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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

le Witch Mania
Ah.viiT frl„, 1 tr<>ni the hocks describing tliu belief in witches and 
UiU)im fi n

> the two most interesting works in recent times oniiih:„..i
•Mar 
!*  ti*

10 Object arelrgaret ‘ Witch Cult in Western Europe,”  by Miss 
-Murray (1921) and “ The God of the,Witches,” 

hut jr •Silllle author; (There is no date on the title page, 
hiaip IS a êr Mian the other book named.) Miss Murray’s 
tli,," Mh'sis is that the witchcraft which flourished during 
x|,./Ut'di®val period, and later, was” a survival, growing in 

of the pre-Christian fertility cults. Whether this 
and‘ .V Alls the bill or not, it is an attractive contribution, 
Pi,, ,.'!0,nes ,1S in the nature of an explanation instead of

(l|hg readers with a contemptuous description of semi-
e|̂ ,lne behaviour. It must he borne in mind that the 
^''ges brought against men and women very often centred 

d "'d births, cattle, storms, ruination of crops, etc., and 
0,r""t>Uld ke only, following a line with which all anthropol- 
tl’ s ai'e familiar, that the gods of one generation become 
Pî  demons of another. The best description of the differ- 
s 0 between religion and superstition was: “ Religion, 
;ill petition allowed; superstition, religion not allowed” — 
f|i| 11 Scientific description of gods and devils might truly 

’ “ God, devils given first place; devils, gods in a 
,1(' “ "’dinate position.”  In the witchcraft of the medieval 
,| 1 'ater ages, Miss Murray sees the continuation of the 
I "roiied pagan deities ; and to some extent wo agree with 
I,,]- . Certainly the elaborate services of the Roman Catholic 

-ffun, with its miracle workings, and its pleas for help 
(|l)'n one or more of a cloud of “ saints,”  supports the 
, biition. There is another consideration worth noting. 

112 Henaissanco, essentially a revival of pre-Christian

Thi,. ‘ a series of notes 
b'stianity ?”

is in reply to a question: “ What is 
d —wanityr" There are so many forms of Christianity wo
,, ,V*ned tho task of answering. But Christianity- is an historic 

’Sion based upon the Bible. The clergy are crying: “  Back to 
Bible,”  Wo take thorn at their word, and givo tho essentials 

Christianity ns presented in the Bible.

culture, had opened to Europe much of tho forgotten learn­
ing of the ancient world. The Mohammedan civilisation 
also had its influence, with Jews acting largely as the 
instruments of transmission. It was the Jewish influence 
in dealing with disease, which merely' on professional 
grounds threatened the power and profits of the Church, 
that had to do with the risings against the Jews. The 
Church, with its miracle cures, could not tamely submit to 
this inroad on both its income and status. (We shall have 
more to say on this head when we come to deal with the 
demonology of Jesus and the New Testament. We merely 
note this in passing’) Without the impetus to an acquisi­
tion of scientific knowledge coming from the schools of 
Mohammedan Spain, it is not easy to see how ihe revival 
of European life could have occurred. We owe more to 
the intercourse with the Mohammedans and the Jews of 
Islamic Spain than has yet been admitted by our historians. 
Most of our students leave school without knowing any­
thing about it. We may say that the majority really know 
less than something because they have yet to unlearn what 
has been given them.

Demonology was also strengthened by (lie rise of 
Protestantism. Catholic and Protestant, each saw the 
agency of Satan in the power of the other. Tho Roman 
Church saw nothing in the rise of Protestantism but the 
endeavour of Satan to destroy the power of the Church ; 
and Protestants openly declared that the Papacy was 
working for the interests of the Devil. One is reminded of 
Boccaccio’s story of the Jew who, after visiting Rome, 
joined the Church because he felt that nothing so wicked 
could exist for So long if God had not been behind it. But 
the historic fact is that, instead of Protestantism weakening 
the grossest of superstitions, it gave to demonism a new 
lease of life. At any rate, so far as belief in witches is 
concerned, there is -little to choose between the two 
Christian bodies.

It is next to impossible to calculate the number of men 
and women—mostly women—who were burned at the stake, 
after being tortured to confession, for tho religious crime of 
witchcraft. Most of these victims were women because, in 
accordance with Christian tradition, women were moi'o 
wicked than men, and so the easier drawn to the service ol 
Satan. As usual the Bible was quoted in support of (lie 
foolish and the brutal. The reason why was given by 
Macaulay’s “ wise fool,”  King James I. lie  says; “ The 
reason is easy, for as tlratrsex is frailer than man, so it is 
easier to be entrapped in the gross snares of the devil, as 
was ever-well proved by the serpent deceiving Eve at tho 
beginning.”  This «'as thè fault that Christian saints found 
in woman from the beginning of the Church. That fine 
example of the brilliancy of our monarchy— although wo 
have had many worse kings than'James I.—said in justify­
ing tho water test of whether a woman was a witch or not :
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“.God hath appointed, for a supernatural sign of the 
monstrous impiety of witches, that the water shall refuse 
to receive them in her bosom that have shaken off them the 
sacred water of baptism.’ ’ There are few stupidities that 
have not found a. religious justification.

The ordinary reader is inclined to think of witchcraft as 
something that was entertained by the Churches and the 
more ignorant of the populace. That is quite wrong. It 
was something that was held—and indeed it was—an 
integral part of the Christian religion, and to doubt it was 
almost and in some circumstances actually, an offence 
that might lead to a. charge of being an accessory to 
Satan. We have already given one quotation from the 
“ Demonologie’ ’ of James I., published in Edinburgh in 
1507. Mere is another taken from the introduction to the 
book. It was written to counteract the influence of Reginald 
Scot, who had written a book questioning the evidence on 
which thousands were being condemned: —

“ The fearful abounding at this time of these detest­
able slaves of the devil, the witches or enchanters, 
hath moved me to dispatch this treatise of mine . . . 
against the damnable opinions of one called Scot, an 
Englishman, who is not ashamed to deny that there 
can be such a thing as witchcraft. . . . My intention 
is to prove two. things . . . one that such devilish arts 
have been and are; the other what exact trial and 
severe punishment they merit. Witches ought to be 
put to death according to the law of God . . . and the 
municipal law of all Christian nations. 'To spare the 
life and not strike whom God bids strike is treason 
against God.”

Macaulay may have been right when ho called James a 
learned fool, but there is no question that he was a sound 
Christian, and that lie was speaking on the authority of the 
Christian God.

But eleven years before King James wrote his book, 
Bishop Jewell, preaching before Queen Elizabeth, warned 
the Queen and said : —

“ It may please your Grace to understand that 
witches and sorcerers within these last few years are 
mervously increased within your Grace’s realm. Your 
■Grace’s subjects pine away even to death, their colour 
fadeth, their flesh rotteth, their speech is benumbed, 
their senses are bereft. I pray God they never practise 
further than the subject. . . . 'These eyes have seen 
most evident and manifest marks of their wickedness.”

betrayed a rough, and ready common sense. In the m»tter 
before us he could write that:__

Witchcraft is the devil’s proper work wherewi ’̂1 
when God permits, he not only hurts people but mak^ 
away with them; for in this world we are as guests an1 
strangers, body and soul under the devil; idiots, 
lame, the blind, the dumb, are men in whom ign°r0D 
devils have established themselves, and all f K 
physicians who attempt to heal these infirmities 8s 
though they proceeded from natural causes, ali’ 
ignorant blockheads who know nothing about the p°'vtl 
of demons.”

In his “ Table Talk,”  Luther says: “ I know the 
thoroughly well; he has overpressed me so close t a 
scarcely knew whether I was alive or dead.”  LutbeG 
fact, saw the activity of the devil whichever way he tu11̂ ^  
A singing in the ear was proof that the devil was its aU j 
attempting to prevent his writing. A violent headache 
its origin in the same source. When a storm raged i , 
its origin in Satanic activity, for “ the winds are nothing ^  
good or bad spirits.”  Suicides he believed were often 
who had been strangled by evil spirits. “ The devil, he sâ  
“ can so completely assume the human form that we * 
very well lie with what seems to be a woman of real 
and blood, and yet all tbe while ’tis only a devil in the s 
of a woman.”  The-devil might easily become the fatliei 
a child, unsuspected by both husband and wife. He 
that he knew.such a case, and said: “ I would have 
thrown iuto the Moldau at the risk of being held 1 
murderer.”

These examples might be multiplied indefinitely, but t 
would be a tiresome repetition of substantially ident*15̂  
statements. Here and-there one meets with a Christian 
eminence who raises a mild protest against the method 
conducting prosecutions of witchcraft, but with very x  , 
exceptions these consisted of doubts as to the legal met ^  
adopted rather than a questioning of witchcraft itsell- ^  

doubt the reality of demonism invited a charge of being 
league with the devil,’ and-few were bold enough to ’ IS 
that.

When the question of the reality of witchcraft came, 1 
was raised from the Freethinking side. How could it 
otherwise ’? Nothing was clearer than that the Old and Ne" 
Testaments were saturated with belief in the activity 0 
evil spirits and of man’s commerce with them. Fr0l)l 
Genesis to Revelations there is no break. Church doctrine,

The reply to this was an immediate passing of a new Act 
of Parliament against enchantment and witchcraft. It 
should also be borne in mind that witchcraft was already- 
condemned by the laws of the Church, as it still is. But 
the law led to a. fresh batch of tortures and executions, ft 
was not the first, nor the last example where religious belief 
and .Church influences made for the brutalising and 
worsening of life.

One other example in order that the reader may be helped 
in understanding what real Christianity is, and as evidence 
that when the Christian Churches have not been coerced 
by a strong secular control they have invariably made for 
retrogression, we may take from one of tbe greatest of 
Christian leaders—Martin Luther, in many things Luther

Roman Catholic and Protestant, insisted on the existent 
of evil spirits and their intercourse with human beings-

Wherever Christian influence prevailed, right up to th‘ 
end of the seventeenth Century, this murderous superstiti011 
prevailed. Those who have«read Cotton Mather’s “ Wondd’S 
of the Invisible World”  (there was an edition of that worjj 
published in London in 1802) will be well aware of the evl 
consequences that followed the English settlers in the Nc'' 
World. They took their Christian demonism with the1" ’ 
and the consequences of that were the same as had darkened 
the lives of millions of human beings in the Old World.

CHAPMAN COHEN- 
(To be continued)
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“ HAND-IN-HAND TOGETHER”
that \ • ----------------
and Al nimitabI* I,air of music-hall and radio artists, Flanagan 
"'h0 . V1' W' "  h>e remembered for o long time as the people

6 l'°Pular that catchy song: —
“ Arm-in-arm together, 

rpj Just like we used to be.”
ren>om êW ^ icai of Leeds (the Rev. A. S. Reeve) will be 
aiiot], .°U( 8S " ll' w:ll'-time cleric who tried to make popular 

catchy phrase, which might be versified tints: —
, Hand-in-hand together,
 ̂ The Church and State must be.”

hlaiia1̂ 161, tbe Vlcar’ s effort will be as successful as that of 
the an<' is a matter of doubt, for the vicar has not

U,'ailtag© of being able to set his phrase to a catchy tune, 
»‘cut Salvation Army been the established Christian move- 
liavo ]U tbis 00ullt>'y. instead of the dour Anglicans, they would 
''»■ligj a< a hotter chance, because their faculty for blending 
ovo,. /  Wl*h lively music is an undoubted advantage in puttingSlOfy-ivic __a . ,

with the
lfls ------- _ -------- ------  L— , —   ......... .. Leeds
-aiul lV a ^0o<̂  start by getting the Press to quote him liberally 

thB Is wortli a lot. He has shown, also, that he has got
h'ai's '11̂  fth°ut his job ; and lie has, no doubt, allayed the 
s*t u U1 ttl<3 minds of many that the two Archbishops must have 
Social >y recent flirtations with rather threadbare ideas on 

So ] le 0̂lm Questions.
liavo aS there are vicars like Mr. Reeve, the “  best people ”  
Arclib'1- ' *° *ear from an °dd reformist Bishop, or a couple of 
°"e ‘J S!:°PS wh° may (or may not) have forgotten what they

Saiv .';,th« l ^ .  despite his disadvantages in comparison wit 
h8s " ’’“ sts and the music-hall pair, the new Vicar of

V” » jivxwy iivt T u iv lg O  1/lVU It 11HV V4I' J

the influences that got them where they are.
*• Hoove was welcomed to his new job, as God s representa- 

'J^among the half-million that form the population of Leeds,
tiv
“y th _________  ___  _________ population
j . holding of a civic reception. Just how civic the reception 
0j Was I don’ t know. It certainly seemed to represent some 
, • citizens—but there was a conspicuous absence of those who

 ̂ 1 justly be said to be representative of the main population, 
iv). VCrâ  ''epresentativcs of associated and subsidiary companies 
Ho' ^ho religious industry were present, but I fear that
a t0ll'Uroyed or overalled denizen of the dense working-class 

,l'' graced the platform by his (nowadays) honourable
U|ce. Perhaps all the corduroy and overall wearers werePre

tOQ K • . L -x, -**« ..vuiwo ncir;
, 0H;uSy winning the war for Mr. Reeve’s Christian post-war 

'* Perhaps the post-war world is not intended to include such
except, of course, in their present capacity, as silent andP"°pie

Q11 ''presented workers for the best people, who are to bo found 
' 'he Church and in the public life that pays homage—and 
1 mute—to the Church.

' ay do I jump to such wicked conclusions about the intentions
, Church? Well, let Mr. Reeve answer that question on my
H a lf. . .

All the Churches in the country can claim only one-fifth of the 
population as supporters; and the Church that Mr. Reeve had 
in mind can claim only a mere 8 per cent. But what an 8 per 
cent. ! After deducting all the “  worker-worshippers,”  the chaps 
that feed the heating boilers, sweep up the graveyards, keep the 
interiors clean and tidy, go round with the collecting plates, and 
perform other menial but necessary tasks; and after allowing 
for a small proportion of self-sacrificing spinsters, and other 
kind-hearted but inhibited people who are “ wedded”  to Christ 
through the Church, we find that the remainder of the 8 per 
cent, largely'consists of those who can honestly speak of Britain 
as “  our country ”  because it is, in fact, their country.

Again let Mr. Reeve speak for himself—and for the best 
people- —

“  The sacrifices they (the soldiers, sailors and airmen) 
have made must not be in vain, and it is the liounden duty 
of all to see that the England of to-morrow is really a 
country which is worth living in in the fullest sense of the 
word. That country cannot be built unless spiritual values 
are given their proper place. That is why the Church and 
State must ever go hand-in-hand.”

It all sounds good until we reach the spiritual values, doesn't 
it ? Then we find that there is a proper place for these values, 
and that (hey cannot have their proper place unless “ Church 
and State . . .  go hand-in-hand.”

I am going to leave you to work the proposition out for 
yourselves. It shouldn’t be difficult.

All that I wisli to add is that, unfortunately for the vicar, and 
the other best people, there are quite a number of ordinary 
people in Britain who have other ideas about the “  essential ”  
place of the Church in the post-war world, and the “  proper ”  
place for spiritual values ; and the partner that wears the frocks 
in this hand-in-hand courtship of Church and State might find 
herself severely jilted when the post-war world arrives.

It will not be by those who have made the sacrifices of the 
war, but by those who have managed to survive the war—and tho 
church parades! F. J. CORINA.

ACID DROPS

THE “  Morning Advertiser," the organ of the Licensed Trade, 
has become very “  Churchy ”  of late and, like so many ardent 
recruits, feels impelled to .tread on very dangerous, because 
quite unsound, grounds. It even hacks up the B.B.C. in its 
perfectly partial and unfair method of not permitting any 
criticism of religion, and accepts as a justification the idiotic plea 
that we are nominally Christian. But what is the good of a 
name if the fact is dead against it? And even among those who 
call themselves Christian there is no agreement as to what 
Christianity is. The “  Advertiser ”  is guilty of gratuitous 
stupidity, for there seems no reason why it should drop its 
Christian advocacy and confine its attention to the less harmful 
commodity which it represents.

'hiring his welcome to Leeds (by the best people) he made the 
"'lowing statement: —

“ The Church and State must go hand-in-hand. I believe 
that is essential if we are to get the right kind of Britain 
when the peace comes.”

^k°w I am not challenging the truth of Mr. Reeve’s statement 
!l'h In fact, my comment when he made the statement was,

Mr
Quito <so.”  But 1 do wish to implement the statement, because 

Reeve (like so many parsons do) left something unsaid, 
forgot to mention that (lie right kind of Britain he had in 

mind was for the right kind of people—those people for whom 
11 ‘s indeed desirable that the Church and State -must go liand- 
"'-hand. I can put no other construction upon his words. The 
ia<-ts allow of no other construction.

Now here is a fair offer to the “ Advertiser.”  If the “ Advertiser” 
will show us any agreed good law which it believes originated in 
Christianity, we promise to prove that it did not have its origin 
in Christianity and, in addition, will supply some bad law which 
we owe or owed to Christian influences. It would be quite an 
educational exercise for the editor, but wo haven’t the slightest 
expectation of his coming up to scratch. In this country one may 
talk any kind of nonsense in support of Christianity, lie is 
quite safe. ________

The “  Advertiser ’ ’ notes that “  Secularists ”  have never been 
given the use of the microphone, but justifies the B.B.C. by saying 
that if this were done, “  it is obvious that everyone else ought 
to be invited.”  Well, why not? Wo have been shouting to high 
heaven that we are a free people, and that all opinion is free, 
so why not act on the alleged fact? The “  Advertiser ”  Is
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shocked to think that this open policy would involve freedom for 
Christian Scientists, Jehovah’s Witnesses, Agnostics, Atheists, 
Gandhi, etc. Why not? No existing opinion could be more 
intellectually stupid than that of the one-sided 'religious propa­
ganda that is now being forced on the public; and if all opinions 
were given a chance there would be less need for the faked 
discussions which the B.B.C. now puts before the public.

There is one very remarkable item of news given us by the 
“  Advertiser.”  It says that a “  certain Doan of an Anglican 
Cathedral Church is a member of tho Secularist Society, and 
apparently this fact has not caused him to bo debarred from tho 
microphone.”  That is really news, even to us and, if true, tills 
Dean must bo well disguised. The “  Advertiser ”  seems to be as 
reliable in its news as it is in its arguments.

Under the usual talk of the stress of war conditions an attempt 
was made recently in Cardiff to permit an increase in the number 
of hours which schoolchildren could legitimately be worked, and 
also to lower the ago limit and to make it permissible for thorn 
to bo Worked before school hours. It is a compliment to tho 
City Fathers that the suggestion was beaten by a 2 to 1 majority 
at the Council meeting, but tho most astounding part of tho 
whole attempt upon reducing the already limited rights of these 
children was that the prime movers were past presidents of tho 
local Sunday School Union. Alderman G. Fred Evans, tho 
proposer, and Councillor Morgan Davies, tho seconder, at tho 
Council meeting, are both prominent Nonconformists. Tlioso 
Christians show their lovo of children in a curious way, and we 
wonder what our wonderful “  Christian Heritage ”  would bo it 
left entirely to tho Christians.

Tho Bishop of London preached the other day at St. Anne's, 
Highgato, that if the world would heeomo Christianised—of 
course, as the Bishop understands it, which involves support of 
tho Stato—our troubles will be, to a very considerable degree, 
ended. There never was a time during the past 00 or 70 years 
when the public was not treated \o this kind of talk. But it is 
the outside world that has made the Church more human than 
it was, not tho other way round. Meanwhile, the Church stands 
as one of the greatest vested interests in the country, and its 
officers are as keen in getting their pound of desìi as any avowedly 
commercial concern.

In a leading article commenting on tho Bishop's sermon, tho 
11 Hornsey Journal ”  offers a mild comment on tho Bishop’ s visit. 
The editor says that “  when the Church is not without stains on 
her own record,’ ’ she can aceuso others, and adds, “  When the 
time comes to rebuild our slums (presumably be means build 
houses to replace the slums), let the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
think of tho property of which they are the landlords . . . and 
lot them revise their leases to give their tenants of tho best.”  
Good advice, but is there any likelihood of their carrying out the 
advice? Not the slightest.

To give bettor terms to tenants might be done, although a little 
time ago tho Archbishop dodged a similar question by saying 
that the Church was powerless, as its wealth (tho Church of 
England is, considering its numbers, one of the wealthiest 
Churches in the world) was in tho hands of the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners; and if tho Commissioners are approached, the 
reply would be that, as Commissioners, they have to administer 
an estate in a businesslike manner—which means getting all that 
can bo got. There is only one way of getting round this difficulty, 
find that is to disestablish the Church and let each religious 
organisation depend upon the support of thoso who believe in it.

South Africa is with us in our fight for equal liberty among 
mankind and the creation of a new heaven on earth. As proof 
of this we find from the 11 Johannesburg Star ”  for January 20 
that: “ No principal teacher or assistant teacher . . . shall bo 
admitted or retained on the staff of a public school unless either 
be is prepared conscientiously to give instruction in Bible history 
. . . or puts before the director any objection he may have to 
undertake such instruction and receives exemption.”  If the 
teacher lias the courage to ask for exemption and tho good, or

¡iiitl
bad, fortune to got it, he will bd a marked man or " *isti®0!* 
with very small chance of promotion. Why cannot 1 ]iljnly 
dilute their intolerance with just enough honesty to sa> 0f tlir 
what their aim is? We are pleased to see in this issm 
“  Johannesburg Star ”  a very strong protest from our o i 
F. W. B. Silke, against such a travesty of justice.

-----------  ter. T|lCRussia is to undergo a bombardment from a new quarto • r
l ’ ope has threatened a weekly broadcast of a new weekly 1’ 
with special application to Russia. One would thi "llv need l>is 
would already know all about Russia, and would baldly 11 ¡s0_.
membry jogging. After all, the cessation of prayer and Pf° , ¡„ 
on which all gods jive—from Russia must have been not' 
heaven. We can imagine “ He who sits on tho throne . „ this 
to his Commander-in-Chief: “ Look here, Gabriel, just g|' #n(j 
fellow a hint that we know our job, and that while we enJ°5̂  ]l0t 
fatten on praise, we dislike these covert hints that we ha' r, 
dono all we might have done. They suggest that wo ha'® 
looked something, or that wo have not done all we migb 
done. Besides, these Russian leaders are Atheists, no 
mentally baked doubters; and when one has to deal "  
thorough-going Atheist there is no return.”

Perhaps it is an indication that our Minister of 1̂ |U( ‘̂ ¡0n 
is not finding the pious plot between tho Board of Ed|U‘ 
and tho Churches running as smoothly as he had hoped. 
recently he told a Free Church meeting that he was not <*' p. 
at introducing a new State religion into the schools, but att< 
ing to find a common basis for “  inoculating tho young  ̂
with an old faith.”  That is rather too thin. First, so hn'B 
religion is taught in the State schools it is bound to t;l\N|1(r 
tho colour of a State religion. And as he is aiming at 
more definite religion, with a measure of control of the  ̂
by the clergy, he is really trying to establish a State r|l l ,̂nl.v/fury

putIt was a piece of impudence to aim at a Cburch-cum 
system of education with a Coalition Government in power, 
it is an insult to say that bo and his confederates, tho bis 11 
are not trying to establish a State religion in the schools.

J ho B.B.O. has launched what it calls a new series of dis(l1' 
sions on “  What is Religion? ”  We have hoard only the h1* 
and it looks as though the new-series will be like the old o»1* ’ 
only a. little more artful, and so more deliberately dishon°H ' 
than the earlier ones. Wo shall see how far out wo are in 011 
forecast as tho scries develops.

I be two speakers in the first instalment agreed that l?01.’* 
conduct without belief in God is not religion, and if belief 11 
God is not accompanied with good conduct, that is not relig'ollj 
So being what one may call an old hand where tho twists a’1* 
wriggles and squirms of the modern Christian world is concern1'1 
\ie fancy wo can see tho way in which tho story will devcl°l>' 
Anyone who really thinks about the subject should be able t° 
realise that the essence of religion lies in the belief in God 01 
gods, or to put it quite accurately, ni supernatural beings, f*11 
morality lias a quite distinct origin and significance. It is 
corned with tho behaviour of human beings to each other, 11,11 
that begins long before the gods are beard of. Religion conn* 
in at a later stage, and then its influence on morals is main } 
bad.

Ol course, if the B.B.C. had a spasm of honesty in tin'11 
manoeuvres there would be an Atheist to put tho case for Atheism 
before tho world. But that "ill. certainly not be done, for th1’ 
B.B.C., while conceding that there exists a multitude of m®n 
and women who hold to a reasoned Atheism, yet there are s" 
many ppor, ignorant, weak-minded believers in God, that 11 
plain statement of Atheism might shake tho faith of a large 
number of Christians. So, says the B.B.C., let learning aim 
honesty of speech go to the devil. Wo must keep people Christian 
at all costs. Did not Jesus say that unless people were like littk’ 
children they cannot enter tho kingdom of heaven? So the 
B.B.O. does its best to keep people as infantile asi possible. I 
tho B.B.O. has any relish for a compliment from an Atheist* 
wo willingly say that in our judgment it is a completely 
Christian institution.



There was an endorsement in a recent issue of the “  People ”  
from the pen of Hannen Swaffer of what wo have hoon saying 
for many years in these columns. It concerns the B.B.C. Mr. 
Swaffer says: —
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SUGAR PLUMS
TO-Da v ---------------- >
(’hap ,̂ . (Alay 2) in the Cliorlton Town Hall, Manchester, Mr. 
in JVstUUC'°h0n " deliver an address on “  Church and Religion 
and sin ] r Britain.”  The subject deserves a series of lectures, 
t'liai,, ?-'ii as interesting to Christians as to Freethinkers, 

"h i be taken at G-30 p.m.

Ann,,. Jl*T>v,iously announced, the National Secular Society’s 
in | ' | (inference will again, owing to war conditions, lie held 
folio ' 0n 0,1 Tune 13. .The procedure of previous years will be 
nr„ j ai|d branches of the Society and headquarter members 
fere'll, 1 C( f° send in suggestions for discussion bv the Oon- 
lator ' 0thor arrangements will be as usual. Fuller particulars

that]1 lnP> in the “ Daily Express”  Mr. .James Agate says 
204;j 10 0!ln think of only six books that will be read in the year 
P|| '. Among these be places for unexpressed reasons, “ The 
“ (v ’’I a Progress.”  One can understand a person such as 
" as ¡'.‘hinder ”  Campbell telling the Brains Trust that this book 
Mu.jj l<’ most read in Britain, but on what ground can a critic 
aoqlla” s Air. Agate come to tliis conclusion? If anyone asks their 
lii„i'hhtanccs of the present generation whethei they have read 
ivl|,|| M s ^ook ho "  id find that it is one of the least read of 
!',‘Hte(l°1,ü ,nay (’ad historic books. And, in any case, it repre- 
elofii' tho religious opinions of a narrow Christian sect which 

11 >ts narrowness and selfishness with a religious clonk.

Us
Qf i ■

,,ad Christian writings the “  Pilgrim’s Progress ”  stands out the embodiment of selfishness and thinly disguised 
is hardly considered, the social sense<ml*tlUity- r The family -  

,w to undeveloped, the fear of
f, htial lesson is “  Save your ...... ...........u-
,' .'',as your conduct will prevent your landing in hell. W o agree 
C lt  • very sincoro Christian, Benson, that it is the most selfisl 

in our literature.

hell is very pronounced, and the 
own soul and help others only

V 'J H  the “  Pilgrim’s Progress” a hook that will live 
bo 
on 
or

lift.'lills,G °f its merits is simply unthinkable. That it may 
ivj. (.y to look up, as one now looks up the early writings 
a,! 10r«ft and the early forms of the Christian superstition, 
t0 ” ll<‘ how studies the culture of savages, may be admitted, but 

t it forth os a gem of English literature; one of the six 
if', "ill lie read a thousand years honco, seems to us impossible, 

being read means what one means when he speaks Pf 
'mo i°t‘,pcnro being read. The “  Pilgrim’s Progress ”  stands as

the most selfish hooks in the English langurage.

The only talks on religion are the monopoly of orthodoxy. 
No Rationalist, Christian Scientist, Jew, Spiritualist, Moslem 
or Hindu is allowed to put his case. . . . Unless it is mado 
free to all shades of opinion, the B.B.C. will become a menace 
to social change.”

Wo welcome Mr. Swaffer’s .plain statement of an obvious truth, 
with the reservation that the B.B.C. may become a menace to 
liberty. It is a menace, and a very.deadly one.

Years ago when we said what so many are saying non’ , wo 
said there was only one way of calling public attention to what 
was going on. This is that all men of ability and character, or 
with respect for real freedom of thought, should declino to tako 
part in this gigantic sham. “  We believe some have so acted, 
but it is not enough to act; their refusal to join in the plan of 
keeping the public in ignorance, by mixing substantial falsehoods 
with apparent contradictions, will only be met when these men 
stand aloof and let the public know why. .

There is, for oxumple, C. E. M. .load. Away from the B.B.C., 
he is apt to drop into the expression of very liberal sentiments. 
But these should he backed up by a refusal to take part in the 
imposture practised on the country in presenting faked discussions 
and an alleged open platform which is a very closed one. And 
there really are other ways of getting a dishonest living.

The church hells are being rung again—even their disappear­
ance seems to have affected church attendance. What a pity 
it is—for the clergy—that they are not now able to have officials 
with n long wand driving people to church to hear a parson 
preach about humanity’s burning hunger for religion.

After all, the bells have no connection whatever with people 
going to church. It was concerned with protecting people while 
they were in church. Tho aim was to frighten away evil spirits 
and, probably having some doubts as to whether God would he 
able to look after one of his own buildings, they tried to scare 
ono of his oun heavenly throw-outs. To-day wo imagine that 
neither motive operates. Bell-ringing lias become a kind of 
advertising,, much as a trtwn crier goes round some of our small 
towns advertising goods for sale. It gives all possible attendants 
notici— “  Pleaso come and sit in my parlour.”  Tho churches 
must advertise if they are to keep their shops open.

Our highly-placed clergy never miss a chance of advertising. 
If things go well, we must thank God for what ive have received. 
If they go badly, we must blame ourselves. God appears to have 
no responsibility whatever. There he sits, or stands, or floats, 
seeing things go. Like the famous: —

------  old lady of Sydney
Who had a disease of the kidney,
She prayed do the Lord 
That she might bo restored,
And he could, if  he would,

- But he did na’ .

So wo are not surprised to find that a manifesto lias been 
issued, signed by a large number of big bugs belonging to a largo 
number of Churches, home and foreign, telling everybody that 
tho only cure for tilings is to “  return to God, tho father of all, 
whose purpose and lovo secures the welfare of all, humbly 
beseeching God to forgivo our past sins, and to give us tho spirit 
of forgiveness for wrongs done to ourselves.”  It is a superb 
example of clotted bosh. For if God had any purpose, it is his 
job to see that it is carried out, and tho gang of highly placed 
preachers are all assuring the world that it would be a crime to 
forgivo Gorman loaders the beastly brutalities of which they 
have been guilty.
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SOME PSYCHOLOGICAL ASPECTS OF THE 
CHRISTIAN ERA AND THE NON­

HISTORICITY POSITION

THERE is one aspect of the problem now confronting us in 
connection with the manhood of Jesus which is apparently often 
or altogether overlooked. It is that tho Non-Historicity position 
raises a problem of modern times. It also involves the question 
whether our era derived its name, Anno Domini, from a birth 
or from a myth ?

The early Christians were obviously never faced with the 
contention that the man Jesus had never existed, though they 
invested him, in conformity with tho credulity of their times, 
with the miraculous attributes of a deity. Nor, to make a leap 
to the last part of the 18th century, does that contention appear 
to have troubled or—so far as 1 know—occurred to Gibbon. He 
gives a brief and, in many respects, sympathetic account of his 
own attitude towards the growth and development of the 
“ Christian Faith ’ ’ which, lie says, “ obtained so remarkable a 
victory »over the established religions of the earth,”  and he was 
himself a believer in “  the ruling providence of its great author.” 
As a historian, however, though writing in pre-scientific times, 
ho would naturally have repudiated a miraculous starting point 
for Christianity, and he obviously took a human life for granted. 
He ju st ’accepts the position that tho name and date of our era 
were adopted as relating to the birth of the founder of Chris­
tianity. He speaks of “  the primitive tradition of a Church 
which was founded only 40 years after tho death of Christ ” and 
of “  The Jewish converts or, as they were afterwards called, the 
Nazarenos.”  The Christian religion, as Gibbon clearly pictures it, 
commenced as a mere sect. lie  writes: “ The Jews were a 
nation; the Christians were a sect.”  And he pictures Christ as 
“  an obscuro teacher who in a recent age, and among a barbarous 
people, had fallen a sacrifice either to the malice of his own 
countrymen or to the jealousy of the Roman Government.”

According to tho trend of tho Canonical Gospels,* whatever 
voracity may or may not be conceded to those varying accounts 
of a human, life—the Jews in power wanted to get rid of the 
Nazareno (perhaps as a reformer claiming divine inspiration and 
authority, and putting his finger upon some of their weak spots) 
by representing him to Pilate, and through him to Herod, as a 
political revolutionary, “  perverting the nation and forbidding to 
give tribute to Caesar, saying that he himself is Christ a K in g”  
(Luke, chap. 23). Acting also as orthodox and monotheistic 
Jews, they brought against the Nazareno tho accusation, as 
recorded in the non-synoptic Gospel of John, “  We have a law, 
and by our law he ought to die, because he made himself tho 
Son of God.”

It so happened that the crucifixion of Jesus, as portrayed in 
tho Gospels, fitted in with that of two malefactors, and it may 
have made so little impression upon Pontius Pilate that— as 
Anatolo France viewed it in his little gem, “  Le Procurateur 
de Judéo”  (Etui du Nacre), be had in his later life forgotten 
all about it.

Rut “ they didn’t know everythin’ down in Judee,”  and who 
could have foreseen that the man Jesus — “  a condemned 
criminal ”  so the “  pagans ”  argued, writes Gilbert Murray in 
his popular book “  Stoic, Christian and Humanist ” —was subse­
quently to be raised to the Godhead as the second person of the 
( 'li list in n Trinity: Father, Son and Holy Ghost ?t In any case, it 
seems obvious that when the theology of Christianity was in tho

* See'article “ The Authorship and Date of tin' Gospels Recon­
structed,”  by II. S. Shelton, in the current number of the 
“  Hibbert Journal,”  January, 1943.

t Even tho “ empty tom b”  of the resurrection myth, implied 
recognition of an earthly life.

making the contention that Jesus, as a man, had neve 
was one that never arose; though it is also obvious that t ujoUs 
ing to the Gospels) in his lifetime he was credited with lji'va 
powers and mythical attributes. s0 pte

Jewish orthodoxy was and is strictly monotheistic, 
question arises: Why, when “ the primitive tradition of a „ 
which was founded only 40 years after the death of jjg, 
(to quote Gibbon’s words again, though they were not use t 
same relation), did not the orthodox and presumably 
Jewish nation avail itself of such an easy method of sup) j(
Lla/x ____J. -•(* H - .  i t - t - . i t  ~ ~the Christian sect, if they believed, or could have nr

th
ill”1
they

ado
world believe, that the Nazarene never walked the o® 
Palestine or anywhere else? And if too, as time went o’1’ 
Christianity gained converts and an established position,^^.^ 
could have spread the belief that the human life of its ^cify. 
was as mythical and non-historical as that of a discards  ̂

No one could take it for granted that the date which haŝ B ^

Jed
h’s

us our era, has historical significance, in so far as it 
the actual date of a birth, whether that birth was regal 
human or miraculous, or as a combination of the two.
“  History of the W orld,”  1898, Edgar Sanderson, M.A. 
of many historical works and sometime Scholar of Clave , 
Cambridge), wrote of “  the year of Christ’ s birth ”  that it slyprobably the year 4 prior to the Christian Era, as errone°V 
reckoned.”  . )r

Again, it seems necessary to emphasise that the Jewish 
might have found it easy to strangle the new religion almost •’ ^ 
birth, if it had been possible to take the stand, which a nuin ,l 
erudite and eminent scholars are taking nearly 2,000 years ’’  ̂
about a life which was apparently accepted by contemporary 
a fact and not as a myth. Also that, according to the Gosl 
although orthodox Jews repudiated any claim to divinity 
the part of Jesus and his supporters, they apparently ”  . , 
repudiated his human existence. I may add that fr0in .fai 
psychological point of view, my belief is that the Ca|in  ̂
Gospels (of the 2nd century) with all their discrepancies 
variations, would not have been received by the Church cveIj r.,l 
a credulous and uncritical age, if the human life of their cen 
figure had been, or could have been, taken merely as a myth- . .

It is generally accepted that there is much in Christian  ̂
which, in its earlier period, it had in common with existing ^ 
pre-existing cults, and pre-eminently with Mithraism. As reft 
Krishna, one of the “  Saviour Gods,”  this similarity, if 1 pj 
accepted as proven, extends to the human lifo and mann® ^  
death. These cults have, however, faded out or lost signif** 
while Christianity, retaining its human background, still 1 
the field in our religious world of to-day. ^

Beyond current literature I can make no claim at all t0 . py 
original research on which to base my opinion on the histoW ^ 
of Jesus. So what is said here would carry no weight in ® j 
circles. T do, however, note that, apart from any sp” ’ . j. 
significance which is involved, there is probably no su 
dealing with tho origin and progress of the Christian re' ^
which is now so ardently and sometimes hotly contested by fl «>»e
who are equally qualified to consult and compare the 
records as that which concerns the Historicity or Non-Historic1̂  
of tho personality who has given to Christianity its name, and 
our Era its approximate date. MAUD SIMON-

D ESCART ES
But “  learn what is true, in order to do what is right,” 1 

tins summing up of the whole duty of man, for all who a*̂  
unable to satisfy their mental hunger with the east ivind 0 
authority; and to those of us moderns who are in this positi°” j 
it is one of Descartes’ great claims to our reverence as a spirit”11 
ancestor, that, at three-and-twenty, he saw clearly that this 
his duty, and acted up to his conviction.

T. IT. Huxi-EV.
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Re sc u e  t h e  p e r ish in g THE ART OF GERALD KERSH

-̂*U following article appeared in the “ Observer”  lor 
thaf • ' '  ^  Is reprinted with the consent of the editor ofnat journal.]April 11  
that j c

among
Hie saddest features of our age is the dulling of out 

>. 1(J"  to cruelty and persecution. The persecution by t toA’ar&2i§ p c i a c o u t i u .
and the ^ll'*r political and religious opponents in Germany 
equally)'1. , " f ^ e*1 Patriotic national opponents in all Europe, 
of the I«-,,16 worst that Europe saw during the religious conflicts 
syrr>i)at]t 1 and 17tli centuries. But it produced all too little 
ittore -ip, !n °t'*er countries. Now something else and even 
been c ’finable has happened. A whole human community has 
^i^aiip1 l " lnet  ̂ oleath—not for political, religious or national

I ICt> but for its mere existence. What is our response?

and (¡hji'f ’ the systematic extermination of all men, women
til« fu ll '/1,11 ^L“w*sb race in Europe began. In December, 1942, 
1942 (| il<ds became known in this country. On December 17, 

U ” °use of Commons rose to its feet in horror at this 
<1*,ne of all times. On March 10, 1943, Mr. Eden stated 

that tli "US<S ''bat available information pointed to the conclusion

To-J,

Sul"-eme 
the H

massacre was continuing.
day, on April 11, 1943, it must be stated that the British 

^rnment has not so far found it within is power to rescue
9ovc

child b?r trom cruel death one single Jewish man, woman or
ret*.. ' be doors of this country and its possessions have 
an,] 5or/ <dost’d to them, An agreement to admit 4,500 children 
Pai(,S|. a,9ilts from, Bulgaria, Rumania and Hungary into 
pr^su 116 has not been carried out. Against the most earnest 
tntm '* °f the whole British public, led by Church and Parlia- 

^ 0verninen*' has set a stone wall

, 1 "stead

of cold, quiet

an agreement has now boon reached with the U.S.A. 
conference in the Bermudas for the “  preliminary 

Hun , Uon of ways and means ”  to cope with “  what may be an 
thre. /  11 demand for accommodation on the part of refugees 
v*ctii 6,led by Germany’s extermination policy.”  While the 
tliu "S ^ is  extermination policy are daily slaughtered by the 
tuj 1 to arrange for a conference with these terms of 

nce is only a cruel mockery.
i"Vo]°l ^10 war the United Nations will face a migration problem 
tU|lr | *n6 scores of millions of people, caused not by Hitler’ s 
djsj( 11 °f the Jews, but by the upheaval of populations and the 
gin„ ;  -‘Hon (){ industries and commerce through the war. This 
'>n || hl'°blem needs indeed preliminary exploration and planning 
R;i e firandest scale. But tho trifling problem of providing 
"ini Uary to tho handful of hunted human beings who now 
ej( aSe to escape the butcher’s blade needs no preliminary 

’ "tion at all. It needs immediate action, prompted by 
1 "K'ntary humanity.
/''a t  we can do is pathetically little in any case. The avenues 

of /i'' b'" tor tho persecuted are few and perilous. If the number 
4 0 °* ’ who find their way out along'these avenues surmounts 

”  this will bo reason for rejoicing. All we can do is to 
fin ' "Are that they at least are not thrown back to their 
t„ " lL’’itors and assassins. To do this we must give assurance 

" ’itzerland that she will be relieved of every Jewish refugee"lie „
ti, ■accepts as soon as British arms have restored free communica-

with her, and to Turkey and Spain that they will bo relieved 
tVery Jewish refugee they accept now.
Tlall . I,resent murder of Europe’s Jews is the greatest horror of 

^’ues. History will keep alive its memory for a thousand 
. Is to come, and history will record what tho nations who 

1 "''ssed it did or left undone to check it. We must not allow 
'government to put such a stain on Britain’ s record.

IT is sometimes claimed that the art of the short story has 
attracted no really first-rate writer in recent years. In the 
period immediately following the last war there were outstanding 
figures like Katherine Mansfield, A. E. Coppard and T. F. Powys, 
but in spite of brilliant interludes by L. A. G. Strong, H. E. 
Bates and one or two others, and occasional fours de force by 
individual writers in “ New Writing,”  “ Modern Reading”  and 
other collections of short tales, it is suggested that short story 
writers of the front rank have not been conspicuous.

I do not say that the short story has been unduly neglected 
in recent years. Quite the contrary, in fact. The number of 
short stories being written to-day is probably greater than at 
any time in the past. But it is an admitted fact that (possibly 
owing to the mass-producion basis of tho civilisation of which— 
alas !—present-day writers are necessarily a part) the number 
of people possessing the ability to impress upon the short story 
the vital energy springing from a new view, a new philosophy 
of life has been small.

There has recently appeared, in “ Selected Stories”  (Staples; 
2s. 6d.) a collection of short stories which show a writer who has 
possibly within him the makings of the story-teller of genius. 
Gerald Kersh is *ot an imitation Chechov, an imitation 
Maupassant, or an imitation O. Henry—under which classifica­
tions the vast majority of short story writers, commercial or 
non-commercial, in our time can generally be arranged.

In an age which has been impressed by laws of writing and 
rules of composition, he remains a magnificent exception to all 
laws and all rules. He is a personality of power and fury, and 
he impresses on his writing the unusual force of his personality. 
And yet (unlike so many of his contemporaries) he does not 
merely go on repeating himself, (id infinitum, with all his tricks 
and mannerisms reproduced, until tho reader ceases to find that 
breath of life which is the art of thé short story writer of genius.

“ Selected Stories”  contains 23 tales, and every one is an 
individual work of art. I will, not attempt in these necessarily 
concentrated pages to give in any detail even an outline of what 
is Kersh’ s unusual achievement—the creation of character in 
queer situations. Let me merely recommend for the attention of 
the student of the short story such tales as “ The Musicians,”  
which portrays graphically the way in which artistic genius can 
be twisted to meet an environment that is ill-suited, or “ Strong 
Greek Wine,”  which throws a completely new light on the early 
days of Christianity. The construction of such tales, though to 

(Concluded on next pago)

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.
LONDON—Out noon

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead): 
Sunday, 12 noon, Mi'. L. Euuhy. Parliament Hill Fields: 
3-30 p.m., Mr. L. E iiuky.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park): Sunday, 3-0 p.m.. 
Mr. E. Pace and supporting speakers.

LONDON- Indoor
South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Bed Lion Square, 

W .C .l): Sunday, 11-0 a.m., Professor G. W. Kef.ton, AI.A.. 
LL.I).—“ The United States; I., The Making of tho Nation.”

COUNT BY—I n d o o r .
Bradford Branch N.S.S. Meetings every Sunday at Laycock’s 

Cafe, Kirkgate, 6-30 p.m.
Manchester Branch N.S.S (Chorlton Town Hall. All Saints, 

Manchester): Sunday, 6-30 p.m., Air. Chapman Cohen— 
“  Church and Beligion in Post-War Britain.”

COUNTRY— O u t d o o r
Edinburgh Branch N.S.S. (Mound): Sunday, 7-0 p.m., a Lecture. 
Nowcastle-on-Tyne Branch N.S.S. (Bigg Market): Sunday, 

7-0 p.m., a Lecture.
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tlio superficial reader it may appear unimportant, is nevertheless 
of immense value.

Starting with a situation that seems calm and normal, Kersh 
portrays thu way in which a man or a woman reacts to a new 
influence on life. Read this, torn from its context, but never­
theless to my mind, showing the power of Kersli’ s pen: —

“  The trumpeter sat still. Only his feet moved, tapping 
the floor. Ilis eyes were empty. His forefinger fascinated 
me. It was pure yellow, and this yellow finger rose and fell 
on a yellow key, letting out clear, cold blasts of sound— 
yellow sound !—while his* lips were shut tight. I swear to 
yott that you could not have pushed a knife-blade between 
those lips. It seemed to me that his instrument was soldered 
to him; that he must eat and drink through the trumpet; 
that ho was an inexhaustible cistern of noise, and the key 
was a tap. When he played a sustained note, his forefinger 
grew rigid; music came out in a hard jet.”

There is only one thing that 1 am afraid of, and that is really 
my reason for writing hero. In recent books Gerald Kersh has 
shown various aspects of life in the Guards. “  They Die With 
Their Boots Clean ”  and “ The Nine Lives*of Bill Nelson”  have 
been widely praised, and it has even been 'suggested that here, 
in the sphere of the short story, is the equivalent of the verses 
of Rupert Brooke and other soldier-poets of the last war. It is, 
we are told, tougher, harsher stuff than anything that was 
produced by Brooke and his companions—but then this is a 
tougher, harsher war than the war of 1914-1918. I hope that 
Gerald Kersh will realise the danger in which he is situated. 
Wo do not want to see one of the few writers who has something 
of extreme value to contribute to the art "of the short story to 
degenerate into a mere propagandist for a national cause, what­
ever merits that national cause may be able to claim. One can 
easily imagine the powers that be endeavouring to coerce the 
short story writer to produce one of those ninepenny or shilling 
booklets which are so beautifully printed, in complete disregard 
of paper shortages, by the Ministry of Information ; and, while 
one cannot object to such work being done by hack writers with 
little of value to contribute in the way of original thought, it is 
in the last degree to be deprecated that anyone should try to use 
a writer of something approaching genius for any such limited 
purposes.

1 hope, with all my heart, that Gerald Kersh will resist any 
such pressure. His “  Selected Stories”  may be: an earnest ol 
what he can do. If he- becomes a mere propagandist they may 
turn out to be a mere flash in the pan. But I (and, I am sure, 
countless other readers and writers) hope that they will prove 
to be a first blossoming of a talent which will cast fresh light 
on life as it comes to complete maturity. S. H.

CLUTCHING FOR STRAWS

IN his “ Grammar of Science”  Karl Pearson asserts that, “ The 
goal of science is clear—nothing short of a complete interpreta­
tion of the universe.”  He goes on to point out, however, that 
“  the goal is an ideal one—it marks the direction in which we 
move and strive, but never a stage we shall actually reach.”  

To-day we are still hearing the religionist's challenge to science 
— that there are phenomena which science cannot explain. And 
when the scientist agrees that there are some things beyond 
present human knowledge the religionist triumphantly holds 
forth on the limitations, of science, and reinstates his God in the 
gap formed by ignorance.

It is greatly to bo deplored that, in these days of scientific' 
advancement, there should appear a need for again repeating that 
science is not infinite in its scope. Science is the classification

of facts and the inferences drawn therefrom. It is system*  ̂ _ 
knowledge ; knowledge which is derived from a clear ana (| 
tial study of relations and sequences. But it cannot seek ' c 
the limits of the knowable. It is necessarily limited ‘ 
there arc limits to the scope of the human mind. Yet a .^¡fic 
there are at present certain phenomena which defy sC* ^e. 
explanation, it is invalid to declare such as non-expl"1*1 ^ 
Made 100 years ago, the suggestion that men would be 8 ^  
fly, and at the same time converse with persons many niiles 8 ^  
on the ground, would have been considered as heretical aS a 
revolving-earth theory was in Galileo’ s time. We are only ^ .g 
transitory stage in the gradual progress of science, 
progress is being achieved in spite of all obstacles.

It is hardly necessary to indicate the directions in

and this

which 
obvio«5science is assisting in human progress. They are too 

and well known to need repetition. Yet the Christian “  B*‘ 1 
of the Faith ”  will draw attention, with a long list, to * K 
perpetrated by science. He will refer derogatorily to the - ^  
as “  great scientists ”  anil ask what benefit humanity has i ( 
from thei;: science. That so-called intelligent men s '^ | 
advance such remarks as these is further proof, if more is ]U ^ 
of the desperate circumstances in which dogmatic rolig11’ 
now find themselves. It is against this type of mine 
science must continually struggle. Whenever a new 
theory connected with the universe, or man’s place l"  
propounded there are Christians who will condemn it ilh 
of accord with God and his word. ,,

Christianity has been in continual conflict with hu 
progress. It has resorted to drastic measures at times, 
when scientific truths which challenge religious principle«  ̂
presented to the world we find them met. with pou'^^ 
propaganda in the form of Christian “ truths.”  A Chr's ..
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truth is apparently nothing more than the negation 0 
scientific truth. It is, simply, a lie. And with the s® f 
psychological methods as used by belligerents in a modern ^ 
the Christian endeavours to instil the “ truth”  of “  black 
white.”  _

The religious hierarchy realise the instability of their pi’«1 1  ̂
when challenged by science. With much alarm they cl"  ̂
for straws by hastening to assure their flocks that science ca1" 1 
explain everything; that there exist phenomena on which sc'®11  ̂
confesses ignorance. An invalid inference is then publiclŜ  
which, ns an example, goes like this: Science has given a 
explanation of the universe. There are some things in 
universe that science has not explained. Therefore, there 
some things which science will never explain. From this * 
formulate the plain fact that their great God is beyond 
reach of science. The majority of their followers then contin« 
in their apathetic attitude towards the unthinkable, whil®  ̂
few genuine thinkers, not so easily Convinced, become Athei- 

There is no doubt that to-day it is the influence of sci‘,,'< 
which is the chief impediment in the path of a much 
potent Christianity. This fact forms the basis for the B.B- 
religious “ instruction” ; it is the starting-point of the pod'* ‘ 
pep talks ; it is the low roof of reality against which Christian1 • 
bangs its head each time it tries to stand.

Religious dogmas and beliefs recede as science advances. Th1'
Christian priests and clergymen are forced to oppose this m®'(1' 
of science by relying on its inadequate explanation of 8 
phenomena. Yet as Chapman Cohen, in his “  Material'««’ 
Restated ”  says, “  Where religion is not concerned we do 
find the ignorance of science applauded and emphasised, 8111 
its conquests greeted with qualifying praise.”  f

A spreading of the scientific outlook among all people ">«' 1 
mean the complete rejection of mere beliefs. Science 'V1 
continue to forge ahead in spite of its present ignorance, for d 
aim is the ascertainment of truth, and the “  truth will out.
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