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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

~ Question of Ethics

JHave . B . i i
Uu - ahl‘ﬂ)*ng for critical letters, prowded that the |deas

nt it 1 fliive had one letter in hand for some time,
*e lettej,6 We"' as good writing should. The writer of
attitude8 ° bv‘ously above the average, and it is part of
Merest (e,” ich, if not always put correctively, arouses
plifese - 7er ' *deas are ideas, and they serve a good
esides € en though one disagrees with the author.
,atT ¢c8>°ne may sav with complete accuracy that we otte
is, a mneh from a“thesis that is rejected as from one that
tin kepted' !t is- too the clash of opposites that brings
btst out of one. '

e have, for example noticed with pleasure the devclop-
¢ \ of Atheism in recent years. It is a subject that is
itis 7 s«ld as godism, and there is no question that today
(- longer planted than ever. Even the heads of the

Vu8 are now driven to> admit that never m oul

| ‘a “‘Story ” was Atheism ns strong ns it is today.
.[, question, put to me is rather lengthy, but it is full
gaé M7 criticasks ™ “What is Atheism worth?” and

N e;°u to say, “ Suppose it is true that nature is
Hecl™ .’ Qud that * events,’ including those of mind, are
% £ that there is no evidence of God even in the

Ryfilli*Itweistic sense of mind-plenum and no guaranteed
“j Iilce °f values, | ask * What about it?’

“tellg , Ili been said that we have no right to sacrifice
*]  fi'tl ino'nly to emotional comfort. 1 have asked
Nil) I," "hy and have invariably had an answer that
iLhlji av* Put a Welsh parson to shame for its emotional
H entitl Truth wherever it may lead.” Why? Am |
wgif  °d strip pretentious clothes from even Truth

exPose her essential ugliness? If | bid her llegone

“‘nspiring hag, am T irrational?

L ethics always seem to me to hang on a e
;> ¢ ot there&. Lcan understand the fearless worship o?
“s own sake, if you grant the condition of all
wif. . ' Uarnely, belief in that which is greater than one’s
~ely  “uianity is greater than | '? Is it? |If things are
“4fPNecllanicn,I the mere multiplication of littleness is
1pin  uess. If the mass is more of a spiritual entity than
can only be because my ego is but a partial
*Hat greater entity which in such a case must
"fly as self-conscious as I am. And if humanity,
I'‘riup ~fe—indeed all existence? There is no so'und
riMSlIc objection to the theory because there is no
Sreteness in the particles of the body than in the
'<T°s of the universe, yet | am a living unit.

"at Iton

0 , dReide to he a moral anarchist, what leg have you
°n if you object? Morals are purely a matter of

Editor: CHAPMAN COHEN

Price Threepence

individual taste, and | claim to be the best judge of my
own taste. You may say that moral anarchism, by injuring
society injures me. It may do ultimately. But there are
degrees of remoteness and | may decide to take the risk.
A short life and a merry one is as good a philosophy as
another if the whole damn thing is a meaningless dance of
atoms.

“ You ask me to prove my case for continuity and the rest.
In the name of all that is rational | hope | have good reasons
for my beliefs, hut it is not easy to state, let alone impart,
the most important of these reasons. But psychic
research apart, why should | prove anything? Is it not
sufficient that for me the thing ‘ works.’ Science asks
no more. Pray do not preach a sermon about ‘ right,
humanity, truth, and other Atheistic-cum-theological
abstractions. There is no humanity but power, no humanity
but largely inhuman man to whom | owe nothing. What
have you to offer for my illusions?”

Considering the nature of the case, the matter is expressed
with courage and ability. | might take the statements
point by point, but I think it will be better to take this very
able expression as a whole, and will try to set aside outbursts
of morality, and so deal with the basic ideas before us.

| agree that if one believes in a God and that there, is
something awaiting man in another world, you will obey
God’'s commands with all the pitiful poorness of a slave
crawling to a not too kind master. But if one does not
believe in a God, then rules of conduct must justify them-
selves. We must prove that all we think or can do finds a
reasonable justification in life as we have it. And | com-
mence with the fact that our critic has overlooked a very
important consideration. This is that as a mere sociological
fact “ Man” and “ Men” are not words that indicate
two separate things, they mark two sides of tho same thing.
It is our relation to the race, past and present, that makes
each of us what we are- Separating the two converts both
into a nonsensical abstraction. 1 do not object to the
expression “ humanity in the mass is more of a spiritual
entity than | am,” provided it stands as a useful abstraction,
but if it is more than that, if man is the entity and
“ Humanity ” the mass, and are taken as distinct things,
then my critic has not yet outgrown the theological stage
of thought.

If we discard this proved useless theological reasoning
and ask “ What are the facts?” we find that willy-nilly,
we exist with certain established relations to others of our
kind. We are conscious of feeling that we can?only find
satisfaction among our fellow's. These feelings may Vary
in intensity and even, in some degree, in kind.

Moral feelings are to the body social, exactly what physio-
logical cravings are to the individual organism. Of course,
if 1 have determination enough | can end life, so far ns 1
am concerned, and given determination enough on the part
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of all, Humanity itself could be brought to an end. But the
survival value of certain feelings makes it pretty certain that
this consummation is not likely to be reached. The state-
ment that the “ greater ‘ entity '— Humanity— must be at
least as self-conscious as J am ” is beside the question. It
does not follow from the premise. Why must the moral
quality of a part belong to the whole any more than
incandescence or digestion does? This is where my critic
helps to prove, although he has, as he asserts, outgrown
the Christian stage of mentality, that he has not yet got the
poison of theology out of his system.

The next question runs thus: “ If |1 decide to be a moral
Anarchist what leg have you to stand on if you object?”
Again there is behind the question the ghost of the hang-
man-God, and so far as that goes an effective police-force
is as good as God and experience shows that if we had to
choose between God and a policeman the latter would be
preferable.

It is not true, by the way, that morals are purely a matter
of individual taste. They never have been that, although
the devotees of the hangman deity have tried to prove as
much. But in reply to the question “ What have | to
say to one who decides to be a moral anarchist,” my answer
is “ None at all.” If | say to a man that he should so act
as to promote the well-being of all and he replies “ 1 will
not ” I am powerless. Also, if | tell a man that he should
act as God would have him act, and he replies that he has
no God what power have | to coerce him? The truth
is that every appeal depends for its' power upon the
acceptance— avowed or unavowed— of certain rules of life.
In this respect the Theist and the Atheist are exactly on
the same ground. If a man sinks to the low level of St.
Paul, and can see nothing worth while in social decency—
unless it brings a reward in heaven— 1 am powerless, and
this is true whichever way we turn.

Now | have not tried to preach a sermon about Truth
and Right, or indulge in any Atheistic-cum-theological
abstractions. | have no special dislike to the theologian
in his natural state, although | have a special dislike of the
Atheist who is anxious to convince the Christian that ho
is as good as followers of" .Tesus, and the Christian who
insists that he loves an Atheist as a wayward brother. My
aim here is just to take things as they are and see what
can bo done. After all the concept of “ Right ” is some-
thing that is bom of social life, but it is simply untrue for
my critic to say that wo owe nothing to “ Humanity.” We
owo everything to Humanity. It is a series of human
activities that translates a savage human being carried
down a river by a moving tree trunk, that laid the founda-
tions of one of our giant ships. For a man to say that ho
owes nothing to “ Man ” is nhonsense ; more, itis a lie. For
all of our exhibitions of greatness in what we do and what
we have are no more than the accumulations of man's
labour and development. My critic may not bo to blame
for some of hi§ misunderstandings, hut lie must be counted
guilty for not rising above a mere dissenting preacher who
fails to see what is going on every day of our lives. It is
so easy for a' man tp. become a disbeliever in all gods;
and in a civilised world the acceptance of Atheism demands
no more mental effort than a growing child may feed a
difference between the nature of a toy horse and a real one.
But a scientific Atheism involves more than the rejection
of all gods, The Scientific Atheist is not exactly rare, but
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he is not common. It takes more than | donotbg

in God to make a man, or woman, a Scientific or P
sophical Atheist. v
Finally, an attentive reader of what has been s«
agree that the critic has spoiled his Atheism by
nil uenced by lack of appreciation of a genuinely @Ljv

conception of a genuine Atheism. His argufeatisr
on the level of the one who might say that life 'nS|«0{< Je
___________ lﬁﬁe fb® A d
not find less beauty in.nature because ittiss magp-im * ~
not God. J% is Jhis that makes beauty deeper~2™@
varied. We do. not place a lower value on life
man is not to live for ever, it may be said that the ,
hfe becomes greater. He does not say what nature J»
to be, it is enough that man can increase its inteie*5 ~
its value. We do not think less of individual life, N
content, with all the greatness and beautx> g\a$ be =
to admire. We do .not .say what nature ought
enough to understand what it is. But then the ., =y
the real Atheist— is not haunt& Witk the fiormod-~ -
God, and to help create a world without a god is s
worth striving for.
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CHAPMAN GOHb-

ENGLISH LIFE IN STUART DAYS

IN the 17th century, England was predominantly "S’ u“if 1
The aspect of our country was entirely different from "

today. Much of the cultivated land was still unenclos™1® <r
heaths, commons, woodlands, moors and marshes occurl
areas of England. Then, the rural population enormOl" iil#
numbered those in cities pent, while in our day 1
dwellers form the hulk of the community. fim
During the earlier Tudor days many of the °PC
cultivated by the village community were surrounded A ., if

and converted from arable to pasture lands. But even "™
reigns of the first two Stuart kings, it is estimated

than half of the corn acreage was still open land, CQUlk*
by the united efforts of the villagers, a method dating
primitive times. TR

The gradual disappearance of the open field system a’
with the increasing importance of the yeoman and
farmer. The recently enclosed fields, protected from the 1 t
dations of straying sheep and cattle, enabled husband"l
initiate those agricultural departures which later p'a5
stupendous a part in stock-breeding and rotation °f 'j |f
But these efforts were only tentative, and it was not i"n £
18th century that land owners spent lavishly in dr«in°F jc
other scientific improvements which later made Engla'u
eminent for its livestock and abundant harvests. (3

It is noteworthy that the peasantry, despite the loss8 p-
had sustained from the extensive enclosures of the commQll tiw
were in this period remarkably quiescent. For in oarin'l
they had risen in revolt when their customary right' |
invaded. Not, indeed, until the French Revolution of 1' V!
the peasants, both in France and elsewhere abroad,
oppose their degraded condition and demand the restora*? |
their former rights. . But while English visitors to the C°" jil.
were shocked at the poverty and misery manifested in
and German rural regions, the armed conflict between ”~ v
and Parliament in England served to increase the wage
village labourer, scanty as it then Was.

Dr. G. Jf. Trevelyan, in his invaluable “ England undfl jl
Stuarts,” avers that: “ The English peasant, though badb k ji
.............. The “gery tl|]
husbandry ' only went into a separate cottage when be lNa it
Until then lie boarded in the farmhouse and partook £
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contact betwedd

ers and yeome
terms with tmi

same la'll

Ue lamily table o7 the staple dish oi meat,
Puddings and delicacies. There was a
mester and men then than now ; most ot 11
"e unpretentious people, living on 'n 11
servans,pv\hose |arrﬁlleg ad 0|tgen bn"

d ininland districts
is observance was
rpetuated W

iterations."

In Hnt, fishwas the customary iood, salu
d'd tresh near rivers or on the sea coast
~relic ot pre-Retormation times but wa Njjes as the Su’
Protestant Parliaments “ to encourage , Aiso, n° Tre®
sthodl of seamanship and national *1e ,, eaS althoug' °
"catwes available in early spring in 1Ul"" ,po prohibited sas
"dehors sometimes slaughtered in secre wluch the gene *
to supplement the salted beet, and bacO* V ttle and sheep we
i (Pulation was restricted. At Midsummc N again :U""
~NpPcd and continued available until
u'thtmas K, )
ad ffom PI' ® ' US now> became the great festival of the year
X little \ristmas Eve ~11 Twelfth Night, in the dark period,
hopatior/- * “*bour was possible on the land, the agricultural

 ¥“un made merry with mead, alc> ares and rabbits,

niore solid fowls, geese and turk% s’ must remember
JI'vn, mince pies and plum pudding. rattle and droves
addition to flocks of sheep, herds of catu~ ~ ~

Figs, “ the countryside sSwarmed-witi ra _ 'B00d, wei'e
I 1 kinds, which! as the game laws then n
Auuite prey of the yeomen ~enemm of the
viously one cannot picture the wer alone. And

“«*>, 1Irom their wages and pure*»»« P°*"
i |"6an“ our available statistics reveal. As our eminent
°hserves: “ Common land for.the pasturage of cows,

Mliliood ' *U wasbi were an important part of the cottagers
rolosures  @l§hough already encroached wupon Ry deerpark
loPoor rUJ destined to extinction in the great robbery of

Ao~ Vel rich at the close of tlie eighteentli century.”
" wives and children of the cottar were employed
fAulatf, mer’ whHe during the hay and corn harvests the entire
Nor ,'n participated, thus increasing their monetary gains,
e jieij rG lhe activities of country women confined to toil in
file %ﬂﬁgas dairy maids or in other household occupations.
*ey], € °f the cloth trade was in the citiesj but spinning and
Waited Gr? COnducted in distant cottages to which the clothier
Jitd6 ,i Periodically to collect his woven wool. In this industry
H etslUdreil worked appallingly long hours as did their
Vo ov' Trevelyan notes: “ English women and children
Roth C' \til'ked long before the era of the factory system.”
[f dire *jl £own and country tho people dwelt in constant terror
1 hi») fpeas®. The death-rate; especiallyy among infants was
leHe <'at the population increased very slowly. Medical
"riflg SUc" as if was, rendered little service. Dirt and disease
S aild in hand among rich and poor alike. Indeed, cleamli-
RKir!'IS almost unknown and even courtiers compounded for
Iho spUR<ct of the bath by the liberal use of scents and oils.
* W,S’\ﬂ%:lai'ds HE common decency were such as we now deplore
gun 6 mosf£ backward of European peoples. Overcrowding
% N lural, and tho insanitary condition of the houses which
>ermostly unventilated, in which contaminated water was
\Y » used for domestic consumption all served to raise
I,, ~h roll
Sit Iud'eval times tho city communities prided themselves on
ill(l dependence and viewed other cities as aliens and rivals
« X Ustfy al'd commerce. Freemen alone in competing civic
Jity ~U Ifles could be bound apprentice, while the freedom of a
fewjIS rare]y conferred on an alien who was usually considered
8nialjkrier, even if he dwelt in a nearby village or town. In the
X °ra 'he idea of separate township was yielding to the
I'St~j °f community. Uut, as Cunningham and others have
out, the old exclusiveness lingered. York, for instance,
b e admission of outsiders whether Dutcli or English.

revelyan states: “ The cathedral city, starved of new
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blood, gradually yielded its old supremacy in the northern cloth

trade to Hull and to the western dales. But in many other
towns a more liberal policy brought in its due reward. In London
and Norwich, tho first and second cities in England, the sons

of gentry and yeomen from all parts of the island were welcomed
as apprentices. Even race hatred was overcome by religious
sympathy. The Huguenots oi France, Flanders and Holland
were made welcome in Puritan towns for their sufferings and for
their skill. The Tudor and Stuart Governments generally
allowed these strangers the privilege of separate religious
organisation, for which true-born Englishmen clamoured in vain.”
Thus, despite the persecuting desire of the narrow-minded Laud,
from the days of Elizabeth to those of Anno, England derived
benefits from refugees from abroad which France had flung
recklessly away.

The coal and iron products of England were almost all for
home consumption, and wood was still used as fuel even in
manufacture. Indeed, the primeval forests still supplied
abundant fuel for the manufactures of the Midlands.

Our cloth, however, was dependent on the foreign buyer. In
the Middle Ages the weaving industry arose in East Anglia and
it grew greatly under Elizabeth, when it was strengthened and
improved by tho arrival of the French and Flemish refugees
who had escaped the clutches of Alva and Guise. Still, our
Eastern counties were slowly superseded by their Western county
competitors, where the village looms furnished the wool of the
Cotswold sheep-runs to the commercial cities of Bristol,
Gloucester and Plymouth where their cloth was sent over the sea.

Despite the age’'s material progress, tho masses were sunk in
superstition. ' The day of Halley and Newton was yet to dawn.
The gibberings of ghosts were heard after nightfall in the church-
yards. Goblins, witches, will-o’-the-wisps and fairies abounded.
“ If a criminal was detected and punished, the astonishing event
was set down as God’s revenge against murder; if a dry summer
threatened the harvest, the parson was expected to draw down
rain by prayer. Tho charms that ward off disease, tho stars of
birth that rule fortune, the comet that foretold tho wars in
Germany, tho mystic laws that govern the fall of the dice, were
tho common interest of ordinary men and women.”

Tho dismal English Sunday was also established by the
Puritans at a later generation, when Charles I. was overthrown
and, despite certain concessions tardily granted by authority,
we have suffered from its doleful influences ever since.

T. F. PALMER.

MATRIMONIAL TEST

At a villago in Co. Durham, two pitmen were hoard in hot
dispute on the knotty point of whether or no a certain companion
of theirs was married to the female who had th© honour of
sharing his bed and board. Tho following were the closing
exchanges of tho colloquy : “ Wey Jack, man, aa tell thoo, they’so
not married. Aa’ knaa nicely!” ‘* But they are, aa can tell
thoo for a sartinty. Wey man, Bob, didn't aa see him hoy a
glass at her ? Dis thoo think he’'d dec that if she warn’t married ?”

THE PITMAN AND THE SPIRIT LEVEL

A miner busy laying down a new flagstone to his kitchen hearth
had noticed with some interest on a previous occasion, the use of
a spirit level by a bricklayer, and so believing it to bo an essential
part of the task, he had borrowed one from the Colliery Office.
As his work proceeded, declining daylight compelled him to work
in the gloom of semi-darkness. Tho job completed, ho placed the
spirit level on the flat stone to assure himself that it was “ well
and truly laid,” but not finding himself able to distinguish the
position of tho bead in the level, ho lifted it up, and carefully
carried it to the door and examined it, exclaiming after he did
so: “ Mally, woman, it's just the varry thing tur a hair’s breeth !”
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ACID DROPS

According to Bishop Carey, England has largely forsaken
Cod,” and the result is “ selfishness, deterioration, dishonesty,
crookedness, untruth, frustration.” But the people who practise
these qualities were all brought up in Christian England and
would, in most cases, scorn to bo called Freethinkers or Atheists.
They invariably take the oath in a court of law, and would
rather commit almost any crime than be convicted of saying
that thoro is no God. Bishop Carey’s solution is, however, a
simple one. Before attempting to convert England we must
convert England’s clergy! And the way to do this is fervently
to pray during Lent to God “ to give the clergy true repentance,
a new consecration, new humility,” and so on. Poor clergy,
even their friends can’'t stand them.

The number of striking defeats the Church has sustained in
trying to stop Sunday cinemas brought the very dejected
Bishop of Liverpool into the fray. At a meeting held the other
day in his diocese ho deprecated actively opposing the opening
of cinemas on Sunday as it might mean forcing people into pubs
or street walking. So he suggested that a “ constructive ”
programme should bo issued by the Church explaining “ the
Christian use of Sunday,” and if the Sunday cinema was voted
for, to see that it has “ suitable films ” and did not encroach
on Sunday school hours. In fact, what ho wants is a Sunday
cinema entirely censored by tho Church. There seems no limit
to tlie effrontery of those parsons.

Homan Catholics have never liked their near brothers,
Anglos, and so there was a piquant flavour in tho discussion
they held recently about the claims of Anglicans generally.
The principal speakor, Fr. Wheeler, admitted that converts
were fewer than oven the English Church supposed, and also
that the Newman Association looked upon the Anglos as “ muddle-
headed.” In tho end, ho sorrowfully confessed that there was
little chance of converting tho “ high ” Anglicans, in spite of
their nearness, and had more hopes of bringing over the
Protestants or “ low ” churchmen. But he was very pessimistic
about the whole matter of conversion

tho

Canon Bennett (TLC.) has discovered why there are
‘* problem” children—their parents rarely go to church. If
only these Catholic, parents went to church, and few of them
do, there would he no real problem of juvenile Catholic delin-
quency. No doubt this explanation of why there aro so many
young Catholic criminals will go down with most of his hearers,
but it must bo a very sad blow to most pious souls to realise
that in proportion to thoir numbers, more Catholics aro in gaol
than Protestants and Jews, and tho Canon’s “ explanation ”
won't really hold w'ater. lie has first got to explain why, in
tho face of tho Church’'s threats of hell firo, purgatory and
eternal torments, any Catholic dare to keep away from church.
And he dare not do that.

Most of our courts of law, in any situation where the oath
is required, pay proper regard to tho law concerning giving
evidence. The law on this subject is perfectly clear, and in
most courts an affirmation, without any unnecessary wording,
is properly regarded. But thoro aro exceptions, ono of which
occurred at Oxford recently, A retired university lecturer
objected to take tho religious oath, and no other question
should have been more than “ On what ground?” and tho reply
may tako two forms. Ono is, “ T am without any religious
belief,” the other, “ It is against my religious belief.” That
is as far as the questioning; and tho questioned person should
declind to go further. Generally no questions are asked beyond
the ono mentioned but the judge caught him in a trap. Asked
why he did not take the oath, tho reply given was an objection
to a printed book. The judge replied that that was no
conscientious objection, and ordered him to take the religious
oath. e

It must bo admitted that the university lecturer replied that
although bo had a conseicntous objection to taking tho oath
lie would tako it. The judge then ordered tho oath bo taken
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be admitted; but‘tim To*° say that the usual oath sn’u .

£ thd» the ’'propel f® "i?8* ihnt the man must “ take H
' objections. The "hile not wholly wrong, wes, f . I
So help me God.” With'tl™ fifirmatioll is as “ pr°PAr ‘hl

"fcessary, the rohVio ,'6 I>la™> affirmation wherever »» <V
°f the manor v 0,,s fo™ula can be set aside at the »
»oman concerned.

These are times when tho God whom Christians worship  # T,
lend an obvious helping hand to set the world in state.

.ey, do nothing. When the war officially ended oui™® »
Minister marched to church to thank God for jfiat
but apparently lie forgot all about the aftermaffirthatyy
coming. We humans knew it would come, God forgot’ S

it,,and so left the world in a state that grew stea® OO

in many aspects, so far as a world peace is concerne

our modern apologists for God informs us that “ God anl «l
nature and necessity.” If that means anything 1~ Jidii"s
God does not take regard to those who are earnest ai LB

lie takes all as they "go,”“ good“or” bad" He 'thinks -no «»iNi

Wl reap the consequences of his actlons whether they »« 5 h
or bad. God was there, looking on, when Hitlerism S®
world on firg, andhe Mdinathings i eeisiiteally-a pars | jik
and so belongs to no part particularly; bo has nothing 1 jIgjit*

the movement of things, lie is a part of nature and ns
as man himself.

The following reaches us from pae U.S.A. 1§ doep Rot C*1M |
all the work of Thomas Paine, it leaves out much of t*
in England amnd heance for example. But it Helps re«l ,|i
appreciate tho sweep 'of humanitarianism and expal”
intense hatred certain groups of English people had i0l . \
The man first to name our country (United States of Alll
Tho man first to advocate independence for U.S.A. i
The man who did more to achieve this independence

other man, giving his pen, tongue, sword and PX
(purse) to tho cause. it, i
The man who in tho darkest hour of the Revolution Jji#
Crisis, commencing with the words “ These are tm
that try men’s souls.
Do you know that General Washington ordered this
work to bo read to the Army once a week? \ef\

Tho man who was joint author of the Declaration of 11
ence with Jefferson. yj
Tho man who borrowed ten million dollars from Louis #»

feed and clothe the American Army. ,  (rde
The man who established the Bank of North America 1
to supply the Army. ®

Napoleon said, in toasting him_ at a banquet, “ Every
the wor s]ﬁoujla erect a go}d staflie to you.”
Hie author of the Bights of Man, acknowledged to
greatest work ever written on political freedom.
This masterpiece gave free speech and a free Press to Engl
and America.

Tho man who first said “ The world is my country, to do £
is my religion.”

The man known as “ Tho great commoner of mankind)
“ Fovinder of tho Republic of the World.”

The man first to urge tho making of the American ConSle

The man first to suggest the Federal Union of tho fitatl’
to bring it about.

Tho man first to propose the Louisiana purchase.
The man first to demand justice for women.
The man first to plead for dumb animals.

The man first to advocate international arbitration.
The man first to propose old-age pensions.

The man first to propose “ the land for tho people. I’Jd
Tho man who invented and built tho first iron bridge _the br™)
that spans the River Wear between Sunderland

Monkwen rmoutli.

That man was Thomas Paine.
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No.: Holboru » 1. °W '*

TO CORRESPONDENTS

Kor t>e “ Freethinker.” —B.C.M-1Sensebox, C‘ud”™ 'tbe « ABe <f
T S~We are glad to say that the new X is well

Reason” wiith the 1ong introdugtion by ChAvailable for sale
e ey i we Pipe comas i gy ChAvailable for sale

Ir{ s for _literature should be >enf j
°Ithe Pioneer Press, hi, Gray'» I»» Eoud>

not to the Editor.

the services of the National Seculn™

ular, |lurial Serviﬁgs

] he addressed t0 t
‘s lonj notice as possible.
Fop
I'kertoinker Will be forwardedJirectJroii AtheoZuplishing
~ce at the following rates (2 ° .oN
\&r>17».; half-year, 8s. 6d.; three months, is. N N

London, H

conne*»ou

ajj coniwunication

re require, , ™ Ro<etti, OMN°
ecretary, *e

I'ture notices must reach 41, Gray * | ,ul

) not be inserted.
«e first post on Monday, or they null

PARISIAN RELIGIOUS LIFE

$8% is N°- 1—Midnight at the Madeleine.

'p u t nnore serlous than Paris, in spite of its false English
S .. 2 &for frivolity, Parisians' and Parisiennes in general are
“hig] o Ing, serious-minded people. They take their religion—
" fHlle *aVe any—most seriously; almost as seriously as
At ®"ard for a livelihood.

“fth6 jj n’'8iit on Christmas Eve | went to the famous Church
' Hdp adelein* t° attend the midnight mass. Not that | am
'\/)(rvauéleg_(:atholic, but 1 like old customs and traditional

a *ron gales °f the church were closed, like the barriers
Saartdi'* 00 Station in England, with two burly ticket-collectors
8he - ® °ne narrow aperture which now and again opened
kit Lif aH°w some highly-placed Christian to enter to worship
N i be «iui(l Master on his birthday. A big gendarme also
"it e ,'s'de the iron gate to arrest any shepherds or magi with

K .y d88us on Cliristmas Eve,

I'shirb™Is” and tightly-packed crowd besieged the iron railings.
"edge N and jostling, they struggled and scrambled in a tight
\ 11 soon became apparent that they were vociferously
‘Awo, T, ° "MUnh the gendarme. For most of the wretched crowd
witlt ' 'lI0 worshippers had no tickets-of-admission, and they
Ts$iis ' 1ffcontery to want to enter the House of God and worship
"ANthou t- tickets. Fin, Qerdarme expPostutated at such
"«fkd al file crowd vociferated. Finally, a lot of ticket-holders
“el They were furious that the unticketed barred

Clenched fists were raised ; voices also. When a few

eir " "ng.
fit thO
*ay , "'ticketed women and some weak-kneed brethren gave

Rftse"kk  the ticket-holders reached the gendarme, he still
M to let most of them in.

"itppe d'e ticketed Christian must wait in the cold. Afte
hotcsa8 the crowd pushing, struggling, jesting, laughing,

N .""8, grumbling, and even fighting, for about 20 minutes,
X ,St°ld that there was no hope for a ticketless sinner on the
~ts of the Faithful getting in.

SPECIAL

We regret to announce that the next two issues of the
“ Freethinker” will not be permitted to appear. This
hurried Government rule applies to all periodical journals
— except newspapers. After the period named, we hope to
appear as usual. CHAPMAN COHEN.

1 left the scene and walked down the Rue Royale into the
Place de la Concorde, and along the Rue de Rivoli to my hotel.
“ And so to bed,” as Pepys says.

Next morning : “ What a pity !” said the hotel-cashier to me.
“ If 1 had known you wanted to go | could have got you a ticket
cheap. Do you want to change any more pound notes at the
black-market rate of 800 to the pound?”

“ Nine hundred,” | said firmly, and got them. (The official
rate is 480 or thereabouts.)
No. 2—Church of the Ascension, Rue St. Honoré.
In the afternoon of Christmas Eve, a dull, dreary afternoon,
tired of looking at antiques, | walked into the Church of the
Ascension. Three little boys, very dirty and ill-clad, were

playing—no, not praying; playing inside. They had some brown
paper, some string, and some cotton-wool, and the two elder
were trying to make the creche representing the Bethlehem stable
not very successfully. The youngest, a tousled-headed,
footed little rascal, watched his elders at their task.

And |, unobserved, watched.

Suddenly the smallest boy had the temerity to
pushing at a piece of the brown paper. The eldest boy boxed
his ears. The second boy, not to be out-done if there was sport
on foot, dashed to the small victim. The youngest fled,
greater being, “ to the horns of the altar.”

But sanctuary went unrecognised, As the child with his bare
feet dashed up the altar steps, his pursuer caught him and gave
him a couple of cuffs. Then the second boy returned to the
business of making a stable, and taking two images of Joseph
and Mary and a recumbent Babe, set them up witli melancholy
art.

A depressed

bare-

interfere by

like a

little Sister of Mercy in a blue habit, worn and
weary-looking, came in with a jug of water. Sho genuflected to
the altar and began to pour the water into flower vases. She
did not look at the boys. Nor did they look at her.

She, they, and | might have been different orders of beings
in different worlds. Perhaps essentially we were. Yet there

we were in the same church. It was weirdly unreal.

No. 3—Church of St. Roch, New Year's Eve.

For the midnight mass the church was crowded with a large,
attentive, and reverent congregation.. | entered about half-way
through the service. To an English eye, the surprising featura
was the high proportion of men and young people present. The
congregation seemed entirely lower middle-class. In France the
Roman Catholic religion has not lost its hold entirely on the
male sex or the younger generation, unlike the Church of
England in England.

The choir boys’ singing—on which this church prides itself—
was noticeably good. The soloist singing an Adeste was weak
and evidently a trifle stage-frightened, but his boyish treble
was sweet, if thin.

1 loft after ten minutes or so. The humble,
in mobik-i attitude of the throng when the Bell rang in tli-i
Prayer of Consecration, was both touching and impressive. A
crowd acting as a unity is the only crowd one can respect.

reverent, and

No. 4—At Ruel's Ecclesiastical Establishment.

I went into this shop, with its missals, its crucifixes, its vest-
ments, and the rest, to examine antiques, and especially some
costly book-bindings that were magnificent works of art. They
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were as fine as anything by Riviere, Sangorski, or Zaensdorf,
Incidentally, the shop had a book bearing on its leather binding
the arms of the Pompadour, and the despatch case of Murat,
Napoleon’s Marshal whom he made King of Naples.

1 picked up a magnificent volume in pink leather with gold
tooled work and heavily gilded leaves. It was a finely-printed

copy of the celebrated “ Imitation of Christ.”

“ llmitation . do Jesu-Christ’ is 8,000 francs only,” said
Madame.

“ 1t seems a high price for imitating Jesus Christ,” 1

commented. “ Nearly seventeen English pounds.”
“ You speak of the official exchange rate,” retorted Madame.
Hut monsieur can change on the Black Market and buy this

beautiful work of art for what? Ten or twelve pounds! That
surely is cheap for such an ohjet d'art. Or here is *“ Trois
Messes” for 4,000 francs only, in dove-grey leather. Observe
the tooling, monsieur, is_it not exquisitely done?”

Hut turning from the religious books, | purchased a fine copy
(illustrated) of the “ Scenes de Courtisanes” by Lucien,
rejecting an Andrea do Nerciat as likely to upset the suscepti-
bilities of English customs-officials.

“ Will not monsieur have the Imitation of Jesus Christ also?”
asked Madame.

“ Imitating Jesus is too expensive,
imitate Jesus, | should have to sell
ceeds to the poor.
proceeding.
my expense.”

“ But it is not necessary to take the book literally.
would the world bo if one did?”

“ Ah, where indeed?” | said, and went off to search for an
18-carat gold briquet in the Rue de la Faix, for, like the young
man in the Gospels who left Jesus sorrowful, |
possessions.

madame. And if 1 did
the book and give the pro-
It would be too tedious and roundabout a
Besides, the State already looks after the poor at

Where

like great

C. G. L. Du CANN.

ARE THE NEW TESTAMENT DOCUMENTS
RELIABLE?

ONE of the ways in which the New Testament Documents are
proved' reliable by modern apologists is by referring you to
“ authorities.” Of course, it is quite true that there are.
authorities, and pretty good ones, on the New Testament, and
what they have to say has to be carefully considered. But the
real question to ask is, exactly on wliat part of the New
Testament are they authorities ?

Tischendorf and Lightfoot and Burkitt are New Testament
authorities, and on some things we can confidently consult them ;
Jiut when it comes to the only point that matters— the question
of the New Testament Documents being “ reliable ”—what they
have to say is of no more value than what the average newsboy
has to say.

We can admit that, after studying ancient manuscripts, a
man like Sir Frederic Kenyon can tell us something of their
dates, but of what value is his opinion—or his study—on the
problem of Jesus flying about with a Devil, even if ho believes
every word of the story ?

Thus, in Mr. F. F. Bruce’'s
Testament Documents Reliable?” most of the authorities to
whom he confidently appeals, and who no doubt impress those
of his readers who do not know the Freethought case, prove
nothing whatever germane to his case. They are mere names,
and as far as miracles are concerned, know no more about them
than a five-year-old child.

Mr. Bruce labours hard to prove that the Pauline Epistles are
“ genuine.” But what if they are? Paul believed in a God,
and he called this God the Lord Jesus, and filled up his letters

little work, “ Are the New

February

with what the Lord Jesus thought or did or would <0 ~
friiw
psal

How could Paul know years after the 6 IQ

came from his imagination, and is of no more v. UL
Defoe wrote about what Robinson Crusoe and his - a
thought and did.

death of the “ Lord Jesus” anything about him Jeif
bis “ inner consciousness?” Why, he even declares * Jinr
not get his facts from “ flesh and blood.” That then “or'

been a Paul who wrote these Epistles makes them”™ "™ ||
“ reliable” than Dickens made Pickwick * reliable.” £ K
this is the case, who cares, except Mr. Bruce, what a - ~ d
Simpson says about the authorship of the Pastoral 1Tn'sSf’
what he or anybody else thinks as to their “ genuinen™ ?

All the laboured pages that Mr. Bruce devotes to the p.,pir 1
of the Gospels, and his dragging in what a fool 1 J 1
thinks, is just mere waste of good paper and ink' je«I”
centuries before a “ Canon” was formed, and the I'e® il
did it had no more authority than I have. What t>y*" (il
did not admit to the Canon proves absolutely nothing 1

“ reliability ” of the documents. What is wanted m jjjiii®

that miracles took place or have ever taken place; m* st |

to quote Principal W. F. Howard to prove that “ ~

most Aramaic of the Gospels ” is sheer waste of sPaC

Mr. Howard is prepared to say this proves that the 1

recorded in Mark took place. m sol*f
This question of Aramaic obsesses Mr. Bruce who qu0 ,, b I

body else, Prof. T. W. Malison, as giving “ his opinion (|q

there was an Aramaic document behind the =
document. This “ Q ” document is quite hypothetic»
supposed to contain the non-Markan matter used by i<J
and Luke. Nobody really knows anything whatever ab<'

except what is made up by theologians, and anybody c'II*
a similar kind of document. Yet it is a fact 11 j,.sr
Rationalists quote “ Q ” as proving something about a >1, ™
as if there really was no doubt about it. In any case, i
heaven’s name does the theory that “ Q ” was originally j
in Aramaic, or that behind Mark was some Aramaic 101 i
prove? Nothing whatever. Nobody knows for i
language the early documents comprised in the OIld 1 R ,
were written in, but supposing it was Biblical Hebrew, yiP
prove that there ever was a Jehovah, or that God, oi
God, talked with a real Adam? gl |
Mr. Bruce is an M.A., and presumably he has had ™ jt# |
hard to get this honoured degree, but he seems to have jjon 4
reason behind in trying, with such puerile argument» ~ jk
prove that the New Testament Documents are “ reliab g
thinks that “ the Sayings of our Lord appear to bo sUU’cai I1
by “ authority.” Hut if the “ Sayings of our Lord , |
proved to be current ethics in the Palestine of the pell0J 1
that their Jewish and Pagan sources are very well kno"" th
have been discussed a hundred times, of what val»e
opinion of this or that “ authority ?” A ig J
Hut after doing his best to show that tlio Gosp”
“ history,” and that they should bo dated very cl’se t
date given to the story of Jesus and so on, Mr. Bruce K k
have an inkling of the truth—that is, 110 began to see ' /
tliis does not prove the New Testament Document G
« reliable in the sense that they prove miracles. So hec P
a chapter to what he calls the “ miracle-stories” ; K 1 [
blandly adds, *“ precisely these miracle-stories which
chief difficulty in the way of accepting the New Test® -
Documents as reliable.” And does he prove that the “ t&',,!1
stories” aro history? All | can say is this, that the 1
pages he devotes to the question are more or less shed
and nonsense. What earthly use is quoting Canon R»v (p
saying that “ the true defence of Christianity is its intoil f
tion?” So what? As there aro hundreds of Christian "
pretations, all differing from one another, how far can "
with such balderdash ? @
Again we sceptics are “ faced” with the mystery OIA
empty tomb.” How do we account for it? It never
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I0these simple apologists that tlie stoiy T the ; ety tombeit

'» a Christian lie, that is, there never was CrUcifi»°n«
Ihere is not a scrap of evidence that then- ' faken litem y>
kt alone an “ empty tomb.” The story me , Jn other words,
last as true as one irom the “ Arabian '= sceptic- 1
, 10is no difficulty about it whatever et-idence tmu
kr Mr-' Bruce and his like to provide us. haS been sadly
"»fowas an “ empty tomb,” ‘and so tai °
taddng vticular piec® 0
*ml how does Mr. Bruce deal with tkaJ '~ing much sillaw
nbbish—the changing of water into wine - * been gravely
«»befound in any “ sacred” literature, buti rt Bruce can now
™cussed ior centuries, and all that PO‘1 wonderiul an
g) isthat “ it is clear that something “ .iisciples saw ro\&".'
"npressive nature happened in whici ~ o Qp)y, acco”

[re'"vine Glory oi their Master.” lhe ving “ good win
0°re oi the drunks at the wedding, «as g _ drunk) perbap

\ fist, and when the guests were difficult to discu-»
mﬁﬁfﬂ $Brething meR worse, 1~ Bruce belie'es
temperate”" language, hut as a

“mons ant\ devils, witches and wizards, angels raaeycussersfarif

J"™s nothing too silly in the Gospels « * have passed in the
J dcanone do? His little book mig''l . -

e@d@énm V,'EtQQ%”EW' BHtt we are in the year 1947, and hoiv-
miracles °S< U* it may bo to him, the day of fervent belief in
*inent ,ainlOng intelligent people, even if championed by an
| 3dmitl " R3S 18AB sincepassed.
t arglr la” there are people, however, who are imperviOUS
'niﬁlli nei't- A whole-hearted belief without reason, Or
T -NERIMCE |
L O knowledge, "is "at the back of "the Church and
gm:%r',é(s( _gﬁ?atest SUPPOTt- That s why we combat religious

nth all the weapons at our command.

H. CUTNEK.

rHEISM—A CRITICAL EXAMINATION

tHEt s
'dWha7\ ~'e Theist is twofold. He must give a definition
"egat a j/? 'neant by the term “ God,” and then proceed to show
"id inj U,18 corresponding with this definition exists apart from

tan, endently of its conception by the mental faculties of
N*pti (! ai'e conscious of being able to perceive filings, the
hPn (j 1 which is invariably accompanied by the convic-

S ty. 10Ir not having been produced by our intellectual
Wte a ' a,lt' we are no less conscious of being able, to produce
Jlat,i ."""her of things which have no existence at all except
rhia » Vd h'Om a mental capacity of ours termed imagination.
'»a8c|. us its name implies, is that of forming mental
Niitjj,” &i* "m *s of the greatest possible utility to sculptors,
"lag, Jlu' poets. Let us for tile sake of clarity term the
N~ 'ceived in tlio former way real objects; and those per-
th°® latter one ideal objects. The Tlieist must prove
kfities °' these, categories the existence of tlie God whom he
“teinst actuaBy belongs. Let us examine the evidence for and
1 p 10 above alternatives.
%t a 1l0a' object? Enlightened Theists do not claim
mfiSttnoo Is Perceptible by tlio senses. Tliey contend that his
ati _tay either be deduced by ratiocination, or discovered
u>tion.
(((ﬁ(;;l’he Batiocinative Process. They say that the universe must
% Lh—'-uuse; and that the orderliness and adaptativeness which
i exhibits prove its cause to be endowed with intelli-
> Hi volition. But this argument is not conclusive. For,
I'is 6@ "he fact that the universe presents various anomalies,
'ths '™t that the order and adaptation referred to may not
'UfiNl "°rk of a creator, but simply the modes whereby an
<mr>ipotent and ipso-determined being expresses its own
Ain "lture. Moreover, the God of the Theist, by inflicting
Ul,.) f°n man and other animals, displays a moral disposition
v at variance with that ascribed to him by the Theist.

2. The Intuitive Process. As this entirely depends upon the
untestable declaration of tlie Intuitionist, it is not worth, con-
sidering. At best intuition is no more than quick reasoning,
and, as usually understood, it is a refuge of ignorance and an
instrument of deceit.

(2) Is God an Ideal Object. Here it is of importance to
remember that the imaginative faculty does not produce the
materials which it employs. These are supplied to it by the
senses. Imagination merely selects and combines what it gets
from the senses. This process occurs in both our waking and
our sleeping moments. “ The dullest wight is a Shakespeare in
his dreams.” The wildest performances of artists are original
only in their mutations and combinations. If you turn to the
artistic presentation of beings regarded as divine you will not
find any detail in the bodily members, the various gestures, and
the facial expressions, which the animal world has not suggested.
If you turn to the moral delineations which priests and prophets
give of their deities, you will find in them nothing but. human
traits. According to those authorities, there have been angry,
vengeful and jealous gods, even unchaste and thievish ones; and
where a good kind are described, their goodness is only an
improved example of human goodness extended to infinity.

C. CLAYTON DOVE.

OBITUARY

MR. HENRY SILVESTER

It is with great and genuine regret that I have to record tho death
of Mr. Henry Silvester at tho ago of 74. My first acquaintance with
him was ip connection with our meetings hold in Victoria Park,
whore I mado my first appearance on tho N.S.S. platform. I think
ho was one of my captures, but he was a regular attendant and did

mhis part in suppressing the rowdy defenders of Christianity. He was

not ono to push himsolf to tho front, but whatever ho could do ho
did. His association with the N.S.S. was never broken, and for
many, years ho uas a member of N.S.S. Executive and also a membor
of the Secular Society, Limited. Ho was in tho best of health
apparently until the end ; indeed, tho night before his death ho told
one of his daughters that ho never felo in better health. 1 think ho
diod as he would have wished. | have lost ft vory good friend.

H ho last scone was in the City of London Crematorium in Manor
Park. The family mombors wore presont and also a number of his
frionds, to pay tho last tribute to ono whom | am assured never
injured anyone, but acted as a friend to all who knew him. A very
touching farewell was given by Air. Rosetti. | have lost one whom
I have always hold in great rospoct, 1 C. C

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

LONDON— Outdoor

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).
12 noon: Mr. L. Ebury.

LONDON— I ndoor

Comvay Discussion Circle (Conway- Hall, Red Lion Square,
W.C. 1).—Tuesday, February 18, 7 p.m.; “ Why Rationalism
is Declining,” Mr. Kinc.sley Martin, M.A.

South Place Ethical Socioty (Comvay Hall, Red Lion Square,
W.C. 1).—Sunday, 11 a.in.: “ Japan in Defeat,” Professor
G. W. Keeton, M.A., LI.D.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Tho National Trade Union Club,
Great Newport Street, IV.C. 1)— Sunday, 6-30 p.m.: “ Sun
Worship the Origin of Christianity,” Mr. J. Hart.

COUNTRY— Indoor
Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Science Room Mechanics Institute)—

Sunday, 6-30 p.m.; “ Psychology and Religion,” Mr. H. L-
Searle.

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate)—
Sunday, 6-30 p.m.: “ Today’'s Chief Threat to Freedom,” 1I)r.
O. A. Smith. ,

Nottingham Debating Society (Technical College, Shakespeare
Street).—Sunday, 2-30 p.m.: “ An Atheist Seeks tho Spirits,”

Mr. .T. Clayton (Burnley).
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THINKER'S FORUM THINKER'S LIBRARY
6d. each
2s. 6d. net each
Roman Catholic Schools and Democratic Ri_ghte_; ) Jesus : Myth or History ? Archibald Roberta
F. 1. Amphlett Mickleicright

Anglican Shipwreck Archibald Robertson The Distressed Mind J. A. C. Brown, M.B., Ch-B-
Rationalism J. M. Robertson Man : The Verdict of Science G. N. Ridw
Religion as an Objective Problem Julian Huxley Population, Psychology, and Peace 7= C- Fhw

£
Why Worry About Religion ? A. Gowans Whyte The Chemistry of Life: An Easy Outline 0
Spain and the Vatican Avro Manhattan Biochemistry i s. D. Bacon, M-
The Vatican and the U.S.A. Avro Manhattan The Church and Social Progress Marjorie Bow*"
Latin America and the Vatican Avro Manhattan In Search of the Real Bible A. D. Howell Smith

Recent Books for Freethinkers
THE TESTAMENT OF CHRISTIAN CIVILISATION By jOSEPH M cCabe

The story of Christian civilisation from the first century to the present dav, giving the suppressed pages of the
Autobiography of Christendom. To the social student who would have full information about this stretch of history
the book will prove invaluable. M

DEATH AND REBIRTH By Lord Raglan
“ A mine of interesting and curious information which well repays attention, and opens out many striking lines
of inquiry.”—World Service. '

RATIONALISM IN EDUCATION AND LIFE

Contributions by Prof. Gilbert Murray, Sir John Hammerton, Prof. P. Sargent Florenoe, Prof. G. R. Owst, Dr. Kenneth
Urwin, Prof. V. Gordon ChilJe, Archibald Robertson, Rev. F. H. Amphlett Micklewright, Prof. A. E. Heath.

Cloth, 5s. net; paper cover, 2s. 6d. net
THE RATIONALIST ANNUAL : 1947

Contributors include Prof. J. C. Flugel, Sir Arthur Keith, Prof. 3. B. S. Haldane, Prof. B. Farrington, Dr. G. G. Coulton,

E. Royston Pike, A. D. Howell Smith, A. Gowans Whyte. Paper COVer, 2S net
THE ART OF THOUGHT By G raham W allas
“ The author writes with great vivacity, and with many arresting illustrations. In the later pages of the book he gives
hints on how to encourage ‘illumina ion’ in oneself, how to build up thought habits, how to utilise and conserve
one’s mental energy.” — The Psychologist. nef
IS THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH A SECRET SOCIETY ? By John V. SimcoX
« This is a pamphlet of unusual importance . ... The matter is of public interest, and demands attention.”

— The Church Times, 2s. net
angels and ministers of grace By A. Gowans W hyte

The sketches included in this entertaining volume deal with high personages and problems from an unusual angle-
58. net

Have you seen our new quarterly ?
THINKER'S DIGEST

Annual subscription 41. 6d. post paid
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