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Views and Opinions

(Concluded from p. S03)
M ore about B lasphem y
Quite normally the Common Law of Blasphemy is 
taken, by even the majority of Freethinkers, as affect
ing only those who are engaged in attacking Christian 
beliefs. But the Common Law of Blasphemy con
tains elements that, given a retrogression in public 
opinion, a thing that no longer looks so improbable as 
it did to the people of two generations ago, there are 
few phases of advanced thought that might not be 
threatened by it. The ideal of individual liberty, for 
the time being, I believe, is less imperative than it 
was.

Properly to appreciate the situation one must get 
back to the origin of blasphemy. Obviously it is 
primarily a religious offence. It originates in a state 
of mind as primitive as that of Sir Thomas Inskip, 
and is related to a time when the gods were believed 
to do everything, when tribal welfare was dependent 
upon the good will of the gods, and when there ex
isted no distinction between the secular and the re
ligious. The secular, in fact, had not yet come into 
existence. The gods were supreme, and man’s con
scious concern was to keep in their good graces. To 
offend the gods was then the greatest crime man could 
commit, and society to protect itself was bound to 
see that the gods were kept in good humour. Curi
ously, as we shall see, this aspect of blasphemy is the 
one that remains, and its nature is fully exposed in 
our Common Law of Blasphemy. The only operative 
ground of a Blasphemy Law in this country is the 
social aspect. That, as we shall see, makes the Blas
phemy Law, not less but more dangerous than if the 
social side of the offence of blasphemy had died out 
and only the religious aspect remained. Religiously 
the law against blasphemy would be to-day as ridicu
lous as compelling a man to go to Church. It would 
be laughed out of existence

*  *  *

L a w  and B lasphem y
Blasphemy began as a religious offence, and from 

the time of the Norman Conquest until 1640, it re

mained a religious offence, subject to the jurisdiction 
of the Ecclesiastical Courts or (and) the Court of 
High Commission of later growth, which gave 
to the crown some of the power over matters 
that had previously been within the jurisdiction 
of the Ecclesiastical Courts alone. The function 
of the Ecclesiastical Courts covered a field that most 
moderns would hardly expect, They covered morals, 
religion, education, and involved such offences as per
jury, witchcraft, drunkenness, the relations between 
the sexes, swearing and profane language, everything 
except such offences as treason, robbery from the per
son, personal assault, etc. But it is important to note 
that anything that came under such things as are now 
judged by the King’s courts in cases of blasphemy then 
came under the jurisdiction of the Ecclesiastical 
Courts— in addition to the other offences noted.

But the Ecclesiastical Courts ceased to function in 
1640. There were attempts to pass new laws concern
ing blasphemy under the Commonwealth, but, as all 
the laws passed in the time of Cromwell were declared 
void at the Restoration of Charles II., these do not 
now concern us.

What we are concerned with is the fact that the 
country was legally without any court that could try 
such an offence as blasphemy. But although the 
King’s courts lacked the legal authority to do so, they 
did not lack the will, and power followed the will. 
Probably under the conviction that there ought to be 
some means of enforcing obedience to certain stand
ards of conduct the courts of Common Law tool: the 
matter into their own hands, and among other things 
declared their power to act as the Ecclesiastical Courts 
had acted in such matters. The nature of this action 
was well stated in the case of Sir Charles Sedley, 
charged with indecency and blasphemy. The state
ment of the Judge presiding Was “  Notwithstanding 
there was not then any Star Chamber, yet they would 
have him know that the Court of King’s Bench was 
the custos mo rum of the King’s subjects, and it was 
then high time to punish such profane actions com
mitted against all modesty, which were so frequent 
as if not only Christianity but morality also had been 
neglected.”

But this, as I have said, was an act of usurpation by 
the courts, however justifiable it might have been in 
the cases of what would be now called secular 
offences, but which had previously been judged by 
the Ecclesiastical Courts. And it was followed, one 
might say logically followed, by the quite nonsensical 
statement that Christianity was part and parcel of the 
law of England, and was responsible for the com
pletely foolish dictum that to criticize Christianity 
Was to attack the law and constitution, and therefore 
an offence at law. But criticizing and attacking the 
law and constitution has never been an offence. Par
liament could at any time alter any law we have, and
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the very essence of political freedom is to he able to 
criticize the law and to agitate for its alteration.

Blasphemy having come into the secular courts in 
the manner described, cases became numerous. Men 
and women were tried and convicted for doubting the 
divinity of Jesus Christ, or for denying the existence 
of a soul, the inspiration of the Bible, the existence of 

1 God, and so forth. But the important fact to be 
noted here is that the alleged basis of these prosecu
tions, alleged or implied, was that blasphemy in
volved or implied some disturbance of the social order. 
Ford Sumner, I think, was correct when he said 
(House of Fords, Bowman v. the Secular Society 
Fimited) that “  the gist of the offence of blasphemy is 
a supposed tendency in fact to disturb the fabric of 
society generally.”  I agree with this because it was 
in the belief that to offend the tribal god was a danger 
to society that blasphemy, as an offence, came into 
existence.

* * *

The P resen t P o sitio n
The present state of the law of blasphemy is that 

the fundamentals of religion may be attacked provided 
the decencies of controversy are observed. That 
definition of blasphemy had been on the carpet during 
a large part of the nineteenth century, but it was 
finally laid down by Ford Chief Justice Coleridge, as 
we have just stated, in the trial of G. W. Foote. So 
far, good. I do not believe that Coleridge’s law was 
good law, because while it reduced the offence of 
offending the deity, or denying the deity, to no 
greater consequence than a public house brawl, or, 
general incitement to a breach of the peace, it left out 
of sight the plain fact that the essence of blasphemy 
was an adverse criticism of established belief in God. 
All that can be said for it is that it made unbelief 
safer for “  respectable ”  heresy, if only until such 
time as a retrogression set in and the “  respectable ” 
ones found themselves in hot water— when much of 
their heresy might be expected to disappear.

But the danger of the situation was well put by Ford 
Sumner in the very fine judgment he gave in the case 
cited. He said : —

The words as well as the acts which tend to en
danger society differ from time to time in proportion 
as society is stable or insecure in fact, or is believed 
by its reasonable members to be open to assault, In 
the present day meetings or processions are held 
lawful, which fifty years ago would have been deemed 
seditious, and this is because, the times having, 
changed, society is stronger than before. In the 
present day reasonable men do not apprehend the dis
solution or the downfall of society because religion is 
publicly assailed. . . . Whether it is possible that in 
the future irreligious attacks . . . may come to be 
criminal in themselves is a matter that does not 
arise. The fact that opinion grounded on experi
ence has moved one way does not in law preclude the 
possibility of its moving on fresh experience in the 
other. . . . There is nothing in the general rules as 
to blasphemy and irreligión, as known to the law, 
which prevents us from varying their application to 
the particular circumstances of our time in accord
ance with that experience.

I have italicized a portion of Ford Sumner’s speech be
cause it expresses a position for which I have always 
contended. The danger of the Blasphemy Faw re
mains, and it is a very real danger. Engaged as we 
are in a war that is professedly in defence of democ
racy, the fact remains that we have seen before the 
war, and are seeing during the war, the establishment 
of dictatorships and the paring of individual liberty 
to an extent that would have shocked the country into 
resistance a couple of generations ago. That we have 
never had a democracy in this country is clear, but it 
is also plain that we have not in this country so real a

concern for individual liberty as once existed. Eacn 
political party is too ready to obey orders from the top, 
and if dictatorship weakens as it filters downwards, 
there is far too little resistance offered as it nears the 
bottom. In such an atmosphere democracy tends to 
weaken, not to manifest strength.

But, if my reader has followed 111c to this point, he, 
or she, will realize what I mean when I say that the 
existence of a common law of blasphemy contains an 
even greater threat than does statute law. For statute 
law defines distinctly its particular purpose; common 
law does not. It is built up on precedents, and these 
are, as Ford Sumner says, determined by the state of 
the moment and by the opinions of the moment. To
day we are permitted legally to offer a criticism of 
Christian beliefs in respectable language, but to-mor
row with a less liberal atmosphere it would be counted 
blasphemy to criticize Christianity at all. The last few 
years should have taught us that the world does not 
always move forward; sometimes it moves backward. 
So long as a blasphemy law exists the retrogression 
that is at least possible may cause a reversion of the 
blasphemy law to the stage at which any attempt to 
deal with the family, questions that concerns the rela
tion of the sexes, or any question of education, of 
marriage, of divorce may become a question of blas
phemy to a society that comes to regard the discus
sion of such matters as within the religious sphere.

I do not think this is a wild supposition. We must 
remember that the Roman Catholic Church still claims 
that morals, religion, marriage, the family and educa
tion, are subjects on which the Church have divine 
authority, and the State holds only a secondary posi
tion. Mr. Claud Golding, whose misunderstanding 
of the nature and scope of the law concerning blas" 
phemy led me to write these notes, will now perliaP3 
understand why our Government clings so1 tena
ciously to the blasphemy laws. They are compara
tively harmless at present, although the medium of 
much hypocrisy and the encouragement of much 
bigotry. But the Government is not so foolish as if 
would seem. It feels, the Churches feel, that such 
laws while not so greatly needed to-day, may be 
of great usefulness to established retrogressive in
terests. They are narrowed in their scope to-day, but 
they may be widened to-morrow. At the beginning 
of the last century, Sir William Fawrence, one of the 
leading surgeons of his time, was denied the copy
right of his Lectures on Man, a purely physiological 
work, because it denied the existence of a soul in 
man. Twenty years later a score of men and women 
were in prison at one time for selling Paine’s Age of 
Reason. There is hardly a law in operation that con
tains so many unsuspected threats to liberty as does 
the Common Faw of Blasphemy. I do not wonder 
that Governments have done so little to encourage its 
abolition.

The only way to remedy a bad law is to end it.

C hapman Cohen

CONTRASTS

“ My children! My children!”  hear mothers crying;
(“ Thank God, we’ve averted that anti-God pact!” ) 
Before I ’ve known Fife,” says the youth, “  I ’ll be 

dying!
(“ The bank rate is up; it’s essential we act.” )

‘ ‘ These ruins our home?” moans the father in anguish;
(“ I fear that our rubber won’t reach Hamburg, Ted.” ) 

In tin shelters the people “  securely ”  may languish;
(“ Gad, it’s cosy these nights under Whitehall, clr 

' Ned ?)
D .
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A Question of Christian Ethics
The carpenter said nothing but 
The butter’s spread too thick.

Alice in Wonderland

A mbrose B ierce, the American humorist, said that 
politicians and priests have one thing in common with 
crabs. When they seem to be coming they are going, 
and when they appear to be turning to the right they 
are actually turning to the left. This, be it noted, by 
no means exhausts the shiftiness of these two types 
of publicists. For they both possess a real gift for 
duplicity in speech, so much so that both constantly 
use speech to disguise their thoughts, rather than to 
express them. This is especially remarkable when 
priests turn to politics, or when politicians turn 
Christian for half an hour to tickle the ears of their 

•audiences.
This peculiarity is not confined to the excitement 

of an Katandswill election, but extends to all sections 
of politicians, from premiers to parvenus. Should 
this type of politician refer to Russia, for example, he 
will describe all Russians as blatant Atheists; if he 
mentions Germans he will call them all adjectived 
Pagans. It is useless to remind him, gently or other
wise, that one cannot indict a nation in this breezy 
school-boy fashion. It is waste of time to mention 
that members of the Greek, Roman Catholic and 
Lutheran Churches are neither Atheists nor Pagans. 
The politician is out to kill his enemy with his mouth, 
and he will invoke the Odium Theologicum though 
the heavens fall.

The Right Hon. A  Duff Cooper, D.S.O., M.P., is 
an example. Gifted above many of his political 
fellows, he does with ease what they do with diffi
culty. A  good writer, a better speaker, he can “ roar 
like a sucking dove ”  on any platform. With all his 
gifts, however, he never rises above the intelligence 
of the meanest of his audience, and he is not above 
the reproach of playing to the gallery. One hardly 
expects accuracy to the millionth of an inch in a poli
tician, but, after all, there are such things as an Edu
cation Act, and Free Libraries. Yet when Mr. Cooper 
lets himself go he reminds us, irresistibly, of the ora
tor that interested Artemus Ward, because he spoke 
with a mind untrammelled with any acquaintance with 
his subject. Here is a sample of Mr. Cooper’s senti
mentalism (Evening Standard, London, November
9)

In Great Britain there are many sects—there is 
much divergence of doctrine, much difference of 
dogma, much doubt, much itiinelief—but there ex
ists also an almost universal acceptance of the 
Christian ethic. By this 1 mean that more than 
ninety-nine out of a hundred people in this land be
lieve that it is better to be gentle and kind than 
fierce and brutal, that mercy and love are better 
than cruelty and hatred, that humility is a virtue, 
that weakness should be pitied, not despised, and 
that war, even in a just cause, is an evil thing.

This sort of thing is simply sentimental nonsense. 
It has not even the surprise of novelty, for it is one of 
the most overworked “  chesnuts ”  of controversy. 
Over forty years ago Christian apologists used to say 
that Charles Bradlaugh was a Christian without 
knowing it; and years earlier emotional believers 
whimpered that the poet Shelley’s most Anti-Christian 
writing was saturated with the teachings of Ortho
doxy.

Mr. Cooper’s contention that ninety-nine per cent 
of the population is animated by Christian humanism 
is not, and never has been, true. If it were even 
partially true there would be no necessity for 
societies for preventing cruelty to children, and pre
venting ill-treatment of animals. Lord Shaftesbury,

who spent his long life in promoting the welfare of 
children, and other philanthropic work, complained 
bitterly of the opposition he received at the hands of 
the Orthodox bishops and clergy. This so-called Re
ligion of Love had been operative in England for 
near fifteen centuries before any attempt was made to 
house the ordinary people with some approval to 
decency. Even so, the reform was carried out by 
County and Borough Councils, and not by the 
Churches.

The Church of England, which is the most power
ful religious body in the country, has never opposed 
war. England has waged war in every quarter of the 
globe. She has fought Abyssiniaus and Zulus, 
French and Germans, Russians and Spaniards, Dutch
men and Americans, Chinese and Soudanese, 
Egyptians and Afghans, without a bleat of protest 
from the Bench of Bishops, or from the leading clergy 
Rather has this Church supported militarism by 
christening battleships, blessing regimental flags, and 
by permitting the clergy to act as regimental chap
lains.

Public executions were the rule in Christian Eng
land until near the end of the nineteenth century, 
and were as popular as Bank Holidays to-day. Con
victs and insane people were treated worse than wild 
animals until Victorian days, and the social habits of 
the working-class beggar description until the days of 
the Chartists. Hogarth’s “  Gin Alley ”  was not a 
painter’s record of a single horror, but could be found 
in all the towns of England until the days of Dickens, 
and even later. Christian humanism indeed !

After two thousand years of mass
We’ve got as far as poison-gas.

Mr. Duff Cooper is guilty of the worst form of 
hypocrisy. As a man of some literary culture he 
should know that the so-called “  Golden Rule ”  of 
the Christian Religion was a commonplace in re
ligious thought long anterior to the advent of Christ
ianity. He should also know that the Christian Re
ligion has no monopoly in gentleness, kindness, and 
other similar virtues. If, however, Christianity be 
really the fountain of humanism, how comes it that 
this same Oriental religion should also teach the 
terrible dogma of eternal punishment and flame the 
fires of hell over the Christian world ? And why did 
this Church, in the heyday of its power, burn heretics 
alive, and murder as “  witches,”  the most helpless of 
their sex. How comes it also that the votes of the 
Bishops in the House of Lords is a shameful record ? 
Bishops are not ordinary Christians, but Most Rev
erend Fathers of the Church, yet scores of measures 
for the bettering of the conditions of life of the work
ing-class were opposed by these prelates. Nothing 
but unadulterated self-interest excited their action. 
None even voted for the abolition of the flogging of 
women in prison, or for the abolition of the whip in 
the Army and Navy.

In spite of Mr. Duff Cooper’s protestations, these 
Right Reverend Fathers-in-God dwelt like the fabled 
gods of old Olympus. They lay beside their nectar, 
and imagined that the State existed to protect the in
terests of the nice, well-dressed, comfortable persons. 
Religion, they believe, exists to give the sanction of 
Omnipotence to Things As They Are. They share 
the conviction of the sanctity of an aristocracy which 
was-expressed by the titled French lady, quoted by 
Carlyle, “  The Almighty will think twice before 
damning a gentleman of his quality.”

That Mr. Duff Cooper should court public approval 
as a modern Saint George defending Christianity 
proves to what shifts the champions of Orthodoxy 
are reduced. He may attract crowds by his high
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spirits and boyish innocence, but lie nullifies the 
effect of his own work by trying

To prove his doctrines orthodox 
By apostolic blows and knocks.

It is really too late for an apologist for medievalism 
to be regarded seriously.

M imnermus

A “ Dead Cert.”

T he language of the turf is Greek to the present 
writer. It would probably be described by the Cen
sorship Bureau as “  An uncommon language.”  By 
purists it might be dignified by the title, “  A  very 
common (or vulgar) tongue.”

Ordinary people like the writer cannot plead total 
unacquaintance with the terminology of the turf. 
Everybody knows that “  Tipsters ”  exist by “ telling 
the tale ”  (on “  mutual terms ”  the advertisements of 
some tipsters say). This “ tale ”  is called a “  tip ”
■— although, while the “  tip ”  is sold by the Expert 
to his Client, it is actually the Client who pays, not 
only “  in the long run,”  but even in the hundred 
yards handicap also.

Of these “ tips,”  some are said to be “ direct from 
the horse’s mouth.”  But even a horse may be mis
taken in estimating the merits of his— or her—  com
petitors. Even St. Paul knew enough about racing to 
assure his innocent followers that “  they which run 
in a race run all, but one receiveth the prize ”  (1 Cor. 
ix. 24). Probably if Paul had hidden this “  tip ”  
from them they might have imagined that all the 
runners— even the non-starters perhaps— won the first 
prize.

But there is a better category of “  tips ”  than the 
“  horse’s mouth ”  class; it is called a “  certainty ”  
or even a “  dead cert.”  Incidentally we are bound to 
confess our ignorance as to why Death should add to 
the attractiveness of a “  cert.”  But apparently death 
enhances the “  certainty ”  of a “  certainty.”  It re
minds 11s that Christians teach us that all sorts of 
good things may be had— after we die. Possibly the 
horse “  tipped ”  to win, wins only after it is dead, 
even if it never once won “  on earth.”

There are no “  tips ”  or “  bets ”  in the Bible— if 
we except the “  tip ”  (of his finger) which Dives 
wanted to send to Eazarus from Hell to Heaven. 
Wagers are missing, but there are “ winnings” — and 
— needless to say any amount of “  losings ”  in Holy 
Scripture. Although “  gambling ”  is not mentioned 
by that name, there are over fifty references to Lot
teries! “ Casting lots ”  was a common way of decid
ing questions which otherwise might have needed 
brains to settle. An unfortunate interpretation is 
sometimes put on Jonah i. 7, where it tells of the Pro
phet falling among a crowd of irate seamen. The 
passage says “ The EOT fell on Jonah” ; but it only 
refers to a lottery to decide which of the passengers 
should be cast overboard, and Jonah drew the joker 
in the pack.

In Bible days a lottery saved the time ’which we 
spend in study and debate. “  It causeth conten
tions to cease ”  (says Proverbs xviii. 18). It was 
wicked for anybody to interfere with the “  lot ”  of 
the righteous (Psl. 125, 3). Land had to be divided 
by a lottery amongst the claimants (Num. xxvi. 55). 
The Fuehrer Joshua, the petit-capoml of his day, hav
ing exterminated with ruthless slaughter the rightful 
owners of the “  Promised ”  Land, partitioned the 
conquered territory. Several long chapters describe 
how Joshua superintended the Lottery by which the 
lucky tribes of God’s chosen People “  won ”  the good,

bad, or indifferent portions of land. The tribe of 
Joseph grumbled, describing their “  Lot ”  as “  that 
hill ” ; Joshua obligingly said, “  Thou art a great 
people,”  take a couple o’ lots! And he gave the 
grumblers— a Mountain— telling them, if they didu t 
like it, just to “  cut it down ”  (see Joshua xvi. 17-18).

As to horses, God gave a distinct warning to 
His people never to put their trust in a horse (Psl. 20, 
7). Jehovah disliked horses (had He perhaps lost 
money on them?) His people were prohibited from 
importing horses or even breeding them. In a battle 
against Zobah, King David, “  the man after God’s 
own heart,”  captured 1,700 horses, of which booty the 
brutal king mutilated 1,600 poor beasts by cutting 
their ham-strings (2 Sam. viii. 4).

The “  tip from the horse’s mouth ”  may have or
iginated in words from the Book of Job (xxxix. 25) 
where beside many rather splendid things a horse is 
said to do, we learn that the horse actually speaks: 
we even know the horse’s very words: limited vo
cabulary, true, but it was so clever a horse that it 
smelt the shouting on the battle-field. Other pro
fane commentators might retort that the Bible more 
appropriately gives a better “  innings ”  to the don
key. In fact the Kings of Bloodthirsty Israel rode on 
asses and mules, as did the Divine Son of David later 
on. The story of the Talking Ass (Num. 22) suggests 
more certainly the real animal from whose “  mouth ”  
come all the “  dead ”  and other “  certainties.”

There are many “  certainties ”  to be found in Holy 
Writ. As we might expect Bible “ certainties”  are 
mostly of ill omen. It was never a “  cert ”  of having 
a jolly good time. On the contrary, the Prophet of 
God threatened the People of God that they might 
“  Know for a certainty that the Lord Your God ”  was 
going to set for them “  snares and traps and 
scourges ”  . . . “  till ye perish from off this good 
land which the Lord hath given you.”  Beware the 
Gods when they bring “  gifts ”  of that sort!

A pamphlet recently came into our hands wherein 
some queer “  certainties ’ ’ are dealt with. Open- 
Minded Certainty, by Raymond Holt, M.A., B.Litt., 
Tutor of Manchester College, Oxford, contains much 
that is indubitably wise and reasonable If he had 
not used that word “  certainty,”  one might forgive 
him. But it seems a contradiction in terms to speak 
of a "  certainty”  which yet is “  open ”  or leaves one 
open to doubt. A  “  certainty ”  is something 
which has already dissipated doubt. It is some
thing beyond all further doubt. To quote the Oxford 
Dictionary, a certainty relates to an undoubted fact. 
It is indeed used in connexion with something which 
has actually happened which is inevitable.

Outside the sporting parlance to which we have 
already referred, a “  certainty ”  does not admit of 
correction. Of course a “  practical certainty ”  like 
a “  dead cert.”  is something different. Mr. Holt’s 
work perhaps alludes to this type. He deplores the 
fact that to-day : —

Many men and women are persuaded that the only 
alternative to complete dogmatism is complete scep
ticism.

To us it sounds like a reasonable proposition. 
Knowledge creates scepticism. One finds out Bible 
errors in science, history and morals. Can an honest 
intelligent man abstain from an all-round scepticism 
about the Bible generally? We are not impressed 
with Mr. Holt’s “  Preface,”  which says: —

In the course of time men have discovered more 
about the nature of God.

Men discover more about the nature of God as they 
fit themselves for that knowledge

Christians believe that no interpretation of ulti
mate reality is adequate which does not recognize 
personality in God.
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Perhaps Mr. Holt will find time to enlighten ns as 
to the “  certainties ”  men have “  discovered ”  lately 
about the “  nature of God.”  If he means that we 
now know a great deal about the nature of men’s 
belief in God (and other illogicalities) then Mr. Holt 
is right. So far Christians— like the rest of mankind 
— have lost the “  certainties ”  they used to think they 
possessed. They have found no new light of any 
kind establishing the existence of the God they wor
ship.

It is a queer sort of “  Open-mindedness ”  which 
starts with the assumption that nothing is “  ade
quate ”  unless it conforms to one’s preconceived “ cer
tainties.”  “  Personality in God ” was natural 
enough when men really believed in gods. We can
not imagine even an “  ultimate future ’ ’ which will 
accept a God without personality. Such a conceit 
would not be a God at all, but a “  dead cert.”  of what 
all gods were, are, and must, in the nature of things, 
remain— something made by man in the image of 
man; a figment of human imagination, and as much a 
“  certainty ”  as “  Old Joe’s Triple Event for New
market.”  G eorge B edborough

Some Proposals and Opinions

(Concluded from page S13)

T here is with Freethinkers the natural dislike of in
terfering with the most intimate and private human 
relationships. Yet every reformative measure must 
do this in some degree. Income Tax fluctuations 
have a direct bearing on the number of children the 
taxpayer can afford to bring up and educate. The 
segregation of a criminal or a lunatic directly affects 
his chances for reproduction. We give our consent 
to all manner of schemes affecting human liberties.

Nor is there any weight in the objection that under 
eugenic reform human beings would be regarded like 
farm animals in a stockyard. “  The stock-keeper 
does not limit his efforts to securing a good ancestry. 
He attempts also to secure the best environment. Why 
should those who wish to copy the efforts of the stock- 
keeper in one direction [nurture] find that his 
methods in another direction are inappropriate and in
admissible ?”  (Carr-Saunders).

The effectiveness of sterilization is not in doubt. I11 
the case of a dominant gene the effect is immediate and 
in the case of a simple recessive R. A. Fisher has 
shown that given random mating (a concession) even 
then the defect is reduced from 100 in 10,000 to S9.6 
in the first generation, 69.4 in the second and 59.2 in 
the third. This is without interfering with the 
carriers.

There are all grades of mental and physical 
deficiency, and so at some point or points an arbitrary 
decision would have to be made, but this should con
stitute no permanent barrier to effective action.

There is evidence that a defective physical equip
ment is not correlated with high standards of men
tality (exceptions will, of course, loom out of all pro
portion to statistics) so that there does not seem to lie 
any risk of damaging mental calibre in regulating the 
birth of physical defectives. The argument that men 
of genius have had accompanying mental disorders 
has been disposed of by Havelock Ellis in a 
straight appeal to facts. Even in the case of 
the epileptic Dostoieffsky the condition may have 
been induced and not hereditary. And the occasional 
production of a talented individual from a defective 
stock, theoretically possible, cannot compensate for 
the surrounding prevalence of defect.

The physical shortcomings of such as Alexander

Pope and Edward Gibbon do not, of course, .come 
within the eugenic meaning of hereditary defect. The 
mental deterioration of Eombroso was such as might 
come to any normal overworked person, the “ visions”  
of the poet Blake would not earn for him to-day a cer
tificate of insanity, nor would the queer effeminacy of. 
Cowper (though the latter had also periods of insta
bility).

In the case of sexual aberration, for which there ap
pears to be some evidence, of varying strength, in 
such as Julius Csesar, Kit Marlowe, Shakespeare, 
Hans Andersen, Walt Whitman, Michael Angelo and 
Oscar Wilde, it would not be easy to maintain that 
such is always necessarily of an anti-social character, 
and in the case of the wanderer the deviation may be 
faule dc tnieux. And since it has been held that 
sexual aberration has far more addicts than was once 
supposed, the few examples given may not be extra
ordinary, particularly as the lives of outstanding 
people are objects of interest, and so more open to re
port.

It is important to get the two great factors in indi
vidual behaviour, nature and nurture, into an accu
rate perspective, and the latter may be extended to 
include the social conditions prevailing. Even Clar
ence Darrow, who kindheartedly looked on the crim
inal as an unfortunate misfit, allowed that a defective 
make-up could be a determining factor given the en
vironmental stimulus. Criminals, he said, are not 
bom, but made, but may be “  born with an imperfect 
equipment for making adjustments to life,”  which 
comes near to smuggling in by the back door a pro
position he has turned out at the front gate.

It is, of course, possible for him to argue that under 
different social conditions that defective equipment 
would not be taxed, but he can here be met with the 
positive Eugenist argument that any change for the 
better in social conditions must be the work of men 
and women of good quality, and it is precisely at the 
supply of such that Eugenics aims. And so, when 
Darrow argues that social conditions to-day predis
pose towards crime, it is at least equally reasonable to 
blame the type of individual being produced. Man 
precedes society, and in blaming social conditions for 
the behaviour of men Darrow overlooks that men’s 
behaviour determines social conditions.

For his purpose Darrow' divides society into (a) the 
criminal and (b) the State. The first he proves to be 
a product of bad conditions and frees him from con
demnation. But what is sauce for the goose is sauce 
for the gander. Those called the State must like
wise be products of conditions, and, according to 
harrow’s precept, should not be censured. Yet he 
speaks scornfully, in his book on Crime, of the edu
cators and the “  crimes of society.”

If we allow, for the sake of argument, that the State 
owes it to the criminal to reform him, and to the defec
tive to support him, should the latter also be permitted 
to reproduce his kind? If so, the State may have to 
spend more money on them with no return. Granted 
that the M.D. may be kept out of harm’s way, the 
criminal be reformed, the physical defective have his 
discomforts alleviated, is it not better to produce those 
individuals who are right to start with ? If you desire 
a table, which would you accept as a gift, pieces of 
wood which might with difficulty, expense and time 
be knocked into a table, or a good table? Man is so 
prolific with offspring that the time and money devoted 
to the treatment of misfits might belter be spent in 
producing fit and mentally efficient individuals. And 
if the present conditions make A  a defective, and B a 
normal being, the contention that A  is worth perse
vering with as an ingredient to adorn the next stage 
of social conditions, can be supported only in a maze 
of shadowy conjecture.
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The common sense view would appear to be as fol
lows : if the deficiency is nurtural, alter the nurture; 
if hereditary, breed out if the gene is dominant, and 
if recessive, control the effective reproduction.

Actual eugenic experiments in various countries 
may be consulted in a cheap Forum Series publication, 
Human Sterilization To-day (1934) by a first-hand in
quirer, Cora Hodson, while in the same series Major 
Leonard Darwin’s What is Eugenics? (1928) is an ele
mentary survey. Another readable account is George 
Whitehead’s The Road to Health.

Any attempt to legalize eugenics might raise ques
tions of primary importance. As a caricature we may 
suppose that through long inaction the numbers of 
thci feeble-minded had grown so that they constituted 
a voting power strong enough to oppose any measure 
for eugenic reform. Democratic control would then 
mean the death-knell of cultured progress.

If the politician is wise he will base his policy on the 
scientific knowledge at his disposal. But as the poli
tician is not wise he will not do this. His brains are 
entirely concentrated in his seat. Remedy— get rid 
of the politician and put the scientist in his place 
(giving science its widest meaning).. Then, instead 
of a people “  getting the Government it deserves,”  it 
might get one better than it deserves, i.e., a Govern
ment of the people for the people, but not by the 
the people. Whereas a recognized training decides 
who shall be a judge or a doctor apparently a 
mere counting of noses is enough to decide who shall 
undertake the science and art of Government. The 
results are obvious.

Haldane, in his discussion of eugenic reform, recog
nizes the same problem, and points to young U.S.S.R. 
students of Sverdlov University who are studying 
social science (he saw it, and vouches for the project 
being genuine), so that in about 15 years time (1947)
“  you will for the first time in the history of the 
world have a scientifically educated governing class 
at the head of a great State.”  Levy has in several 
places said that men of science have more value to the 
community than the limits of their present operations 
allow, and McCabe in his Riddle of the Universe To
day, writes, “  The method of science has proved so 
versatile and profitable an instrument for exploring 
truth that a body of men of the highest ability, im
bued with its spirit, must be employed upon the 
mighty problems of our time. In many countries 
. . . the new arrangement has begun in a very 
modest form.”  Haldane (1932) indicated the depend
ence of Russia on the organizing ability of 15 men 
(Committees of Gosplan); he remarks, “  I believe in 
Democracy because equality of opportunity is im
possible where inherited rank or wealth is important, 
and for no other reason,”  and he regards Democracy 
not as an end but a route, and “  unless the mass of 
the people are willing in the last resort to fight for 
their convictions, Democracy should be replaced by 
the Government of the minority.”

lie  who would defend our Democracy as a final per
manent system is he who would cry halt to evolution. 
In his Revolutions of Civilization, Sir W. M. F. 
Petrie has contended at length that Democracy is in
evitably the last phase of every civilization known to 
history. For lighter reading the deficiencies of 
Demos may be consulted with profit and amusement 
in Bernard Shaw’s The Apple Carl, a great play with 
a message, or great because it has a message.

Hogben, advocating extreme caution in eugenic re
form, observes that “  no society is safe in the hands 
of a few clever people.”  I should be loth to con
clude from this that it is safer under Democracy in 
the hands of a few stupid ones.

G. H. T aylor

Beflexions upon Death

V e r y  few people take up a sensible attitude regarding 
death, and no doubt many think that a fear of death is 
ingrained in human nature. This idea is entirely in
correct, and is due to lack of knowledge regarding the 
origin of this great fear of death and what comes after.

Most un-civilized and semi-civilized peoples do not 
fear death, whether they believe in a future life or not. 
A certain apprehension towards death has probably ex
isted for a great length of time, but it was that greatest 
of all the world’s evils, the Christian religion, that caused 
people to fear death as so many do, and Christianity must 
take the whole of the blame.

The doctrine of a literal hell, where the damned were 
to suffer the most terrible tortures for eternity, stands 
supreme as the cruellest and vilest invention of the 
human imagination.

Let us examine this belief in a hell. It is prevalent 
throughout many sects. The Roman Catholic Church is 
the worst but not the only offender. We find in the 
Atlianasian Creed that those who do not have true faith 
shall perish everlastingly, and although there is a desire 
among a large part of the clergy to get rid of the belief 
in hell, the Church of England still accepts the'doctrine 
of everlasting punishment. Among other religious 
bodies, that vast organization, the .Salvation Army, which 
has received so much publicity recently because of the re
tirement of its General, bases its whole foundation on 
the doctrine of hell. Its motto is “  Blood and Fire,”  and 
among its articles it states that they “  believe in the end
less punishment of the wicked.”  This is the principal 
teaching of the “  Army,”  and when we consider that this 
body has active branches all over the globe, the tremen
dous damage that is being done can be readily realized.

All Christian leaders throughout history have believed 
and taught the existence of a literal hell and the niosf 
vivid descriptions, which for their brutality have seldom 
been equalled, have been given of the place, for real 
place it was supposed to be.

The sadistic outlook of the early Christian is reflected 
in these descriptions, and he seemed to revel at the 
thought of the suffering of others. Worst of all teach
ings was that of the damnation of children who were not 
baptized, a belief still held among Christians.

It is obvious to anyone that the doctrine of hell when 
taught to children, instils in them a horror of death 
which they can never completely throw off. How much 
kinder and better it would be if children were taught to 
look upon death in those famous words of Anatole 
France: ‘ ‘ I am, it is not; it is, I cease to be.”  How 
much meaning there is in these few words, a better and 
more precise description it would be difficult to find. 
There is no need to fear death, for, as Ingersoll said :
“ Upon the shadowy shore of death the sea of trouble 
casts no wave. . . . Hearts of dust do not break.”

Attention may here be drawn to the fact that several 
Biblical passages contradict the doctrine of hell, and 
show quite a logical attitude towards death. I quote one 
here, viz : “  The dead know not anything, neither have 
they any more a reward.” Eccl. ix. 5.

Co-existent with a belief in hell is the belief in eternal 
bliss. There is no doubt in my mind that eternal happi
ness would become first boring and then unbearable, but 
it is obviously preferable to eternal torture. The doc
trine of retribution is claimed to have a civilizing influ
ence and to act as a moral incentive. This has been 
proved incorrect, the reverse being actually the case. 
What state of morality is likely to result from a teaching 
that repentance can wipe out all crimes in the eyes of the 
Almighty ?

Now let 11s consider the belief in immortality irrespec
tive of any judgment day, plainly and simply an eternal 
life for all. Perhaps the most convincing refutation of 
this belief can be found by a consideration of the life of 
a human being just like any other mammal. Every 
human being has a definite commencement. The precise 
moment when the spermatozoa meets the ovum and union 
takes place can be directly observed. This is the start of 
one’s existence. Existence is, therefore, obviously not 
eternal, and it is irrational to accept, as eternal and with-



December 24, 1939 T H E  F R E E T H IN K E R S23

out end, an individual phenomenon which has such a be
ginning-.

Among certain savages it is thought that each indi
vidual lives on earth, dies, and goes to a land beyond, re
mains there for varying periods of time, then returns to 
a life on earth by entering a pregnant woman, is born 
and the cycle repeats itself eternally. In these cases, 
however, the nature of conception is not understood.

Knowledge has always been the great enemy of the 
Church, and will finally cause its overthrow. It can be 
realized that when man knew very little of the Universe 
and thought that the Earth was the central body, and 
that all other bodies were for his benefit, he should think 
that he was some chosen being, who alone of all living 
creatures was capable of existing fpr ever. As know
ledge of the cosmos increased, this became ridiculous. 
This is brilliantly portrayed by Voltaire in his tale 
Micromcgas. The great French philosopher shows in 
his inimitable style how minute and insignificant our 
World and ourselves really are, and yet how important 
we consider ourselves to be. How absurd it is to think 
that this tiny lump of clay which we term the Earth has 
been specially designed in the infinite boundless Uni
verse as the temporary abode of minute creatures in 
order that each of these puny animals may be tested 
whether or not it is deserving of an eternal life.

Returning again to Anatole France and quoting from 
the same work, The Garden of Epicurus, we find the 
following passage

“ Beyond the planets we discover, instead of the Em
pyrean of the elect and the angels, a hundred millions of 
suns rolling through space, escorted each by its own pro
cession of satellites, invisible to us. Amidst this infini
tude of systems our Sun is but a bubble of gas and our 
Earth a drop of mud.”

Then again :—■
‘ ‘ The heavens which men deemed incorruptible, know 

of no eternity but the eternal flux of things.”
And still vast numbers of people believe that the op

portunity of an everlasting life has been bestowed on 
man alone by some benevolent Creator!

But those who expect to live again after death will not 
be disappointed for the dead are not capable of feeling 
disappointment, and it is as well.

C. McCall

Make Profit Now

T iif, war situation must have brought about many 
changes in the associations of men and women. Jobs 
have gone “ west,”  and businesses closed down, whilst 
National Defence, Military Service and other new insti
tutions have opened up new social relationships. Now 
is the time for a ‘ ‘ revival ” of propaganda.

The last war had very similar characteristics, and in 
looking for the alleged virtues of war, few writers appear 
to have remembered the enormous amount of heresy it 
bred. This was not so much because men threw "god” 
overboard, when they found the evils of war incompat
ible with “  his ”  existence, it was rather because of the 
different people and different points of view they met 
during a period when much time could only be employed 
in conversation.

Not only on the Western Front then, and in the forces 
generally, but on the “  Home Front ”  we, who arc now 
relics of the last war, can enhance our value to the 
“  Freethought ”  cause. In this respect the intellectual 
profit of the last war, small as it may have been, can be 
at least repeated if not doubled.

Think of the A.R.P services, where men and women 
are “  standing to ” for hours on end with really little 
actual occupation. Argument on football, politics, etc., 
taking their toll of the hours. Why not religion?

The writer’s "shift”  on the local ambulance squad, in 
three week’s has now had great inroad made on its faith. 
The time is approaching for the distribution of a few 
pamphlets, and then perhaps a transfer of “  shift ”  will 
be the logical thing to ask for. In addition to this, 
these new associates are themselves potential propa

gandists, not perhaps as fully fledged or even half- 
fledged speakers, but as ordinary men and women with 
families, friends, and an outer ring of acquaintances. 
These acquaintances in turn may carry the seeds 
into their homes and so on. Are we all making use of 
these chances ? Isn’t this our historic function ? Large 
membership, as though to build up a huge caucus, is a 
dream cherished by enthusiastic recruits, but soon pales 
in the face of facts and in the realization that social per
meation is the one ‘ ‘ .s o l id  ” fact. The spoken word 
cannot be recalled; the ear drum of your listener once 
acted upon by the vibrations in the atmosphere set up by 
your vocal chords, travel the nerve to the brain cells and 
become a physiological fact. The cortex of the hearer’s 
brain is no longer identical; agree with you he may not, 
and in opposition he may rant, but this is only proof of an 
effect created. In this sense an idea is as much a real 
concrete fact in the universe as any dialectical material
ist should ever want; your hearers are never the same 
again.

So make the most of the occasion, perhaps make up for 
lost time and help the Peace, when it comes, to be worth 
having.

John V. Shortt

Aoid Drops

The Maharajah of Bhutan has sent a silk scarf to King 
George, and has ordered the Lamas of all monasteries to 
perform religious ceremonies that will bring victory to 
the Allies. Excellent! But is there not the possibility 
of this leading to some disagreement when victory is at
tained? We have ordered prayers in this country to the 
three gods of the Established Church, and there are other 
miscellaneous prayers offered by other people. France 
manages to get along without anjr national deity, but 
the French have been peculiar in this respect for more 
than a century. Still, when the war is won, may there 
not be a dispute as to which God did the trick ? And may 
not those who have not bothered about any God claim 
that they did a little too?

The Sunday Express gave to the world the news that 
Canon Woodward (R.C.) of Tipperary, died as the result 
of drinking a disinfectant which he took to be altar wine. 
It is curious that with so many saints in existence not 
one of them took the trouble to prevent an accident to 
one of the servants of the Church.

The President of the Union of Modern Free Churchmen 
(not to be confused with the Modern Churchmen’s Union) 
writes on “  The Evolution of the Idea of Salvation,” In 
the November - issue of the Modern. Churchman. Mr.
Bulcock does his best to prove that Salvation meant_
or means to-day—something fine and moral. We think 
he fails to sublimate an essentially cowardly piece of 
sheer superstition. No Christian Church has ever 
written in its creeds any kind of moral content of this 
crude and disreputable belief. The Salvation Army is 
far from unique in its orthodox idea that there is a IIcll 
of real torture awaiting all who are not saved. The 
plain Bible teaching is that “  He that believeth shall be 
saved ”  in contradistinction to " H e  that believeth not, 
shall be damned.” The fatuous ‘ ‘ death-bed-repentance” 
has no morality about it—it is obviously only a way of 
Salvation from individual suffering in hell after death.

An international News Service reports that at Trinity 
Church, Mass., the clergyman read the whole of the New 
Testament to his congregation. But the message says 
that half-hour intervals were given '« to break the mon
otony.” It was rather cruel of the agency to add this 
last.

%

Summoned at Barnet Police Court for keeping a do» 
without a licence, a man pleaded, “  I work for°a Bible 
Society, so I don’t want this news spread.”  Well that 
does not say very much for the influence of the Bible.'
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A debtor in the Bankruptcy Court, the other day ex
plained how he was swindled by some men who under
took to turn water into petrol. We wonder how many 
real Christians will smile over this story, but will take 
the gospel story of Jesus turning water into wine without 
the slightest alteration in the facial muscles. Yet belief 
in the one case ought to prepare the way for belief in the 
other.

The Church Times continues to be greatly concerned 
about the position of the chaplains in the Army. It con
siders it an “  absurd anomaly that the Chaplain-General 
of thè Army, the Chaplain of the Fleet, and the Chaplain 
of the Air Force should be under the orders of Colonel 
Blimp and Admiral Dug-Out.” We could respect the 
feelings of the Church Tivies in this matter if it mani
fested some consideration in the direction of preventing 
the prevention of compulsory Church parades and secur
ing the abolition of entering recruits as members of the 
Church who have no connexion with it, and who, when 
joining the army, are told by military officials that they 
must enter themselves as belonging to some Church.

The Bishop of Gambia believes that the present state 
of the world is the work of the devil. He believes that 
the devil created the war so that parsons may be drawn 
away to serve with the troops, and so take them from un
doing the devil’s work in the dark places in our cities. 
Religiously that- seems quite a reasonable theory. Re
ligiously Jesus came nearly two thousand years ago to 
get rid of the inuuence of the devil, but the latter seems 
very active still— speaking religiously.

We offer a suggestion. Why does not the Church with
draw all its parsons from the army and other forces ? The 
men have not asked for them ; if that had been the case 
it might have been suggested that they were in league 
with Satan. But it seems foolish for the Church to go on 
supporting the devil by sending them to France as chap
lains. We offer this suggestion because we like to see a 
good contest. But we imagine they will feel quite at 
home amongst the natives of Gambia—spiritualty and 
mentally, we mean.

The ordinary view of Miracle in the Christian theology 
is summarized correctly in the Cambridge Bible Com
panion thus :—  ,

Miracles formed an important element in the work of 
Jesus Christ, being not only Divine acts, but forming 
also a part of the Divine teaching. Christianity is 
founded on the greatest of all miracles—the Resurrection 
of our Ford. If this be admitted, other miracles cease to 
be improbable.

Roman Catholic teaching is the same. This is not won
derful. St. Paul, the practical Founder of Christianity, 
declared that

If Christ be not raised your Faith is vain, (i Cor. 
xvii.)

'l'he Dean of St. Paul’s—like most “  Modernists ”— is 
sitting on the fence, hesitating to accept and daring not 
to reject the exploded pretence that miracles ever hap
pened. In his book : Our Faith in God, the artful Dean 
says :—

The evidence of miracles was never the argument of 
the deeper mind, and at the present day it is singularlv 
unconvincing. . . . Miracle by itself could never be a 
guarantee of the truth.

But :—

It would be foolish to deny the miraculous in the gos
pels, and absurd to suppose that our Christian Faith 
could survive in its historical form if we gave up belief 
in the Resurrection, (page 72).

«

What can these statements mean except that the Dean is 
well aware of the false basis on which rest the Christian 
beliefs, but that lie is unwilling to say so in terms which 
mean anything definite?

To get a New Subscriber

Under the headline “  Tons of Bibles,”  the Church of 
England Newspaper’s correspondent in China reports 
that when Chungking was recently bombarded from the 
air, urgent messages reached Shanghai asking for quan
tities of Bibles to be sent the 1,100 mlies to Chung
king. The Missionary Printery must have imagined that 
a pious and profitable beeief in the old book had sud
denly awakened. Not at all. Chungking merchants 
calculated that while sand-bags may endure for a few 
weeks, the Word of the Lord (if strongly bound) “  en- 
dureth for ever ”  practically. The fact that the wily 
importers realized a profit on the trucks the Bibles were 
packed in, enforces the Bible saying ‘ ‘ A ll Scripture is 
profitable ”  to somebody or other.

I11 four years there has been a decline in the number of 
children at Church of England schools to the number of 
241,236. But there still remains in these schools 1,456,371- 
Still the saving of this two hundred thousand children is 
something on which we may pride ourselves and con
gratulate the children. But what a work there is before 
us to rescue the million and a h alf! So we must peg 
away. Other forces than direct Freethouglit propaganda 
have been responsible for decline noted in the Church 
Year Book, but our influence has played its part with 
both children and adults.

The Dean of Exeter is evidently not impressed by the 
Psalmist’s description “  all men are liars.”  He indeed 
returns the “ compliment”  (in the Guardian) by the 
polite intimation that “  what the Psalmist says is on 
the whole not true.”  The phrase “ on the whole” 
politely softens the blow, but it means exactly the same 
as the more direct “  Liar ! ” of the Psalmist. By the way, 
the Dean is charming in his satire on Christian Pragmat
ism :—

There are some who think of religion as a serviceable 
aid. It can be harnessed to a national purpose. It is a 
useful thing for the people to have some religion. It will 
help to put spirit into them. It will make them patient 
under burdens of taxation and hardships of life. It will 
give them courage and perseverance. And, if they 
should die, it will console them with the hope of a here
after. “  Those in favour of using religion as an instru
ment for the really great end which we are pursuing, 
hold up your hands. Thank you, gentlemen, that’s 
carried. Now we can proceed to exploit the Church.”

This is excellently put, and is intended as a satire 011 
those who think Christianity is useful whether it is true 
or not. Unfortunately for the Dean, it applies to about 
seventy-five per cent of Christians in this country, and 
the other twenty-five per cent are counted by them as 
very ignorant.

Fifty Tears Ago

W hen the priests ascertained they could no longer con
fine the practice of medicine to themselves it was stig
matized and denounced. At the Council of Tours, held 
in 1163 by Pope Alexander III., it was maintained that 
the devil sought to seduce the priesthood from their holy 
office by following the mundane methods of medicine, and 
in 1215 Pope Innocent III. fulminated an anathema 
against surgery by ordaining, that as the Church abliored 
all sanguinary practices (shown by its Liking life with
out the effusion of blood), no priest could be permitted 
to follow surgery, or to perform any operations in which 
either instruments of steel or of fire were employed; and 
that they should refuse their benediction to all those who 
professed and pursued it. Much’ prejudice was excited 
by the Church against the practice of dissection.

The feeling that physicians were interfering with the 
judgments of God has lasted to our own time, and many 
can remember how the use of chloroform in parturition 
was denounced as an attempt to thwart old Jahveh’s 
curse on Eve.

The Freethinker, December 22, 1SS9

is to make a New Friend
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F o u n d e d  b y  G. W. FOOTE

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

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

Jubilee F reethinker F und.—A. W., £ 1 ; C. Rhymes, 10s.; 
Members of the Leicester Secular Society (per H. E. 
Anderson), ¿3 3s.; T. A. Quinn (U.S.A.), 5s.; Ishmaelite 
(7th sub.), 2S. 6d.; B. A. Wilter (S.A.), 5s.

J. A nderson.— Pleased to know we have been of assistance 
to you. But the other point of view is always worth con
sidering. A wise man learns from the blunders as well as 
from the wisdom of others.

A. Hanson.— Of course the excision may have been acci
dental. It may be also that the editor took your use of re
ligious phraseology as seriously meant.

J. MEERLOO.—Shall be pleased to see MSS.
ISHMAELITE—Your interesting letter will appear in next issue.
L. Marsh.—Thanks for address of a likely new reader; paper 

being sent for four weeks.

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

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

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

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

The "  Freethinker "  will be forwarded direct from the Pub
lishing Office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) : — 
One year, 75/-; half year, 7¡6; three months, 3/9.

Sugar Plums

Suppose this war lasts five years. Suppose also that 
the present governmental policy with regard to the 
“  Home Front ”  is continued—successfully continued. 
For five years the people will have been trained not to be 
too ready to talk about the war to their neighbours, and 
above all to be on their guard when in train, tram or 
’bus. They must regard every stranger who speaks to 
them about the war with suspicion. They must beware 
letting it be known that their Jack is training with his 
regiment in Suffolk, or that their Tom is with his regi
ment in France. That will give die Germans valuable 
military information which they could not otherwise ac
quire. The people will not listen to rumours, and by no 
means tell another what they have heard. They must 
believe only in what government representatives of the 
Government tell them, and they must loyally obey orders 
from any appointed official, from the A.R.P. official to 
the Prime Minister, and from all the countless controllers 
and sub-controllers. The-last thing we must do, if we 
wish to win the war, is to be critical, independent, or 
enquiring.

Suppose the five years have passed and we have won 
the war. What really shall we have won? We shall
have become—if the training is a success—by this self- 
training a nation of credulous people; from never criti
cizing anything, a nation of suspicious people, as a re
sult of treating our friends and neighbours and acquaint
ances with suspicion, a nation of timid people; because 
we have been living in a state of suppressed fear, an un- 
knOwledgeable people; because we have not tiied to un
derstand the war, a people unfitted for political liberty 
because we shall have lost the habit of criticizing the Gov
ernment, a primary function of genuine democracy. \\ e | 
shall be thoroughly accustomed to being told what to

think, what to do and what to believe. Our only quality 
that will have gained in strength will be that of obedi
ence. At the end of five years (if the present policy is 
successful) we shall be ready for* Fascism, Communism, 
Socialism, or any other ’ism that the Government of the 
day thinks fit to force on us. Force is the wrong word, 
because no force will be required. We shall look for 
orders and feel lost without them. We shall be doing 
of our own will what Germany could accomplish only by 
unequalled tyranny and obscene brutality.

Mr. Cohen has to acknowledge the receipt of a Christ
mas present in the shape of a case of wine from an 
Australian reader who signs himself “  Aussie Australia,” 
and giving greetings to “  The World’s Record for 
Journalism.” We presume this refers to our continuous 
contributions to the Freethinker for 42 years. Anyway 
we will drink our friend’s health.

The following season’s greetings from Professor Chel- 
lew, per our business manager :—  *

I would have you salute your brave editor whom I 
regard with highest esteem. I not only raise inv fiat to 
him, but my head and my heart also.

We hope we deserve some of the good things that have 
been said of us of late. Rut as we have said often, the 
trouble is not creating a reputation, but living up to it. 
At any rate, we disown all responsibility for what has 
been said.

Our friend and colleague, Mr. R. H. Clifton, has been 
of late contributing some useful letters to the Croydon 
Advertiser. In a recent issue of the Advertiser, replying 
to a Christian speaker, a Mr. J. J. Virgo, he meets one of 
the customary slanders by a direct challenge for anyone 
to prove from the records of the Society’s works or from 
the files of the Freethinker, anything which is subver
sive to human freedom. That is rather unfair of Mr. 
Clifton. To expect a Christian to justify false state
ments concerning Freethought and Freethinkers is too 
much. Still we do not expect that Mr. Clifton is so in
nocent as to expect the challenge will be accepted.

Messrs. J. T. Brighton and J. Clayton send encouraging 
reports of meetings held in their respective areas. Audi
ences have been good, and a keen interest shown in the 
Freethought message, in fact additional inconvenience 
seems to be the only effect of war conditions. Given a 
warm comfortable hall, a good speaker, a few enthusi
astic workers, and successful meetings can be held. Un
fortunately the combination is sometimes upset by the 
difficulty of obtaining a suitable hall

TIIEIST TO ATHEIST

I shall be better off than you, for if there is no God 
you and I will be equal. But if there is a God, I shall 
not have offended against something which I believed 
did not exist, since to sin one must either know or will. 
I)o you not see that even a foolish man would not think 
that a porter had injured him if the porter had done it 
accidentally, or had taken him for someone else, or if lie 
had been drunk ? How much more then should God for
bear to grow angry with us for not having known him 
since lie refused us the means of knowing him. On your 
honour now, if belief in God were so necessary to us, if 
it were a matter of eternity, would not God himself have 
inculcated in us all a light as clear as the Sun 
which hides itself from no one? To feign that he plays 
hide-and-seek with men, says like children, “ Cuckoo, 
there he is !” that is to say sometimes hides himself to 
some and reveals himself to others, that is to make one
self a God who is either silly or malicious, for if I have 
come to know him through the strength of my genius, 
the merit is his and not mine, since he might have given 
me an imbecile soul or imbecile organs which would 
have made me incapable of knowing him. And, on the 
contrary, if he gave hie a mind incapable of understand
ing him, it is not my fault but his, since he could have 
given me a mind so keen that I should have compre
hended him.— From Voyage to the Moon, by Cyrano de 
Bergerac. (Born ifiiq, died 1655).
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Letters to a Christian Friend

(21) F aith and P rogress 

M y  dear Charles,

We can agree, I think, that during the ages when 
slavery was a flourishing institution the normal atti
tude of Christians was one which accepted slavery, 
acquiesced in slavery; used slavery, encouraged 
slavery, and at times defended slavery by reference 
to the Christian scriptures. We can agree also that 
to-day, when slavery is no longer the fashion, there 
are few Christians, especially in Protestant circles, 
who would openly do any of those things their pre
decessors did or use those arguments their predeces
sors used— in relation to slavery.

Apparently there has been a big change in the pre
vailing Christian thought, and in the “  Christian 
spirit.”

But has there ?
To-day we no longer have slaves (at least, not 

slaves admitted to be such), but we still have the ppor 
and the dispossessed, the working-classes and the pro
letariats. You may know that delightful Christian 
hymn, “  All things bright and beautiful,”  and the ex
quisite verse which has now, I believe, been consigned 
to the not inconsiderable museum wherein are housed 
so many other discarded inspirations of the Christian 
spirit:—•

The rich man in his castle,
The poor man at his gate,
God made them high or lowly,
And ordered their estate.

It is not so long since this bright and beautiful be
lief was the rule rather than the exception among 
Christians in England, sung and believed in as fer
vently by the Christian poor man at the gate and in 
the hovel as by the Christian rich man in his castle. 
In less pointed contrast the same sentiment is still 
featured in the catechisms and thundered from the 
pulpits of the principal Christian Churches.

Notice anything? There hasn’t been such a big 
change in the Christian spirit after,all. The change- 
over on the subject of slavery is simply an accident of 
time and events, part of the change-over in general 
opinion on the subject inspired by humanitarian 
sentiment. For though slavery has gone the 
Christian arguments which supported it are still in use 
to support and condone other phases of the economic 
life.

The economic order changes, and the mass of 
Christian opinion simply swings along with it. 
Slavery and serfdom have vanished or are vanishing, 
and by now most Christians have become their critics 
rather than their upholders and defenders. But only 
because slavery and serfdom have themselves become 
out-moded. Not because of any spontaneous change 
in the Christian outlook. Christians of the “  All 
things bright and beautiful ”  type (and let us 
remember that they are always the majority—  
and a far bigger majority than the more vocal minor
ity would have us believe) would denounce slavery 
very' righteously and hold up pious hands more-in- 
sorrow-tlian-in-wrath that their Christian predecessors 
should have so “  misinterpreted ” or “  distorted ” 
tlie Oospel as to support slavery'— yet they are thetn- 
selves still using towards the poverty and social in
equalities of the current economic order the very 
same arguments used by' those they condemn. And, 
incidentally, the very same arguments used or implied 
by Jesus himself. Plus fa change, plus e’est la mSnic 
chose. Slavery, having Ceased to exist, need no 
longer be considered a vital part of God’s law— but 
poverty and, economic inequalities and social frustra
tions (which have not yet ceased to exist) are still part

and parcel of that law. Slaves are no longer taught 
Christian obedience and contentment with the lot to 
which God has called them— because the slaves them
selves are no- longer there to be taught; but the poorer 
classes are still taught the traditional obedience and 
contentment with the estate which God has ordered.

Just as Christ taught the poor of his time to be 
obedient arid content with their lowly lot, and to look 
for better things elsewhere than in this life, so the 
Churches have carried on his teaching to this day in 
preaching contentment to the masses. This may suit 
the ruling classes very well, but one can hardly blame 
the ruling classes for that; it just happens to be a big 
stroke of luck for them, and one that they' will natur
ally make the most of. To be perfectly fair, we must 
remember that Christ also commended the rich man in 
his castle to observe certain duties towards the poor 
man at his gate; but that is a matter which is entirely 
up to the rich man himself to decide, and if he doesn’t 
choose to observe them, then the poor man must be 
just as content to go without! His body may suffer, 
but his “  soul ”  goes marching on to that greater 
glory*. •

We see, then, that just as Jesus accepted arid taught 
acceptance of the social and economic order of his day, 
so the main tendency of Christian outlook and teach
ing in every age since has been to accept and teach 
acceptance of the status quo of its own particular 
time. As the social and economic order changes 
(through the pressure of a variety of causes), so the 
prevailing Christian teaching changes with it, but 
only to bring the same arguments to bear on the new 
phases that it formerly applied to the old. Only' to 
condemn that which it formerly blessed, and to bless 
in its place that which it will as loudly condemn when 
out-moded at the next turn of the wheel.

This consistent, outstanding tendency' to accept and 
sanctify' each new status quo, and to minimize its 
faults and hardships by heading off social discontent 
towards a heavenly millenium, is a direct derivative 
of the teachings and spirit of Jesus, and is an inevit
able consequence of the fundamental Christian ¡beliefs. 
It is less important, therefore, to consider whether 
Christianity has upheld or opposed any specific phase 
of economic life, such as slavery', than to consider the 
underlying beliefs which determine that Christians 
will always take a certain line of thought, whatever 
tire specific object to which it is applied. Tt is these 
underlying fundamental beliefs—-that the law of God 
is above the law of man; that the body and its 
“  estate ’ ’ matters little in comparison with the 
“  soul ”  and its eternal fate; that the happiness' and 
joys and sorrows of this life are of no importance com
pared with the blessings of the “  life everlasting,” 
etc., etc.— which make it inevitable that Christian 
teaching as applied to this world will always tend to 
act as a brake on human and social progress, what
ever the particular nature of the current social order. 
The argument is applied to each new phase in turn, 
but it remains fundamentally the same argument, be
cause the fundamental beliefs remain the same. And 
if the fundamental beliefs don’t remain the same, they 
are no longer Christian.

It was no new world vision that Christ brought, but 
a “  vision ” of another world. Only as that other 
disembodied world has become less real in men’s be
lief and the vision begun to have blurred edges, have 
Christians turned back to this real world of flesh and 
blood human! beings which they tried for so long to 
ignore and devalue. Only as the Christian spirit has 
shown more and more its bankruptcy have Christians 
turned more and more to the humanitarian spirit, and 
to the human joys and ideals which they' had so long 
banished.

To-day the economic order is in ferment again, the
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masses are demanding more and more of the oppor
tunities and comforts of this life, here and now, with 
a fig for pulpit pi'omises in the great there-and-then. 
And Christian thought prepares itself to go round with 
the wheel once more. The “  rich man in his castle ”  
stunt was all the go in England when the working 
classes were only just beginning to realize their 
power, but now that the working-man is becoming 
more powerful in his organizations, the churches are 
gradually beginning to realize that God doesn’t re
quire him to be quite as contented with his “ estate” 
(or lack of it) as lie used to be. God is in the process 
of changing his mind once more. We will examine 
some of the curious results in my next.

All the best for now.
Affectionately,

R. H. S. Standfast

Mind, the Master

By “  mind ”  here is meant that part of the human 
make-up which governs and controls the organism as 
a whole. Some there are— the Beliaviorists, for in
stance— who hold that “  mind,”  as. it is usually 
thought of, is little more than a myth, that it is 
merely the sum-total of the reactions of the nervous 
system, or that it consists of reflex or automatic 
actions. And maybe the more deeply scientists con
cern themselves with the problem, the more firmly 
will they be able to establish their case. Maybe. We 
shall see. But for our present purpose we shall use 
the word “  mind ”  in its generally-accepted sense.

W here W e G o W rong

In our judgment of what other people say and do 
we are so often apt to overlook their origin and his
tory, where we should, to be fair and reasonable, 
seek to know in the first place what were the circum
stances attending their birth and training— especially 
their early training— and whence comes our standard 
of measurement of other folk and our own standard of 
conduct.

We are all, each and every one of us, born and 
brought up under conditions which are peculiar to 
ourselves— even two children born of the same parents 
are not subject to precisely the same set of life-condi
tions, because even if the conditions of their Birth 
were somewhat similar (they cannot be identical) the 
children are bound to separate and meet with varying 
influences which help to mould their separate and in
dividual characters— and every man jack of us is 
different from the rest in some way or the other : in 
cur physical and/or mental make-up.

Two boys of the same stock, but born at different 
times, may vary considerably simply because, or 
rather partly because, at the time of their conception, 
or sometime during their prenatal life, the physical 
or mental or both physical and mental conditions of 
one or the other or both of their parents were not, on 
one occasion, what they were on the other occasion. 
Science makes that quite clear.

Twins may be as alike as “  two peas in a pod,” but 
just as the two peas differ from each other in some 
small way, so will the twins be dissimilar. No engin
eer, or any other workman in the world has ever been 
able to produce two things exactly alike, no matter 
what amount of skill is used in the attempt to do so; 
they may appear to the naked eye to be an exact pair, 
but a detailed and miscroscopic examination of them 
proves this to be wrong.

It is the same with two girls as with two boys : 
they differ to a greater or lesser degree according to

the influence at work at their birth and during their 
upbringing.

In other words we are— individually and collect
ively— the products of certain biologic forces, and we 
inherit long-standing social conditions, which to
gether help to mould our characters and make us 
what we are. Of course, we ourselves assist in the 
process of our development in whatever line it may 
take, but we are either handicapped or helped by the 
natural and social forces prevailing at the outset.

Mother G rundy.

Let us take our old familiar friend, Mother Grundy. 
She is not ,to be blamed, really; she just can’t help 
being what she is— a veritable nuisance, filled with a 
desire to put everyone else on the right path— her 
patli— towards righteousness. She is just as much
the product of her original envelopment and lifelong 
environment as any of the rest of us. She probably 
never had a chance; she was, it is safe to say, born of 
parents of much the same type, possibly in uncon
genial surroundings, and when young her mind was 
stuffed with social filth. Actually she never had the 
opportunity to be better (for to begin with she 
couldn’t help her parentage), to know better or to do 
better, and what she says and does is perfectly natural 
to her, all things considered. She is— as we all are, 
and as is, for instance, the Mayfair play-boy who gets 
into trouble, and upon whom we sit in judgment— the 
natural consequence of the events which led up to her 
entry into the world, and the life she has led while 
here.

There are, to be sure, busy-bodies and ne’er-do- 
wells in all walks of life, and both of the male and 
female species. They are not all born of poor parents 
and in humble surroundings. On the contrary : they 
are to be found from one end of the social scale to the 
other, and they are what they are because of the cii'- 
cumstances surrounding their birth, their social 
setting, and the matters which engage their time and 
attention as they go through life.

Those at the bottom of the scale, perhaps, haven’t 
much chance of improvement; their habits are so in
grained and their mode of life so fixed and well-nigh 
unalterable that nothing but dynamite would move 
them. They are pretty well doomed to stay “  put.”

But with the others— or some of them, at least_
things are not so difficult. If we have the will to do it 
(and we should never lose sight of the fact that we are 
all more-or-less tarred with the same brush) we can, 
by trying hard, be better than we are— be better 
human and social beings, that is. Admittedly it is 
not an easy task to empty the mind of its encumb
rances and fill it with more palatable fare, but it can 
be done. Indeed, it is— rightly viewed— a social obli
gation so to furnish and instruct the mind that we 
conduct ourselves in such a way that the best inter
ests of humanity as a whole are established and made 
secure.

W hat A re the “  Best Interests ” ?
And there’s the rub! What arc the “ best in

terests” ? Just because we have— speaking broadly 
— all been educated in a different way, no two people 
will give the same answer to that question— and what 
a monotonous world this would be if we all thought 
and acted alike ! But it seems reasonable to suggest 
that if the truth were taught of the origin and history 
of the world, or rather this planet on which we live,
the evolution of the human race and its customs_its
beliefs and practices, all of them— a step would be 
taken in the right direction, especially if to teach 
aught else were made a penal offence.

And that, of course, implies that a man shall be
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impressed with the fact that his actions are, to a much 
greater degree than he appreciates, the reflection of 
his thoughts— that his mind is the master of his cere
monies, so to speak— for which very good and suffi
cient reason he should see to it that his mind is pro
perly furnished.

Suppose that such a state of affairs did come to 
pass? What then? Would the millenium suddenly 
dawn upon us ? Not likely ! Things do not happen 
just like that— not lasting human affairs anyway. 
Our prepossessions will always be tugging vigorously 
at our minds. We are all prone to cherish the idea 
that we know and (in spite of our professed thirst for 
knowledge !) we resent even a delicate hint to the con
trary. But if we are not too stubborn we can at least 
be made conscious of what we ought to do, and that 
consciousness is in time bound to have its effect. . .

T he E ssence of I t

There is many a one with an accommodating con
science— a man, that is, who can and does, for self
aggrandisement and public approval, adjust himself 
to any particular class, sect or creed, with whom, at 
the moment, he may be in contact. With him it is 
a question of expediency : what line of action will 
bring him the best results in return for his outward 
allegiance This type, too, is to be found in all walks 
of life, and of all classes he is the most dangerous, the 
¡most despicable, inasmuch as he will, figuratively 
speaking, sell his soul for a mess of pottage and to 
curry favour.

Summarized, the position is this : mind— or con
sciousness, call it what we will, has expressed itself 
or found expression in a variety of ways, and, like 
any and every other product of evolution, it must be 
regarded as a thing of exceedingly slow growth. 
There is, however, this very important exception to 
be noted : mind is a thing of recent development in 
the human being— to put it another way : it was only 
yesterday as it were, that man became possessed of a 
“  mind,”  and therefore developed into a thoughtful 
being— and this latest acquisition of his, because of its 
flexibility and range, is capable of great possibilities 
for good or ill— a fact which is made unmistakably 
clear wherever we look and listen.

The human mind can express itself either as a cess
pool of social filth or as a social illuminant, and be
tween those two extremes there are all sorts, shapes 
and sizes and degrees of development. That is the 
essence of it all. G. B. L issenden

Correspond e nee

FINLAND AND DEMOCRACY 

To th e  E d it o r  o f  th e  “  F r e e t h in k e r  ”

Sir ,—The Freethinker is usually such a bracing tonic 
after the sickly dope of the gramophone press, but last 
week I am afraid it fell down over the Soviet-Finnish 
affair.

Your statement that Finland is “  as real a democracy 
as any that exists” is incorrect, and the fact of which is, 
I consider, the key to the situation.

Baron Mannerheim, head of the Army, is about as 
democratic as “  Christian ”  General Franco—and for the 
same reasons. In 1918 he imported German Armies and 
overthrew the Finnish Socialist Government with ab
ominable cruelty; the Times of February, 1919, reported 
that of 80,000 “ Red” prisoners, 30,000 men and women, 
were killed. So great was public outcry that Mannei- 
heitn was refused entry into Britain.

Since that day <( order ”  has been kept by assassina
tions, kidnappings (e.g., the Presidential Liberal candi
date, Stalberg, was kidnapped in 1931), bribery, mock 
trials (e.g., the working-class leader, Toivo Antikoinen, 
was sentenced to eight years’ imprisonment in 1934 f°r 
being a Communist, and in 1936 to life imprisonment for 
the alleged murder of a White Guard in 1922), brute 
force (e.g., Trade Unions have constantly been sup
pressed, and the 23 Communist Deputies elected in 1929 
were expelled under pressure from the big business 
Lappo Fascists who used the slogan, “  Religion and 
Homeland ” ), bannings and fines (e.g., the banning of 
the newspaper, Suomen Picnvijclia, the forced suspen
sion of Soihtu, and the forced change in opinions of the 
Liberal Tulenkantajat last month).

Consequently, at the time of writing, most Finnish 
territory is being ruled by men with very strong pro- 
Fascist leanings and assassinations, and the conditions of 
the workers are very poor, there being no unemployment 
insurance, nor old age and sickness pensions, and the 
wage-rates being approximately half of those in the 
other Scandinavian countries.

With regard to the " Red atrocity,”  stories and photo
graphs allegedly emanating from Finland, it certainly 
does not require a Military Expert to tell that they by 
no means hold water. For example, while the Daily 
Express was speaking of hundreds being killed in “ blaz
ing Helsinski,” all that the Times correspondent could 
report was that the Russians ‘ ‘ scored some hits.”

The accusation of being a paper controlled by the 
money-bags of the City cannot be levelled against the 
Freethinker, so one can only assume that your erroneous 
references to Finland were due to ignorance of the facts.

Christopher Brunei.

RUSKIN ON MIRACLES
I noticed a lengthy discussion in the newspapers a 

month or so ago, on the propriety of praying for, or 
against, lain. It had suddenly, it. seems, occurred to the 
public mind, and to that of the gentlemen who write the 
theology of the breakfast-table, that rain was owing to 
natural causes ; and that it must be unreasonable to ex
pect God to supply on our immediate demand, what 
could not be provided, but by previous evaporation. I 
noticed further, that this alarming difficult}' was at 
least softened to some of our Metropolitan congregations 
by the assurances of their ministers that, although since 
the last le. ture by Professor Tyndall at the Royal Insti
tution, it had become impossible to think of asking God 
for’any temporal blessing, they might still hope their ap
plications fot spiritual advantages Would occasionally be 
successful : thus implying that though material pro
cesses were necessarily slow, and the laws of Heaven re
specting matter, inviolable, mental processes might be 
instantaneous, and mental laws at any moment disre
garded uy their Institutor : so that the spirit of a man 
might be brought to maturity in a moment, though the 
resources of Omnipotence would be overtaxed, or its con
sistency abandoned, in the endeavour to produce the 
same result on a greengage.

REJOINDER TO THE ABOVE

Mr . Brunei, takes exception to my description of Fin
land being ‘ ‘ as real a democracy as any that exists.” I 
would be quite willing to revise this as “ being on the 
way to becoming a real democracy,”  but I am afraid that 
would not do, for my real offence probably lies deeper— 
that of lacking obedience to .Stalin, which alone accounts 
for the fact that so many of those who were shrieking for 
war turned the other way about when Hitler and Stalin 
formally joined hands.

I do not, by the way blame Russia for trying to make 
itself proof against attack via the Baltic. That is the game 
all nations have played so far as they could, and none 
more successfully than our own. But I do not find my
self of so pliant a nature as to think that what is blame
worthy in Great Britain is admirable in Russia. Nor do 
I find myself able, having always opposed the Hitler 
method of discovering that a people are unfit for self- 
government whenever another power pleases to play the 
part of judge and executioner, to use it as an excuse 
for copying the policy taught by Hitler with regard to 
Austria, Czechoslovakia and Poland.

Mr. Brunei’s misleading presentation of the facts with 
regard to Finland and its Communists do not specially 
concern me, but a brief summary is necessary. Until



December 24, 1939 T H E  F R E E T H IN K E R 825

1917 Finland was a Russian possession. In 1906, follow
ing the war with Japan, the Filths declared a general 
strike, w’hich was so far successful that it managed to 
frame a genuinely democratic constitution. There was 
proportionate representation and a vote for every one 
without distinction of sex. In 1907 the Social Democrats 
received 40 per ceiit of the votes. This reform was soon 
suppressed by Russia.

In 1917, with Russia in Revolution, Finland declared 
its independence. There was a conflict between the Com
munists in Finland, Russia helping them, and Germany 
helping their opponents. There is great dispute as to 
what actually took place, each side painting the other 
black, as is usual in such conflicts. In a brief time the 
internal conflict ended, a special law expelled the Com
munists, as a party, from the Diet, on the grounds of 
plotting to give a foreign nation power in Finland. Mr. 
Brunei mentions the fact without the reason.

There is no strong Trade-Union movement in Finland, 
but there are nearly a hundred thousand members, and 
there is a large and powerful Co-operative movement. 
The Finns have a forty-seven hour week with paid holi
days. From being a very illiterate people there is now 
less than one per cent not able to read and write. Mr. 
FI. Jackson, whose book on Finland, occupies an authori
tative position, says that the public libraries are of a very 
high standard, ‘ ‘ and the equipment of public libraries 
is something to make eyes used to the impoverished in
stitutions of most English country towns open with won
der.”  Sir E. I). Simon, whose excellent little book, 
based on personal study, published by the ‘ ‘ Left Book 
Club ”  (I have taken most of my statements from this 
book, but only after having verified them in others, so far 
as was possible) says that “ living in a town in Finland is 
vastly different from living in a typical industrial city in 
England. There are no slums, there is no dirt.”

The Finnish Diet consists of 198 members. I11 the Diet 
of 1929 (after this date Communists were not allowed to 
stand for election on the ground noted) there were 23 
Communists elected. From 1919 to 1936 there have been 
six elections. The number of Social Democrats elected 
were 80-53-66-78-S3. Counting the combined number of 
Social Democrats, Liberals, and (small) farmers elected 
in these six elections they stand 148-118-126-136-142-141. 
A Left Wing Government was formed, after the last elec
tion, of .Socialists, Agriculturalists, and Liberals. That is 
the Government now in power. It should be said that 
Communists are not expelled the country. They may not 
form a party, on the ground that the intention is to over
throw the State by violence. But 141 .Social Democrats, 
Liberals and small farmers hardly justifies the assumption 
of it being anti-democratie.

There are 285,000 separate farms, and 216,000 of these 
are worked by the people who own them. Large for
tunes are not common in Finland. It is a poor country, 
except in ideals and determination. The farms are 
nearly all of small acreage.

Mr. Brunei should paint with more than one colour. It 
is true that wages are lower than, say, Sweden. But it 
should also have been stated that the cost of living is 
much lower also, and “ there is a fairly good system of 
poor relief.”  It is bad advocacy to suppress facts. They 
have an awkward habit of turning up when least wanted. 
It is also true that, as Mr! Brunei faithfully reports, 
there is no old-age pension scheme. Mr. Brunei is here 
quite right, but it would have been wise to record the 
fact that an Old Age Pension Act has been passed and 
will come into force in a few months.

There is no evidence whatever that the expulsion of 
the Communists in 1930 was brought about by '* big 
business.”  Look at the Constitution of the Diet. Would 
a majority of Social Democrats and Farmers be likely to 
be ruled by “ big business” ? “ Big business”  is respon
sible for many crimes, but it is very stupid indeed to 
make it responsible for everything that is objectionable. 
I ought also to say that I am concerned with what Fin
land is now, and therefore do not traverse all Mr. 
Brunei’s implication, as I might have done.

I think it should be said, as should be obvious, that 
in a Finnish Election the voter’s choice is not restricted to 
different members of the same party That kind of an

election is only one step removed from farcical. Nor do 
I think anyone who is capable of impartiality will find 
anything but amusement in the statement that Finland 
is threatening Russia, and so began the war. That is 
even more stupid than to attribute everything to“ big 
business.”

My apologies to readers for taking up so much space, 
but one cannot answer a number of points in the same 
space that it takes to state them.

C.C.

SHAKESPEARE AND DE VERE

Sir,—No one would have suspected from the way in 
which Mr. A. W. Davis sent me to John M. Robertson 
for the antidote to Bacon (though I distinctly showed I 
was no Baconian) that Robertson was a “  disintegrator” 
himself. In other words, he spent many years of his life 
trying to prove that W. Shakespeare of Stratford did not 
write some of the plays attributed to W. Shakespeare of 
Stratford, nor many parts, both great and small, of other 
plays. In fact, Robertson was both a “ detlironer ”  of 
Shakespeare and one of those “  miserable scribblers ” 
so scathingly denounced by Mimnermus. The only thing 
to his credit in Mr. Davis’s eyes was that lie declared 
Bacon had no hand in the plays— other writers, yes, but 
not Bacon. So lie is looked upon with a little more 
favour by the orthodox.

Mr. Davis, however, can stand anything but Bacon, 
and is so obsessed with Bacon that he simply will not 
allow me to be altogether Oxfordian (though I said I was 
no Baconian). 1 must have a hankering after ‘ ‘ Bacon- 
ism.” My answer is to ask him not to write nonsense.

I cannot ever hope to emulate Mr. Irving in hysterical 
personalities, so will allow him to wallow in them to the 
full. But I can quite understand he did not like my ex
posure of his astonishing chronological ignorance which 
he had to apologize for as “  a passing observation.”  
(It was nothing of the kind.) He now adds that Shake
speare had “  arrived ”  as “ a playwright and poet before 
Oxford was forty years of age.”  That is, that W. Shake
speare of Stratford was known as a playwright and poet 
before 1590. This is just balderdash. ‘ ‘ The first heir 
of my invention” appeared in 1593. As for Shakespeare’s 
knowledge of law it staggered Lord Chief Justice Camp
bell, Malone, Steevens, Grant White, Rushton, Mr. 
Castle, K.C., and Sir George Greenwood, K.C. But Mr. 
Irving finds 110 difficulties there whatever. Shakespeare 
just “ easily visited courts of justice.” What fools these 
eminent Shakespearean scholars and lawyers must b e!

The consummate “  stage-craft ”  found in the plays is 
another of Mr. Irving’s proofs of the Stratford author
ship. But most readers know, I hope, that the Earl of 
Oxford’s “  Players ” were a popular and busy theatrical 
company; and that Oxford wrote plays for them is 
vouched for by contemporary evidence, some of which 
claimed for Oxford as the greatest writer of comedy 
“  among us.” He was quite able to write Hamlet’s ad
vice to the players and show the “  stage-craft ” in the 
plays.

Finally, we aie told that “ the later plays were written 
after Oxford’s death.” We are not told which plays nor 
the date when they were written, nor given the necessary 
evidence for the statement. The truth is—and it is un
controvertible—as the author of Shakespeare Identified 
says, “  W’e have a flood of Shakes]>earean plays being 
published authentically right up to the year before the 
death of Edward de Vere, then a sudden stop, and noth
ing more published with any appearance of proper 
authorization for nearly twenty years, although the re
puted author was alive and active during twelve of these 
years.” On the rock of chronology the case for Oxford 
is invincible.

H. CUTN’F.R

RE NATURE OR NURTURE

j Sir ,— I did not commence this correspondence with 
1 any idea of starting a discussion of the subject; but 

merely to show that there was another side to the ques
tion which 1 considered Sir. Taylor did not, and I sus
pected would not, give the prominence which I thought
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due to it. I sent my letter before the articles were com-! of imprecision. Killing, maiming, starving and ruining 
plete, with the object, if possible, of avoiding a contro- millions of human beings. The process . . . describee 
versy; but as Mr. Taylor lias so kindly offered to lend me j as punishing a guilt}- nation consists in mangling and 
books, courtesy demands a reply. As I have at my dis 
posal a fairly well-stocked private library, and have
access to one of the largest Public Reference Libraries

murdering innumerable innocent individuals.”  Mi. 
Huxley describes this as an International Massacic - 
Force and says that “  it seems almost infinitely itnprob-

out of London, 
generous offer.

I do not need to avail myself of his able that it ever will exist.” He puts the following

As I am writing, perhaps you will allow me a few 
further remarks on the subject of the “  Inheritance of 
Intelligence,’’ by Homo Sapiens, in answer to Mr. Tay
lor’s letter; and I am well aware that the relative efforts 
of “  Nature and Nurture,”  cannot be adequately re
viewed in four articles in the Freethinker.

I would first point out that when I quote the names of 
“  authorities ”  (a word I heartily dislike), it is with two 
objects : —

1. The author quoted expresses my opinion better than 
I could myself (mental laziness is probably a factor here).

2. I wish to avoid giving my reader the impression 
that the data quoted are due to my own researches into 
the subject.

Now, owing to the difficulty of looking at Human Be
haviour and related problems with real objectivity— a 
difficulty, which no doubt Prof. J. B. S. Haldane and 
Prof. L. Hogben appreciate equally with Mr. G. H. 
Taylor—some other instrument is necessary besides ver
bal logic. I, as well as others, find this instrument in 
the comparatively new branch of Mathematics known as 
“  Statistical Analysis,”  with its Significance Tests, Cor
relation Factors, Frequency Curves, etc.

When the mass of data gathered on the question of the 
‘ ‘ Inheritance of Human Intelligence ”  is subjected to 
this analysis, much of it is not of any value for the pur
pose for which it is used, and the rest of very little sig
nificance. “  Significance ” here used in the .Statistical 
sense.

Again, when one reviews the work done over the 
last decade in Biochemistry, one wonders if there is any 
such “ thing ”  as “  Heredity,” as at present understood, 
and I am of the opinion that at some future date, much, 
if not all of what to-day we look upon as being due to 
Heredity will be interpreted in terms of Chemical En
vironment of the developing organism. The use of the 
word “  Pleredity,”  like the word ‘ ‘ Vitalism,” is coming 
to be used to disguise a gap in knowledge.

In conclusion, to revert to Mr. G. H. Taylor’s articles; 
I cannot make the opinion attributed by Mr. Taylor to 
Prof. J. B. ,S. Haldane, in the last sentence of the last 
paragraph but two in the Freethinker for November 19, 
1939, bottom of page 742 column 1, tally with that over 
the name of Prof. Haldane and others in Nature for Sep
tember 16, 1939, page 521, which states : “  For the effec
tive genetic improvement of mankind is dependent upon 
major changes in social conditions and correlative 
changes in human attitudes. I11 the first place, there can 
be no valid basis for estimating and comparing the in
trinsic worth of different individuals without economic 
and social conditions which provide approximately equal 
opportunities for all members of society instead of strati
fying them from birth into classes with widely different 
privileges.”

Albert R. T hornewkll

pointed questions :—
“ How is such a force to be recruited, how officered ? 

how armed ? where located ? who is to decide when it is 
to be used and against whom ? To whom will it owe 
allegiance, and how is its loyalty to be guaranteed ? Is 
it likely that the staff officers of the various nations will 
draw up plans for the invasion and conquest of their own 
country ? or that aviators will loyally co-operate in the 
slaughter of their own people? etc., etc.”  He then goes 
011 to elaborate his point that the business of the League 
of Nations is to concentrate all its energies on the work 
of preventing wars from breaking out, for, he adds, 
“  War cannot be stopped by more war.”

S. Gordon Hogg

National Secular Society

Report or E xecutive Meeting held December 17, 1939

The President, Mr. Chapman Cohen, in the chair.
Also present : Messrs. Clifton, Rosetti (A. C.), Elstob, 

Wood, Freece, Seibert, Ebury, Silvester, Horowitz, 
Griffiths, Mrs. Grant, Mrs. Quinton, and the Secretary.

Minutes of previous meeting read and accepted. 
Monthly Financial Statement presented. New mem
bers were admitted to Liverpool, Glasgow, North Lon
don Branches, and the Parent Society.

Matters concerning two wills in which the Society I* 
interested were discussed and decisions made. Inter
ference with the selling of literature at meetings of the 
Southend Branch was further rejrorted together with the 
action being taken by the Executive.

The first notice for the Conference in 1940 was ordered 
to be circulated to. Branches.

A number of minor items were dealt with. The next 
meeting of the Executive was fixed for January 28, 1940, 
and the proceedings closed.

R. H. R osetti,

General Secretary

Twenty Five Years Ago

T he British public who buy Christmas cards this year 
will notice that the Prince of Peace has been ousted 
by the soldier in khaki, for on a very large number of 
these articles of stationery warlike figures and verses 
have usurped the customary pacific figures. What an 
elastic religion is Christianity ? When the god is 
changed from Christ to Mars, the worshippers do not seem 
to mind in the least.

WAR AIMvS

S ir,—Y our comment that “ we must make it plain to 
the world that we are ready to submit all national dis
putes to an independent internationally constituted tri
bunal armed with power to enforce its decisions/' pre
supposes an armed force. And is the law between nations 
the same as that between individuals where enforcement 
is concerned? You say that it can be justified.

I cannot do better than quote the arguments used by 
Aldous Huxley against these doctrines (pp. 112-3 Ends 
and Means, Chatto and Windus).

‘ ‘Police action against an individual criminal is radi
cally different from action by a nation of group of 
nations against a national criminal. The police act 
with a maximum of precision; they go out and arrest the 
guilty person. Nations and groups of nations act through 
their armed forces, which can only act with a maximum

SUNDAY LECTUBE NOTICES, Etc.
LONDON

INDOOR

North L ondon Branch (Cricketers’ Arms, Inverness 
ness Street, near Camden Town Underground Station) : No 
Lecture.

OUTDOOR

N orth  L ondon Branch N.S.8. (White Stone Pond, Hamp
stead) : 11.30. Parliament Hill Fields, 3.30, Mr. L- Ebury.

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 12 noon until 
6 pan. Various Speakers.

COUNTRY
INDOOR

L iverpool Branch N.S.S. (Transport Hall, Islington, 
Liverpool) : 7.0, Mr. Q. T. Owen—A Lecture.
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TO  BOOK LOVERS PAM PHLETS FO R TH E PEOPLE
By CHAPMAN COHEN

A  considerable'number of volumes from tlie 
library of Mr. T . F. P a l m e r ,  a Freethinker 
contributor, must unavoidably be disposed 
of. A  catalogue lias been prepared giving 
titles, authors and other essential information 
of over 300 volumes. Any reader who might 
wish to acquire any of these may obtain cata
logue by writing to : —

Mr. T. F. PALMER,
2 Bartholomew Villas, Kentish Town, 

London, N.W.5

The various works are of high general in
terest, and are likely to prove especially at
tractive to Freethinkers.

PAGAN ELEMENTS IN  
CHRISTIANITY

H. CU TN E R
A concise and scathing account of the debt 
Christianity owes to Paganism, with a chapter 

on Relics jv

1. Did Jesus Christ Ever Live?
2. Morality Without God.
3. What is the Use of Prayer ?
4. Christianity and Woman.
5. Must We Have a Religion?
6. The Devil.
7. What Is Freethought?
8. Gods and Their Makers.
9. Giving ’em Hell.

10. The Church’s Fight for the Child.
11. Deit7 and Design

12. W hat is tiie U se of a F uture L if e ?
13. Thou shalt not suffer a Witch to Live.
14. Freethought and the Child.

Other Pamphlets in this Series to be published shortly 
One Penny Each) Postage halfpenny

WILL CHRIST SAVE U S?
G. W . FOO TE

This pamphlet is a characteristic piece of 
writing of the founder and late editor 
of the Freethinker.

Thirty-two pageB, Twopence, Post free 23d.

Pries Bixpence Postage Id,
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A NEW YEAR’S OFFER
TH E “ F R E E T H IN K E R ”

E d ited  by C H A PM A N  COHEN

ig published every Thursday, and may be ordered direct 
fiom the Publishing Office at the following rates : 
One Year, 15s.; Six Mouths, 7s. 6d.; Three Months, 
3s. gd.

Until March 31, 1939, a year’s subscription will en
title the sender to a selection of five sliillings’worth of 
Pioneer Press publications, provided that he is not 
already a subscriber. This offer applies to new sub
scribers only. Specimen copy with list sent on request.

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

To the P ioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
E.C.4.

Please send me the Freethinker for one year, for 
which 1 enclose 15s. Send me also the promised publi
cations to the value of 5s. free of cost and carriage. I 
am not already a suhseriber to the Freethinker.

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

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

T he P io n eer  Press, 61 F arringdon S t.,L ondon , E .0 .4
«IIIIIIIIIIHIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIUIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIUUIIIIIIIIilllllllllllllllliniHlllllllllllt

Other Pamphlets by G. W. FO O TE
Bible and Beer. 2d., postage Ad.
T he Mother of G od. 2d., postage Ad.
Defence of F ree Speech (being his speech before 

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

T he Jewish L ife of Christ. (Translated from the 
Hebrew), with introductory preface. 6d., post
age Ad.

The Philosophy of Secularism, ad., postage Ad.

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
By G. W. FOOTE and W. P. BALL

Cloth 2s. 6d. Postage 3d.

BRAIN and MIND I
----- BY —

Dr. ARTHUR LYNCH.

This is an introduction to a scientific psych
ology along lines on which Dr. Lynch is 
entitled to speak as an authority. It is a 

pamphlet which all should read.

Price - 6d. Y By post - 7d.
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BOOKS FOR G IFT S

PO S SES S IO N
Demoniacal and Other, among Primitive Races, in Antiquity, 

the Middle Ages and Modern Times

Professor T. K. OESTERREICH
(TU BIN G EN )

This work, published in 1930, is an outstanding work on the question of 
“ possession ” by spirits, and in effect a critical examination of the theory of 
" souls.” The phenomena are dealt with in terms of modern psycho-pathology. 
The approach is completely scientific. It deals with the phenomena named as set 
forth in the Bible, the New Testament, in the primitive world, in ancient and 

modern times, as well as in connexion with modern Spiritualism.

400 pp. published at 21s. Price 5s. 6d., postage 6d.
C olonial O rders S ixpence E xtra

Only a limited number available

By CHAPMAN COHEN
Essays in Freethinking

5 Volumes. 2S. gd. post free. 12s. 6d. post free for 
the five.

Materialism Restated
New Edition, greatly enlarged. Strongly bound 
in Cloth. Post free 3s. rod.

Selected Heresies
An Anthology. Cloth gilt 3s. 6d. Postage 3d.

Opinions
Random Reflections and Wayside Sayings. With 
portrait of the Author. Calf 5s. Cloth gilt 
3s. 6d. Postage 3d.

Gramophone Record
Gold label Edison Bell— “  The Meaning and 
Value of Preethought.”  Price 2s. By post 
2S, rod. Foreign and Colonial orders is. extra.

By G. W. FOOTE
Shakespeare and other Literary Essays

W ith Preface by Chapman Coiien. 3s. 6d. 
Postage 3d.

Bible Handbook
For Freethinkers and Enquiring Christians. 
(With W . P. Bale). Eighth Edition. 2s. 6d. 
Postage 3d.

Bible Romances
224 pages of Wit and Wisdom. Price post free 
2s. gd.

By J. W. W HEELER
Paganism in Christian Festivals

Cloth is. Postage i^ d .

By THOMAS PAINE
Age of Reason

With Portrait of Paine. On art paper. 250 
pages. Post free is. gd.

Printed and Published by T his Pioneer Press (G. W. F oote & Co., L td.), 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.


