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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

¢«ble-dealing Rome
<o J Roman Catholic press in this country is in a
(illenillai and the Roman Catholic press represents
tid_Olnail Church. One of the factors in this situa-
re UBB°ur alliance with Russia. Ever since the Russian
i'® ut®n the Roman Catholics in this country, and
abl-¥  ~em hold high positions and exert consider-
@ J InAuence on our politics, have done what they
ror( prevent genuinely friendly relations with a
TIi WQment that had openly professed itself Atheistic,
dong raked LP many of the vilest stories that have
P service m the history of Christian propaganda.
uti,[fsia Was t0 ke treated as a pariah amongst the
s and some would have welcomed an armed
3Qk crusade against a government that had
declared itself to be non-religious. Then Ger-
t)J' backed Russia, and Mr. Churchill promptly
¢, Properly announced that any country that was
th(! In8 against Germany was on our side and we on
Q(lls They were, for the time being, at least our
grades in arms.  Some of the religious papers
ejM”t they saw a way out. It was carefully
~AMained that we had not a real alliance with Russia,
' ™ere only “associated” with her for a specific
r°se—that of killing Germans. That, in its way,
8 dl attempt to sabotage the combination at the
k 8% Quick to see the danger, the Prime Minister
i, ,mP% announced that our relation was that of
atl% fledged Alliance, although he had carefully
thn°unced—with an eye on his religious supporters—
t ‘d his opposition to Communism was as great as
tMI- The Russians might well have retorted that
Were as strongly opposed to our religious and
system as ever. But they did not, and so came
LPush this petty discussion with the greater dignity.
. What was to be done? There was a kind of half
I"“ht-ahout turn. The Russian Churches which had
frei completely forbidden by the government were
Tened and crowded with Christians—who had been
"issacred (in the religious press) over and over again.
, W resurrection of so many dead was the first miracle
06 1h€ alliance. Nothing like it had been seen since
9"time of Jesus Christ, when the dead arose from
Hh graves and walked about the streets of Jerusalem
i'""d then promptly disappeared from the pages of
Isl°ry. Equally miraculous was the appearance of
fu«ibers of tanks of as high quality as anything that
.eftnany possessed, and made by a people who were
Glared to be hopeless as mechanics. The skill of
le Russian military leaders evoked the admiration

of both Britain and the United States. The courage
of the Russian people, fighting in defence of a system
which they were, according to the religious press,
waiting eagerly to overthrow, astonished the world.
They simply did not know when they were beaten.
The Germans complained that they fought with
“stupid obstinacy” and “unbelievable courage.”
Even Lord Halifax admits that the Russian interven-
tion may well have marked the turning point of the
war. The people who could not develop an engineer-
ing class have shown themselves well able to conduct
a mechanical war—and then some.

Forever Christianity

But the religious interests that have fought for
years against a friendly understanding with Russia,
while displaying forbearance with Hitler’s Germany,
are not dead, they are merely lying dormant and we
shall have to reckon with them when the war is over.
We shall find an indication of this if we notice the
British Roman Catholic press and Spain. The
Spanish government is very religious, very Roman
Catholic, and very Fascist. Most of the pre-
revolutionary financial holdings of the Church have
now been restored, as well as its power. The Church
has again control over what is called education, there
are many thousands of Republicans in prison, and
Franco’s government has promised military help to
Germany. Franco lias also received the praise of the
Pope as a faithful son of the Church. Here is the
Catholic Herald’s apology for Franco (July 25):—

“Spain has been through hell in the grim work
of redeeming a Catholic land from disintegration,
Secularism and Bolshevism.  She (Franco)
associates the evils that came within an ace of
conquering her to the pagan philosophy of
universal toleration. She simply could not wish
for the victory of the very international forces
that laid her low. How is she to interpret the
climax of a freely entered into alliance between
these Western Powers and Bolshevism itself. . . .
The time is rapidly coming when we might also
begin to ask ourselves how it is that these smaller
countries seem to prefer the cause of our enemies
despite our enemies’ acts of crime, aggression and
tyranny?”

It does not need a superior intelligence to read be-
tween the lines of the passage cited, and in doing so
we must remember that the Catholic press is domin-
ated by the Church even if it is not officially under
its control.  The last passage is glaring in its
unveracity.  Religious zeal’ has never suggested a
falser statement than to speak of the “smaller” coun-
tries that are under the German heel having preferred
the cause of German Nazism to friendly relationships
with the Allies. Did Belgium, Holland, Norway,
Greece, the Balkan States, and others choose freely
between Germany and the Allies? No greater lie
was ever suggested than this. Putting others on one
side, there is not one of the occupied nations that
would not have welcomed Russia as an ally, to say
nothing of Britain, France, and the United States.
If the Roman Church had really concerned itself with
the preservation, of Freedom, it could have used against
Germany its—to Roman Catholics—terrible weapon of
excommunication. It has contented itself mainly
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with protests and broad generalisations about freedom
that permit of reservations in favour of a liberty that
will leave room for Roman Catholic illiberalism. If
Spain, had been a Protestant country the. conduct of
its leaders would not have been dealt with by the
Vatican in so sympathetic a manner.

Haiti and Berlin

Here is a further example of the same attitude in
another connection. A recent article in the organ of
the Association for Head Masters and Mistresses has
given offence to the Catholic Herald, that is to Roman
Catholicism, because the Association objects to cer-
tain steps being taken by Vichy France. The passage
cited by the Herald runs thus: —

“Religious instruction has now been made an
obligatory part of the curriculum of primary and
secondary schools. A new subject (which has its
exact counterpart in Germany and Japan) has
been added—social ethics. The curriculum for
the latter has been worked out in detail by the
Ministry of Education and stresses duty to God
and to the State, and bans atheism. This is
in addition to the decrees which increase the
power of the Roman Catholic Church over State
education. The law of 1908 separating Church
and State has been repealed, and the return of
the Chartreuse Monks to France after 37 years
of exile was the symbol of this change. Religious
denominations can now teach in schools, and the
Catholic Church has gained increasing privileges,
The results of this policy have reacted viciously
against many teachers in France.”

The character of what Heine called “the great lying
church” was never better displayed than in its con-
demnation of the British association for attacking the
German-French tactics. Everyone knows that to-day
there is no French Government in France. There is
only a puppet of which Germany pulls the strings.
And there is the significant fact that the wording of
the “reforms” are German in character.  All that
the Herald is doing is to welcome the return of the
Church to power, a return against which the best of
Frenchmen have been fighting for many years.

Consider the method of this Catholic journal. It
complains that the teachers’ association is condemning
“education in a spirit of discipline and obedience”
and that it is “opposing the motto ‘Labour, Family,
State and the back to the land ideal’.” That is sheer
deliberate misrepresentation worthy of “Haw-Haw”
or Goebbels. It simply is not true. The teachers are
properly protesting against the German, and even the
Roman Catholic interpretation and misuse of these
phrases. They are protesting against the German,
and the Roman Catholic conception of what consti-
tutes reform and liberty. We cannot really insult the,
intelligence of the managers of the Herald by assuming
that they do not know that Vichy is a mouthpiece of
Germany, and that what Germany means by such
terms ns education, back to the land, discipline, etc.,
are not identical with what we mean by them. The*
interpretation is, in fact, directly to the contrary. The’
Catholic Herald is not run by fools. The quality of
some of its followers is another question.

Nor should we forget that the Roman Church has
never given up hope of one day seeing Europe re-
formed on the medieval plan. Medievalism is the
permanent ideal of the Roman Church.

A Heaven for Priests

The island of Haiti lias just achieved a new Presi-
dent in the person of Elie Lescot. The Herald and
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the Vatican are delighted, and the reason is"n0
to seek. The Herald prints the following-

“*‘As a true and practising Catholic,
President Lescot, ‘I find it heartrendingt® "
Church and religion exposed to the P i3
proselytising in my country.” This, he sa
the nation’s principal problem—that an
reason for it: a lamentable lack of Catho tc
native and foreign. He declared that a » #
project of his administration will be to s
remedy for this clerical famine.” A

The President has also proclaimed that ho ®&V_
my government shall ever be in violation of "ie 1 0f
ciples of the Roman Catholic Church.” We aie"<a
surprised that the Pope has sent President
very special Apostolic Blessing.” He deserves e

President Lescot means business.  Archbishop®
Bishops, and priests will be appointed by himan 9
all will be paid by the State. Haiti promises to
paradise for Roman Catholic priests with then
trines protected from attack and all expenseS
The good Franco has returned a deal of the loot 0
Church, which it lost during the revolution. L ™e
one form or another, will be the attraction 0
Catholic priesthood in both places. If Hitler hal
taken care to come to terms with the Vatic®I n
career of conquest might have been much easier
it is.

But a plain question. Will anyone point °u* j,
substantial difference between the state of affar®
Haiti—if the President gets his way— and the si
tion in Berlin? We admit that brutalitieS> 0
denial of human rights, the massacres, may not
numerous, or the denial of personal rights so d®
in Haiti as in Berlin. The prisons may not *
large, nor so well-filled as in Germany, althoughl”
cannot help recalling a time when the public ic*
tion of heretics was quite a popular method of ell* ¢
taining a Christian populace, and must remember *
President’s resolve to see that there is no violatio »
Roman Catholic principles. We must also remedy
that Roman Catholic legalists have always read *
a non-Catholic religion may be treated as an attac
the Roman Church.

So one may well ask what really will be the dfi®
enco between Haiti and Berlin if the Roman Cat*1 ~
clergy rule the roost? Substitute the Papal-dire®”
President for Hitler and the army of priests f°r
Gestapo, add the suppression of all teaching that®
flicts with Rome, and what substantial difference
there? The precise degree of brutality is beside i
question. If only Hitler could establish his new QL
in Europe it is easily possible that two or three gene!{
tions might see the people of the controlled count*1l
with a docility so developed, that there would &
a people living with the contentment of well %
cattle and the aspirants for a free life existing as !
more than a reversion to an earlier form of sc*
life that would soon be eradicated.

Let us never forget two things. First, if we c&
transport ourselves back to the days of (he declinll0
Roman Empire we can imagine the scepticism 'v*
which a cultured denizen of old Rome would ha®c
listened to a prophecy that there would ever set 11
such an eclipse of civilisation as that which coincide
with the reign of the Christian Church.  Yet, for
many centuries civilisation sank lower and lower>
the science, the philosophy, the culture of the
Pagan, world was so far forgotten that its reappc®”
nnce was regarded with amazement—and with 10
greater opposition than the world now regards the
impact of Nazism. We should never forget Gibbon 6
tremendous summing up of his great history that h°
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been chronicling the triumph of “barbarism and
religion.” That is what we arc faced with to-day, the
onslaught Of barbarism and religion represented by
*azism and a renaissance of the Christian religion as
presented by the Roman Catholic Church.
Hie second thing to remember is that in the game
°| breeding believers the Christian Church is a very
dli practitioner. Hitler and his gang have not yet
“U a single generation with which to work out Ins
Pars. Already we are beginning to realise the
anatical fervour of large numbers of the new genera-
S°n °f Germans for their semi-divine leader, Hitler.
j"t against Hitler’s single generation we have to put
O more than thirty generations during which the
mstian Church practised the ethics of the stud
um—eliminating by tire and sword, by torture and
‘dth; by the threat of eternal damnation to the
""peliever, hy a social boycott and an educational pro-
*$1° destroy even the ambition to acquire the aspira-
' Ifor eedom of thought and speech among the
People- ft s very easy to console oneself with such
Imegine maxims as “Truth will conquer.”  Given
' chances, or even something less than equal
© md the maxim is sound enough. But truth
ﬁ‘nn meets error on equal terms. Error is estab-
Il{lj< before truth begins to take its first timid and
bon 1" ePs'  An established falsehood in any direc-
ov Us a tremendous advantage over a newly dis-
bi>p truth- Why, we have not yet managed to
i, ] d°wn the awe of the name of “king’’ that began
jlav e belief that the king was a god incarnate. We
btlu nGt,, M broken the tendency to bow before the
inai 0L Lord™ or “Duke’” as a consequence of the
/.generations of feudal rule which our forbears
Gil 1''Oced. The slave spirit still lurks in most, and
its . t(in be detected where one is least expectant of
Presence.
"e) u small cloud that preceded a heavy storm
the a\® an indication of the return of medievalism in
boils Orb'ned attack by the clergy of all denomina-
tyiii, 01 the little freedom our schools have secured.
A 6Writing this | came across an item of news that
of j*mbers of the House of Lords and 152 members
tatl, 6 House of Commons have presented a memo-
ty Umto the Prime Minister asking the Government
ha-2*'6 eect in the schools to the five points which
I obeen adopted by the Churches, and secretly backed
A 'i'embers of the Government. If that is done it will
the first triumph on the way to the weakening of
t,e educational value of the schools and the develop-
(j'jof areal democracy. The Churches are making
n'Ost profit they can out of the war. We cannot
hif® "0r moch help from the House of Commons to
i Is"ate the clerical plot to capture the schools. But
( "MHhe unfortunate if the chief victims of the peace
'fiJ °ut to be the present generation of children.
CHAPMAN COHEN.

tH monks and their dependants

AIOLTC and even sentimental Protestant writers
bn 9 h”*sented many fanciful pictures of the relations
1'vOen the monastic orders and the poor and
(vpressed. We have been solemnly assured that there
'dT 10 ne°d f°r a TOOL' Law in England until the dis-
A'dion of the monasteries by the tyrannical Henry
il h. and that this scandalous proceeding necessitated
L later Act of Elizabeth.

) As a matter of fact, however, even the free tenant
i‘f O'edieval times was far more at the mercy of the
jindholder than he is to-day. And when monasticism
' at the height of its power, the freeman consti-
ut® a small minority only of a population mainly
i“icultural. This was certainly so in Britain and in
eweral Continental lands. The mass of the rural
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community endured a state of bondage, whether we
regard them as “serfs” or “villeins.” As Dr. Coulton
states in the second volume of his Five Centuries of
Religion (Cambridge, 1927): “The serf was a chattel,
‘an economic unit.” He could be sold, with or with-
out his little holding; he could be exchanged or pawned
like any other chattel. The lawyers of the later
twelfth century are still asserting a principle which
originally had been undisputed, that the serf could
possess nothing of his own; both his body and his
savings, his ‘peculium’ belonged in strict right to his
lord. In practice this was very considerably modified
by 1200; yet the theory preserved enough vitality to
legalise extortions, here and there, even under
Elizabeth.”

Not only had the serf no personal rights, but his
“brood” as his offspring were disdainfully designated,
were equally unfree. If the serf and his spouse were
the property of different feudal magnates, they were
at liberty to apportion the peasants’ children between
them. Bondmen and bondwomen, when they wedded,
were compelled to pay a fine to the lay or clerical
landed proprietor and were liable to the infliction of a
further fine if, by choosing a partner from another
manor, they lessened the labour services of their own.
This system led to close inbreeding in the tiny village
communities, and it was deemed expedient to relax
the rigours of the Canon Law concerning prohibited
degrees of matrimony. It is soberly recorded that
some of the more avaricious landlords mated their
serfs, much as they mated their cattle, to increase the
labour supply. Contemporary documents attest that
on a manor near Bale “the hailiffs yearly chose couples
and mated them, as if they had been oxen; the monks
of St. Albans and Halsowen habitually prescribed to
such and such labourers that they should take such

and such widows under pain of fine; it was obviously
uneconomic to allow tho woman to manage her hold-

ing alone, while there were bachelors about.”

Whatever its earlier justification, by the 13th
century the heriot had become utterly anomalous.
For under this ancient custom the lord retained his
right to claim possession of the best beast on a hold-
ing when a serf died, at the very time when his widow
and children were in their deepest distress.  Also
the parish priest became entitled to the second best
animal on the holding. Moreover, the most artful
legal quibbles were employed to plunder and degrade
the poor, and might usurped the throne of right. As
Dr. Coulton intimates: “The monks at Ramsey were
not exceptional in keeping a foreman with a rod to hold
over the reapers at their work ; on the contrary, there
are many other such records, and the overseer’s rod
was an ordinary phenomenon in the harvest field.”
These wero the days regretted by modern romantic
writers, as those of a departed merry England, made
drab and drear by industrial development.

Then, as now, the pious deplored the indifference
of the people towards sacred observances. Common
were the complaints of the clergy on this score.
Naturally enough, the downtrodden serfs seized every
available opportunity to escape tho drudgery and
monotony of their daily toil. So Sundays and saints’
days became the occasions of revel and intemperance.
In Italy, moans Antonino, the peasants “spend little
time in divine service . . . but in games, in taverns
and in contentions at the church doors. They
blaspheme God and his saints on slender provocation.
Very many of them do not confess once a year; and
far fewer are those who take the communion under
the false belief that they need not communicate except
when they grow old or are sick unto death.”

Save in rare instances, the Church proved inimical
to the welfare of the peasantry.  Yet it has been
boldly asserted and is commonly believed, that the
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steady mitigation and ultimate extinction of serfdom
resulted from the benign influence of the Church, and
that of the monks above all. This constantly repeated
claim has been completely negatived by the careful
researches of Fournier and Brecht. As Coulton indi-
cates, there exists nothing save legendary report to
suggest that the monastic orders ever followed the
example of those humane landholders who manu-
mitted considerable numbers of their serfs as a pass-
port to paradise. “For nearly all the monastic
enfranchisements recorded,”” Dr. Coulton avers, “we
have either explicit evidence that the serf bought his
liberty with hard cash, or have strong reasons to sus-
pect it. A thirteenth century abbot of St. Germain-des-
Pres, for instance, sold to a village for 1,400 livres
(the pre-war [1914] equivalent of £3,000), not com-
plete freedom but remission of the most onerous
servile dues and disabilities.”” The Chapter of Notre
Dame de Paris secured a far more substantial sum for
a similar concession. Abbots and other ecclesiastics
«ere frequently accused of granting manumissions for
monetary payment and then defrauding their abbey by
pocketing the cash. In fact, manumission was as
alien to custom as to lax’. On lay and ecclesiastical
estates alike, the serf was permitted no independence
whatever and was as much a part of the manor as the
soil itself..  Again, as Coulton states: “Canon law
explicitly forbade alienation of serfs; . . . and English
records show how, in the few cases «'here a bishop
wanted to free, a trusted servant who was not too
decrepit td have lost his market value, he found it
advisable to secure himself by procuring papal licence.
Serfdom therefore lasted longest of all on ecclesiastical,
and especially monastic estates; there were about
300,000 in France when the Revolution broke out.”

It has been stated that the monks never rackrented
their tenants. Yet, Dr. Coulton notes that their
records “which have survived in abundance, prove
conclusively that they did.” The heriot, a death duty
sometimes equivalent in value to half the serf’s belong-
ings, was exacted as remorselessly by the monastic
authorities, as. by the average lay landholder. Then
there was the mortuary due under which “the clergy
seized the beds of their dead parishioners.” It is true
that the Pope, Innocent Ill., counselled moderation
in the exercise of this clerical exaction, although he
fully conceded that the clergy were entitled to this
due. Yet, in England, this nefarious exaction persisted
until the reign of Henry VIII.

The alms dispensed at the abbey gates have been
the theme of many dithyrambic writers.  But the
amount of charity bestov'ed appears to have been
enormously exaggerated. Dr. Coulton seems fully
justified in his estimate that if the alms conferred
“had been multiplied fourfold, they would not have
equalled what the monks drew from their rights,
hallowed by custom and law, of taking to their own
use the greater part of the endowments of a large
number of parishes. ... It was notorious, and popes
and councils complained in vain, that the monasteries
neglected the villages from which they generally
sucked about two-thirds, and sometimes a great deal
more, of the parochial endowments.”

T. F. PALMER.

Innocent I1l1. was lopo in 1207 and was not satisfied
with spiritual power unless he could render that power
an instrument for the subjugation of every European State
to a humiliating subserviency. This principle, as expressed
by himself in a memorable letter, was that “as God
created two luminaries, one superior for the day and the
other inferior for the night, which last owes its splendour
entirely to the first, so he has disposed that the regal
dignity should he but a reflection of the Papal authority,
and entirely subordinate to it.”—Knight’s “ Ilistoey.”

August 17, 1011

A SCHOLAR WHO SHOOK THE WORLD

&ofar as a man thinks, he is free.
—E merson-

Instead of being made—make yourself.
—H erbert Spencer
John P. Robinson, he
Sez they didn’t know everything down in Judoe-
_ LOWELR

ERNEST RENAN, scholar and philosopher, ne'er
cared for the applause of the world, but he would have
smiled his kindly smile if he had known that i"
February, 1923, people would be celebrating the cen
tenary of his birth. Renan had, during life, a lad;
share of popularity, and his influence was continuous
from the publication of his famous “ Life of Jesus,
in which he wrote the life of the young Jewish fa“dC
whom he had served in his youth. What a storm «’e
book provoked! For years it rained pamp>ce,
Fifteen hundred replies were published within g feA
months of its appearance. Whether men applau
or criticised, none could deny its power. Priests *
rail and the pious might sigh, but they both have "
to reckon with it. Not even the most reactionary”
the commentators on the Gospel legends have wr” t
as they would have written had Renan’s book u
been published. R

It was a famous victory for Freethought, and n
the less effective because it was bloodless. For ReU %
kid-glove method is as fatal to religion as SW i
critical thoroughness. Airily and daintily the i'l
scholar explains away the glamour and wonder o *
Christian fables. The result is as deadly as the it
attack of the German scholar, although Renan
with a smile what Strauss does with grim deter
tion. Always under the velvet glove was the
gauntlet.

The man who could alter the faith of thousand
well equipped for his task, for he was a great "
as well as a complete scholar. In many hundre *
pages Renan showed the sarcastic power of the
language in hands that can evoke its subtleties *
wield its trenchant power. In his hands it "vaS”
effective and deadly a weapon as that handle *
Edward Gibbon, although many tracts in the tL°uS”
years of history seem as if they had been made to
the genius of the greatest of all historians, who
amid the quiet acacias of Lausanne. W.ith his C. .
tific bent on the one side, and his early clerical fral”
on the other, Renan «‘as still at heart a Voltair
Ho oven suggested that Jesus at Gethsemane may 1 f
looked hack with a sigh to the black-eyed maidcns
Galilee, who, tinder happier conditions, might n
made his bliss. The sentiment «'ns popular, for 11 ]
sympathetic lady-readers of the Gospels have lainsl
that the founder of the Christian religion was n°
marrying man. iS

Renan’s own pilgrimage from Rome to Reason
told frankly and fully in his o«m incompaTlil
language in *“ Souvenirs” and “Fragments.” In tt*f
two books he tells the story of the sufferings *
endured as ho shook off his beliefs. The serins
letters he addressed to his friend, the Abbe Liart, s'1
step by step how he lost hold of his faith. In j
final struggle he is driven to the Bible and to RaSO®
In Pascal ho finds that a great apologist, “ hardly
to affirm anything.” Tn the Bible he finds 1egend
superstition. Then there were domestic troubles, b
there were foes in his own household. How Rena]i
heartstrings were tugged, for his mother vras look*1l
forward to his ordination in happy security. This W&
a difficult knot to unravel. He says pathetically

“ | exerted all my ingenuity in inventing waV
of proving to her that | was still the good boy a"

WS
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in the past. Little by little the wound healed.
When she saw me still good and kind to her, as
1 had always been, she owned that there were
several ways of being a priest, and that nothing

wes altered in me but my dress, which was indeed
the truth.”

Tneway was smoothed by Renan’s brave sister,
Henriettgy and the touching dedication of the “ Life

Jesus  expresses in a few sentences what he owed
toher. The story of his mental development is told
mhis inimitable way in “ Souvenirs,” but that is the
"'emory of a man looking back upon the past, with
'he fragrance and sadness of the days that are no
llere. One thing emerges from all his writings, and
lat is his complete honesty. Truthful in his own
"spite, it was this uncommon quality that laid the
"nhation of his maturer influence and universal
Understf nding.  The real importance of such a man
= Hghan will be found as much in the processes of
Is quest as in what he discovered.

In all the little ironies of literature there are few
hugs more interesting than that Renan’s favourite
hjects are chosen from a race of men, as he himself
"Harks, as different as possible from himself. Lut

iere his theme is one of the heroes of philosophy,
arcus Aurelius or Spinoza, his eyes kindle, and his
1?ile is graver. For Renan was imperturbable.

Ircugh all the charlatanism and devilries of super-
;,lQu he went his quiet way, humming softly to
"Hself. Ear Off the murmur of the busy and noisy
"Wald sounded but dimly; but the scholar wrote his

hunT <n<* brought his dreams of the redemption of
futI&nlty within the realm of reality. He was content,

Worked at the loom of the future.
MIMNERMUS.

ACID DROPS

S){(]t’(igcl upcn a time there was current in the Christian
bin t .a theory that a statement might be true in theology
118 in science, or true in science and false in theology.
& convenient, because it enabled the Christian
o/ftch to forbid a teaching, without damaging theology
[t Inuch, and to make legal any theological absurdity.
ajt*ay he that the Rev Professor Whale has a hankering
tli.1 b“s old plan for, on being asked whether he believes
ttc St(iry of the Creation in the Bible, the fall of man,
hPli 'VrQtrue>ashamed to be a real Christian, Mr. Whale
\r G.that these things are only spiritually true. But
« 4 Whale must know that historic Christianity has
ogativelx stood by their literal truth. He must know
e main purpose of the coming of Christ was to save
,'roni the taint derived from Adam anil his sin in the
dct en of Eden. To quote Paul, “ As in Adam all men
99 Soin Christ are all made alive.” Of course, Mr. Whale
|,j& not believe those things, hut why call himself a
w . agree that to say one thing and mean
"ei, or to lay down a doctrine and then, when occasion
'>s- to deny that the doctrine is not true—save in the
modual sense, is very old Christian business. But if a
>n the business or scientific world behaved in this

N he would be called either a cheat or a liar.

uia

that Lourdes is suffering a “temporary eclipse”

a **h “our Lady” seems to have been unable to avoid,
Catholic papers have to send their dupes to other

a UUnes” The “ Universe,” for example, has discovered
f * Fatima in Portugal “ is in some respects an even more
f "ai'kable witness to the piety of Catholic Europe ” than
°Urdes—which is etiough to upset the whole bunch of
| dicity experts in the French town. Fatima went two
il Jr than Lourdes, which could only boast of an appari-
., °fF Mary. At Fatima, Jesus, Mary and Joseph, with
alog complete, all appeared to three children, aged seven,
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nine and ten respectively, in 1917, and ever since the
faithful in Portugal have made crowded pilgrimages there.
Of course, “ long records of bodily cures ” followed at once,
but it would not have been in the best interests of Lourdes
to have called attention to them. So it is a case of business
as usual.

The well organised campaign to hand over the schools
to the control of the Churches—so well organised that very
few letters against this threatened betrayal of our educa-
tional system are permitted to appear—does occasionally
meet with opposition. The “ Kilburn Times” is one ol
the few papers that lias not been bought over or frightened
into silence, and in a recent issue we were glad to see a
plain but important question put to these kidnappers. A
correspondent asks how teachers would teach their pupils
the Athanasian Creed.

“ Whosoever will be saved before all things it is
necessary that he hold the Catholick Faith. Which
Faith except one do keep whole and undefiled, without
doubt he shall perish everlastingly."

And here is the closing: —

“ This is the Catholick Faith which except a man

believe faithfully he cannot be saved.”

Of course, the answer is that they would not teach this
creed to children as it runs. They would merely have to
suggest that if they wish to go to heaven they must believe
in certain teachings and hint as to something dreadful
that would happen to them if they did not become good
Christians. In other words, the schools are to be used as
training grounds for the Churches. The children are to
leave school in such a state that they will become easy
prey to Christian organisations.

For those who say glibly that the doctrine outlined in
the quotations given above may be corrected by the follow-
ing from our pamphlet on “ The Devil.” Here is one
quotation which until a few years ago formed part of tho
Wesleyan Methodist Catechism, and was intended for

"children of tender years” :—

“ What sort of a place is hell?

A dark and bottomless pit, full of lire and brimstone.

How will the wicked he punished there ?

Their bodies will be tormented with fire, and their
souls by a sense of the wrath of God.

How long will their torments last?

The torments will last for ever and ever.”

Or this from a Roman Catholic pamphlet, one written for

“ children and young persons,” and published at one penny.

It describes to a child what a room in hell is like: —

“ Look into this room. What a dreadful place it is.

The roof is red hot, the walls aro red hot, the lloor is
like a thick sheet of red iron. See, on the middle of
that red-hot floor stands a girl. . . . “Look,” she says
(to the devil), “at my burnt and bleeding feet. Let
me go off this burning floor for one moment. . . .” Tho
devil answers her question : *No, not for one singlo
moment during the never-ending eternity of years
shall you ever leave this red-hot floor.””

Then let us also remember that this is still the teachings

of many Churches and the beliefs of large numbers of

Christians.

Generally speaking, there has not been nearly the keen-
ness shown to develop religious teaching in secondary
schools as in the elementary ones. This is probably because
the age of the pupils makes’it more dangerous. The
questions to which religious instruction give rise could
not so easily be set aside as in the case of little children
who live with more of a fairy tale atmosphere around them.
But the educational plot does not overlook even the
secondary schools, and wo see that the Lichfield Diocesan
Magazine points out that “ in view of the fact that prac-
tically all the future teachers of religion are themselves
trained in secondary schools, it is of first-rate importance
that steps should be taken where necessary to.extend the
scope of religious teaching in these schools, including the
provision of such teaching throughout the whole of tho
school’s life.”
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From the B.B.C. 7-55 terror on July 31: “ Do you agree
that the only thing that will save the world is Christianity,
the Christianity that has never been tried?” We do not
know who was the intellectual mishap responsible for this
gem. What we need is a Christianity that has never
existed! But what has existed for so many centuries?
What has the world been paying for? Is it just a mixture
of rogues and fools that has given the world what it
thought was Christianity ? And how do we know that the
Christianity that has never been tried is the only thing
that will save the world ? Where on earth does the B.B.C.
get these specimens from? Wo are ready to wager that
the same speakers will be telling the same audiences that
aii the good there is in the world we owe to Christianity—
the Christianity that has never been tried! It must be
poor sport fooling ardent Christian believers.

The League of God boasts that it has distributed
1,500,000 leaflets. Tremendous! But what an enormous
task it must be to keep God in being and the god-industry
in business. Now if there were admittedly a large number
of gods, each desiring patronage, we could understand
all this advertising fervour. But, as the members of the
League of God believe there is only one God, they might
at least trust this one God to look after himself. If there
existed but one kind of soap there would be no need to
advertise it. But because of the many brands, there is
room for advertising. If God had only just been discovered,
there might also be a justification for advertising. But a
God who has always existed, who is widely known for what
he is, and also for what he isn’t, and still needs this
enormous god-advertising industry, makes one wonder
whether in these strenuous times we might not put God
on one side altogether. It is worth trying, anyway.

On the question of “ unity,” the “ Universe” takes the
“ Methodist Recorder” to task for talking about “a
united Christian movement,” and pertinently asks what
does this imply? How can there be “unity” without
“full and honest agreement about Christian faith” ? We
fully agree, and particularly with the fact that the only
Christian faith worthy of the name is that which is believed
in by Roman Catholics—fundamental, primitive and
thoroughly credulous. The “ Universe" insists that the
Mass is exactly what the Catholic faith contends it is, and
not just mere symbolism ; and we are glad to note that on
this point, as well as on others, there will be no com-
promise. In fact, though a Christian is a Christian, this
does not necessarily mean that one Christian agrees with
another—or agrees in anything at all except the name.
And yet Christianity is the one Faith absolutely inspired,
unchangeable and perfect. It is all as clear as mud.

Commenting on the statement of the Bishop of Chelms-
ford that he would shake hands with “ a non-praying
Stalin,” but not with certain others, the “ Daily Mirror ”
remarks that the cloak of religion is the Devil’s favourite
garment. We do not think this is quite true. True, the
Devil did assume the form of a monk occasionally, hut on
the other hand, if we take religious records, it is astonish-
ing how much the world owes to the Devil. According to
the Church, it was the Devil who first taught man indopend
ence, who induced him to stand up and, as Lucretius says,
“ gave the monster gaze for gaze.” According to the
Church, it was the Devil who invented the printing press
and the sufficiency of this life. Really, if one puts on one
side what the Devil has done for mankind, we should bo in
a very sorry state.

We had almost forgotten that but for the Devil wo should
never have had the Christian Church. Still, we must take
the good with the bad. As Shakespeare said, the bad
things men do live after them—or words to that effect.
And the Church, although built on the Devil, looks as
though it will live after him.

The unanimity with which Diocesan conferences pass
resolutions for more definite religious teaching in the Stato
schools gives ground for astonishment until one remembers
that these conferences are in a position of commending tlioir
own wares. What else would one expect from a Christian
assembly than recommendation for more Christianity P
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Fr. Ilipley wants the Legion of Mary, founded in Dublin
20 years ago, to be “ the World Army for God.” We
thought that the Roman sect of Christianity prided its<l
on being a “world army ” for God, but of course, lev
religious sects love these high-sounding and utterly mean
ingless names quite as much as Roman Catholics. TW
leading spirit in the Legion of Mary is “ Mary Herself-
its doctrinal basis is “ Mary’s universal mediation #&
Mother of the Mystical Body of Christ,” while *
devotional” outlook is that of “ Blessed Grignion“
Mountfort.” If this kind of blather did not acconpaW
these ridiculous religious “ legions,” they would obtain

soldiers.” Legions of Mary, or Salvation Armies, °r
»Pint of the Swords have all high-sounding titles with »
kind of military background, yet all of them enshrlnn’S

soldiers” too cowardly to meet the “infidel" in a"
intellectual encounter. What armies and what soldier#

One of the worst features of the training of boys fortrjmg
Navy is the way in which religion is forced on ti
Mr. C. B. Mortlock points out in one of the re » #
journals. He says, “ These boys took their religlo®
normal thing in a young man’s life.” Now, what ® 0
would happen # the boys, or some of them, refuse jj}
to the religious services? Apart from being maa
objectionable fatigues, would they not be ostracised ijgq
comrades and held up to scorn by the Navy * .Jpd-
One of the officers is described by Mr. Mortlock rep”
ing the boys for not making the “ roof tremble
their singing of hymns and *“rating them f°r, .o
finished some verses half a tone flat,” and comp *
there was “too much coughing.” The boys also ,, fl.
write essays on “ On being a Christian in the ~a'"* 1y
“ Why does not God stop the war? ” All this cal'i)* jo
balderdash is sheer waste of time and forced on
boys with the rigour of a Nazi dictatorship. It is 11" ply
ful that the citizens of this country should be made ~ (
taxes to bolster up and pay for a religion, the —"p
which—not in the Army and the Navy—have Imi8
given up the Fundamentalism there taught as true.

i

An lIrish (Eire) paper asserts there are 30,000 cIU’\g3
in Russia. That will be news—to Christians, 'l1°0
will not be surprising to Freethinkers, but to Ch”#"s
it will be hailed as a first-class miracle. This instanta'l
resurrection of so many blotted out churches beat
miracle the Church has yet produced.

Also, a “ News-Chronicle” special article (Augu®;D
helps along the process of miraculous resurrection. .
churches of Moscow were crowded the Sunday f* 4.i»
Hitler’s attack.” So the writer asks himself whether
Russians have gone back to God, or did they never I°d;#
him?” Anyone who knew anything of Russia befof®™.
war, or of human psychology before and after the re'
tion, would have smiled at the foolish boast of *
Atheists that Russia was an Atheistic country, or th°
Christians that Christianity had been stamped out. FH t
of mind that have persisted for generations do not disapP
in this way. We have heard Russia described by a | *
thinker as a nation of 140,000,000 Atheists! If wo dOlf
believe that we could easily believe in the resurrect
Mental habits are not changed by the order
Government.

The “ News-Chroniclo” writer says that Russia P* ~
for a victory. Russia no more does that than does Engl8"
In both cases there aro numbers of people who do, j
there are also numbers who do not. The stupidity »
thinking of a nation as all alike, or personifying H
one being, is—in these times—almost criminal stupm1l

But the “ News-Chroniclo” man eclipses himself when
says: “ | can hoar many a Communist saying to himse ’
‘I am a Russian first and an Atheist afterwards. Thp *
fore 1, too, burn a candle to the Lord.”” Now tho Russi#Zj
are our Allies we really ought not to go round talking
tho better-brained as though they were drivelling idiots-
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telephone No. : Holborn 2601. London, E.C.4.

or TO CORRESPONDENTS

vet £llY Ak wEh you every success in your new
U< ihanks for interesting letter.

LUMS- We appreciate your letter with warning.
v, are fnirly well and hope to get a few days of relaxed
ten, Urdieiore the end of the moath. But one can never
tease send address of the person named, and we
“ill 1ok jnto the matter.

Fund.—J. Avalton, D. Straughan and S.
traughan, 20s.; W. K. Hutty, 10s.

Wo”1tf'  tloro *% nothing more implied in the use ol
mol,.  "laU desire to he impersonal. Perhaps it is the

u, etiitors in general that is responsible for the
_e(l the word.

i
distributing “ The Freethinker” : J. Kilpatrick, 34s.

S'%_'?Qg* "Bhe communication to which you refer came
i»”~ hand. But we are a bit loaded with copy ai
~~m°ment, and we are compelled to have an eight-
¢msic] B8 °nce Per month.  That cuts down our space

| “dlably. And the paper situation gets worse instead
Soviet U havo asserted over and over again that

Gilnd A uss®a’ so i‘lr as the people of Russia are con
o 7 Is an enormous improvement on the the Russia
wila(l° ~zara. But few English people havo any idea of
hatn ,fre'®oviet Russia was like. Unquestionably the
b, , °i the new Russia was largely based on religious
facto/ - And that provided a cover for other adverse

N !
NS \Wo arc still in the dark

er>and no ono gives us precise dates.

|ad§Hop (Victoria).—A have sent your letter to the
nte\%rets:?ncerned, which we are sure she will read with

ttiling the

jlI'; Namin'—We agree. If tlio B.B.C. “ Brain Trust ”
in) aU sPechnen of British intelligence, then we must

afi)®  on "ho downward grade. Most of the questions
Puerile, and the answers fit them well.

W,
S” Lyddon—Thanks for your efforts in pushing the
Qo s: paper being sent as requested.

Th 'yvsEV,).—The two pamphlets sent as requested.

o/ii for literature should be sent tlosthe BusLineas Ma}]r}a el,r
' X rnival Street, London, JI.0.1,
O e I P 25 FY

nen.the services of the National Secular Society in con-

fO«°m with Secular Burial Services are required, all
It ni}Unic,Itions should he addressed to the_ Secretary,
m«<. ltosctti, giving as long notice as possible.

if FREETHINKER Will be forwarded direct from the

Abolishing Office at the fallowing rates (Home and

ot ] O_rgje year, 17s.; half-year, 8s. Cd.; three
s, is. id.

ifte notices must reach 2 and 3, Furnival Street,
*thorn, London, E.O.i, by the first post on Monday,
" they ivill not he inserted.

SUGAR PLUMS

p. © Secular Society Limited is issuing, through the
On°oeer Press, a new edition of Ingersoll’s famous essay
Rome or Reason.” The pamphlet should be peculiarly

p ‘Pful to-day, bearing in mind the activities of the Roman
Atholic Church in this country and elsewhere. For Free-
glirkers it is an armoury of facts and reasoning against
0 “ Great Lying Church,” and for others it will come
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in the guise of a revelation. Almost the whole of the
ground is covered, and in Ingersoll’s inimitable way, with
all that wit and humanism for which Ingersoll was
famous. The essay covers over 60 pages and is being sold
at 4d., which is a marvel of cheapness in these days of
dear printing. AW suggest that those who wish to do a
bit of useful propaganda might well send for three copies—e
one for themselves and two for distribution.

Another useful pamphlet the Secular Society is issuing
is “ The Faults and Failings of Jesus Christ” by Mr.
C. G. L. DuCann. It is peculiarly well adapted for those
who might resent the approach by “ hard-shell ” Free-
thinkers. Air. DuCann writes with clarity and distinction.
It is a pamphlet well calculated to impress those Christians
whose faith has already been weakened, but not abandoned,
There should be a good demand for it. The price of the
pamphlet is 4d. ; by post Id. extra.

May we also remind our friends that tho present is really
a good time in which to introduce the “ Freethinker” to
likely new readers. The war has brought us many new
subscribers, and there is always that new reader “ round
the corner ” if wo make up our minds to secure him. A
are having a hard fight at this end, and the best of help
that can be given us is to get the paper into new hands.

Mr. John Rowland’s name will be familiar to many of
our readers as one of our youngest literary critics, and also
from the series of interviews with Julian Huxley, J. B. S.
Haldane and others which were published in tho "Literary
Guide.” He is also tho author of a number of “ thrillers ”
in tho Edgar AVallace tradition. His latest effort in this
direction is “ Gunpowder Alley” (Jenkins, 7s. 6d.). In
these days a little time with books of this class is quite
a relief, and even, by contrast, a source of strength, to
1y, oneself in a region in which, however clever and
determined is the villain or cluster of villains, sooner or
latex- he is brought to justice. And, after all, the thrilliest
of thrillers is as much part of life as are the more solemn
and more important aspects, and for that reason we com-
mend “ Gunpowder Alley” to our readers.

BOOKS WORTH WHILE

“NO Friend of Democracy,” by Edith Moore (with a
preface by Joseph McCabe) published by the International
Publishing Company, 12, Great Castle Street, London, AV.l.
Price Is.; by post Is. 2d.

If any doubt tho sinister role played by the Roman
Catholic Church in international politics, especially during
the last ten or twelve years, this book of Miss Moore’s will
furnish them with, plenty of evidence in support of the
statement.

As Mr. McCabe says in his introduction: “ Read this
book. It is not a rhetorical outburst. It is not even an
attempt to discover what is behind the wveil. It is a cold

statement of facts, mainly on Catholic authority. Miss
Moore had diligently, sagaciously, temperately biought
together tho scattered admissions which circumstance ana
events have at times elicited.”

Miss Moore shows, by quotations from high dignitaries
of the Catholic Church and from Catholic papers, that tho
Church operated as the ally of Fascism. As sho remarks:
“ Catholics have figured prominently amongst the defeatists
of France. They have constituted tho backbone of isola-
tionism in America.”

Ever since Mussolini obtained power, the Catholic
Church has never once condemned the brutality of the
Fascist regime. Thus, in 1932, Cardinal Gasparri, the
Italian Papal Legate, said: “ Mussolini is tho man who
saw first clearly in the present world chaos. He is now
endeavouring to place the heavy government machinery on
its right track—namely, to have it work in accordance with
the moral laws of God.”
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But it was not only in Italy. In England our own
Cardinal Hinsley, who now belches patriotism in his broad-
casts condemning the brutality of Hitler, held mighty
different views on the subject of Italy in 1935, Quoting
from the “ Catholic Times ” of October 18 of that year,
Cardinal llinsley, preaching to his followers, said: “ To
speak plainly, the existing Fascist rule, in many respects
unjust . . . prevents worse injustice; and if Fascism,
which in principle | do not approve, goes under—nothing
can save the country from chaos. God’s cause goes under
with it.”

It is very significant that one never hears a word of
condemnation of Mussolini and his crowd of black-hearted,
black-shirted scoundrels in sermons broadcasted by Roman
Catholic priests and written up in Catholic journals. No
word of protest was uttered by the Vatican on the rape
of Abbysinia and the brutalities inflicted on the wretched
Abbysinians. On the contrary, this brutality was approved
whole-heartedly by the Church. Miss Moore tells us that,
“On the very day that the League of Nations met to
consider the Ethiopian-Italian conflict, a National
Eucharist Congress was in progress at Teramo, attended
by 57 Bishops and 19 Archbishops.” “ObservatoreRomano”
(August 22, 1935) reported that this Congress sent a tele-
gram to Mussolini which read: “ Catholic Italy thanked
Jesus Christ for the renewed greatness of the Fatherland,
made stronger by Mussolini’s policy.” No official con-
demnation of the Vatican was uttered on the unprovoked
attack on Albania, which was carried out by Italian forces
on Good Friday ! No word of protest came from the Catholic
Press against Mussolini’s closing of the trade unions, the
suppression of free speech, the gaoling of the intellectuals,
the caster-oil brutalities and the ending of all personal
liberty. Yet the Catholic Church now wishes us to believe
that it stands forth as the champion of liberty.

A few weeks ago we listened to a broadcast by a Father
D’Arcy on “ The Persecution of the Church in Germany ” !
Of course, by “the Church” he means his own Church.
He did not comment on the persecution of the Lutherans,
the Jews, the Socialists or the Communists. No, Hitler’s
great crime was not that he was a criminal who had broken
all moral laws, but that ho dared to challenge the
supremacy of the Catholic Church. There was no con-
demnation of Hitler at the beginning of his reign of
brutality; it was only some years after he had assumed
power; and when the Church saw that Hitler was resolved
to obtain possession of the child, that the rift in the lute
became apparent. However, the Vatican hoped to win
Hitler over, and even begged Catholics to use patience in
judging events in Germany. So long as the Church believed
that the Nazis would attack godless Russia, they were
content to put up with a few snubs and afterwards try to
come in on the holy war racket.

When Hitler invaded Austria and entered Vienna, the
German troops were welcomed by the pealing of tho church
bells. The Primate of Austria, Cardinal Archbishop
Innitzer, issued a proclamation stating that Catholics must
support without hesitation the great German State and its
Leader, “ whose struggle against Bolshevism, and for
power, and for the honour and unity of Germany,
corresponds to the voice of Divine Providence.”

Another prominent Roman Catholic priest in another
country (U.S.A.), that arch-Quisling Father Caughlin,
writing this year in his paper “ Social Justice” (what a
misnomer!) said : “ Great Britain is doomed, and should
bo doomed. There is no clanger of Hitler’s threatening the
United States. Wo should build armaments for the purpose
of crushing Soviet Russia, in co-operation with the Christian
Totalitarian States—Italy, Germany, Spain and Portugal.”

One would think that Germany as a champion of Chris-
tianity neods some swallowing, even by Father Caughlin’s
dupes.

Wo liavo seen how the influence of the Catholic Church
largely brought about the defeat of Republican Spain.
We saw a largo and influential Labour Party in England
supporting a so-caled Non-intervention policy, which meant
tho defeat of a people to whom, ono would have thought,
their support would have gone out. Why? Becauso the
Labour Party knew that Franco’s greatest friend was the
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Catholic Church, and they were terrified of doing anything
that might lose them the Catholic vote. So the so-caM
Democrats of Britain helped to betray Democracy in Spe*”

We have seen how Catholic influence tried to force the
| mted States into war with Mexico because that country
broke the power of the Church and tried to give #&**
measure of freedom, education and bettor conditions to 1
wretched Mexican peasants.

This is a book which should be in the hands of ey
man who realises that if the outcome of this war me®b
leity and the creation of better conditions, we have n

>h to ciush Hitlerism, but we must also curb the P

lI* Church which, throughout the ages, lias

stood for reaction.
F. AL hoknibrook

JESUS CHRIST

ON page 345 your collaborator calls me 8'&"‘%
theologian.” | am not, by any means, a theo"@"r‘a,[i.e
any denomination. | am a historian of comPa
religions and of their various assumptions about the ® *
of which the most advanced and candid thinkers a j
be the “ wholly Unknowable.” This is a vastly d
calling, and | object to being represented as tea< )y
myself any doctrine about the Absolute and being 1 jj
presumably prejudiced in my opinions about Pur ” ng
toriedl problems sueh &5 the historicity of Jesus. ! a o
easily “roused to a sort of fury.” | try to PralnOt
Spinoza’s precept: non ridere, non flere, intelle!JV[e o8
to laugh, nor to cry, but to understand” my fellev
What | do not suffer gladly is self-appointed “ea’j%
attempting to teach what they have not studied. *
Oxford is not a place where theologians or, for the e
of that, historians *“ rest,” but where they w°rk-
need not live here to get books—supposing one canllOtrdst
them—through a lending or even a free library, f°IC
among them the Students’ Library, which we owe to
initiative of Mr. Albert Mansbridge.

That Jesus of Nazareth is described in the Gospei9
semi-divine or divine person is the point of depart©®e
my book (p. 8, note 1, quoting Albert Schwistzer,

Quest of the Historical Jesus,” p. 314). It points °a i
in the wake of Voltaire—that the proof for the h's°(
existence of Jesus—first doubted by “ certain discip|ef
Lord Bolingbroke "—can only be derived from the WB >
of the enemies of Christianity. That is what | have *
to do, and my book is the first to show the measui®”
agreement which exists between the Christians and
anti-Christian sources on the historic activities of J
They do not represent him as “ going about doing 8°° ,jy
but agree in representing him as a king of the Jews |
acclamation "—this is the legal basis of the rule @el* m
the Roman Cmsars—proclaimed without the consent
against the will of the Roman authorities. It is a misreP j
sentation of our sources to say that | have “ dragged j
the Jesus who committed what tho Romans ca ”
latrocinia (banditry) at the head of 900 men. 1t IS §
Christian Church-father Lactantius, the contemporary "
the Roman Governor of the Libanon province, Sossiallc
Tlierocles, who rejects with indignation the latter’s d®*
terisation of Jesus and who had no doubt and leave9
doubt that Sossianus meant Jesus the Nasorman, the Ch%’é&

The Gospels do actually say that Jesus was cruelthe
between two bandits (Greek leistai, Latin latrones, of
Roman legal term for political offenders), and that
the same condemnation ” (entoi autoi lerimati), i.e. “ uu‘l
the same sentence ” (Luke xxiv. 40) as they.

For the Romans who condemned Jesus as “ king of*j,
Jews”—the evidence being tho trilingual titulus, GrfC_
aition written on the cross according to tho rules of ROI®,
law—and for the. Jews refusing to recognise his Davil
descent and Messianic claim—he was a political revdl
tionary. For tho Messianist Jews he was their king
the grace of God. The high priests called him a kin?
pretender (Ev. Jo. xix, 21), a thesis properly rejected ®
Pilate, who had condemned him as a rex Jvdeaorum 'f
was not as Herod socius et amicus populi Romani. The
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wht einora®ed him in an inscription in the Temple over
<ij. wes called “the door of the crucified Jesus” as
fds3 8 a hing who has not ruled but was crucified as a
TepPrePhet, because he predicted the destruction of the

ac, “nan Marabur Serapion, an exile from Samosata,
Ki ~ captured by the Romans, most naturally acknow-
wth T &S a we Uhing °f the Jews” regardless of
hgitinTt ~.e ” dews, i.e. all Jews recognised him as their
Th hiug.
\{ry6 nuniber 900 given for Jesus’ followers is not “ so
ctin  a®V ' hut evidently a round number such as any
ne a0 the Roman speculatorcs (= Intelligence Depart-
The WU' he able and likely to supply,
to o Oxhaut Acts of Pilate are a Christian forgery intended
Injj! "J1 the chronology and account of the Gospels.
Trev ' °tten hear the title “ Gospel of Nicodemus.”
"holly different from the “ Acts of Pilate” pub-
@i » “mPer°r Maximinus Daza and criticised by

fear / 85 a™eSed Pagan forgeries because they give the
2~y the crucifixion as the seventh of Tiberius, i.e.

rgiitt Cutner confuses the ones which Mr. Robertson
I da* uc'clares a Christian forgery with the others which
to;IuTrn? 1%6 authentic, official records, very distasteful
C'}'H%n'}f,'sgf‘{‘sA‘_’B'o had to hear them read to the school-

hajl Muer says Josephus “ would have said so,” if he
woriSinally written in Aramaic. He did say so—other-
ti°’n  'vPuld not know it. But he did so in the introduc-
'~not°'118 ““ Acwish War ”—as anybody can see for himself
Alitj 'n tt18 passage referring to the much later Jewish
-j™'t- quoted by Mr. Cutner. Nobody denies that
njgn <s there are two Christian-forged passages in the
Jnda,a “reek Josephus, it was possible for a Jew—or

tfan {33 orSe an account of Jesus in the Slavonic
W ~on. ’ That is self-evident. But such a Jewish

a, at 1A% only have had the object of vilifying Jesus
dij east> disproving his Messianic claims and divine
er- It could not have been deigned to prove the

a historic appearance of such a person since no Jew
Adlsfn aﬁh denied it until the end of tlie 18ih. centuré{
J& ™ are agreed that the Russian as well as the Greek
Us have suffered Christian deletions, Christian

> i01S an”™ corrections. | claim, and such scholars as
JIE !Ete Dr. Rendel Harris, the late Salomon and
~re Reinach have accepted the thesis, that what
st,.. 0S when these alterations are set aside, is a simple,
jghtforward account which fits into the context of
Us and, what is more, into the general context of

Hi] In history of those times. It explains them perfectly,

Kj/' Jhe non-historicity thesis remains in the domain of

@) I3 literary hypothesis where the scientific historian
pave it to stew in its own juice.—Yours, etc.,

ROBERT EISLER

THINKS THE CURATE

I.

Rev. Aloysius Pown lay awake in bed. It was
o n>ght of his thirtieth birtlidate. There had been
. Recognition of his having lived three decades,
|§1hsr did the man want any. Congratulations would
§.\p galled him ; gifts been an insult in his present
. Pd. He was conscious of being poor, in money and

fleets.
rf A pure curate, as is so often said contemptuously

“Py sort,” he murmured with a mirthless laugh.

A°or he was in everything except spirit.

a,ThGpassage in the Sermon on the Mount, “ Blessed
I(" “he poor in spirit, for theirs is the kingdom of
0aVen,” moved him to scorn. It was untrue, ns was
Rftuch of what he professed to believe, and was
'@ to preach.
I But not paid much, reflected Aloysius Pown bit-
I'lly> and with slender prospects of getting more. |
line no family or other influence, none of the hidden
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but potent levers which elevate men into high

preferment.

A Bishopric, for example. The curate licked his
lips at the fancy. Lowest paid bishop gets £4,000 a
year. Others run up to £10,000, with Archbishop of
Canterbury at £15,000.

Thousands a year! His salary was £200, with small
chances of increasing it. Not even a Vicariate was
likely to come to him, much less a Deanery or
Canonry, while a Bishop’ seat was too ridiculously
remote.

Aloysius Pown groaned.
“Oh, for plenty of money!
spare !’

For it he would hold any belief, however absurd ;
teach anything, however irrational.

Other men at 30 were engineers, officials, managers,
holding ,all manner of responsible and highly-paid
posts. They had used no more brains than him, but
his energies were wasted, whilst theirs were directed
to achievements.

He had wallowed in religiosity, floundered through
theology, groped at the nothingness of metaphysics,
and memorised dead languages ; all because of the
snobbery of his pious parents, who sentimentalised a
Church living into something superior to trade or
profession.

Against his will he was doomed to poverty, chastity
and obedience. Poverty, a crime against oneself;
chastity, an unnatural condition, and obedience a vice.

He was too old now to change. Could nothing be
done ?

Money, money, money i
Money enough and to

1.

After lying still, nearly holding his breath with
concentration, rigorously excluding side-issues and
repressing mere repining, possibilities began to shape
themselves in Aloysius Pown’s mind. There was a
future for him. It would have to arise out of his
present avocation. Not necessarily promotion within
it—that was outside consideration, but a use of his
hitherto misused talents.

Think of them, whispered Pown tensely into the
darkness. Whether they left the world any better
is questionable, but they did well for themselves, and
will never be forgotten.

Mohammed, who made a camel driver regarded as
one of the world’s great men by starting a new religion
and enforcing it on Asia Minor. | dont doubt his
singleness of purpose, but he enjoyed life and pros-
pered. Allah may be great, but his Prophet is better
remembered.

Saints Dominic and Francis both gave their names
to new Orders. Money or fame was not their object.
Really their devotion and asceticism formed their self-
indulgence. The same may be said of hundreds of
other saints and religious leaders. They expanded
their egos, gave free play to their individualities
through religion.

Outstanding example is Ignatius Loyola. Organis-
ing the Society of Jesus afforded him fullest scope for
his essentially business-like, formalised technical mind.
Almost the same applies to Martin Luther and John
Calvin and Mormon Smith.

So one can wander about the world and up and
down the ages naming great religionists of whom it
can be said they made a good thing for themselves
out of their faith—especially out of their disciples’
credulity.
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Come nearer homo and more recently:—

John Wesley found satisfaction, perhaps happiness,
in travelling, preaching and founding Methodism.
Obviously he had histrionic gifts. He worked hard
and suffered, but men’s ideals vary. Not everyone
wants ease and comfort or wealth by religion, though
many achieve them, particularly the last.

What a howl would go up if | said publicly General
Booth did. All the Booth family are set up through
Salvationism. Without it the old General and his
kinsfolk would be nonentities, and poor.

The Rev. Aloysius Pown gave a short laugh and
resumed communing with himself: —

Joanna Southcott, of the Box, is a funny case.
Followers accrued to her, some still exist, and they
paid up. Even her end doesnt warn them off. She
was going to bear the Messiah, but the'swelling proved
to be dropsy, from which she died.

See what a huge affair Christian Science has become.
An artful move, appealing to old-implanted religious
ideas and the coming science of her period. Mrs.
Baker Eddy didn’t do badly whatever standards you
judge her by—influence, reputation or money.

Mrs. Annie Besant achieved little and made nothing
by her advocacy of Freethought. Behold the change
when she converted to Theosophy. The atmosphere
of religiosity and mysticism pleases woolly thinkers,
and is profitable.

The process continues. Dr. Buchman, the Oxford
Movement founder, luxuriates, as does Judge Ruther-
ford of Jehovah’s Witnesses. Meanwhile, their poor
followers listen to their utterances with bated breath,
do the dirty work and pay in the cash. This last is
not the least of their simple duties—simpletons!

Go thou and do likewise.

m

Aloysius Pown lay moveless, no longer half-humor-
ously, half-resentfully grumbling to himself, but
getting interested in his own plans.

He proceeded:—

Already the Salvation Army has a world-wide span.
For the island race a Salvation Navy would be appro-
priate. It would have to be more than a mission to
seamen, fishermen or canal boatmen, all of which
exist, but make no splash.

What about a Salvation Air Force? That would be
modern and spectacular, justifying our nickname of
“sky pilots.”” It should lead to world notoriety for
the organiser. Imagine the effect of missionaries
alighting from airplanes in all parts of the globe; air-
planes brightly coloured and text-covered in many
languages. The missionaries immediately deliver their
message, distribute literature, then fly on again.

Expensive, of course, but pious people will always
pay up for a good propaganda cause.

1shall devise something broader than are-statement
of Christianity. This is a minority religion, one of
the many myths which have infected human gullibility
—and enriched priests.

My new religion must have universal appeal. 1
know nil religions are getting exposed as illusions, but
only a minimum of people have the cleanness and
clearness and strength of mind to live completely
secular lives. The masses are yet susceptible to the
fascination of attributing good and evil to forces out-
side .ourselves, entirely supernal.

First necessity is a Book. | *ve read widely in many
Scriptures beside the Bible. 1’ll compile a synthesis
from them all, fitting together the dogmatic state-
ments about God interlarded with moral maxims.
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national and h'l- I*strument—comprehensive, inter-
I will Hatl Ica” ~ universal religion, of which

and wealth'0 Ap° Stl° ; frOm which | shall derive fare
b,it high resolve Aloysius Pown fell asl
(bt hig Y A B

MAN AND GOD

JUDGING by the violence of feeling, with le"ncﬂ Ch@)
tianity inspires you, | should say you believe
imposed on men by a supernatural power in order ?irbed
them different from what they are. Don’t be d®1 "
Christianity was man-made and can no more change
than a coat can change the body of the wearer. ~ “ly.

It can deform man, just as a coat can deform
The corset is not a heaven-sent device, but it,(in:, Je
woman’s figure. Men_make religions and religi°ns,—,’,—p
men, or, at all events, shape them. Humanity " gni
position of that poor devil of a fellow who, being '€l °
lovesick, created for himself, by a supreme e* a#
imagination, a companion who came down from A
He followed her over hill and dale, till he fell in 8
and was drowned. a&®

Men are led on by their own imaginings. They 1 *
gods and obey them. There is no harder taskmaster
the master you make for yourself, no crueller tyran
the tyrant within you.

The Church, founded as it is on disastrous illusions
buried science and beauty in tho tomb for eighteen®
turies and shed blood in torrents. She has dimme
genius of the races that have adopted her. Christ"
is a reversion to the most primitive barbarism " *
of atonement. That brings us back to the savage-
basis of it is horrible. o

Sometimes for Peace, sometimes for War, accorti n”
its sentiments or interest, Christianity has propelj 0
morality of its own. It reflects the morality of the V
who foster it and, like the chameleon, takes on tho <
of the ground on which it alights. . e

To believe in God or not to believe in him. What 1 0
difference? Not much. For those who believe in him
no conception. They say he is everything. To bo e f
thing is to be nothing. The ideas we assign to him *
from ourselves. We should have them whether we

buted them to him or not. And they would not be 4
better.

We may therefore conclude that tho existence <«
is a sentimental truth. [

We render thanks to God for creating this world, .(
praise him for creating another quite different, where
wrongs of this one will be righted.

God is the focus of all human contradictions.

ANATOLE FRANCcr]

ON EVIL-DOERS

The grading of sinners according to badness of char»"TEf
goes on the assumption that tho wickedest man is the m'»
dangerous. This would bo true if men were abreast ”
their opportunities to do harm. In that case the blmd”
villain would bo the greatest scourge of society. Bui j
fact is that the patent ruffian is confined to the
basement and enjoys few opportunities. He can as®<1
or molest, to be sure; but he cannot betray. None
depends on him, so he cannot commit breach of trust— I
arch sin of our time. He does not hold in his hand 1
safety or welfare or money of tho public. He js «.
clinker, not ihe live coal ; vermin, not beast of prey. To-“
tho villain most in need of curbing is the respectan j
exemplary, trusted personage, who, strategically placed 9
the focus of a spider-web of fiduciary relations, is ah'
from his office chair to pick a thousand pockets, P°'s”|
a thousand sick, pollute a thousand minds or imperil »
thousands lives. It is the great-scale, high-voltage sinn
that needs tho shackle. To strike harder at the petty PIC
pocket than at the prominent and unabashed person "1™
in a large, impressive way, sells out his constituents, |1
followers, his policy-holders, his subscribers, or his dJ
tamers, is to “ strain at a gnat and swallow a camel-’
E. D. Ross, in “ Sin and Society.”



CORRESPONDENCE

AN APPRECIATION

l&\’fj‘i;] h"’“/6 in«t finished reading with great interest
. g’ost a Biography,” and wish to write you a
INES OF \\virm  appreciation.

n a ktter °f approbation from a perfect
som,3.*1.1° a writer or thinker whom he admires, shows

da aCE °* restraint. But in my case there is no feeling
3 P«*ct stranger.

ve jararen®s finew you in the decade before 1911, when
Papers'i0 *° coun*ry> and | find among my father’s
dated A lae,n'Sei'sfiip card of the National Secular Society
E\ﬁ%g/gﬁﬂ 10’ an(1 signed by E. M. Vance. Both Miss

U, | eorge W. Foote | remember very well,
ditigg Wi Wés a °fififi in 1911; however, they were person-
Alirigst' *° damped their memory on the mind of even a
dthe 61 iile work my father did in the early part
the worien U™ ar’fi my great sympathy and admiration fot
airiv Cacc’mplislred by Bradlaugh, Foote and yourself,
tomy exauses for writing to you. | have mailed the book

A0’ 101, W ~ves an an®ther part of California,
bok ]'m Message is just this: | appreciate your latest
ham).! ePf and just want to give you an affectionate
hake and say, “ Well done!”

amrea! 100>that it would interest you to know that you
Wr a i axaPPreciated way out in California in spite of
n .an upset world. Although, if you knew of the
yogw" " tfie United States in the way of aid to Britain,
j °u not feel that we are so far away.

o4 ad with sorrow the account in the “ Truthseeker”
me disastrous blitz damage to “ The Freethinker’ pre-
j. atlfi if is difficult for us to imagine the appalling
Sittioi We send our heartfelt sympathy. There is
"eUer"l ~~6 PNrase m" -A world peopled by savages wearing
°thes and living in larger wigwams.” -Yours, etc.,

Alifn e PETER CHARLTON

ARE WE PLAYING THE GAME?

(“S'pr" ~Mith reference to the note in i Acid Drayss”

thinker,” dated August 3) concerning the Home
pdjpary’s “ handling ” of the “ Daily Worker ” business,
e\ aPs y°ur readers read quite recently Mr. Morrison’s
by 1'6 reply when questioned in the House of Commons
H ,otfi Mr. Mander and Mr. Shinwell regarding the
by 16rsfiip of the Right Club, the secret society controlled
“ b notorious Captain Ramsay—Sir Samuel Iloare’s
tho V'6ar Ramsay ” at the time of the International Free-
f) . Snt Congress held in London—now detained under tho
lid’4ce Regulations. In replying to a request that tho
fubR  ~le memfiers °* this anti-Judaic club should be
"0i|f led, the Home Secretary replied that such a step
A ( not be in the public interest.

DxUely is not in the public interest to suppress the
q) 03 of those “ respectable ” folk who join a club, the
d °fiject of which appears to have been to express hatred
*evs, Freethinkers and Communists.
j > n0t vory gratifying for anyone, whether Christian,
tit  Atheist or Communist, who will lay down his life in
"aL to know that there are a number of gentlemen at
[*minster who are busily engaged in fomenting trouble at
dJI' These profagaters of class and racial hatred, many
A aem anti-Government as well as anti-Russian, should
{’/ vi8ilantly watched ; much more so, | suggest to Mr.
prison, than the “ Daily Worker,™ & paper which, with

fqﬂl Its faults, has never ceased to support our courageous

to n conclusion, | should like to refer our Home Secretary
t, e stirring words uttered by the Prime Minister on the
t 'fit in which the Soviet Union was invaded. They were
thg effect that *“ any man who fights against Nazism
fad have our aid.” Haldane, Pritt, Chalmers Mitchell,
fifitt, O’Casey and Montagu—to mention but a few
'eds ” in this country—were doing that when many other
f?‘“‘htatious patriots in our midst were—oh, well, ask
"Main Ramsay and the Right Club!—Yours, etc.,
PETER NORTIICOTE

THE JESUS QUESTION

Snt,—In reply to Mr. Cutner’s article of July 27, 1
must point out that (1) in matters of history I am not a
“faithful henchman” of Dr. Eisler or anyone else; (2)
while | certainly hesitate to accept as evidence ““ Acts of
Pilate,” first published in the fourth century A.D., | said
nothing one way or the other about Thallus or Mara, and
I mentioned Sossianus as proving that Pagans about
300 A.D. had a pretty definite idea who the “ man Jesus ”
was.

I plead guilty to unduly simplifying Dr. Eisler’s case in
regard to the Slavonic Josephus. It was, of course, trans-
lated into Slavonic from Greek ; and Dr. Eisler’s case is
that the Greek original was itself translated from the
Aramaic. My slight short-circuiting of Dr. Eisler’s theory
leaves the merits of that theory unaffected.

I cannot for the life of me make out why Mr. Cutner
persists in misrepresenting his Freethinking opponents by
debiting them with things they do not say. | challenge
him to name any writing of mine in which | spell the word
““man,” as applied to Jesus, with a capital M, or in which
| say that he “ went about doing good,” or in which I
declare his sayings and parables “the most remarkable
the world has ever known,” or in which | recommend his
ethical teachings for acceptance by the world to-day. My
sole interest in the matter is that of a student of history
who is, naturally, interested in tracing the exact circum-
stances which, in the first century of the current era, led
to the emergence of a previously unknown sect of “ Chris-
tians ” or Messianists among the underworld of the Roman
Empire. If the myth theory can explain how just at that
time that new sect arose, good luck to it! If Dr. Eisler or
any of the “ historical” school can do so, good luck to
them ! Meanwhile, | have an open mind. | am far less
sure than Dr. Eisler that there was an historical Jesus ; or
than Mr. Cutner that there was not; and | see no justifica-
tion whatever for turning the question into a matter for
flouts and jeers by one set of Freethinkers against another.
—Yours, etc., ARCHIBALD ROBERTSON

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

LONDON
Outdoor
North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond,
Hampstead): 11.0, Mr. L. Ebury. Parliament Hill
Fields, 3.0, Mr. L. Ebury.
West London N.S.S. (Hyde Park), Sunday: 6-0,
a Lecture.
COUNTRY
Blyth (The Fountain), Monday, August 18:
Air. J. T. Brighton.

Chester-le-Street (Bridge End),
August 10: 7.0, Mr. J. T. Brighton.

Chorley (Market Ground). *245 and 7.0:
August 17, Air. Jack Clayton.

Edinburgh N.S.S. Branch (The Mound), Sunday,
7.30, Air. F. Smithies.

Hapton, Tuesday, August 19:
Clayton.

Kingston and District N.S.S. Branch (Alarket
Place): 7.30, Air. J. W. Barker.

Newcastle (Bigg Alarket), Sunday, August 17: 7.0,
Air. J. T. Brighton.

North Shields (Harbour View), Tuesday, August 19:
7.0, Air. J. T. Brighton.

Scoutbottom  (Rossendale),
7-30, Air. J. Crayton.

Washington (Brady Square), Wednesday, August
20: 7.0, Air. J. T. Brighton.

7.0,

Saturday,

Sunday,

7.30, Air. Jack

Friday, August 15,



NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY

President CHAPMAN COHEN
General Secretary R. H. ROSETTI
2 & 3, Furnival Street, Holborn, London, E.C.

PRINCIPLES AND OBJECTS

SECULARISM affirms that this life is the only one of
which we have any knowledge, and that human effort
should be wholly directed towards its improvement: it
asserts that supernaturalism is based upon ignorance,
and assails it as the historic enemy of progress.

Secularism affirms that progress is only possible on
the basis of equal freedom of speech and publication;
it affirms that liberty belongs of right to all, and that
the free criticism of institutions and ideas is essential
to a civilised State.

Secularism affirms that morality is social in origin,
and application, and aims at promoting the happiness
and well-being of mankind.

Secularism demands the complete secularisation of
the State, and the abolition of all privileges granted
to religious organisations it seeks to spread education,
to promote the fraternity of peoples as a means of
advancing international peace, to further common

cultural interests, and to develop the freedom and
dignity of man.

Hie Funds of the National Secular Society are
legally secured by Trust Deed. The Trustees are the
President, Treasurer and Secretary of the Society, with
two others appointed by the Executive. There"is thus
the fullest possible guarantee for the proper expendi-
ture of whatever funds the Society has at its disposal.

The following is a quite sufficient form for anyone
who desires to benefit the Society by legacy: —

I hereby give and bequeath (Here insert particulars of
legacy), free of ali death duties, to the Trustees of the
National Secular Society for all or any of the purposes
of the Trust Deed of the said Society.

Any person is eligible as a member on signing the
following declaration: —

| desire to join the National Secular Society, and I
pledge myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in
promoting its objects.

Name

Address

Occupation

Dated this

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

P.S.—Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year every
member is left to fix his own subscription according to his
means and interest in the cause.

Pamphlets lor the People

Bv CHAPMAN COHEN.

A series designed to present the Freethought point of
view in relation to important positions and questions.
Agnosticism or . . .?
Atheism.
Thou Shalt not Suffer a Witch to Live.
Freethought and the Child.
Christianity and Slavery.

Price 2d. Postage Id.

All that is left from the Blitz

Almost an Aulobioflia™

By Chapman Cohen

This is not an ordinary autobiograpl']y.' It suns,
up the experience of 50 years in the Free ° 10
Movement as writer and lecturer. It isof mc
both religious and non-religious readers. It Jd
a criticism and appraisement of life- * 7
number only have been saved from the
thanks to their being in another building.

With Five Plates. Price 6s. (postage 6&)
all newsagents and booksellers.

SPAIN AND THE CHURCH, by Chapman c°luJ

Price Id.; postage Id.

\WAtl
THE AGE OF REASON, by Thomas Paine- *

portrait, and 44-page introduction bv Om #
Cohen. Complete edition. Price 6d.; postage

THE TRUTH ABOUT THE CHURCH, by c°(il

Ingersoll. Price Id.; postage Id.
WHAT IS RELIGION? by Colonel |1D8aS
Price Id. ; postage Id.
HENRY HETHERINGTON, by A G Barl
Price 6d.; postage Id. .
0j. i
PETER ANNET, by Ella Twynam. Pnce
postage Id.
The following are re-binding. Orders Vi
discharged as early as possible.
BIBLE ROMANCES, by G. W. Foote. Shows «‘0

of the finest of Freethinking writers at his u
Price 2s. 6d. ; postage 3d.

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING, by Chapman
First, second, third and fourth series. A ¥
of special articles contributed by the auth°W
the “Freethinker.” Price 2s. 6d.; postage --
The four volumes, 10s. post free.

A GRAMMAR OF FREETHOUGHT, by Chap»1“
Cohen. An outline of the philosophy of Fr®,
thinking. The author at his best. Price 3s. ®
postage 4d.

THEISM AND ATHEISM, by Chapman Cohe*
Price 3s. 6d. ; postage 24d.

BRADLAUGH AND INGERSOLL. A sketch »
evaluation of the two greatest Freethinkers
their time. By Chapman Cohen. Portro'l
Price 2s. Od.; postage 3d.

INFIDEL DEATHBEDS.
famous Freethinkers.
A. D. McLaren.

The last moments
By G. W. Foote &
Price 2s. ; postage 3d.

THE OTHER SIDE OF DEATH, by Chap«t &
Cohen. Price 2s. 6d.; postage Id.
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