generally met with 
fair treatment for the name of Bartram had gained 
local respect. When he died his funeral surprised 
many by the response a steady uncompromising atti
tude even on unpopular lines could make on public 
opinion.

The Freethinkers on Tyneside at that time were 
qualitative. George Wetherel of Gateshead had easily 
the biggest and choicest library I had at that time 
seen. He gave evidence of having assimilated its con
tents as well— a rare phenomenon. I think lie was 
capable of giving the thesis, at least, of every work he 
allowed place on his shelves. In talk his method was 
suggestive rather than argumentative. Every Free
thinker on Tyneside sooner or later found his way to 
Wetherel’s house. There he was lucky if he could 
find a chair, for although Wethcrel had a large library 
lie had also a large family.

Ralph Chapman, at that time, was Secretary of the 
South Shields Branch. He was as earnest and as 
hardworking as Bartram, and they were alike in never 
knowing discouragement. Ralph is still, I believe, in 
this vale of tears. He can look back on years and 
years of seed-sow ing; work that no vicissitudes of for
tune to come can altogether upset. He wTas a pioneer 
in other matters besides Freethought. I can recollect 
a lecture of his on “  Marriage in Utopia,’’ in 1903, 
which would give pause to many who think that 
partial emancipation from sex tyranny only came 
after the Big War. Ralph worked for Freethought all 
round. You would find him at the N.S.S. Lectures 
at Newcastle, Stanley, Hetton-le- Hole, anywhere, 
always ready to give a helping hand. To him, it was 
the mickles that made the mucklc. Life’s shining 
pages contain the names of just such as Ralph. The 
books that retail biography are consistently neglect
ful .

Then there was William Wright (Alan Tyndal), 
still, also, happily with 11s. He and his wife had been 
staunch Presbyterians, but had seen the light in time. 
Ft is difficult to estimate which of the two has made 
the most amends for early sins. Wright, under the

pseudonym of Wylam Gael, has graced uncountable 
pages of Northern newspapers and periodicals and 
has never made his passage easier by pandering to 
superstition or consciously writing the sentence with 
two meanings. As for his wife, unlucky was the 
milk-boy or insurance agent who escaped from the 
friendly doonvay without a back number of the Free
thinker. Any assistance she could give to aid their 
escape from the pit was more than cheerfully rendered. 
What hope is there for any Recall to Religion when 
any growth in that direction is noted and pounced 
upon in every village in England by people so pertin
acious, so thoughtful, so tolerant and so kindly, as Mr. 
and Mrs. William Wright?

Other memories crowd upon me. Carlile and 
Spedding, Spencerians both, with minds acute and 
manner and deportment irreproachable. Carlile alas 
has finished his life’s work, but Spedding still looks 
up at tire Southern Cross and spares a moment, I sin
cerely hope, to think of his old friends on Tyneside 
who discussed interminably and mingled, I have no 
doubt, much nonsense with their sense in their scores 
upon scores of rambles over the Newcastle Town 
Moor.

And there looms up the figure of A. L. Coates— In
ternationalist, logician, bon-vivant. A  man of in
finite story, and jest. He had lived in all the great 
capitals of Europe; most of us were content to sit and 
listen, for his conversation was rich. He too could 
write vividly and pungently. The columns of the 
Newcastle Weekly Chronicle contained much from his 
pen for liis style and matter had value. Crowds of 
reminiscences of Coates come to my brain but they 
are out of place here. I knew him many years and I 
never knew him to repeat himself. Not that he was 
not loquacious, but he always kept a tight hold on the 
tablets of memory, and those who had the fortune to 
listen to (say) his adventures in a Salvation Army 
Shelter were never called upon to listen to the story 
again. The most difficult of all pitfalls for ageing 
humanity is to avoid becoming a bore and Coates was 
never in any danger of that. T. H. E i.STots

(To be continued)

Liberal Christianity on the Spot

1 o-day  various Christian churches in desperation to 
survive, are cutting up some interesting didos; and the 
sincere worshippers in the pews (for there are many 
such) are being sadly taken in by certain forms of 
propaganda, the source and purpose of which they 
rarely comprehend.

Theologians choose strange allies. This was seen 
in the late World War. Just now the Catholic Church 
is making a big noise for God and Capitalism. Des
pite the fact that God and Capitalism have been pretty 
generally accepted up to our present economic dead
lock, we are now told we must preserve the Capital
istic system at all cost because Socialism leads to Com
munism and Communism to Atheism. This is the 
meaning of the popular slogan “  100% Americanism,’’ 
(or “  too% democracy ’’), when used by zealous 
members of the Catholic hierarchy; an organization 
which has never been 100% American or too% demo
cratic in all its history.

The Catholic system is (and .always has been) an 
eclesiastic dictatorship, choosing its servants from the 
people, to be sure, but deriving all authority from 
sources above. Let us beware of appearances. Catch 
phrases and popular slogans are often loaded with 
hidden meanings. The E'ascist States go only a step 
further when they frankly denounce democracy itself 
as the subtle poison that leads to Communism or an
archy. We are here far from denying that Capitalism
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may be worthy oi another trial, but hardly as the sole 
preserver of the Christian faith.

One does not have to go far afield to observe in Pro
testant bodies certain reactionary tendencies. For
malism, Symbolism and Ritualism are being revived, 
even in the more liberal churches, so that it is often 
difficult to judge from the service whether one is in a 
Unitarian, a Methodist or an Episcopal Church. Talk 
with the pastor (privately) and you find him liberal- 
minded and well informed, but you would never sus
pect it from the church service— any more than his 
own congregation suspects him of heresy. The 
Apostles’ Creed and other traditional forms still go1 
politely unchallenged.

On the other hand, there is reversion to “  evangeli
cal methods ”  based on the assumption that the Bible 
is the veritable “  Word of God.” This assumption, 
unjustified from every standpoint of modern scholar
ship, leads to conceptions as unscientific, irrational, 
grotesque and horrible as anything that can be found 
in the annals of history. “  The Bible says so and that 
settles it.” Immediately all appreciation of moral 
values becomes secondary— all sense of reason, justice, 
love and mercy are side-tracked and perverted by the 
victim of this strange cosmogony of the Scriptures.

There is no arguing with these people because, on 
spiritual grounds they are right. They know their 
Bible and they develop marvellous memories which 
they use effectively in place of the reasoning faculty. 
They can match any text you may bring against them; 
°r by a subtle system of symbolism and sophistry, 
which passes for superior scholarship (how they love 
lo quote Greek !), they can so twist any text out of its 
obvious meaning, that literally (to theni) there are no 
errors or contradictions in the entire canon of Scrip
ture; And they prove it all by the “  Word of God.”

There are several popular groups among this class 
°f Christians, tremendously active at the present time, 
distributing vast amounts of propaganda literature in 
the form of books and pamphlets, in house to house 
canvasses, and in broadcasts over nation-wide hook
ups. (Curious how every religious crank gets on to 
the air with no one to question his claims.)

According to these modern Bible forecasters we are 
now living in the “  last days,”  and the coming World 
War of “  Armageddon ” will make the last war look 
Bke a scrap over a back-yard fence; this is to be fol
lowed by the second coming of Christ to “  avenge his 
enemies,”  and “  rule the world in judgment.” The 
“  signs of the times ” all point to the coming of the 
Son of Man “  in the clouds of heaven ’ ’— with the 
sound of a trumpet and with a great shout— ushering 
in suddenly and without warning the “  day of ven
geance of our Lord.”

Now the worst part of this theory is that it is all 
true— according to the Bible; and Christians who have 
been brought up on the “  Word of God,”  and haven’t 
the courage to say, as did Wendell Phillips (when told 
that the Bible supported slavery) “  so much the worse 
for the Bible,”  are genuinely troubled; young people 
are bewildered or disgusted; while the better educated 
clergy are lambasted for not preaching the “  Word of 
God.”  Indeed, these violent (and withal logical) 
propagandists seem at times to lie putting the modern 
preacher decidedly on the spot. It is all very embar
rassing to say the least.

These would-be-liberal and somewhat persecuted 
members of the ministerial profession are thus being 
forced to a fundamental decision. The religious 
radicals are Fundamentalists. The name is well 
chosen. They stand for dictatorship— not of a Pope, 
but of a Book. Liberal Christianity is at the cross
roads in the same sense as are the Democracies. Shall 
the voice of the people be respected? Shall the 
people lx? allowed to think? Are we willing to

give them all the facts, and trust to the general verdict 
of mankind as to the principles of truth and justice ? 
Or shall we uphold the principle of political or spiritual 
dictatorship? The Second Coming of Christ, as 
preached by these enthusiasts, implies the latter 
necessity.

Reduced to its simplest terms this irrational and 
on the whole grossly materialistic form of Bible cos
mogony seems objectionable for the following 
reasons: —

1. It is a counsel of despair, implying the utter ' 
defeat of moral and spiritual forces.

2. It involves a resort to force, hardly consistent 
with the teachings of Jesus.

3. It places God in the category of an ancient des
pot, and his prophets little better than second rate 
fortuxre-tellers.

(1) As a counsel of despair, these doctrines not 
only imply the defeat of Jehovah at practically every 
point in Jewish history (which indeed is not far from 
the truth), but more important, the utter failure of the 
Gospel of Christ as we have conceived it. We have 
been led to believe in the ultimate triumph of the prin
ciples enunciated in the Sermon on the Mount. If 
now, after all the centuries, nothing but a colossal 
massacre will suffice to bring about the kingdom of 
God’s love in the hearts of men— well, we know the 
last war didn’ t get us very far. Perhaps it wasn’t big 
enough; and sq we must resort to Armageddon! In 
the words of the street: It simply “  don’t make 
sense !”

(2) The teachings of Jesus, as a whole, were against 
force. Has “  our Lord ”  changed his entire views on 
this matter? From the days of John the Baptist, he 
observed, violent men have sought to take the king
dom by force. What w'as true then is true to-day. 
Jesus says in effect, the Kingdom of God is within; 
violence only arouses violence. Therefore resist not 
evil— let your light shine— plant the seed and give it 
time to grow-— give more than is asked— return good 
for evil— hold no malice— forgive seventy times 
seven. Don’t go to the altar (or to church for that 
matter), bearing a grudge. Settle with thine adver
sary quickly. Exercise the same good will toward 
others as to yourself, on the one hand, and your 
creator on the other.

A counsel of perfection, to be sure; but there it is—  
the Christian ideal; and we can’t forget Jesus’ last 
words lo his disciples at his arrest when Peter was pre
pared with his new-bought sword to lay down his life 
in defence of his Master : “  Put your sword back into 
its sheath, for all those who take the sword shall perish 
by the sword.”  I often wonder what weapons they 
will use at Armageddon. “  Fire from heaven ” 
sounds like bombing-planes, sure enough! In the 
name of the Lord !

(3) And finally, let us ask : What moral or spirit
ual values are involved in this divine coup d’ etat ? Is 
it so important, therefore, to prove that the prophets 
of Jehovah were first-class fortune tellers? Or, in 
fact, that divine Power wins over human frailty ! In
finite strength over finite weakness? In what sense has 
this grotesque culmination of world events any moral 
purpose except to prove that the Bible is just what 
these ignorant fanatics choose to say it is? That their 
god is God, indeed ! That they only are right— dead 
right; and all reverent scholarship, in our better insti
tutions of learning, is wrong— dead wrong. Again in 
the words of the street: So what ?

And finally, with such shining lights as “  Happy 
Jack ”  Smith. Father Coughlin, and Judge Ruther
ford constantly on the air, unhampered by any 
critical analysis of their claims whatsoever, isn’t it 
rather odd that no sponsor has appeared with the 
sane notion of promoting a source of broadcasts on
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Bible literature as taught iu every first class educa
tional institution in the land ? It is possible that no 
professor from Harvard, Yale or Columbia is qualified 
to speak before the great American people in a manner 
not reeking with sectarian propaganda or emotional 
fanaticism ? Is it possible that no Christian Church 
would back such a movement? Perish the thought!

Such a course is urgently needed, and would be ap
preciated by the rank and file, regardless of race, sect 
or creed. It is safe to say that the sane approach of 
advanced scholarship to Bible literature is an avenue 
little travelled by the average layman. The dignity 
of our universities surely commands the respect of 
thinking people everywhere, yet few laymen are actu
ally familiar with what is commonly accepted truth 
among recognized scholars.

“  Ye shall know the truth and truth shall make 
you free.’’ Have modern Christians lost faith in the 
truth? Or must they submit blindly to a spiritual 
dictatorship 'which will lead just as surely into 
spiritual violence as political dictatorship is leading 
into paths of war?

W illiam  W irt  H a r v e y , M.D., Ph.B.
Boston, Mass.

Correspondence

O FFICIAL APPOINTMENTS 

To THE EniTO R  OF THE “  FREETHINKER ”

S ir ,— Re your remarks in “  Acid Drops ”  in the issue 
of December 25 last, page S24, referring to the appoint
ment of Sir John Reitli to the II.B.C. and then to Imperial 
Airways.

At a recent meeting with a very high Official on the 
technical side of Imperial Airways, I asked him how 
they liked St. John’s appointment? I!y way of reply he 
shrugged his shoulders, adding : “  Well, lie has the ear 
of the Prime Minister. Can get him direct on the phone 
any time, and can get things done.”

Does this explain how Government or Official appoint
ments are made, and the sort of qualification 
(sic) necessary? 1 have not the ear of the P.M. of this 
Government, or the P.M. of anything else, but I have 
been an active Aviator now for 26 years and do know the 
job throughout. I am, however,

U n e m p l o y e d

[We print the above letter for what it is worth. It comes 
from one known to us, and we have every reason for accept
ing its trustworthiness. There are also good reasons for re
specting its anonymity—Ed.]

M AN’S GOODNESS TO GOD

May I, my dear Lord, express the opinion that all 
things considered your followers have treated you with 
extraordinary kindness. They have been more gracious 
and more forgiving than you appear to be. You made the 
world and then blame your followers because it is not as 
perfect as it might be. And in his infinite compassion 
for your distress man accepts the blame for your mis
takes. Man looks at the world, notes its evident imper
fections, tries to make it better, and then offers praise to 
you for the improvements he has made. It is not man, 
hut you, who say that the sins of the fathers shall be 
visited on the children to the third and fourth genera
tion ; man does what he can to correct the unkindly work
ings of the law of heredity. Man drains the swamps that 
von left, lie tames the passions with which you have en
dowed him, he kills off where he can and how lie can the 
noxious insects that you have created. Human skill and 
knowledge tames the forces of nature. And when man 
has done this, and more than this, he praises you for the 
progress that has been made, and even accepts the theory 
that you really did all things well, but man himself has

set the whole scheme of creation awry. He even flatters 
your vanity by explaining that in what he does he is a 
fellow-worker with you, and that together you are build
ing a better world. Man has nowhere else shown the 
same compassion that he has shown to you. He has 
racked his brains to invent many excuses for what you 
have done. In this effort he has tried every excuse save 
the one that alone would completely exonerate you— 
that, after all, you may not exist.

From “  Letters to the Lord,”  by Chapman Cohen

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.
LONDON

OUTDOOR

K ingston Branch N.S.S. (Market Place) : 7.30, A Lecture. 
Weather permitting.

N orth London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond) : 
11.30, Sunday, Mr. L. Ebury. Parliament Hill Fields, 3.30, 
Mr. L. Ebury.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 3.30, Sunday, 
Messrs. Bryant, Barnes, Collins, Tusón and Mrs. N. Buxton.

INDOOR

North L ondon Branch (The Cricketers’ Arms, Inverness 
Street, Camden Town, N.W.i) : 7.30, Archibald Robertson— 
“ Life and Work of Karl Marx.”

South London Branch N.S.S. (Alexandra Hotel, South 
Side, Clapham Common, S.W.4) : 7.30, Mrs. Seaton Tiedeman 
(The Divorce Law Reform Union)—“ The Divorce Act 
Muddle.”

South Place E thical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion
.Square, W.C.i) : n.o, Dr. C. E. M. Joad, M.A.— “ The Con
troversy about Pacifism.”

West London Branch N.S.S. (The Laurie Arms, Crawford 
Place, Edgware Road, W.) : 7.30, Debate—“ Are Liberty and 
Socialism Compatible?” Affirm.: Allan Flanders. Neg.: 
Capt. B. Ac worth, D.S..O., R.N.

COUNTRY

INDOOR

Birkenhead (Wirral) Branch N.S.S. (Beechcroft Settle
ment, Whetstone Lane) : 7.0, W. Bain (Liverpool)—“ A
Social Creditor’s View of the Function of Democracy.” 

Birmingham  Branch N.S.S. (Bristol Street Schools) : 7.0, 
Mr. Russell— “ Pagan Origin of Christianity.”

Blackburn Branch N.S.S. (Jubilee Assembly Hall, Market 
Half Blackburn) : 8.0,_ Monday, January 16, Mr. Jack Clayton 
—“ file Provost’s Beliefs and Freethought.”  Literature for 
sale.

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Laycock’s Forum, Kirkgate) :
7.0, Debate : “  That Sanity is Not an Attribute of Man.” 
Pro. : Mr. D. F. Franks (Mexborough). Con. : Mr. J. F. 
Corina (Bradford).

Edinburgh Branch N.S.S (Free Gardeners’ Hall, Picardy 
Place, Edinburgh) : 7.0, Mr. George Whitehead (London)— 
“ Science the Saviour.”

G lasgow Secular Society (East Hall, McLellan Galleries,
Saucliiehall Street, Glasgow) : 7.0, Mr. A. R. MacKay— 
“ Robert Burns and His Works.”

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone
Gate) : 6.30, Mr. Reginald Bishop—“ Freedom in the
U.S.S.R.

Liverpool Branch N.S.S. (Transport Hall, Islington,
entrance in Christian Street) : 7.0, J. V. Shortt (Liverpool)— 
“ The Christian Libel.”

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (King’s Café, 64-66 Oxford 
Road, Manchester, near All Saints Church) : 7.0, Mr. Edwin 
Monks (Manchester)—"  The Oath and the Truth.”

I EES S ide Branch N.S.S. (Jubilee Hall, Leeds Street, 
Stockton) : 7.30, Mr. H. Dalkin.

Copies of a leaflet, “ Towards a Happier 
World,”  by the author of The Churches 
and Modern Thought, can be had for free 
distribution on application to Watts & 
Co., Johnson’s Court, Fleet Street, Lon
don, R.C.4.

‘ WARS 
GAN 
AND 
MUST 
CEASE’
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TWO NEW PAMPHLETS

PETER ANNET— 1693-1769 Prayer : An Indictment
By ELLA T W Y N A M By G. BEDBOROUGH

A sketch of the life and work of 
the bravest of eighteenth century 
Freethinkers, The only pamphlet 
available, and which should be in 
the possession of every Freethinker 
and as many Christians as possible.

Price post free 2£d.

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Prayer: The first Duty of Man ; Un
answered Prayer ; Answered Prayer ; 
Science is better than Prayer. 32 pages.

Price post free 2^d.

FANFARE FOR  

FREETHOUGHT
The Secular Society Ltd.,

C h airm an  : CHAPMAN COHEN 

Company Limited by Guarantee.

By

BA YARD  SIMMONS

A collection of verse wise and witty, fili
ng a gap in Freethought propagandist 
literature. Specially and tastefully printed 

and bound.

Price One Shilling. Postage Twopence.

Twelve Religions and Modern Life
By HAR DAYAL, M A., Ph.D

H. G. WELI.S : “  I find it a useful summary.” 
Public Opinion : “  Humanism and its ideals form 

the keynote of Dr. Dayal’s unusual work.”

Price 2s. 6d. Post Free

HODEBN CULTURE INSTITUTE, EDGWARE, MIDDX.

-------------------------------------------------------------

( MEAT EATING INVOLVES CRUELTY! j» »

! W hy not try the Vegetarian W ay P j 

{ Free Literature, including Recipes, f
) from The Vegetarian Society, 57 Princess Street, i 
: Manchester, 2 ;

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

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

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the 
Society’s Objects are To promote the principle that human 
conduct should be based upon natural knowledge, and no! 
upon supernatural belief, and that human welfare in this 
world is the proper end of all thought and action. To pro
mote freedom of enquiry. To promote universal Secular Edu
cation. To promote the complete secularization of the State, 
etc. And to do all such lawful things as are conducive tc 
such objects. Also to have, hold, receive, and retain an> 
sums of money paid, given, devised, or bequeathed by any 
person, and to employ the same for any of the purposes of 
the Society.

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

The liability of members is limited to £1, in ca9« the 
Society should ever be wound up.

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

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

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

A Form of Bequest.— The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators 1—

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

It is advisable, but not necessary, that the Secretary 
should be formally notified of such bequests, as wills some
times get lost or mislaid. A form of membership, with full 
particulars, will be sent on application to the Secretary, 
R. H. Rosktti, 68 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.
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MATERIALISM RESTATED
N E W  E D I T I O N .  G R E A T L Y  E N L A R G E D

CHAPMAN COHEN

CONTENTS
A Question of Prejudice 
Materialism in History 
What is Materialism P 
Science and Pseudo-Science

The March of Materialism  
On Cause and Effect 
Reply to a Critic  
Emergence

The Problem of Personality

No other subject has been misunderstood and misstated so fre
quently as Materialism. Its reception has marked the develop
ment o f science, and it has been the age-long foe o f supersti
tion in all its forms. Hence the necessity for a restatement o f 
Materialism in the light o f modern science and philosophy.i

•

i 
i 
i

Strongly bound in Cloth.

• 
i 
i

3s. 6d. Postage 4d. 1
4

National Secular Society

42nd ANNUAL DINNER
AT

TH E W A L D O R F  HOTEL, 
Aldwych, London, W .C.2

ON

Saturday, January 28, 1939

Tickets 8s. 6d.
May be obtained from R. H. Rosetti, 68 Farringdon 

Street, E.C.4

Chairman : CHAPMAN COHEN

Reception at 6.30 Dinner at 7.0
Evening Dress Optional
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A  N E W  Y E A R ’S OFFER

TH E “ F R E E T H IN K E R ”
Edited by CHAPMAN COHEN

:£ published every Thursday, and may be ordered direct 
from the Publishing Office at the following rates: 
One Year, 15s.; Six Months, 7s. 6d.; Three Months,
3S- 9d.

Until March 3 1 ,  1 9 3 9 ,  a year’s subscription will en
title the sender to a selection of five shillings’worth of 
Pioneer Press publications, provided that he is not 
already a subscriber. This offer applies to new sub
scribers only. Specimen copy with list sent on request.

The Freethinker is indispensable to anyone who wishes 
to keep in touch with the Freethought Movement in this 
country, and its fearless and uncompromising criti
cisms of religious belief.

To t h e  P i o n e e r  P r e s s ,  6 1  F a r r i n g d o n  S t r e e t ,  L o n d o n ,  
E.C.4.

Please send me the Freethinker for one year, for 
which I enclose 15s. Send me also the promised publi
cations to the value of 5s. free of cost and carriage. I 
am not already a subscriber to the Freethinker.

Name

Address

T h e  Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon St.,London, E.0.4  
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Printed and Published by T he Pioneer P ress (G. W. F oote & Co., I/rn.), fir Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.


