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Lotting out the Truth

Lr Heywood, Bishop of Ely, who, some months
Lack, surprised the world by attributing the bad
weather we were then having to the action of evil
spirits— an unquestionably Christian announcement
is again in the “news” by protesting against the re-
ligious laxity of his brother bishops. In the last issue

bis Diocesan Gazette, he complains that the House

Bishops has “ no words of reproof ” for those
clergymen who explicitly deny such truths as the V a-
gin Birth and the Resurrection; and he reminds all
concerned that

Christianity is based on history. If these events did
not occur the whole foundation of Christianity is im-
perilled.

.'s u°t likely that Dr. Heywood’s brother bishops
"d make any public reply. Things have changed
“Kl the Church can 110 longer deal with heretical
"Pinions, as it would once have done. If some priests
Jle more intelligent than Dr. TTeywood they arc less
"mest; their attitude is more artful, and they believe
'e Last said soonest mended.  After all bishops
IL Very human, and one cannot expect those living in
(39 to act as if they were living in the year 1200 . If
*\ agree with Dr. Heywood, and say so, they will
n°t only lose the more intelligent of the clergy, they

*aild this is of greater consequence, lose a great
any of the lailv. They must do what they can to
yL"» their position, and their emoluments, by prafc-
isnig certain “ reservations ” (that is, saying one
Ullg and believing another), knowing that their
I 10lce lies between speaking the whole truth and los-
Ing hold of the people, and professing verbal agree-
ment while disbelieving in fact. Of the existing
rdilation it is not true to say that truth is found in
Ic mouths of intellectual babes and innocents. The
'nth  where Christianity is concerned is that honesty
I' belief is to-day to be found amongst the least intei-
Mbial of the clergy, and superiority of intelligence in
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those who practise the least honesty of speech. As
we have so often said, any lawyer in a court of law
who resorted to the tricks of speech and falsity of in-
terpretation, the evasions and subterfuges that are
practised by the present-day bishops and clergy, would
be sharply reprimanded by the judge, and reminded
that he was treating the intelligence of the court with
contempt.

* * *

Man and his Gods

Dr. Heywood can say that .Christianity is based on
history because he appears to believe in all the crudi-
ties and undisguised mythology of the Christian re-
ligion. To say that Christianity is based on history
is to say that certain things happened at a particular
time and place, and that it is upon these certified, or
at least credible, happenings that Christianity is built.
But that is not the truth. The Christian Church is an
historic fact, that is, it appears in history, and this is
the only fact about it. It appears in history exactly
as other myths and legends and fairy tales appear, and
to these Christianity has the closest possible affilia-
tion. Jesus Christ was a god who became incarnate
in a virgin. He had no earthly father. But that is
what happened to llorus in Egypt, to Krishna in
India, and to dozens of other incarnate gods else-
where. These gods were usually put to death for the
salvation of mankind, and just as usually they rose
again from the dead. Those stories appear in history,
and the religions connected with them also appear in
history. But that does not mean that these religions
are based on history. They are not statements of
fact, they are no more than record's of the ignorance
and superstitions of early humanity. There is a devil
of a difference between in and on, in this connexion.

In many directions Christians admit this to be so.
The belief in the activity of the Devil is as clear as
anything in either the Old or the New Testament. So
are the operations of witches and wizards. So is the
command that the wicked will go to an eternal hell
and the “ good ” to an eternal heaven. So is the
power of tlie disciples of Jesus to drink poison with-
out harm to themselves. (Conceivably this last prac-
tice might often benefit others). Dr. Heywood would
say these are historic facts, but they are not, history
merely records that belief in these things existed, and
that same history also records that as mankind I>c-
eomes more enlightened these beliefs die out.

But why the distinction between Christian and non-
Christian mythology? Why is the story of a virgin
birth false in Egypt and true in Judea? Why, out of
all the stories of slain gods who have risen from the
grave, is the Christian one alone true? The evidence
in the one case is just as strong as it is in the other.
Why is the one true and the other false? Can any
Christian bishop oblige by saying in what direction
the evidence in the one case is stronger than it is in
the other? | say that none of them can point to any
substantial difference. I know also that none of
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them will even try to enlighten the readers of the
Freethinker on this point. Faith may. move moun-
tains, but it never seems able to get as far as the
Freethinker office, and operate on its inmates.

It would, by the way, be an interesting topic if some
competent person were to work out the steps by which
the accepted mythology of the ancient worlds of
Greece and Egypt, etc.,, became transformed into
actual objective history. It is easy enough to show
the parallels and likenesses between the Christian re-
ligion and the ancient mythologies. These are plenti-
ful and well-known. It is the conditions of the trans-
formation of recognized mythology into history that
is required. Probably the breakdown of the ancient
Greco-Roman civilization, and the complete control for
so long a period of the Christian Church, were the
main conditions for the transformation of civilization
into semi-savagery. If one notes the increasing social
and intellectual barbarizing of Germany, and imagine
Hitlerism extending over the whole of Europe for a
dozen generations, we might get a useful illustration of
the conditions that plunged Europe into the Dark
Ages, and gave rise to the belief that Christianity was
based on historic facts.

Had Christianity been established as a frank con-
tinuation of the earlier mythologies it might have
found its position easier in a more sophisticated age.
For a time it actually did this, for the earliest Christian
apologists were too near the sources of Christianity to
deny the close resemblances between its own mytho-
logy and the mythologies around it. But with its
establishment in supreme control, and the degradation
of the culture of the ancient world, the Christian
mythology took its place as a veritable objective his-
tory. Thus it was, or by some steps similar to these,
that the claim of Christianity to rest upon a series of
historic facts was established. It is this claim that
to-day is bringing its own nemesis. For as historic
facts the claims of the Church carry their own refuta-
tion.

Can anyone seriously believe that about 1900 years
ago a hoy was born in Jerusalem, for the first and last
time in human history, without the co-operation of a
male parent? Or can anyone believe that the same
person died, and, again for the first and only time in
history, came to life again ? Does anyone seriously
believe that birth, life and death were not the same
1900 years ago than they are to-day? No laboured
refutation of the historic truth of such stories is
necessary. We know they are not true, no one can
possibly believe they are true. Anyone may say with
their lips “ | believe,” but the actuality of the belief
remains a psychological impossibility. Not even the
Bishop of Ely himself can believe such things to be
objectively true. He may whisper his belief to him-
self, it is his brother bishops who show a really better
appreciation of the situation, even though their clearer
minds ought to eventuate in the relinquishing of their

posts as bishops.

The Ethical Jesus

But once we let go of the objectively historical truth
of the Jesus Christ of the New Testament, what is
there left on which to build a religion? The trick
here is to utilize the mythological figure for Church
purposes, thereby entertaining an unthinking and
wonder-loving public—much as children aie enter-
tained by an annual pantomime—and then for other
reasons depend upon an ethical teacher who, for re-
ligious purposes, is as far from reality as the virgin-
born God. As 1 have said elsewhere :—

The Christian Church is here; it is well established,
strongly entrenched. To let go of Jesus Christ alto-
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gether it dare not. The renunciation would be too
striking. It dare not openly say what scholars al

over the world know quite well, that the New Testa-
ment Jesus Christ is a variant of a widely duplicate

mythological figure; neither dare it openly proclaim
that the moral maxims found in the New Testanietk
were well-known and widely used long' before the
date given for the birth of Jesus. So as quietly as
possible the god-incarnate is dropped into the back-
ground, while with much beating of drums and blow-
ing of trumpets the moral and social reformer was
brought to the front. There is a very ugly name for
this kind of practice in all civilized States. In out
own legal system it is a punishable offence for a man
to get credit without disclosing the fact of his being
an undischarged bankrupt. In theology a lower
code of ethics rules.

No religion yet was ever built on mere moral teach"
big. There is no evidence whatever that it was the
ethical Jesus who attracted people to the Christian
Church. When people looked to Jesus Christ fQ
salvation, it was not because they recognized their im-
moral misdeeds. The cry was not to Jesus to make
them better citizens, but to save them from their un-
belief, to rescue them from punishment in the world
to come. The Church, too, both in ancient and in
modern times has always been lenient and forgiving
to moral delinquency. It was religious or doctrinal
shortcomings that met with the severest punishment-
Never in its most powerful day did the Christian
Church—in any of its branches—deal harshly with
the moral offender. It was the religious offender Wh°
met with the bitterest hatred and the uttermost pun-
ishment. 1lhe Jesus mouthing a few moral platitudes
has effected little more than to add hypocrisy to
moral turpidity; this could never have been the basis
on which to build a religion.

So | agree with the Bishop of Ely. If the Virgin
birth, the ceremonial crucifixion, and the resurrection
are not admitted as actual historic facts, as object-
ively real as the battle of Waterloo, then the whole
structure of Christianity is imperilled. You can pro-
fess a belief in these impossible things and so save
your credit as a Christian. But you cannot reject
them and retain your reputation for intellectual or
moral straightforwardness while calling yourself »
Christian. The Eower House of Convocation had
asked the Upper House for reassurances of these
“ historical clauses of the creeds.” The Upper
House declined to do anything of the kind. An authori-
tative body of Christian clergy could give no assurance
that these “ historical clauses ” spoke the truth. The
J»arsons were left to do as they pleased. If they were
foolish enough to profess belief they would show they
were honest. If they did not make any such profes-
sion then they saved their reputation for intelligence at
the expense of their honesty. And that is reallv the
issue that lies before every professing Christian—
whethei of the clergy or laity. He has to choose be-
tween being counted a stupid man or a dishonest one.
He cannot to-day maintain a reputation for both in-
telligence and honesty and still call himself, with any
regard for the proper use of words, a Christian.

Chapman Cohkn

Away with the bugbear that to be good we must be
pious. If a man is moral and upright, lie is so whether
within or without the Church. If lie is mean and un-
principled it is the same. Nero would have been a tyrant
i£ he had been a Christian, Henry VIII. would have been
a monster if he had been a Pagan, Aurelius would have
been a true man if he had been a Christian. It is in
nature, in character, in disposition, not in religious
opinions.— Rester F. Ward.
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Britain goes to Church

Hie difference between a theatre and a church is that

> pay to go in the one, and you pay to get out of the
oilier—Mark Twain.

jflllv propaganda of religious Orthodoxy is different
1011 Mher forms of suasion. Not only is it more irre-
sponsible than even that of the politicians, but it seems
O be entrusted to great men with one-track minds,
“llc without a scintilla of humour or an idea of pro-
I'ottion. Moreover, in political discussion replies are
3 ways possible, but in religious propaganda the Free-
I0"ght position is not only ignored but boycotted
Actively. You can no more state the case for Free-
"mglit in the average newspaper or periodical than
«°'i can advocate temperance in a licensed-victuallers’
hApei, or vegetarianism in a meat-trade publication.

1 .°w wild and whirling such pious propaganda can
| Isshown by the numbers of conversions recorded by
icreligious press. If the numbers were added to-
j'Ctlicr it would show that the total population of
heen converted to Christ many times over,
“l' li" aS Euclid said, “ is absurd.” Consider
S fhe references to Atheists. Many Christian en-
"siasts assure the world that there never has been
*'cla creature as an Atheist, and if there were, he
t°uld be stuffed and exhibited in the next glass case
1° tjle great auk’s egg in some Museum. Yet the
(. “Working Christian Evidence Society and similar
egfuiizations actually exist, and collect cash, for the
lthose of exterminating such non-existent monsters.
~f'iember also the terrible stories of infidel death-beds
"c'i adorn tracts, parish magazines, and other pub-
Inations for Hle intellectually lost.  Some of these
Rhly imaginative yarns have been going round for
'Mily generations, and will do service for as long as
Iristians lie for the glory of their religion. For the
'k'ous racket is, from this point of view, extremely
rlli while. By concentrating people’s minds on an
Lged next world, they prevent their paying too
AU attention to this.

‘ ~ost of the big newspapers tacitly support religion
'Is a vested interest, but are not actively interested in
I furtherance of theology. They report the sermons
|fU ~iterances of Archbishops and the “ upper crust”
O Priestcraft, and treat the clergy generally as a
Iraiich of the Civil Service. There is one notable ex-
~N'Ition. The News-Chronicle (London), actually has
j "Meakness for cave-man theory and caters for Noncon-
Jt1*fists and frequenters of tin-tabernacles. It prints
I,c" religious propaganda that the other editors
<nld reject. A case in point was the recent declara-
"n (February 7), that “ little over a quarter of the
~inflation are regular church-goers, that about four
1 of ten go to church occasionally; and that of the
,IFi9 s’ine never go to church at all, others only to at-
functions like weddings, christenings, etc.,

1 Uch are more social than religious.” In the next
J’hinin it is stated that “ just over two thirds (sixty-
bmt per cent) of the people are more or less frequent

"."rch-goers.” And “ fifteen per cent ” never go to
| 'Ureh at all. These statistics are printed under the
!"»leading heading, “ What Britain Thinks,” and is
"ended to convey the impression that they represent
"dional opinion.
oixty-eight per cent of church attendance is a very
Proportion. So let us see how this result is ob-
I'ned. First, the promoters say that the term
t "Urch '’ applies also to “ chapel, synagogue,
"°sque, tabernacle, or any other centre of religious
"J'einony.”  Why spread the net so widely?
°sques, indeed!  There are not enough mosque
"fsliipperg in Britain to fill an excursion train. And,
naV We ask if an amateur evangelist, with an hanno-

THE FREETHINKER

147

nium and a dozen girl-friends is to be considered a
“ centre of religious activity” ?  Or, are they also
members of the congregations of some tin-tabernacle
or mission-tent, and already on the roster. Are
Spiritualist Halls to be considered as “ centres of re-
ligious activity ” as well as of sleight-of-hand and illu-
sion. Anyhow, they are no more Christian than the
frequenters of mosques and synagogues. And, might
we ask if Ethical and Positivist meetings have the same
rights of inclusion in this loosely-compiled list as the
followers of Mahomet and Joanna Southcott have?
Neither Ethicists nor Positivists are Christians, but
certainly they include some of Britain’s noblest citi-
zens in their ranks, of which any church in the world
could be justly proud. Perhaps, if the enumerator
was in a hurry, or shortsighted, he might include a
Freethought lecture-hall in his list, and Mr. Bed-
borough, or Mr. Rosetti, might conceivably figure, un-
consciously, as earnest pastors with their pious flocks.

Sixty-eight per cent of church-goers is a formidable
total. The population of this country is about forty
millions of people. Yet, excluding infants, sixty-
eight per cent attend places of worship, and some of
the babies may be carried there.  The figures arc
purely fantastic, and have no relation to facts. |If
the enumerators questioned the sight-seeing congrega-
tion of the City Temple, or Westminster Abbey, or St.
Paul’s Cathedral, the results might bear some resemb-
lance to the published figures, hut it is simply untrue
concerning Britain as a.whole, for the country has not
sufficient places of worship to accommodate sixty-
eight per cent of the population.

Many years ago a census was actually taken of
church attendance in London, and the result then
given was that one person in nineteen attended places
of worship regularly, in the Metropolitan area. Since
then, every sect and every denomination has reported
very heavy losses in worshippers, Sunday-school
scholars, and revenue. Apart from such showplaces
as Westminster Abbey, St. Paul’s Cathedral, etc.,
most churches and chapels lament a beggarly array of
empty benches. How can such haphazard figures as
sixty-eight per cent Ire true to-day, when they were
wildly improbable before the religious slump took
place? It sounds like the boasting of a small boy,
who says his parents have given him millions of toy-
soldiers as a birthday present.

It must lie stated that the News-Chronicle quotes
the figures referred to as the result of an investigation
by a body called “ The British Institute,” which ap-
parently compiles statistics on a great variety of sub-
jects. It is, however, the publicity given to the
figures by a “ national newspaper ” that matters.

What useful purpose can the retailing of such non-
sense serve? The News-Chronicle, as a leading Eng-
lish newspaper, should not lend itself to such obvious
mis-statements. Journalists are not such simpletons as
not to know the world in which they get their living.
Even cub-reporters have to attend.church to record
sermons, and they must know that there are not suffi-
cient places of worship to accommodate such tremen-
dous numbers as sixty-eight per cent of the popula-
tion. Why is such stuff printed at all, above all in a
reputable publication? It is done to bolster a huge
vested interest, and to please its pious readers. The
News-Chronicle lias frequently expressed its disap-
proval of sensationalism and even frivolity in the col-
umns of its rivals. Yet this staid and respectable ex-
ponent of Nonconformity is open to much the same
objections, and of a constant desire to “ tickle the ears
of the groundlings.”

“ O the pity of it!” In truth, and not in the cant
of journalism, let us wish for the recovery to sanity, of
the News-Chronicle. There arc so many editors for
whom the inscription : “ Died of humbug ” is good,



148

and good enough. But this paper need not so invite
contempt. In its earlier form, as the Daily News, it
numbered Charles Dickens among its editors, and
Harriet Martineau among its contributors.  What
would they think of the great newspaper, which was
once a vehicle of splendid ideals, now that it has
declined upon a period of catch-penny opportunism,
utterly unworthy of the best traditions of the British
press ?

Mimnkrmus

Truth, Beauty and Their Poets

As a child | was literally nursed on the epic poetry
of classical Grece. The lliad and Odyssey of Homer
were my bible and fairy-book combined.

| followed with abiding interest the fortunes of the
fair but frail heroine of Troy :(—

The face that launched a thousand ships
And burned the topless towers of Ilium.

'The wanderings of Ulysses, his adventures with
Calypso, Circe, the alluring Sirens, and his too faith-
ful Penelope, all stirred my youthful imagination. |
sorrowed with Orpheus over his lost Eurydice, and re-
joiced with Ceres at the return from Hades of her
lovely Persephone. Clytie, with her exquisite profile
and slenderous beauty was my childish sweetheart.

But when my dear old classical-minded father died,
and | was left alone in my golden teens, the yeastings
of sex in my veins turned my fancy to the love lyrics
of the Elizabethan Age. | sighed and sonneted with
rare Ben Jonson, with Herrick, Chris Marlowe and the
Swan of Avon.

Thence | made pilgrimage amid the word melodics
of Robbie Burns, Thomas Moore and Heine— and their
singing verse ever remains with me, as does the charm
of Elizabeth B. Browning’s Lyrics jrom Die Portu-
guese. Listen! She sings a love song for us:—

How do | love thee? Let me count the ways :
I love thee to the level of each day’s

Most quiet need, by sun and candlelight;

| love thee freely, as men strive for Right;

| love thee purely as they turn from praise;

T love thee with a love | seemed to lose

With my lost saints : the widest land

Doom takes to part us, leaves thy heart in mine
With pulses that beat double-——-

But side by side with my youthful searchings for
beauty to satisfy the aestheticism in my nature, was
gradually growing a wider outlook towards the deeper
problems of the wliys and wherefores of life, and
humanity’s place in the Riddle of the Universe :—

There was a door to which | found no hey
There was a veil past which | could not see.

and ;—
Mvself when young did eagerly frequent
Doctor and saint, and heard great argument

About it, and about, but evermore
Caine out at the same door as | went.

1 had long dragged my anchors from the ortho-
doxies of Religion, Politics and Economics, and my
world wanderings increased my sceptical attitude to-
wards all creeds, formulas' and settled conclusions of
static thought. My mind found in Frecthought the
liberty to express itself. | found communion with the
great'poetic thinkers of all the ages, who blazed the
path to Truth as they saw it.

All truth is safe and nothing else is safe.

He that keeps back truth or withholds it from men
is Humanity’s worst enemy.

There is no religion higher than Truth. 'l he mail
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who loves Truth and remains wedded to her, has a
faithful Bride. She brings him the imperisha >
dower that satisfies and lifts him to the peaks &
thought— far above the miasmas of creeds that stu"
and stay mental progress with a static and trag't
“ full stop.”

What is Truth?

Pilate’'s question reverberates through the twenty
centuries since its unanswered challenge rang through
the Roman Court.

Sir Richard Burton, a century ago, said :—

Truth is the shattered mirror, strown
In myriad bits while each believes
His little bit the whole to own.

Enough to think Truth can be;

,  Come sit we where the roses glow,
Indeed, he knows not how to know
Who knows not also how to unknow.

Albert Einstein, to-day, says i—

Truth is a lovely statue that stands in a desert; hlL
sands of prejudice and intolerance blow over it, a
each generation—they who love Truth—have to t»l
cover it anew.

Man has outgrown the swaddling clothes of Oriextgj
theologies that filled the seeming voids of Nature alU
its skies with Gods, Goblins, Devils and Demons, all
environed Humanity with spirits, evil and good, 10
interpret the varying moods of Nature’'s processes, ™
storms and sunshine, its famines and fruitings, :I,<
too, it’s earthquakes, pestilence and the incvitable
death—all that come with unswerving impartiality
alike to saints and sinners, to believers and heretics.

A fire mist and a planet,

A crystal and a cell,

A jellyfish and a saurian,

And caves where cavemen dwell;
Then a sense of law and beauty,
A face turned from the sod,
Some call it Evolution,

And others call it God.

What is Truth ? The challenge remains, but it
not to be found by filling the terra incognita of Nati'lL
with atavistic Gods and Devils—or Heavens and Hem
that are not on any astronomical map. Yesl1l HQ
has outgrown his swaddling clothes, and instead, fa#~c*
the unexplored in Nature and Life as problems to bL_
solved by the patient application of Science, rathel
than the alleged inspiration of Priests and Sooth-
sayers.

And'dreaming much | never dare,

To dream that in my prisoned soul,

"The flutter of a trembling prayer

Can move the Mind that is the Whole.
Though kneeling Nations watch and yearn,
Does the primordial purpose turn?

The Frkrthought Mind

Freethought teaches us to look fearlessly upon Li*E
—*“ to accept the Laws of Nature, not with niec”
resignation, with the rusting chains of TheologRO
Predestination, but as Nature’s Sons, who dare F
search, question and adventure towards wider Truth-

'Phe Freethought Mind has thrown aside thc
blinkers of atavistic dogmas— it is not shut up in thL
gloomy prison of a religious creed till it thinks thc
walls of its own dungeon the very limits of the Ul
verse and the reach of its own chain the utmost lull
of human intelligence. ,

Too long has Truth been prisoned in the Hell 0
Theology—too long has mind-shackled Mankind beel
looking backward. To-day, more and more, men &C
throwing away the blinkers of orthodox religion, alH
looking forward through the Searchlight of Science 11
true brotherhood as wide as all humanity. FiTe
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thought is liclpingf to build a creedlcss shrine which
1 'lae can rescue them from the intolerances of the
curse of Theology’s fears and dreads.

Meanwhile! let us find courage to shed the Oriental

Mythologies that too long have prisoned with fears
Ihe Mind of Mankind.

Out of the Niglft that covers me,
Black as the pit from pole to pole,
1 thank whatever gods may he
for my unconquerable Soul.

In the fell clutch of Circumstance
I have not winced nor cried aloud,
Under the bludgeonings of Chance
My head is bloody, but unbowed.

Beyond this place of wrath and tears
Looms but tlie horror of the shade,
And yet the menace of the years
Finds, and shall find me, unafraid.

It matters not how strait the gate;
How charged with punishment the scroll,
I am the Master of my Fate,

I am the Captain of my Soul.

Henry J. Hayward
(President New Zealand Rationalist Association)

Can Mind be Explained?

(Concluded jrom page 134)

I','i flic person who bites an apple, or writes a letter,
QL eats his dinner, jeels that he is acting as an originat-
"'g force. He is aware of what he is doing, and knows
'here are alternatives, of which he could take a choice.
lle needn’t bite the apple at all; he could go and buy
?u orange. He might even school his mind so as to
"liibit mouth-watering.

i his feeling of freedom need not be denied. It can,
nevertheless, be shown to exist side by side with the
Accurate predictability of his actions by an external
"cientific observer armed with the necessary know-
edge of () his previous history, and (b) the present
stimulus. Certainly we feel free because we are not
concerned, in the act of willing, with what has gone
'More, of much of which we are, indeed, ignorant.

1he religionist who claims “ intuition ” of free will
need not be contradicted. It is enough to show that
'his sense of power over effect is merely a recognition

our own efforts as important turning-points in the
bath of causation.  But ours is not a contribution
1 eady-made by the “ soul it is a quality created in
°nr biography by a deep-rooted history of causation
11 which hereditary genes made the first contribution,
et is enough to show that the feeling that will is free
""“conditioned) is not a valid criterion.

Modern physiology has undermined the distinc-
*°n petween conscious and reflex behaviour, in such
a Way that the former can be investigated without
departure from the terminology of mechanism; with-
°ut. that is, having to utilize such foreign entities or
concepts as “ soul ” or “ ego.” The voluntary will
1* the highly complicated reflex with memory tlirow-
"K up the light of awareness.

* * *

Next, what is meant by “ explaining” mind?
Vcll, we should explain mind like we should explain
lluy other phenomenon—a volcano, say. That is, we
ptould give an account of the conditions which render
d Possible, i.e., analyse it. We must find the condi
llpus, and show that any rearrangement of those con
mtions entails an alteration in the product. By alter
InK the conditions we alter the output, i.c., the be

THE FREETHINKER

149

haviour. By altering the conditions in one way, we
might delay the volcano, in another way precipitate it,
change the chemical quality of the lava, and so forth.
What the thing is determines what it does, and what
it does tells what it is. We explain by exploring the

conditions; that is, by analysing them. So that by
the word “ explain ” | here mean “ analyse.” | do
not mean “ describe.” COH explains sugar, but

does not describe its sweetness.

The question then becomes, can we render a com-
plete analysis of the conditions determining conscious
behaviour? How shall we know that we have located
all the conditions? What of the possible conditions
not revealed by analysis? What is our guide as to
whether we are exploring the true conditions?—E x-
periment, by observation and testing—here is our
guide. If we alter a condition, or a condition is natur-
ally altered, we must find a corresponding alteration
in product. Each modification in the product (be-
haviour) must relate to the working of some condition-
ing factor. As we interfere with, destroy, add to, the
conditions, we must note the corresponding changes
in the result. The final ideal test is to reduplicate in
a mechanical medium.

We are justified in framing hypotheses when our
experience shows a systematic statistical consistency.
| say statistical because it would require a vastly more
detailed technique in physics, let alone physiology and
psycholog}', to account for every individual fluctua-
tion. In tracing the causal history of any event it is
important to decide how much of the environment
may safely be ignored, and how much microscopic
behaviour may be treated as neutral.

In tracing the history of the volcano I might prefer
to restrict my researches to a limited amount of space
and time. But if we were absolutely thoroughgoing we
should trace back the history of the conditions in
order to account for their nature at the time of the
eruption, and we should find ourselves back to the
primitive nebula. Every individual event or group
of events involves ultimately the whole of that part of
the universe which has percolated down to it, and
the sphere widens as we recede in time, in the way
that we have two parents, four grandparents,
eight great grandparents and so on. The full
causal history of any one mind refers right back
to the time when life appeared from matter,
and matter from its forerunner. So that in exploring
the conditions of every piece of conscious Irehaviour it
will not be expected that we should do other than con-
fine ourselves to a comparatively near and given set
of conditions.  When we get a vciy high degree of
consistency we may adopt the hypothesis which meets
with such satisfactory experimental response. Every
condition and factor must be put to the test of interfer-
ence.

There is room for two words, “ factors ” and “ con-
ditions.” By condition we mean the factors in rela-
tionship. The factors of water and H and O; the con-
dition is their compound with a double quantity of
H. The condition for water can be determined with
exactitude, but it is only to be expected that with
such a highly complex matter as conscious behaviour
a full and complete explanation of determining con-
ditions will not > so readily susceptible to scientific
test; it will Ire more difficult. It will also be more
delayed. As man understands all things, he under-
stands himself last. But just as we seek the causes
for the emergence of water in two gases, both dry, so
we can seek the material and physiological bases for
the emergence of conscious behaviour.

In another article | hope to show the close rela-
tionship between our physiological make-up and the
way we 1>ehave,

G, H. Taylor
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Progress and the Hagiographers

W hat lias progress got to do with religion anyway ?
Most religions people are conservative looking to a
possibly happy future beyond this life, and convinced
of an ancient golden age of the “ good old days.”

Without progress there would be no religion, be-
cause the fact of one age often becomes the religion of
the next. Strictly speaking, religion cannot begin
until science has come into being.  Then natural
events are divided into those capable of explanation
by natural laws, and those which could not be so ex-
plained, and were held to he in the realm of ungovern-
able non-human forces. Among very primitive
people, religion is a “ natural ” religion, the personi-
fication of natural forces. When they increase their
command over nature by the acquisition of know-
ledge, certain events are regarded as in a certain
class, the supernatural class, and the struggle that
gives such concern to certain people to-day begins, the
conflict between science and religion.

There is nothing new in this. The first man to use
fire must have been a man of great energy and fearless
originality. For a long time fire had been thought of
as something sacred. When a Greek city sent out a
colonizing expedition, they carried from the parent
city, a vessel containing fire, a symbol of life, and lit
their fires in the new settlement from it.

Every new departure from the established routine
has been condemned in its time as impious. Every
hagiographcr and most of them have been anony-
mous, has mourned over a wicked and irreligious gen-
eration. They all point to the past when things
were better.

Those writers of sacred texts identified themselves
with their gods. Praise their gods and you praised
them. Revile them, and the hagiographers felt it
for them. Not being familiar with Freud, they had
no idea of the mental phenomenon of “ projection.”

When some critics began to notice that a man’s god
was very much like the man, a clever man having a
clever god, a just man a just god, as the man so the
god, the gods were then said to have no “body, parts
or passions.” The earlier type was called “anthropo-
morphic.” In certain religious circles it has become
a term of contempt, just as superstition means “ some
one else’s religion.”

Reading a review of a play about Welsh life by Cara-
doc Evans, in a religious paper, | was amused to read
that it was about a people whose religion was so an-
thropomorphic that their god was called the “ Big
Man.” This is a literal translation, but “ Big Man”
means a lot more just as the English word “ great "—
means literally big and also large in a figurative
sense.

But are not all the gods anthropomorphic in their
origin ? Of course they are. And however much they
have been whittled down and their human attrilmtes
taken away, they still retain the marks of their human
origins. A real old-fashioned god could not live to-
day'. He could not stand the new way of thinking.
Science has taught us to take a more objective way of
looking at things. Less notice is taken of dogmatic
statements without any natural foundations.

That is the real value of science, not its material
gifts. When some people listen to the wireless, drive
about in motor-cars and aeroplanes, speak across the
Atlantic telephone and imagine they are civilized they
miss the whole point of the use of science to the world.

Science explains the universe, the world and (what
is more important) ourselves. Every twopenny
ha’'penny hot-gospeller thinks he can explain man to
you, and the rights of man and man. What has
puzzled quite intelligent men like Plato, Socrates,
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Bacon, Kant, Schopenhauer, etc., has no difhcu 1
for these men. They might not know much a
frippery subjects like Greek Art and Chinese 1 1°
sophy, but they do know what man is, where he 1>
and why he is and where he is going. .

A question often asked is: “ Why did not »
Greeks make use of their science in a practical way
Because in Greece there was no contact between
artizan class and the men of science. Therefore
scientists could not get their ideas carried out, and
artizans had no knowledge of science to improve tn
methods of working.

The principle of the steam turbine had been
covered by the Greeks thousands of years ago.
no one thought of applying it to a practical use.
the rediscovery of science in the sixteenth centmM
men who were engineers and craftsmen studied »
ancient mind. This led them to apply the princiP
to current problems. This in its turn brought the
dustrial revolution and steam power and machinel™

This in turn set men studying the laws relating
power and machinery. Thus there is a constant i
creasing reaction of theory and practice, practice &
theory. A new theory might have tremendous PrilC
tical possibilities. A new invention by setting 117
to find the theoretical foundations involved, would a(l
greatly to the knowledge of scientific principles.

Thus a scientific problem can be approached f'Q’l
both the practical and theoretical angles. An cil
ample can be taken from the life of Edison. Whc"
occupied in searching for a suitable filament for al
electric lamp, he tried out and tested some tliousan 1
of different substances, before finding one suitable.
Frenchman who was engaged, at alxjut the same tit"e'
on a similar research, byr his knowledge of chemist)
eliminated the unsuitable materials and narrowed
search down to a few. Two methods of work g'v""
the same result.

Science has had one effect on religion.
modern hagiographers write and talk in a pse"(
scientific jargon. “ Through Science to God.”
has his “ life force,” and others their “ sense O
values,” whatever they may mean. If science leat™
to god why has religion fiercely resisted any and eveO
advance of science?

What the “ life force ” means Shaw only kno"s'
And as to the Christian sense of values that is what I'a*
changed the most during the last few centuries,
bishop once said in a post-prandial burst of candor™
that if the Christian doctrines were attempted to
put into practice, it would mean universal miseril
poverty and chaos. This is true. We are not livi"™
in the same world as the early Christians, and it wo™1
be impossible to act like them.

Torts L1. AbrahaM

There is a great difference between the sea pilot a"l
the sky pilot. The honest salt boards the ship, and tak”
her out to sea, or brings her into port. When the W°rj
is over he presents his bill. lie does not ask for pay",cl'
in advance. He neither takes nor gives credit. But tljl
sky pilot takes credit and gives none. He is always pa'
beforehand. Every year he expects a good retaining
in the shape of a stipend or a benefice, or a good perce"
age of the pew rents and collections, lint when his 1
vices are really wanted he leaves you in the lurch. Till
do not need a pilot to heaven until you come to die. Thcld
your voyage begins in real earnest. But the sky pi‘lj
does not go with you. Oh dear no! That is no part r
his business. “ Ah, my friend,” lie says, “ 1 must lei"l
you now. You must do the rest for yourself. 1 hav
coached you for years in celestial navigation; if you
member my lessons you will have a prosperous voyage
Good day, dear friend. 1'm going to see another cus™
iner, But we shall meet again,”—G, II', Vooic.
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Acid Drops

Every one knows that Hitler operates in this countij
as well as in Germany. Germans are carefully watched
k> Hitler's agents, what they read, what meetings the)
attend, the conversations they hold, and the friends they
make, are all carefully noted and reported. Even those
who are here as refugees are carefully shadowed, and as
these often have relatives left in Germany, there is
always the threat hanging over them of revenge on those

at home. Nothing is too mean or too brutal for Hitler-
Ism in action.

lhesc operations threaten to become more open and
more avowedly official. Nazis in London are now to
have their official headquarters at 18 Belgrave Square, \\ ¢
According to the Daily Telegraph of February 22, the in-
stitution will he under the direction of Herr Karlowa, and

an intensive Nazi propaganda will be carried on.” flic
propaganda will be “ political,” and will also aim at
popularizing “ German cultural and social institutions.
Mcll, we already have some thousands of people here
"ho have suffered from German “ cultural ” ideas, which

Germany are fast reaching the point at which Goeb-
Ncls and Co. are openly aiming, to reduce intellect to as
W a level as possible. So we know the class to which
German Fascism will appeal.

Mow we are not advocating that even so open a return
io the brute, so obvious an apotheosis of all that is ignor-
ant and vicious, as Nazism, should not be allowed to ex-
press itself here. But there are a few observations that
'night be made. The forgetful character of the general
Public ought not to have quite wiped out all recollection
"f the bother that was made by the Government and by
people in high places, to say nothing of papers such as
*fe Daily Mail and the Express, about Russian propa-
ganda. Relations were suspended, or badly strained, at
Fie infamy of Russia carrying on a political propaganda
here and the alleged supply of Russian money, Now in
the ease of Nazism there is hardly any disguise that the
fascist movement here is fed by money from Germany.
Mopenly avows that it will carry on a vigorous political
Propaganda, and it is doing so from headquarters where
such aristocratic people as the Duke of Kent, the Duke of
Norfolk, the Duke of Bedford, Earl Bathurst, the Earl of

Stradbroke, the Earl of Haddington, rmd the Earl of
Mount-Edgcumbe reside. These will all be neighbours
°f the Nazi political propaganda headquarters. Hitler

a'd Goebbels and Streiclier perhaps hope to make some
converts “ high up.” A next door neighbour to the Nazi
headquarters is Eady Sassoon!

Me repeat, we are not advocating that German propa-
should not be permitted. But we do suggest that
N is good for the goose should be good for the gander.
|0 We advise that steps should be taken, helped by
jHant from our Government, to establish a headquarters
.U democratic propaganda in Berlin. This should aim at
,.ectures to English residents, and also for carrying on an
tensive political propaganda among the people of Ber-
"1 Surely no reasonable objection could be raised. And
" e should make the condition of the carrying on of Ger-
'nan propaganda here our being permitted to carry on
"tish propaganda there. We wonder whether any
ember of Parliament will have either the courage or the
"'t to raise the issue. If Germany declines, then we
""ould close down the Nazi-German subsidized liead-
'I"arters here. There must be some limits to the policy
appeasement,” and up to the present the only thing
Us country has really done is to help Nazi propa-
ganda abroad. But the help given to Nazi propaganda
ICrc might be at least conditional. That is if we wish
0 save democracv instead of burving it.

Nor ought we to overlook that, following the prece-
dent of Hitler in Czechoslovakia and elsewhere, a conse-
'lUenee of the political propaganda of Nazism in England
"Tuld be the creation of a German minority oppressed, of
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course, by the British Government. Then would come in
logical sequence the demand for a measure of autonomy
for Germans in this country, with a special representa-
tion in the House of Commons and the allotment of a
certain number of official posts. And at this point the
full significance of a policy of appeasement would be
made clear.

The Archbishop of York, speaking at Durham recently,
said he did not regard the question of disestablishment of
the Church with any concern. It is not a matter in which
“ the Church is interested one way or the other.” But
he says that diseudowment is a more serious matter. This
reminds one of Karl Marx’s opinion that the Church of
England would rather sacrifice the whole of its thirty-
nine articles than a thirty-ninth part of its income. What-
ever opinion one may hold of Marxian philosophy, there
seems little doubt of the soundness of that little bit.

The Roman Church, say all Roman Catholics, was
established by God, and God presides over the election—
through the Cardinals—of every Pope. We may there-
fore expect to find occupying the papal chair the best of
Christians, animated by the best of impulses, and far
above the temptations that beset such poor creatures as
ourselves. Well here is a gentleman, ex-Dean Inge, who
was himself once called in by God to take up a well-paid
post in the English Church, writing in the Standard for
February 23, on the character of some of the Popes :—

Some of the medieval Popes were blackguards of the
deepest dye, sunk in debauchery, gluttony, avarice, and
every other vice. The word “ nepotism " preserves the
memory of the practice of almost all the Popes, to en-
rich the young men who were politely called their
nephews. It was a recognized thing that a new Pope
should at once make his nephew a Cardinal. Paul III.
bestowed the hat on several of his grandsons, the eldest
of whom was fifteen.

The avarice of the Popes in the Middle Ages was in-
satiable. All ecclesiastical dignities were openly sold;
taxes on disorderly houses brought in a steady revenue;
and there was a tariff for the absolution of all crimes, to
which Sixtus IV. added a plenary indulgence to anyone
who Kkilled a Venetian. In the reign of Leo X., the mag-
nificent Medici Pontiff painted by Raphael, indulgences
were staked for in gambling hells.

It doesn’t look as though things conld have been much
worse had God left the matter alone—and even then Dean
Inge has not said all he might have said, and probably
would have said had he not once been in the priest busi-
ness.

But the ex-Dean’s summary reminds one of a story
that goes back, | think, to Boccaccio. A Jew visited
Rome, and when he returned, declared his intention of

becoming a Roman Catholic. “ Why?” asked his
friends, “ Well,” said the Jew, “ | have just returned
from Rome. | have seen the way in which both the 'Car-

dinals and the Pope live, and I am convinced that God is
behind the Church. For without tlic aid of God nothing
so vile could have existed for so many years.” That is
as good a religious explanation of the persistence of the
Church as anything we have come across.

The Rev. H. R. Grubb, of Sanderstead, Surrey, is a firm
believer in Spiritual healing. To begin with he says that
lie must bear testimony that spiritual healing takes place
to-day as it did “ nearly 2,000 years ago.” We congratu-
late him upon his excellent memory concerning the past,
but we must forbear expressing our admiration for his
insight into the future, because he is quite assured that
the cures effected are permanent. The only way that
lac could make sure that a cure was permanent would be
that the patient was dead. We are amazed at his pro-
found knowledge of disease, with his unerring diagnosis,
since the cures effected cover influenza, hernia, cancer,
heart-disease, etc. The faith that these spiritual healers
have in a casual diagnosis, a region in which our most
skilled medical men move cautiously, fills us with ad-
miration,
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Now we think that if Mr. Grubb will look into the
matter he will find that the average doctor who knows
his job cures as many sufferers from disease, through
faith, as any preacher may do. But the doctor is usu-
ally concerned with curing his patient and not with
fooling the public. And his cures come under the head of
what is known as psychopathology. It is only the re-
ligious quack who talks of the power of Jesus or some
other mythical character.

Dean Matthews—preaching on a very foggy night in

St. Paul’'s Cathedral—assured his hearers that “ the
Church is not in full retreat.” Nobody ever said it
was. So long as the loaves and fishes are miraculously

available through the ignorance of so many of the elec-
tors, we feel the Church will stand on the defensive,
while the parsons stand on the fence as far as doctrines
are concerned. It is most noticeable that in the recent
Report on Doctrine, about half the total space is devoted
to “ The Church and Its Sacraments,” while God, Christ,
Mankind, Heaven and Hell, have to be contented with
a few pages, some indeed with a few words. The Vicar

of Bray will never be “ in full retreat”—he will have to
be carried out.

The Friends of Reunion met in conclave, the other day,
but we are told that the attendance “ was somewhat
thin,” which rather tends to show that reunion does not
arouse intense enthusiasm. Of course, the Chairman, the
Bishop of Lichfield, insisted that “ with the widespread
repudiation of Christian standards, all Christians should
draw together and present a united front in a world which
was not only different, but hostile.” The Bishop of Bris-
tol admitted very dolefully that they were up against two
main forces—people were against “ traditionalism,” and
they were “indifferent.” Dr. Berry, a Cougregationalist,
said his ideal was “ one great religious family with free-
dom for individual development yet all within the one
fold."” But nobody seemed wildly optimistic of “ re-
union.” Ol1 the contrary, they all appeared to be very
sad about the decreasing prospects of one happy religious
family lovingly united in God, Christ, the Bible—and
perhaps, the Virgin thrown in as a sort of makeweight.
Which is as it should be.

But in the Daily Telegraph of February 14, the follow-
ing rehash of the story is told of the Boxer outbreak in
China. The story is told by the Rev. Archibald E.
.Glover, of Worthing. Speaking of the scigc of I'ckin, he
cites a Dr. Goodrich as saying :(—

At the time the assault was made we were reduced to
the utmost extremity, and it seemed that our destruction
was inevitable under the violence of the attack, Our only
resource was in God alone. The community was called
together for prayer, and we cried to God in our ex-
tremity.

It happened to be my turn to do sentry-go on the wall,
and from that vantage ground | was a witness of the most
amazing spectacle. Just when the enemy was within an
ace of achieving his objective, suddenly the whole attack-
ing force turned and lied in confusion, and the plain was
soon littered with arms and accoutrements of every des-
cription.

Later on, when the relief was effected and prisoners
were brought up before General Gaselee for interroga-
tion, I was acting as interpreter, and to the question |
put : “ Why was it that just when you were on the point
of breaking through the walls you suddenly fled as if
routed yourselves?” in every case T received the same
answer : “ We saw the walls of the Legation suddenly
swarming with spirits in white, and we cried out, 1The
gods are come down to fight for the foreigners, and our
cause is lost.” ”

Which just proves what we said above to be true.
Christian truth is the same, generation after generation.

After this angel story we may as well give a specimen

of the type of mind to which this tale will probably
appeal. The occasion was the discussion in Committee
of the Government's Criminal Justice Bill. Sir Archi-
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bald Southby, Conservative member for Epsonr, 1 _
covered that the Bill did not provide for religious P™
bation officers. As the Bill stood there was nothing
prevent a probation officer of Atheistic views being i
pointed. »Seeing that this could only affect religious " ~
oners it looks as though a change of person in the u ~
tion of non-religion might be a change for the better. -
any rate we feel that Epsom ought to be congratulate I’
sending Sir Archibald to Parliament. He is proba »
doing less harm inside the House than he might outs'
We feel he ought to link up with Captain Ramsay. ‘ 1G
should make a good pair.

That difficult question, “ Whom did Cain marry'(2 (IﬂES
now been pontifically answered by the Universe.
must have married either a sister or a niece  -thong
strangely enough the Bible mentions neither. »Still, t
is a little matter, as a priest must know what happen »
in those early days of man’s history, because of his bel p
in direct touch with God. But the sequel to the stor>
just as interesting and true. It seems that Cain, ;lt
marriage, had a sou called Enoch, after the birth of "'h°c
Cain built a city. A city for three inhabitants must 1'"
been some city!

What the Roman Catholics call “ the Conservati'O
dominated Liverpool City Council,” has agreed to
round-table conference of all interested parties on tn
education question. »% far, the Council has resisted o'
attempt made by the religionists to run religious schoo *
on ratepayers’ money, but they have put forward a pla'l
the problems of which arc—according to the Universeqd'
“ to build schools and lease them to the religious author?
ties, and they include the number, size, cost, and location
of the schools to be built by the Council; the basis of tl'c
rents to be charged; whether or not all denominations an
to be treated alike, and the appointment of teachers f*'
the leased schools.” If agreement is reached “ it will W
quire the approval of the Board of Education as well al
the City Council.” As the Catholics will be representtl

.by Mgr. Traynor, Mr. I'. Taggart, and the Labour Park

by Alderman Hogan, who is, of course, a Catholic, it 'VI'
be most interesting to see the outcome of the Conference-
And once again we must point out how simple is the
solution—that of .Secular Education. But the religi0O"
ists prefer eternal squabbling.

Fifty Years Ago

Just look for a moment at these Parnell letters. The)
were printed in fascimile in the Times, published in I'al'
ncllism and Crime, circulated among millions of people
and accepted .as genuine by half the population of Eng'
land. And on what ground? Solely on the ground that
I'arnellism was heterodox and the Times was a respect’
able journal. That was enough. The laws of evident
were treated with contempt. Investigation was though'
unnecessary. Thousands of people fatuously said, “ G'n
the letters are in print.” And all this is an age of Boar!
»Schools, printing presses, daily papers, and unlimited
discussion; nay, in despite of the solemn declaration
Mr. Parnell and his colleagues, backed up by a deman?
for investigation, that the letters were absolute concoC
tions.

Now if such things can happen in an age like this, ho'v
easily could they happen, in ages like those in which
Christianity produced its Scriptures. Credulity was
boundless, fraud was audacious, and lying for the profit
of the Church was regarded as a virtue. There was
printing press, no free inquiry, no keen investigation,
no vivid conception of the laws of evidence; and the fe™
brilliant critics, like Celsus and Porphyry, who kept alive
in their breasts the nobler spirit of Grecian scepticism
were answered by the destruction of their writings, a pro-
cess which was carried out with the cunning scent of a
sleuth-hound and the remorseless cruelty of a tiger.

The Freethinker, March 3, 1889
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Sugai Plums

lo-day (Sunday, March 5), Mr. Cohen will speak in the
Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate, Leicester. The occasion
Is the Anniversary of the opening of the Secular Hall, and
Proceedings will commence at 6.30.

°n Sunday next (March 12), Mr. Cohen will visit
Nottingham. The lecture will be an afternoon one, com-
mencing at 2.30. The meeting will take (dace in the Lec-
Eirc Theatre of University College, .Shakespeare Street.

Mr.T. H. Elstob paid his first
Leicester on Sunday last.
'Ol Made Insects.”

lecturing visit to
He took for his subject, “And
How he made them gave plenty of
°Pportunities for illustrating the alleged wisdom and
Roodness of the “ creator,” and those present were not
s,°w to draw the logical conclusion from the situation.

important political meeting in the town prevented
jhe attendance being as large as it would otherwise have
1I6«!, but Leicester folk will have another opportunity of
bstening to Mr. Elstob in the near future.

There was a very much improved audience on Sunday
'ust at Mr. Rosetti’s lecture at Birmingham. The lectures
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are being better advertised, and the advertising is bearing
good results. We are also pleased to hear that the Branch
Whist Drive and Dance at the Bristol Street Board Schools
was a complete success. The thanks of the Branch are
due to the ladies who helped, and also to Messrs. Ashford
and Cottingham. Birmingham has not been doing so
well of late years as might have been the case, but we
hope that things will now continue on the up-grade.
There are plenty of Freethinkers in and about Birming-

ham, and their help should be sought and enlisted in the
Cause.

The fifth volume of Mr. Cohen’s Essays in Freethink-
ing will be ready for sale on March S. These volumes
contain some of the author’s best writing, they deal with
a large variety of subjects, and with permanent issues.
The price of the volume will be as usual 2s. 6d. The five
volumes will be sent post free for 12s. 6d. A full list of
the contents will be found on the back page of this issue.

We can commend for reading two recent books. The
first is Fallen Bastions, The Central European Tragedy,
by G. K. R. Gedye, the well-known newspaper corres-
pondent. (Gollancz, available through the Left Book
Club at 2s. 6d.). It is a sickening account of double-deal-
ing, trickery and international dishonesty, written by
one who was in intimate touch with affairs, and who
writes with justifiable bitterness. The Fallen Bastions,
are, of course, Czechoslovakia, and other parts of Eastern
Europe which were given to Germany in a few weeks, by
an applied bluff, so transparent that it is difficult to be-
lieve that the bluff was not clearly seen by those impli-
cated, and who appeared to be taken in by it. When all
allowances are made for Mr. Gedye’s obvious hatred of
Germany and its works, the book makes one wonder
whether, if war wiped out the present generation of
politicians and professional diplomatists, the younger
generation might not have a much better chance of build-
ing a world in which the populations might look forward
hopefully to a better existence than one passed in panic,
with part of their lives spent in dug-outs. The world
which we have as a consequence of the “ Great War,” so
different from the one we were promised, seems, hardly
worth the having, Lying and dishonesty, with disregard
for human dignity, were never more marked than they
arc at the moment.

The second book is bv Mr. W. Tooling, Crisis for Christ-
ianity (John Gifford, 10s. 6d.). Mr Teeling writes as a
Roman Catholic, but Olic of a better type than Mr. Hil-
aire Belloc, and with a greater regard for truth, and a less
obvious desire to act as a special pleader for the Roman
Church. Some time back Mr. Teeliug wrote a book called
The. Pope in Politics, which brought against him, princi-
pally from Roman Catholic sources, a charge of unfair-
ness to the Foreign policy of that Church. The present
work is written to disprove this charge, and deals more
fully with the position of the Roman Catholic Church in
Germany. There are two things brought out very clearly
in Air. 'feeling's book. The first is that the alleged
united support of Hitler by the German people is part of
the “ bluff ” upon which informed and impartial ob-
servers have frequently laid stress. The second is the
comparative weakness of the Roman Catholic Church in
Germany. There is a very useful find informing sketch
of the history of the Christian Church in Germany, which
will help one to understand the present situation, what-
ever opinions one may hold. Mr. Tc.ling also stresses
the consideration that tho annexation of Austria has
brought into the Reich a predominantly Catholic popula-
tion, which is likely to make the pacification of the re-
ligious section of the population more difficult than ever.
And added to this there is the danger that the attack on
the Christian Church as a whole may force Protestants
and Catholics into combination. The picture drawn docs
show, perhaps unintentionally, the huge game of bluff
played on this country—that is if our own Government
was not aware of the bluff, and so became helpers in the
manceuvre. Mr. Teeling’s book will help to a better
understanding of the religious situation in Germany, be-
sides throwing light on the game of plot and counterplot,.
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“The Revolt against God

This title heads a somewhat hysterical article in the
Commonwealth— a weekly Catholic newspaper of New
York. This “ revolt,” we are assured, “ is the stark
terrible fact of to-day.” It is particularly shocking
because “ never before has there been a direct revolt
against (lod by vast masses of human beings.” The
writer ignores the “ War in Heaven ” recorded in the
Hook of Revelation— presumably because only Lucifer
and a few angels rebelled and met their reward, for
apparently they became Lords of Hell and rivals—
frequently quite successful rivals— of their old Divine
Dictator.

There is considerable truth in the Commonwealth
reference to the “ Revolt ” in our own day. In the
ages of universal ignorance there was universal belief
in superstition.  Enlightenment was an exceedingly
slow process. But gradually—as education led to
knowledge with the aid of reason— analysis of super-
stition led some pioneers into an acknowledgement of
scepticism.  Under direct persecution, only a few
courageous sceptics survived. But their scepticism
and explorations and intellectual speculations inspired
many others to unbelief. With widespread education
the “ Revolt against Clod ” became an evolutionary
inevitability.

The Commonwealth article admits that “ the most
primitive peoples are religious.” Except in a Re-
ligious essay, one would expect the last sentence to
continue : “ and, quite naturally, enlightened peoples
are different.” It is only in regard to Religion that
primitive peoples are credited with exact solutions to
problems which have puzzled subsequent ages of
scientific thinkers, and some of which still baffle our
wisest students.

Perhaps the most interesting part of this Catholic
protest is its frank denials of Christianity’s “ essential”
interest in ethics :—

It is no doubt important and valuable to show the
world that the Church is not indifferent to man’s
earthly lot, to bring before the public her principles
of social and economic justice, but this must never
be regarded or made to appear as her primary and
essential office. If the Church were primarily an
organization to assist men to lead a happier healthier
or even more moral life on earth, secularism could
adopt her programme while dropping the religion as
superfluous.

Human welfare and social morality are, of course,
valuable *’ for advertising purposes—that is all—
sheer window-dressing of commodities always out of
stock. This being so, the Commonwealth is merely
impertinent in imagining that “ Secularism ” would
deign to “ adopt the programme of religion without
the religion.” Nor would we fear the Bogey this
writer suggests as the result of unbelief :—

If in fact religion were untrue, if there were no
Creator, no Wisdom and no Love at the heart of
reality, if man were indeed the product and plaything
of blind unintelligent forces, and his doom—indi-
vidual and racial— were complete annihilation, then
he ought to be plunged in the profoundest gloom.

Why should we thus be “ plunged ” ? hacts are
facts. We experience daily the natural forces which
include some pleasant and some very unpleasant ones.
Man tries, and in many cases is able, to harness other-
wise “ evil ” forces to beneficent uses; but these forces
exist, harnessed or unharnessed; God or No God !
The Theist apparently needs the “ Opium ” of Marx
and Lenin—Religion—to save him from that “ pro-
foundest gloom ” from which normal Atheists are
exempt.
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After all, if Atheists see neither “ wisdom ” 14
“ love 7 “ at the heart of things ”—wherever tha
may be—even Atheists are not indifferent to these
and countless other excellent qualities, which let m
add are not in any degree improved by being sliC
with a capital initial letter, for love is as good as Lo'e>
or even i.ove. "

Perhaps our lack of “ gloom ”—* profoundest ™
or other—is not entirely unconnected with our lack i
belief in the fierce brutality of an angry God. We are
free from the terrors with which ages of Christian d°c
trines have blasted human life through the persec'-
tions of intolerance, and have made death hideous Vi
hellish promises of eternal fire.

The so-called “Oxford Group” seems to have uiaU
impression on both sides of the Atlantic— anion
morons in Europe as well as America. They too P10
test against “ The Revolt.” Their prominent ap°l*
gists do not condescend to argument. “ AbsohU
obedience is the only qualification for finding God
is their dictum, and “ before an authority recogn«,g
as Supreme, all arguments are futile.” It is about &
logical—and absurd as the “ limerick ” attributed t°
Dean Inge :(—

O God, forasmuch as without Tliee
We are not able to doubt Thee,

And we must answer - yes -

before we can guess

The tiniest trifle about Thee.

“ We have no grounds to fear the godless battn-
lions,” was the courageous boast of the Bishop 0
Lichfield, preaching recently in Westminster Abbey,
It was in striking contrast to the obvious fears—atl(
retreats—of many other Christian professionals w®
are always fearing a curtailment of their “ rights a'l!
privileges” through a Revolt against the Source 0
All Goodness—and all their emoluments.

“ The Fool Hath Said—” is a favourite Christian
guotation— considered specially suitable for a Book a,
arguments against the Atheist leaders of the “ Revolt-
Beverley Nichols—whose “ Fool ” book fell very dal
—writes in the Sunday Chronicle :—

A1l around us is the evidence of the most mirac™
lous design. The commonest flower, the most ordul
ary crystal, is a witness to design on a scale that s"f'
passes the imagination.

You cannot have design without a Designer.

and the same writer, in the same journal, gives us atl
example of this “ Design ” and this “ Designer ”

In the Vincent Square Hospital, which is a mirade
of cleanliness and efficiency, | saw one of the smallest
babies in the world. It had weighed under thffC
pounds when it was born. It was being fed through
a little tube the size of a fountain pen filler.

It was incredibly hideous.

Beverley Nichols is almost incredibly silly !

Dean Alington (late Head-master of Eton) is ah'
other writer of a book with the same title : The FoO
Hath Said. It is an unusual book, and totally frcn
from the salient faults of Nichols’ advertisement
Nichols’ ignorance. It fairly states (mainly in Chap'
ter headings) arguments quoted from some actual
Atheist exponents’ writings and speeches. Alingtol
pokes fun at some Christian ideas and *“ explains
away ” many others. But for himself, he says :(—

“As far as | can sec, the whole value and reality
the existence of man arc bound up with the exist'
ence of God,” and “ a complete readjustment of oi'f
standards is involved by the claim that “ non MtiSf
GO.”

Dr. Alington’s logic is like the “ Peace of God,
except that possibly Dr. Alington himself knows what
his words mean, Man’s Revolt against God is rightly
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the effect of our realizing “ the whoie va
reality of man’s existence” . < < and his we a

A recent advertisement in many LOT 01 , 1°'
must have cost a lot of money— presumably Pa’' y
the “ Panacea Society,” whose name anc a

accompany it. It called upon all Chris1
pray :—

| intreat Thee to make haste O God to frustrate th

Sodless menace in Britain.

Fut we imagine that if God allowed the Freethought
International Congress to take place it is useless
worrying the Almighty to “ Make Haste ” now. We
are amused at the words “ in Britain.” Goti has
evidently told the Panacea Society that the case is
hopeless in Russia. It is the “ Revolters” who

inade haste '’ there.

The Bishop of Fulham clearly admits that gop has
Gone, judging by his sermon at Christ Church, Nor-
wood, where he solemnly proclaimed the Abdication
of another— this time a Heavenly— monarch. “ God,”
he declared, “ has handed over to mankind the man-
agement of the world.” If this is true neither the
“ House of God,” nor the salaries of “ His Ministers
and Stewards of His Mysteries ” are any longer re-
quired. The “ Revolt ” has won.

George Bepborough

Spiritualism and the Maskelynes

A few months ago, | dealt with the reasons given by a
Bell-known conjuror, Mr. Will Goldston, for his belief
m “the reality of survival,” expressing my surprise
at their inadequacy; and at the same time mentioned
fne contempt the cult of Spiritualism received from
two of the greatest of all conjurors, the late J. N.
Maskelyne, and Harry Houdini. In a very angry
lePly, Mr. Goldston challenged me to give any refer-
ence to this contempt in their published works
which, of course,, | very promptly did. This reply
'Bade Mr. Goldston still more angry, but instead of
dealing with the works in question, he adroitly gave a
turn to the discussion by pointing out that Mrs. Hou-
(uni had received a spirit message from her husband
fi'om “ over there,” and that Maskelyne had admitted
his belief in Spiritualism in a letter to an Italian
Paper. Both these statements are very interesting
and may or may not be true; but they do not answer
my categorical account of the utter unbelief of the two
great “ magicians,” as far as their easily procurable
Works are concerned.  What Mr. Goldston heard
Privately, and retails after their death, is no more evi-
dence than his own story of seeing a table levitate to
the ceiling in spite of the fact that twelve men did
fheir utmost to keep it down, and that on the table the
medium was kicking another man with hob-nailed
hoots without hurting him.

However, | do not wish to start again a very unpro-
fitable discussion with an angry Spiritualist, which
Would probably bore a good many readers. Instead
} should like to call their attention to a very interest
"Ug book written by J. N. Maskelyne’'s grandson
Jasper, entitled White Magic. Here will be found
What he calls “ The Story of the Maskelynes,” and
Oiost entertaining it is—especially to those who, like
uiyself, love to be thoroughly deceived or mystified by
the extraordinary illusions and sleight of hand of sucl
masters of the art. 111 particular, the sections deal-
ing with spiritualism should prove even more import
ant to non-believing readers, as what Mr. Jasper Mas
kelyne has to say on the subject, and what he reports
as to his grandfather’s beliefs on the question, have &
feast the merit of being authoritative.
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We first get the full account of the exposure of the
Davenport Brothers, whose performances caused such
a sensation in the '60’s of last century. Whether
these Americans really claimed that their show was
due entirely to “spirits,” | am not altogether con-
vinced. | have seen a facsimile of the letter written to
Houdini by Ira Davenport, the then surviving brother,

é'n which he says that the spirit part of the business was

claimed for them by others in the interest of showman-
ship. In any case what they did seemed impossible
to be done without the help of the unearthly survivors
of “ suinmerland ” in the eyes of many people— until
Mr. J. N. Maskelyne showed he could give the same
performance with additional and still more mystifying
sensations all done by purely physical means. Need-
less to say this did not impress true believers at all;
they continued to believe still more.

Maskelyne became famous, introduced all sorts of
new illusions which outdid anything produced by
Spiritualists, and continued to challenge these people
whenever he had the chance. When Home started
“ levitating ” at seances, J. N. “ responded by float-
ing a woman over the heads of the audience at the
Egyptian Hall.” When Charles Williams raised “the
ghost of John King.” J.N. exorcised a second and
identical John King who walked, in spirit form, the
boards of the illusionist’s stage. When Dr. Slade
startled the unthinking world with his spirit messages
on slates, J.N. sent him “ a couple of slates so bound
and sealed together that no human agency could un-
fasten them without leaving obvious marks—and
asked the spirits to write on the inner faces of the
slates. This impious request was rightly refused.”
J.N. subsequently went to court as a witness when
Slade was tried as a fraud, and “ demonstrated how it
was possible to write on a slate, sponge out the words,
and make them reappear there a short time later as
large as life, and twice as natural.” Yet there are
still people who believe in Slade.

111 1906, Maskelyne wrote a letter to the Daily Tele-
graph expressing his usual strong views against Spirit-
ualism, and a reply came from Archdeacon Colley,
who challenged him to reproduce some spiritualistic
phenomena that he had seen and deposited £r ,000 to
be paid if J.N. succeeded. To cut a long story short,
Maskelyne did reproduce most of the phenomena stip-
ulated, but Colley became such “ a nuisance that J.N.
was forced in his own defence to issue a pamphlet
telling what he considered to be the true facts of the
whole story.” Unfortunately he made some state-
ments about Colley’s clerical degree which were not
accurate, and an action for libel followed, in which a
right-minded jury naturally vindicated religion by
awarding the Archdeacon £1,000 damages, and refus-
ing to allow J.N.’s counterclaim for the .£1,000 because
his ghost did not do everything the other ghost did.
This would have been just as easy, but I am afraid
that Maskelyne never discovered how thorough was
the trickery associated with true Christianity combined
with spiritualism.

And now comes an interesting part of the story. In
1917 Maskelyne confessed he was puzzled how men
like Doyle had apparently been convinced that there
was “ something genuine ” in spiritualism. He
therefore called his son Nevil to him, and said, among
other things, that he intended to try and find out.
“ When | die,” he added, “ | shall make a very great
effort, if it is permitted for dead people to do so, to
establish contact with you and assure you of the
reality of spiritualistic teaching.” His son was to
sleep a few nights in the bed in which J.N. died, to
have a trumpet there, and to make every effort to get
in touch with him. Nevil did exactly as was arranged
—“ but nothing happened. There were no messages.
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There were no enexplicable phenomena.”
author:—

Says our

The knowledge of this experiment has done more to
shake my belief in Spiritualism than anything else
I have experienced or known. Since then 1 have
carried on the challenge of my grandfather and father
that | will reproduce exactly any spiritualistic phen-
omena that any medium can show to an unprejudiced
audience. | have sought for years to be admitted to
a seance. Always | have been refused this recpiest.
Vet |, too, am sincerely ready to be convinced. . .
When great men die—and | claim that J.X. was a
great man in his own sphere—there is almost always
a spiritualistic attempt to produce “ messages ” from
the departed spirits. T challenge the authenticity of
these “ messages !”

It has been stated in a leading spiritualist
magazine within the last twelve months, that my
grandfather, J. X. Maskelyne, confessed to a well-
known surgeon, just before his death : “ It is all
true. Spiritualism is all true, but | dare not tell the
public.” The same statement has been attributed in
print to my father. | would like to say here that it is
a foul lie, and an abominable libel, in both cases. No
one outside a lunatic asylum or a seance room would
credit my grandfather with being afraid to tell the
public—anything. It is like the spiritualists, as 1
have seen them, to put yet another bogus statement
into the mouth of a dead man.

It seems to me that this and the fuller statements in
the book are final, and should at once settle any ‘‘post-
mortem '’ accounts of J. N. Maskelyne’s attitude to-
wards Spiritualism. For my part, | refuse to believe
now anything said or written to the contrary— and
that goes for people like Mr. Will Goldston as well as
professional mediums.

One more interesting tiling may be noted. It con-
cerns the “ one trick that the Maskelynes admitted
they could not perform ”—the one known as the
Indian Rope Trick. The original form of the legend
is, of course, the “ true '’ one. TU it, the fakir per-
forms in the open air away from all obstacles, and
allows his rope to be thoroughly examined. It is then
thrown in the air and remains rigid and suspended
from nothing, as it were. A boy then climbs up it
and vanishes. The fakir follows with a knife, slashes
about with it at the top, and bits of the boy, including
his head, come falling to the ground. The fakir then
descends the rope, pulls it down and rolls it up, puts
the slashed portions of the boy in a bag, then in a box
which the audience has examined, and in a moment or
two the boy comes out alive and kicking.

Mr. Jasper Maskelyne says that the trick has never
been performed. Of course, hundreds of travellers
claim that they have seen it, or at least, have known
somebody who saw it, but no one has been able to pro-
duce a fakir who would perform the trick before an
audience when challenged. In support of this, Mr.
Maskelyne quotes the Maharajah of Jodhpur, who
searched his dominions to find someone who could do
it and failed. But, of course, there are as many people
who will continue to believe that it can be done, as
there are people who believe in levitating tables. In
case anyone believes that the people who claim to have
seen the Indian Rope Trick were “ mesmerized ” by
the fakir, all one can say is that this is just as big a
piece of nonsense as the trick itself.

White Magic deals with the many interesting topics
contained in its title, and | heartily recommend it to
readers of this journal. In many cases, it completely
pulverizes any suggestion that the great J.N. was a
Spiritualist.

FI. CtTTNER

Theology is a collection of meaningless words about un-
intelligible chimeras.— Leslie Stephen.
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Letters to A Christian Friend

“ Golden Rules ”

®)
My dear Charles,

When Jesus expounds what is described as 1*
“ golden rule "—*“ All things whatsoever ye aod'(
that men should do to you, do ye even so to them
he immediately adds, “ for this is the Law and tIC
Prophets ” (Matt. vii. 12). And, though not expl'cl j
it is, of course, implicit in what Jesus calls ‘‘the seco'c
great commandment in the law ” (Matt. xxii. 3440

and their Motives

—*“ Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thyself,” wh'c'

is a commandment not of Jesus, but of the Old Testa'
ment (Lev. xix. iS).

Note also the inevitable reward slant that Je&SMS
gives the rule. The passage in Matt. vii. 11-12 be
gins, “ Ask, and it shall be given you,” and ends a
this manner : “ If ye, then, being evil, know how t°
give good gifts unto your children, how much i"°ie
will your Father who is in heaven give good thingl
unto them that ask him! Therefore all things what'
soever ye would that men should do to you, do ye eve"
so to them. . . .” (See also Luke vi. 32-36).

In the Jewish Talmud it is related how the faino"s
Rabbi Hillel was asked by a would-be convert to be
taught the commandments of the Torah in the shortest
possible form (“ while I stand on one leg”). Hibe
told him, “ What is unpleasant to thyself, that do "ot
to thy neighbour; this is the whole Law, all else
but its exposition.”

I This allusion to the Scriptural injunction toll°'c
one’s neighbour (Lev. xix. 18) as the fundamental 1"
of religious morals, became in a certain sense a coi'
monplace of Pharisaic scholasticism,” says an EnO"
elopcedia. Britannica. writer on Hillel (nth edn-)-
““For the Pharisee who accepts the answer of Jesus rc'
garding that fundamental doctrine which ranks I°\C
of one’s neighbour as the highest duty after the I°'c
of God (Mark xii, 33), this was because as a discip™c
of Hillel the idea was familiar to him. St. Paul "I9

(Gal. v. 14) doubtless learned this in the school ™
Gamaliel.”

Il the Old Testament book of Tobias we find, “ ScC
thou never do to another what thou wouldst hate t°
have done to thee by another ” (iv. 16 : Douay Bible)’

Of similar expressions to lie found anions the Pag""
philosophers, here are two by Epictetus, “ What tho"
avoidest suffering thyself, seek not to impose 0"

others” ; “ If thou wouldst be well spoken of, leaf"
to speak well of others.”

Then there is the most famous “ golden rule
all, that of Confucius 500 years before Christ, “Never
do to others what you would not like them to do to
you. ' lhe suggestion that this teaching—like the
others | have mentioned— is inferior because of being
phrased in a negative form carries little weight; Co"™
fucius (born about 550 b.c.) taught the idea of “ re-
ciprocity,” and the ideagram or character of the
Chinese language in which he gave his rule denoted
‘“ as heart,” or “ my heart in sympathy with yours.’

Actually the rule of Confucius was much superior
to that of Jesus, for whereas the latter plasters up his
teaching with the motive of certain reward in heavern
the Chinese sage taught a natural morality, related
solely to “ man as he is, and the duties belonging to
him in society. . His teaching was hardly more
than a pure secularism. He had faith in man, ma"
made for society, but he did not care to follow him out
of society, nor to present to him motives of conduct
derived from the consideration of a future life.”

vSo, when asked by a disciple if one ought to return
good for evil, Confucius replied, “ No, for how then
shall we treat those who are good to us? To those wh"
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injure us we owe—justice.”” There again you see a
more practical touch than in Jesus, who was not cou-
e'eiiiccl with working out balance and result in this
"Qlld) hut taught that we should return good for evil
because if we did so we should inherit “ everlasting
hie,” and have a good time in heaven. Viewing this
Qlld simply as tire ante-room of the next, and this
iife simply as the examination-room where we get oui
pass-out checks as “ sheep ” or “ goats,” Jesus was
hill of exaggerations and wild generalizations about
leturning good for evil, loving your enemies, and for-
giviug seventy times seven, none of which he consist-
eutly lived up to himself even in his own short life.

hive centuries before Christ men were being taught
to cultivate “ love without measure towards all beings
« « I towards the whole world— above, below, around
~7a heart of love unstinted, unmixed with the sense of
differing or opposing interests.” The place was
India, and the teacher was Buddha, the “ secular

and Lao-Tze, the Chinese mystic of about the
sa>re time as Confucius, but of a very different type,
taught extreme compassion and humility, and that
QIO should requite injury with kindness.

in liis opposition to some of the theories by which
tlie teachings of Buddha were degraded after the
Master's death, one of his followers, Mencius, made
Menuous efforts on his travels from court to court to
inculcate the view of the essential goodness of human
nature, which needed only moral training in order to
develop its virtues, virtues that were not acquired but
'nnate. Mencius bade princes discard from their
nhnds the idea of profit in their dealings with their
subjects, and to rely instead on the maxims of licnevo-
leucc and righteousness; and he denounced those ruler
who excite rebellion by neglect of the economic wel-
hire of their people.

i his concern for the economic and social welfare of
110 people as distinct from their “ spiritual wel-
f.ue ” is in striking contrast to the attitude of Jesus.
Jesns tells the poor how blessed they are—not because
he is going to help them in this life, not because he
thinks or makes any suggestion that the conditions of
this life should lie altered so as to give the poor a
fuller and fairer share in its good things; but solely
because there's a good time coming for them when
they die—theirs is the “ kingdom of heaven.” Clod
Mess them! One needn’t worry about poverty and
"ant if only one believes—” Lay not up for yourselves
treasures upon earth . . . but lay up for yourselves
treasures in heaven. . . .” (Matt vi. 19-20). And
when Jesus advises a person to sell all that he has and
k>\t the proceeds to the poor, that is not to benefit the
Poor, but to benefit the person who does it, because,
10 is told, ” thou shalt have treasure in heaven
(Matt. xix. 21).

" Christian morality,”” wrote John Stuart "Mill, in
bis essay On Liberty, “ holds out the hope of heaven
illd the threat of hell as the appointed and appropri-
‘do motives to a virtuous life; in this falling far below
die best of the ancients, and doing what lies in it to
kive human morality an essentially selfish character
bv disconnecting each man’s feelings of duty from
fhe interests of his fellow-creatures, except so far as
a Self-interested inducement is offered to him for con
suiting them.”

- What little recognition the idea of obligation to
die public obtains in modern morality is derived from
Creek and Roman sources, not from Christian,” added
Mill; and another writer, the Rt. Hon. Il. A. E.
P'isher considers that ” of all the political lessons be-
MUeathed by the Greeks to the modern, the most valu-
able is the idea of the nobility of public service. The
Creeks contributed an ethical exaltation to the idea of
Political life which, whenever classical influences have
been especially prevalent in the world, has inspired
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good men to spend themselves in the service of their
country ” (Universal History of the World, Vol. IlI.
ch. 52).

A very different story is to be told of the influence
of early Christianity and the primitive Gospels; and
you may recollect Prof. Gilbert Murray’s words, from
Five Stages of Greek Religion, that by the time the
early Christian Era had got into its stride there had
come about “an indifference to the welfare of the State,
a conversion of the Soul to God . . . an atmosphere in
which the aim of the good man is not so much to live
justly, to help the society to which he belongs and en-
joy the esteem of his fellow creatures; but rather, by
means of a burning faith, by contempt for the world
and its standards, by ecstacy, suffering and martyr-
dom, to be granted pardon for his unspeakable un-
worthiness, his immeasurable sins.”

So the world that had seen ” the glory that was
Greece, and the grandeur that was Rome,” sank into
the torpor of the Christian Ages, or what are some-
times known as the Dark Ages. But even in the
Middle Ages we sometimes find “a fresh and cour-
ageous mind at work, thinking for itself logically
rather than theologically,” and whenever we do, says
E. B. Osborn, in Our Debt to Greece and Rome, “ in-
vestigation shows that some knowledge of Greek liter-
ature was involved. . . . The Greek spirit caused the
great awakening of the human intellect known as the
Renaissance, and so brought into being the mobile
modem world out of the fixed medieval order.
Recovered by the interpretation of its works, the Greek
spirit taught men to trust their intelligence and im-
agination once more, to question the authority of
medieval theologians and philosophers, and to steep
thenjselves again in Nature. It persuaded them to
see the world as it is and to enjoy it— not to make life
a J]»eriod of penances undertaken in the hope of
winning a place in a feudal Heaven.”

Yours affectionately,

R. H. S. Standfast

Correspondence

THE POLICE AND CIVIL LIBERTY

To the Editor of the

”»

“ Freethinker

Sir,—1 was glad to see in this week’s Freethinker that
a reference was made to the conduct of the police at a
demonstration in Parliament Square, on the evening of
January 31 last. 1 hope also that the matter will not be
allowed to drop. It was to be expected that such a well-
known champion of civil liberties as the Freethinker
would take an interest in the happenings which have led
to such serious accusations against the police, and 1
should like to be allowed the opportunity, as one of your

.regular readers, of relating a little of what | saw and

experienced on the night in question.

Shortly before 9 p.m., I went across Parliament Square
to the side entrance of the House of. Commons to “lobby”
my M.P. The policeman who was on duty at the door
informed me that as there was no room in the lobby (it
was disclosed subsequently that this statement was un-
true) | should have to wait outside in a queue. The
policeman pointed to where 1 should stand in the queue,
and 1 was careful to obey his instructions. While wait-
ing for what appeared the best part of an hour in a queue
numbering a dozen or so people, whose one desire was to
exercise the democratic right of speaking with their
M.I'.’s, a number of demonstrators came along in a per-
fectly orderly manner, and | must state quite emphatic-
ally here that neither at this time nor to my knowledge
at any other time during the evening was there any vio-
lence or disorderly conduct on their part.

It must also be emphasized that the members of the
queue were not connected in any way with the band of
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demonstrators. Soon after the last of the demonstrators
had appeared, there was a concerted action on the part of
foot and mounted police. The latter charged on to the
pavement, and drove those who were waiting in the queue
into the baud of demonstrators. Despite a great deal of
pushing, punching and indiscriminate truncheon play on
the part of the police, | saw no provocation from either
the members of the queue or from the demonstrators. |
made appeals to several mounted policemen, saying that
I was not amongst the demonstrators until | had been
driven away from the queue. | received one reply only—
from a mounted policeman who had truncheon raised in a
threatening attitude—and it was : “ If you want to keep
out of trouble you shouldn’t be here the same time as this
mob.” Despite all efforts to escape 1 was unable to do
so, for the police who appeared to be there for the
sole purpose of dispersing the crowd, made quite certain
that cordons were drawn up along every side street, and
one was only driven in one direction so that they might
meet a charge coming in the opposite direction. | saw
a great deal more that night which shocked me, and angry
and horrified 1 felt it my duty to make a statement im-
mediately 1 disentangled myself from the ugly business,
at the offices of a well known national newspaper, who
the following morning gave the incidents, as well as my
statement, leading space along with that of two witnesses
who accompanied me to the House of Commons, and who
also testified as to the truth of my statement.

Sir .Stafford Cripps, with whom 1 was fortunate enough
to have an interview, promised to mention the matter in
the Commons, which he did at great length (see Hansard,
February 13, 1939), but despite an overwhelming case for
a public enquiry, which was supported, apart from Sir
Stafford, by members of all parties, the Home Secretary
refused to do more than promise to look into some of the
cases himself.

Is it too much to hope that pressure of opinion will
ultimately demand that every member of the Police
Force should be specifically instructed that he exists as
a servant and protector of the public, and not yet as a
repressive agent under the Government in power ?

Peter Northcote

THE NUISANCE OF CHURCH BELLS

Sir,—With reference to Mr. C. Il. Bulman’s letter on
“ Church Bells,” and answering Footnote. May | state
on-a point of General Information, that about two years
ago | applied for summons under Noise Abatement Act,
at Acton Police Court, against the Rev. Rich, Vicar of
Chiswick, against the infernal nuisance caused by this
continual banging around of old iron and brass, to the
point of distraction and nervous prostration of productive
citizens, ‘'flic magistrate informed me that | could not
take action individually, but 1 could collectively, by
getting a petition presented by 20 householders.

As Atheists are forced to use gg?, per cent of their time
and energies for removing Christian barricades and ob-
structions to the Intellectual Progress of Humanity, time
has not allowed yet for the “follow through” on Petition,
but the Christians can always get a million helpers to
keep alive and incite opposition and legal enactments
against Sunday Cinemas, balanced B.B.C. output, etc.

The Atheists can only “ bam ” a “ sortie” here and
there at the enemies entrenchments as they contact these
scores of instances of Christian intolerance and tyranny.

Fred Muston

Obituary

Alfred Howartii

| regret to report that the life of Alfred Howarth drew
to a close on February 18, at the age of 79, at his Man-
chester home. A short time ago his eyesight began to
fail, and this affliction made him lose his lively interest
in all those matters to which he would otherwise have
given his attention.

At the request of his relatives, Mr. Bayford attended the |

freethinker

Crematorium on February 22, and said a few words as
his outlook, life, and character. Mr. Howarth leaves
several sons and daughters and numerous grandchildI™j
most of whom were present at the Crematorium amids
large circle of friends.—W.A.A.

SUNDAY LECTUBE NOTICES,

Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London,
EC4t (E)y the first post on Tuesday, or they -will not ke
inserte

LONDON
OUTDOOR

Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Market Place) :
Weather permitting.
North London

11.30, Sunday, Mr.
Mr. L. Ebury.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 3.30, Sunday’
Messrs. Bryant, Barnes, Collins, Tuson and Mrs. N. Buxton-
Weather permitting.

7.30, A Lecture-

Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond):
L. Ebury. Parliament Hill Fields, 33~

INDOOR

North London Branch (The Cricketers’ Arms, Inverness
Street, Camden Town, N.W. 1) : 7.30, F. A. Ridley—*“Hltler
—the last of the Gods ?”

South London Branch N.S.S. (Alexandra Hotel, Sou&
Side, Clapham Common, S.W.4) : 730, Mr. R. B. Ren
(Editor New Generation)—*“ Could Socialism Abolish War ?”

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red L>*"
E%Lrjrz]igse,nw.c.i) : 11.0, W. 1. Curry, M.A., B.Sc.—" If 'Var

WEST London Branch N.S.S. (The Laurie Arms, Crawford

elace, lidgware Road, W.) : 7.30, A. E. Carpenter—*" Death
on the Roads
COUNTRY
indoor

Birkenhead (Wirral) Branch N.S.S. (Beechcroft Settle'
meut, Whetstone Lane) : 7.0, Demonstration by I°ca
speakers. Women and Freethought. Miss A. M. Perry™

Mother’s Religion.” Mrs. Elsie Thompson—* Atheist1l
ﬁré(ijor,lﬂ\portion.” Mrs. W. Standfast- -“ My Child and Rc'

Chorley and District Branch N.S.S. (Labour Rooms-

Ifalliwell Street) : 7.30, W. A. Atkinson (Manchester)"
Life and Death.”
East Lancashire Rationalist Association (28 Bridge

Street, Burnley) 2.30, Mr. J. Clayton *“ The Bishop, Science
and Religion.

Edinburgh Branch N.S.S (Free Gardeners Hall, Picardy
Puace, Edinburgh) : 7.0, Professor Crew, Institute of AninwJ
Genetics, Edinburgh University—*“ Mechanistic Biology.’
Possible lantern lecture.

Glasgow Secular Society (East Hall,
Sauchiehall ~ Street, = Glasgow) : 7.0, Muriel

Pathology of Religion.”

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall,

McLellan Galleries,
White-field"

llumberstotic

Gale) : 6.30, 38th Anniversary of the Opening of the Seculaf
Hall. Mr. Chapman Cohen (President N.S.S.)

Liverpool Branch N.S.S. (Transport Hall, Islington,
Liverpool, entrance in Christian Street) : 7.0, A. J. Ashby
(leerpooI)A Lecture.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (King's Café, 6466 Oxford
Road, Manchester, near All Saints Church) : 7.0, Mr. J. Clay'

ton (Burnley) —A Lecture.

v _\Il_vc_lgstBI?—é)H Tynk (Bigg Market) :

Sunderland Branch N.S.S.

8.0, Friday, March 3-

(Co-operative Hall, Green

—* The Sex Problem in Rc*

Street) : 7.30, Mr. J. T. Brighton

ligion.”
Tees Side Branch N.S.S. Jubilee Flail, Leeds .Street) 1
7-iS—A Lecture.

Infidel Death-Beds J

! i
i 0. W. Foote and A D. McLaren I
1

4

i Price as. Postage 3d.
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A concise and scathiDg account of the debt
Christianity owes to Paganism, with a chapter By HAR DAYAL, M A, Ph.D.
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Pro® Sixpence Postage 1d. H. G. Wells : “ | find it a useful summary.”
Public Opinion : “ Humanism and its ideals form

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

FETER ANNET—1693-1769 price 2s. 6d.

MODERN CULTURE INSTITUTE, EDOWARE, MIDDX.

Post Free
By ELLA TWYNAM

A sketch of the life and work of
the bravest of eiglhteenth Vc\:lentury HENRY HETHERINGTON

Freethinkers, The only pamphlet (1792-1849)
bailable, and which should be in
the possession of every Freethinker Ambrose G. Barker

ar=e as many Christians as possible.

Hetherington was a pioneer in the fight against
religious orthodoxy and of Trades Unionism,
of the cheap Newspaper Press, and of many other
reforms. An avowed Atheist, he served three terms
of imprisonment, but, like Carlile, the Government

P raye l: An Indlctment could not bend and, in the end, did not break him

Sixty-four pages, with portrait: Sixpence,

By G. BEDBOROUGH by post, Sevenpence

Price post free 2Jd.

TABLE OF CONTENTS
THE OTHER SIDE OF DEATH
Prayer: The first Duty of Man ; Un-

an$Wered Prayer ; Answered Prayer ; CHAPMAN  COHEN

7t'ence is better than Prayer. 32 pages. A critical examination of the belief in a
future life, with a study of spiritualism

CLOTH as. Gd, postage 2jd.; PAPER is. 6d.

Price post free 2%$d. postage 2d.
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meat eating involves cruelty RELIGION AND SEX

Why not try the Vegetarian Way P
y ] y . g ] . y CHAPMAN COHEN
Free Literature, including Recipes,

froin T'heVegetarian Society, 57 Princess Street, Studies in the Pathology of religious development
« Manchester, 2

- Price 6s. Poitage 6d.
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A NEW YEAR'S OFFER

THE “FREETHINKER”
Edited by CHAPMAN COHEN

is published every Thursday, and may be ordered direct
from the Publishing Office at the following rates :
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To the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London,

E.C.4.
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