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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

Je Rule of the Dead
' s|U(5ents Of religion—we leave out priests as being 

liv |lM students—are well aware of the great part P <
ftî 'n the formation of religion. 3 strong

er late

There is, in fact, 
a discoveryijtL evidence that, death itself was 

^ ate in the history of humanity, and it is still denied
Hi/. groups. That, however, I must deal

S ] . n,n°ther ^casion. But there are loads of evidence 
*° the belief that gods nrobaily took their first 

S|*ily ir°m the mystery of death. The dead leader 
"lst k„ Cillne the still living ruler in the other world. We 
<!|)i the nmtter where it is just now, but a few hours
V i (1 scientific books will give all the evidence that 

^  death A.W ✓ wvrla tirif.li rloof.li Tn flip'ieath with gods, or gods with death. In tlie 
tses, whenever the genealogy of a god can

Heat' it seems to lead to some primitive ancestor
\ ^  man. who became an object of fear and worship 
S *  '^ “ tl1- And when we find in parts of India and 
•'e un ° *̂e snme process of God-making going on, and 
H^l'i'^stionable evidence of the transformation of men 
. t tinS> ^’e firo°t seems complete. But it may be noted 
V)iear S " ’0rship of the ancestor is not due to affection but 
H  , t lie ghost is not loved, he is dreaded. A great 
K f ^ i t i v e  customs are devoted to guarding tlio living 
% pv. ,le visitations of the dead, and nothing would give 
''■lii.,, uhve mind greater comfort than to know that 
** Spj . 6 «host had gone too far away to come back, 

'"'lists say of their chief spirits, they have 
Vt ' h- the highest spheres. It is rather remarkable 
N f H  have not arranged for regular journeys backward 

«ods aro ghosts, and divinity is based
|. Veli.i,-, bi| | '"own French writer has said that the greatest 
S „  '"manity has known has been its dead. That is 
'®t |i !Kh°ly truth, all the sadder because of the fact 

]j ‘ . cjianny increases with the goodness of the man 
¡̂tt ,/ '" «•  The power of the tyrant is broken by death. 

,e had passes away with him. But tho admira-t(!
hie

S i l i 1
S r

'Hid 1 “ " ' v  "*"** ******■ “ '****“ “
till, °ve which the good man arouses blinds people

of accepting him as a guide for future 
"•is. Whether man or myth, Jesus lias proved a

ath ..:(j i'.Vrant than Nero, and his rule has caused evils 
*0( °f which the greatest attributed to the Romans

i)NdSllla11 acconl,T No powerful organisation has been 
'h 0 "'ith the specific command “  Thou shalt not do 

because Nero has commanded it. But tho 
<,Si l)GGn forced to refrain from this or to do that 

'■'t Jesus, or Closes, or Mohammed has said it. For 
*-SOli ^ ierG 's n0 tyranny so difficult to remove. AS  tvr,

"1 anny has against it always a mass of discontent, 
a"y case its violation of right is obvious, But a

religious tyranny rules in the name of morality, and enlists 
some of the best motives of mankind in its service. It is 
a rule of the dead maintained in the name of justice to 
the living. No other rule has been so widely planted, and 
none is so difficult to remove.

All religion, however disguised, is a worship of the dead. 
When it is not the transformed ghost in the shape of a 
god, it is in customs, ideas, ceremonies. Go into any 
church or chapel,’and tho man who can look beneath the 
surface finds himself in a veritable charnel house. The 
phraseology used is largely that of the dead. The
sentiments expressed are those of the dead. Even 
ceremonies performed, the clothing of the priest, his 
postures, have all been ordained by the dead. None have 
been suggested by contemporary thought or demanded by 
contemporary needs. When one is watching a church full 
of people going through a set religious service, one can 
hardly escape the weird feeling that one is observing a 
congregation of corpses that have been brought hack to 
life to go through a set of ceremonies that may mean much 
to them, hut which can mean nothing at all to those who 
are living the life of to-day. And beyond the officiating 
priest one sees the ghost of the savage whose fear-stricken 
mind gave birth to it all, and whose successor now sits 
in an episcopal chair voicing the ideas of the cave-man in 
the language of Shakespeare. The whole priesthood has 
no greater authority than that it is continuing the rule 
of the dead. No one can claim that if the present 
generation had not found these priests in possession it 
would have created them. The power of the priest is based 
on the dead; he perpetuates their rule as the condition 
of maintaining his own. He is the mouthpiece of the 
ghosts. If the people of the world were to revise their 
institutions in the light of the knowledge and need of 
to-day they would all be scrapped sans ceremony. They 
are here as servants of the dead—interested agents for 
the perpetuation of their rule. Some time ago an account 
of a will was printed in one of the papers in which a man 
threatened his heirs with disinheritance if they forsook 
the Catholic religion. A little while before it was a Jew 
who made a similar provision. They were each trying to 
rule from their graves the living by means of their money
bags. The injunction i-eally meant that though the 
people believe a particular religion to be false they will 
keep on professing its truth. The religious parent, 
instead of guarding his children from error becomes their 
enemy. lie  is a corrupting influence of their lives. They 
are to be as stupid as he was. Tho inheritance of religion 
thus resolves itself into, primarily, the perpetuity of 
ignorance and folly, and ultimately into the development 
of cunning and deceit.

At present all over the country there is going on an 
exhibition of “  Taboo.”  Every attempt is being made to
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maintain the superstitions that were alive some, few 
thousand years ago. The public is being denied something 
on Sunday that is found to be healthy on six days of the 
week. Why is this so? Immediately, of course, the clergy 
are looking after their interests as a class, knowing as they 
do, that to bring the rising generation up to spend their 
day of rest in a rational manner is to rob them of congrega
tions. But ultimately it is our dead-and-gone ancestors 
who try to dictate our lives. Because a hundred or more 
generations ago a certain day became “  taboo ”  for purely 
superstitious reasons. We have done our best to convert 
a day of joyousness to one of gloom and demoralisation. 
Human sacrifice in a physical form is a thing of the past. 
But sacrificing the mental and moral life of the people in 
the name of tribal ghosts is at the doors of thousands. 
They are operative in our law courts in the shape of 
blasphemy laws. They are found at the roots of a number 
of things that owe their existence to sheer superstition. 
The struggle of the living to escape the strangling clutch 
of the dead is one of the tragedies of civilisation.

Of course, it is not in religion alone that the dead 
tyrannise over the living. It can be traced in many other 
directions. Legal procedure is full of it. Our laws of 
primogeniture enforce the ideals of a dead and gone 
generation, and the administration of property is in 
numerous cases determined by the wishes of the dead 
rather than by the needs of the living. We take our rules 
of decorum from the past, and frown upon those who are 
bold enough to set them at defiance. From the cradle 
to the grave we are dominated by the dead; and it lies 
in the nature of human society that we cannot abolish 
this superstition. At most wo can only limit its power 
by an intelligent revision of its decrees. In legal affairs 
we create any number of fictions in which the dead rule, 
but it is in religion alone that it is made sacred. Do 
what we will the dead will continue to wield enormous 
power over the living, and when we add to this inevitable 
influence the weight of consciously organised institutions, 
the living is saddled with what may well be described 
as crushing.

The great lesson we have yet to learn thoroughly, and 
the one that most people find it hardest to master, is that 
while the past is valuable for guidance, it becomes a 
power for evil when wo „seek to fashion our lives by its 
decrees. The lesson we have to learn is that each genera
tion has its own specific problems which must be 
answered— if they are answered intelligently and profitably 
— in their own way and in the light of knowledge and 
necessities. In most directions the reasonableness of this 
counsel will not be disputed. It is mainly in religion that 
in the name of morality wo place the dead in control over 
the living and shackle the existing generation with the 
fetters of a bygone age.

CHAPMAN COHEN.

THE DEATH BED

“  Lot us never forgot that it was Christianity which turned the 
death-bod into a ‘ hod of agonies/ and that, by the scenes which 
since then have been enacted thereon, and the terrible sounds 
which here, for the first time, appeared possible, the senses and 
the blood of posterity were poisoned for a lifetime.” -—-Nietzsche, 
“  The Dawn of Day.”

June

DIVORCE AND THE CHURCH

JUST now, the Church of England is taking a ajj0n tl'J
in divorce. The Archbishop of York has told ,on p,js vo:,r 
there are to be “ something lik e ”  50,000 divorce 
“  a grave matter ”  ; and so an episcopal res' 
setting up a Commission of Inquiry to indulge i 
about it. ŷc nccd ®.

Ecclesiastics love to chatter about divorce. ^ lust >! 
wonder at that. Of all the seven deadly sins, 1 .on 0f A 
the most interesting. Hence the constant pre-occup jl0jy an 
clergy with the topic of copulation blest and un ei ’ 
unholy— especially the unblest and unholy. noWii1’*''

The Church of England, however, is quite powei ‘ yej.

Cl
ob

b.
tia

to do anything about the matter except talk.^ ,xpress ^
more vigorous spirits naturally yearn for action t° *-■

retched pe°Ple to F :'
sentiments. jjo esc"f

It is felt by the pious that those wi-etched Pe°P
from unbearable marriages that have lost all savouu ^ r%c‘

Can nothing
unions with possibly younger, and certainly 
spouses, are really quite intolerable!

m°re 1 > <
t

keep them miserable in that state of marital infelkbl' supr
it has pleased God to call them, Nothing: the ]u,ref" J
Then: “ ain’t nobody going to be whopped for tkb « Jtdf
Sum Weller asked. The ecclesiastical cry g°cs 
them from Holy Communion. And don’ t let them

UP- ad1'

in Church.’
Alas ! What abollt,

Ik1-*
do the happily-divorced care < ^ f'*’x i- i t c o  . m  j u i u  '-I'-' t i r o  i i c i j . i j j i y  ----  vl£*Uj

Communion, to which few, even of the miserably■, 'g pF1* | jj
go ? Tho first punishment, then, is quite useless : it i ‘ ji.il>1n j. ) y l j ng ii -
But quite a lot of people who hate going to Churc J j0ll,-il3 
yet like to go three times in a life-time: to be < 1
a babe, to be married as a spouse,
Modern public opinion is strongly against being naS^ ie
and corpses, on account of their helplessness, and so if»"UIIU - UIJJOVOJ V ... ’ 1 JIB1 'l
dare only deal drastically with those who come to 1

Hence the cry: “ Don’t let the divorced be j,^1*
Church.”  For “ Marriage is a life-long union to 
only by death,”  says the Archbishop. The Church, 
now refuses to allow any divorced person to be re-
Church. ‘ t,avioUf ,

But tlie stubborn facts of biology and human oe ‘ „it 
against the Archbishop. Biology says that marriage ^  p-l1’  ̂
life-long union. Marriage does not begin at birth, ° r c ^.¡es 1 
it, when life begins, and its physical union is ,l ^  a? j 
extremely brief affairs. Moreover, marriage-unions •' celk 
fact, broken by High Court Judges and selected ,l  ̂0tt 
nominated lawyers, as well as by separation, bigamy> 
activities of one spouse or both. , bet'*1',

For some time Church-opinion wanted to distingui ju
what it called “ the innocent”  and “  the- guilty ” P“1 
divorce. Such artificial rubbish! Petitioners

rtie«
ini'1oTwere pii1

rldD Jifpresumably : respondents guilty. Unfortunately w01 ^  ^  
kn<nv only too well that innocent husbands often all°'u’

00 t iaccepting the imputation , 
laughea

wives to divorce them
quite cheerfully. Tho Church, when people 
classification of innocents, realised that it could never 
between the wronger and the wronged partner—espo 0llt-
there was adultery on both sides and only revealed «P°a j>i1 'j

especial’ -''
__________ | _ id U] ^

Hence, Church-opinion has come to the position stat( 1
. .................. • , t __ n»U  JJi1

(That means in practice, not if they know
troubled Archbishop 
person, 
how if 
or “  spinster,

The Church-position is really 
.theory.

no re-marnage in Church for 11 n-1
not, i f  t l i e v  k l l

«  bad1the divorced one calls himself or herself ’* ,.e!) 
as indeed they temporarily truhfully 

untenable—in practi
f r

Against it may be set tho sensible and secular positl011.
T think, is ns follows.

There is a right to divorce. It arises from the right t o 1
It is one of tho elementary rights of both men and wotf1

:<*■

and to be buried aS tyt1 1
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V h  or s t 7
Struct tl . ^  °r individual has the right to prevent or

guises 7  6X€rcise of that right. Indeed, the English State
% h
Raises thissecula. divorce—not as fully as it should, for

' voic 1 Vorc®'i urisdiction is the child of ancient eccfe- 
. . e jurisdiction—but still it does recognise it.

“̂ tical div 
aViÛW “ ---- i \'aV\v,tv hi contiaim 111 civilised countries like Sweden »m ’ right

7™Cti011 «a uncivilised country like England, the ̂
u'orce is fu^y reCognised. The law <> < ,, in

7 lv°rce is a reliel irom misfortune, not a ^ m e- ^  .g
to7 ?  af1VOrce is obtainable by consent o n Eng’and you
t » if you want divorce you can have • ' against

lie a„,l make horr» J * ' “ “ ' '  “ d  »h id . ■ r spouse—accusation a whirl, neeiln t lie true

8o„uni
J j j -  But an uncomfortable marriage with an
,  so horrible that people gladly do and say anything

Pay anythina

“accusations which needn’t be true 
go unanswered, in order to make the divorce an 
’ "  and therefore quick, cheap and easy— to get a

1,16 ®n8lish S ta i
g—to get out of it. 

e even comes to the rescue of “  poor personsH ),€j
■ V '  their d*v°rces with money for the lawyers—a truly 
Hlĥ , ,dcl- for what Good Samaritan would not rescue a 

fallen into the pit of marriage? But the Church
by

.7"ef P, ,V  v-iul p,.
n,v.Uations.”

I ll 1 If ■ w «■' v. d w — o
“ e ],v | i B is even now suggested that efforts should be 

tobation Officers, Marriage Guidance Councils, and

>nB
'k)0 5 s ,Co'umittee.

the marriages of the poor by 
Justice 
Divorce

Ts, to patch up
This is recommended by Mr. 

Not the marriages of the rich !
I* for,t  "d '0r the poor and should be the luxury of tho rich,

•^Hy Briy was’S  that W lat *s wanted in England to-day is an honest recogni- 
!* tli,, p f)eoPle are entitled to divorce at request. A Society 
; \ , d l e s i o n  and Protection of Divorce is badly needed; 
'H t :i Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Adults.

1Ureh prefers to be cruel and unnatural, and will nor 
' ¡ : > Woman taken in adultery what its Master Jesus Christ

do I condemn thee. Go and sin no more.”A ' lt;rs *v 0Ud,imn w c°ndemn her, forgetting those other words, 
i 3cC( j. 11 °f lest ye be condemned.”  Secularists may well 

C|„, “ ne to that text and condemn the condemnation of 
"«* . a, I

$  
» r  I 
el!°r

t'w
in

A
f /
, /
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ÿr If

% t „ " ’ as do here. Marriage can be, and generally is, 
M fr0[ ,le> and as Uie sensible Norwegians say, divorce is a 

, 'f,,. ,i 1 misfortune and no crime. Even English law calls 
1<>H°f ”  in its pleadings, and, indeed, to the parties,

¡V o c a l l y  is.
f Hi. ii our minds of cant and stand with John Milton 

vv lf>lesoine doctrine and discipline of divorce.”
C. G. L. Du CANN.

A WORD TO TRADE UNIONISTS

f) General Franco and the U.S.S.R.
g.,j *klr. Editor.—As a Dnlon member, I strongljr protesi

Pr;itis ' minute No. 32 of the A.D.M.* condemning Genera 
t),. . u without mentioning a word about the worst type o 

l'l|IŜ ®bate, namely tlio U.S.S.R. 
is ^  ' ljf of the enslaved workers behind the “  Iron Curtain ’ 
ill,, tendered any less terrible by tho meaningless title o 

" fatorsbip of tho proletariat.
fs ; fd '°uld, as good trade unionists, refuse to handle good; 

1,8 Godless Stato which worships nothing but Mammon,
Yours, &c.,

^  ‘ IV. Corny.
'■e which heads this article is from the current issue oi 

,, ' 4| 'v Hawn,”  tho journal of the Union of Shop, Distribu 
Allied Workers (U.S.D.A.W.). Have we not heard 

g like this before? One need not look searchingly at

•* Annual Delegate Meeting.

the rabid communique to perceive that its author is a Roman 
Catholic. This is an ever-changing world.

Some two years ago, Francisco Franco was denouncing men 
like Churchill and Eden with many others, as “  Reds.”  Godly 
men, sure enough, but not of the right brand of Godliness to suit 
El Caudillo. Now, if Mr. Corry is to be relied upon, any variety 
of Godliness other than the Roman brand is anti-social, but 
complete godlessness the most anti-social of all. Thus, Franco 
must be the real socialist!

No, Freethinkers, I am not trying to be funny. You see, ti e 
leader of the West Cumberland branch of another powerful trade 
union has just been awarded a special medal by the Pope, anu 
the R /C  Bishop of Lancaster is shortly to make the public 
presentation of it in Carlisle. “  For services to the Roman 
Catholic Church.”  It has been evident for some time that the 
Vatican has had the needle of its hypodermic syringe well into the 
veins of British trade unionism, but the Pope is now pressing 
the plunger. It is not so long ago that Catholic priests in this 
country were trying to dissuade their flocks from joining trade 
unions. Now they present them with medals! No one has 
denounced working class organisations more than the Roman 
Church. In Spain today, and in Rome-ruled South American 
states (in Germany and Italy until recently), trade union activity 
is a short cut to prison. As I write, Congress is seriously 
threatening the trade unions of U.S.A.

In Britain today we have a government which is supposedly a 
supporter of trade unionism, but, strange to relate, has roundly 
condemned trade union action even to the extent of using troops 
as strike-breakers. “  Unofficial strike,”  say they, “  without 
sanction of their leaders.”  The leaders who get medals from 
the agents of God ! It may well happen that union leaders whose 
brands of Godliness are other than Roman will receive similar 
awards in addition to the peerages, knighthoods, etc., which 
some already enjoy. Most of our present ministers of state are 
godly men, some of them preachers. Our Prime Minister did his 
bit for God, and against womankind recently at Margate. But 
back to the Pope. He leads God’s greatest army. In the 
U.S.S.R., some 170,000,000 of God’s children refuse to seek the 
Holy Father’ s leadership. Poor Papa ! Millions of his Western 
charges, becoming enlightened, have left the shadow of his Holy 
Wing! He will never regain them. A great number of Russia’s 
millions are, as yet, not too well educated, and tho Pope wants 
them before their education is improved, as it is almost sure to 
he in the not too distant future.

Make no mistake about it, the Pope and his gang know full well 
the potentialities of the fast developing U.S.S.R. They are deter
mined to stem the tide of progress there, in the same manner as 
through the centuries of Papal domination which present such a 
blot ou Euro [lean history. Catholic churches pray often, I am 
told, for the “  conversion ”  of Russia. Note the inverted commas. 
We know very well what that word means through tho Roman 
mouthpiece.

Perceiving signs of failure in Europe and the Americas decades 
ago, the Hierarchy intensified its attentions in the directions of 
the (alleged) unenlightened Asia and Africa. But it is failing 
there also. It has been mainly under the protection of European 
armed might that it gained its precarious foothold in Eastern 
zones, although the brute force of European arms has not helped 
it to an eastern triumph. Then again, the Papacy has suffered 
another grievous loss. In its hey-dey, western magnates, 
monarchs and aristocrats were, for the most part, fervont 
adherents, and under domination, but today these great pillars ol 
moral degeneracy are by no means all Rome fans. However, 
magnates, monarchs. and aristocrats, whatever their religious 
leanings may be nowadays are anti-communist. Facing losses 
everywhere else, the Vatican must try for Russia, and seems 
willing to enlist all ruling classes as allies, no matter what their 
creed may be. Then again, they must have the usual armed 
escort, but more of it than ever before.

(Continued on page 231.)



228 THE FREETHINKER

ACID DROPS

Shakespeare said that a rose by any other name would smell 
as sweet. But for once Shakespeare was wrong. There are 
crowds of people who would find vinegar sweet and sugar sour 
in given circumstances. For example in the boosting of the 
Princess Royal she is being placed before the public as an 
almost transcendent mixture of ability and graciousness. In 
the visit to South Africa she solemnly said, quite unnecessarily, 
she would devote her life to the people, etc'. Of course, that was 
all nonsense. If she comes to the throne she will have to do as 
she is told by her “  advisers ”  as others have had to do. The 
picture of the King or Queen, doing as he or she wished to do 
is just a line out of a fairy story.

Still, there are some who do believe that roses by other names 
would always smell as sweet. For example, writing in the 
“  Sunday Dispatch,”  l)r. Joad says that in his opinion the Bible 
would be improved by being re-written. That is just nonsense 
As a Bible it is better in its official form than it could possibly 
ho by any new one. For an honest Bible would he one that 
expressed the earliest forms of belief, whereas the language of 
the Bilile has been altered in its tone and even in its meanings, 
it has been altered so much that the Bible of to-day is not the 
Bible of yesterday, and it is further different when we. get to the 
Bilile of a few centuries ago.

AVo are nob surprised to find that Dr. Joad confines his dis
like to the old Bible, and that he believes the Christianity of 
the New Testament is not quite as objectionable as the old one. 
The miracles of this one book—or collection of books—are as 
objectionable as they are in the other. The Old Testament 
is as foolish as is the New. The manufacture of the origin of 
Adam and Eve is not more foolish than the birth of Jesus 
without a human father. Finally, the only reason for different 
readings of both the old and the now Bibles is to hide the real 
quality of both. Wo advise Dr. Joad to spend some time in 
studying Frazer’ s “  Folk-lore in the Old Testament,”  and note 
how it fits well into the New Testament. A couple of hours 
spent in comparing Frazer’ s writing with that of this semi
clerical outburst would do Dr. Joad good. It might at least 
lessen the repetition of the praise of the Now Testament, as 
though it wore in any real sense superior to the Old. Dr. Joad 
should bo the last one to need telling that the aim of a priest
hood is not to educate but to prevent the truth getting known. 
Ancient or modern the rules of a priesthood are everywhere the 
same, Still, wo suppose that Dr. Joad knows his audience.

The Rev, A. E. Morris says that the family is the essential 
foundation of any really healthy society. Wo are inclined to 
back up that, although wo might well have worded it rather 
differently. For example, Mr. Morris turns out to mean by a 
superior or healthy society one that is completely saturated with 
religion. In that reading wo are prepared to say that the homo 
is not a socially ideal place in which to bring up a family. Go 
hack a few generations and youth in religious life was treated 
as so many slaves, minus the whip, although not always. Wo 
hold that youth to-day is cleaner than it was in tin* time when! 
religion ruled. There is a cleaner living and less humbug. We 
have seen young girls rise up in buses to make room for an 
elderly person to sit down, to oiler to carry a parcel out of a 
bus or a train, and do a score of little things that indicate 
a cleaner and better character than the youth of a few genera
tions ago. Wo have every faith in the youth of to-day. We 
wish we had an equal faith of the very old ones among us.

Wo are, of course, with those who wish to see places of amuse
ment open on Sunday, as on every other day of the week. There 
are two reasons for a free Sunday, one is to have the 
opportunities of going out on Sunday where one wishes to go on 
every other day of the week. The plea one so often hears is, 
on the other hand, not a very good one. It is said—wo do not 
question its truth—that people have nothing to do on Sundays, 
and that reason is a very bad one. It is a social injustice that 
a man should be prevented to do on Sunday what is quite right 
and proper to do on Monday, and that for some fantastic religious 
doctrine. But it is a thing to say that without cinemas on

Sunday people will have nothing to do but loOTg® sliouW 
streets, which results in misbehaviour. A free ” l fr0£,
rest on a better basis than that. The ground foi 
is that we all should bo treated as free men.

------------  ■ f Hotting1“11'!
An organisation has been formed by a group 0 jjiorfl 

clergymen to encourage Sunday cinemas. They Sg^n<jfty, ft*1“ 
nothing intrinsically wrong in looking at pictures ojl „̂en thoufi-1
the pictures should bo of the best. So far, so g°')u> J ^  gett» 
the new group are obviously not so much intereste cleriO’ 
good pictures, as getting on terms that will ,en , i ,, ch1111'1’6*' 
to save something from the wreck that is fronting t ■

------------  hat isThe real desire is found in the statement that F  'vlt" 
for is that the hours of opening should not clash on > r̂vic'*' 
the proper functioning of Sunday schools and ^"n" CgCiioolSi 
If the parents wish to send their children to Sunday ̂  ^iat tw 
one can or wishes to prevent them. The fact lelDent, i# 
Christian leaders have no regard for freedom of m°'r 
are conceding little and gaining much that will ena .gsllP. A1 
hold in check a free Sunday. And that is the real  ̂ lio'( 
one is prevented sending his children to Church win’ 
he wishes. The rest can be left to common sense.

rather angry whe'n’j ^
atte"-

“ Pasquin”  of the ‘ ‘ Universe, __  „  .
tion is called to the way the Roman Church tre-1 , i a(f|1,r

exhas now come to the real truth about that disgrace^ rPn'el’ 
It appears that “  the real drama of Galileo is fel10*
kindly way the Inquisition treated an arrogmn. *»— k 
who tried to teach the Church its own business

Toguit »««i “ “ f ,  I«;;

hypothesis, like some modern scientists.”  Which h’il ” . ¡,t, l’1' 
reflections: first, that the hypothesis of Galileo was ^  jp# 
the Divine Church was decidedly wrong. But it took ^  ^)P s'>" 
Church several centuries to permit the earth to go roU

_______  _ . n W
The Rev. A. S. Pink, Diocesan Director of ¡jupl'̂

discovered that “ We are living in an atmosphere 0 ¡ty' 
Atheism.”  Well, that is just about it—for t ln*s Kwhole. For ¡ y

i 4
particular and for all religious systems as a whole, 
that is just discussed may end in almost any way But »
in fundamental Atheism is saying that it has become ^ ii. 
settled opinion that is not likely ever to be removed. ^ 
that Atheism can no longer be treated as a mere , „aifl

that Athc_ ytoideas that may disappear. It moans not only — 
settled in the more civilised people, and is not hke} 
its hold shaken. One may believe in a religion with® 
standing. Understanding is the sound work on wind 
rests.

■------------  ¡¡nil j
All the Churches appear to be very busy trying ,ip>1’1‘! 

what amount of Christian doctrine and practices can ,H iw 
quietly. All sorts of suggestions have been made ,l.̂  ¡f y , 
“  Baptism ”  is on the way of making it a kind of “  iir‘j.
like, hut don’t bother about it if you are against it- J,, «■/. 
thing is to get people to come to church. All the Ohm „je»1 
is attendance—and silence concerning the social v«luo o • ( 
Christ and him crucified.”  How uro the mighty t" . ^  d1' 
seems hut yesterday when Christian leaders were shot*  ̂
belief in Jesus would alone save mankind. Now, in hBh y  
the Christian Churches will welcome all kinds of relig"’1"
In fact, if they were not glaringly against the Christ'11" 
stition Atheists would ho quite welcome to Church,

England is not a Christian country. England n‘‘_,|10 tri 
Christian. England will never be a Christian country. I" 
two statements rest upon a declaration by one of ,
Bords in the House of Lords. No one has dared to * ! i )  ;l*
that decision, and no one is likely to do so. Some of K
Lords nodded their heads in agreement, tho others we]ero fl"1
probably they would have liked to have challenged tl® .^ i11' 
but tho matter was too common-place. England is not a ‘  ,

For the f'ltl!vii‘ Îcountry. It neyer was, and it never will he. rur - . „• 
writers wish to be correct, they will write that Eng_IaJ1"il.l)ii1'
country in which Christianity was well established, *11.'fie yin situations where favour should not exist, and readly >ve|11 
full strength when it promised profit. There should Is1 "" 
at lying when it is to the benefit of the Christian Chore 1
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lelephone No. : Holborn 2601.
41, Gray’ s Inn Road,

London, W.C. 1.

Ori
»/ I k l V ^ t n r e  should he sent to the Business Manager 
H  n0t \°n‘ er Press, ltl, Gray’s Inn Boad, London, W.C. 1,

K t he theEditor.™ Mgtoifh the National Secular Society in connexion
•AouU )U ar Burial Services are required, all communications 

. * ®e J .T „  , T» TT VamMÌ /lUltIUI9| ÌO/to ai 7“ “ ' c«ea. to U 
Si tv ilCe as Possible

miniai services are requirea, an comin-wpn,***™,** 
addressed to the Secretary. 11. H. Rosetti, giving

11̂  Ijlw 1 0̂ 0 *1/1 0 #
Office swH be forwarded direct from, the Publishing
Vear, jj»1 the following rates (Home and Abroad): One 

*■’ half-year. 8s. fid.: three months, As. Ad.L,ckre ’ tiQtf-year, 8s. fid.; three months, As. Ad.
'V must reach At, Gray’s Inn Boad, London, W.C. 1,

rst post on Monday, or they will not be inserted.

SUGAR PLUMS

** hav,A° always making new readers, and we are always pleased 
an7 reasonable criticism of the “  Freethinker.”  Of

'I6 1101 not try the very foolisli plan of trying to please
Hhod do not even try to please anyone. The only safe
j;iJts certainly the only honest one, is to say what one
t cm • to say, and then let the consequences follow.

 ̂V u T  is tllat lle who tries to Please everyone will
° “ Pleasing anybody.

i» Is4 0116 complaint that is worth notice. It appears that 
deal with other people’ s opinions with proper respect.

I "¿'«Hi,., “ rsf point by way of a reply is, Why should wo treatSi tire

'til
dryk opinion with respect? The opinion in respect may 
1 "t /. Polish, it may be propped up with lies, etc. flow 

Iciest l(,af such a person with respect? How can ‘ we respect
V s?»ho claims to turh plain wine and water into the blood

per respect ?

^ 0r the idea that all Atheists are criminals? All that any 
V i ' *  a r'Sht to expect is that his opinions shall be heard, 
Hed Oof think that anyone can truthfully say that we have

tllat principle.

AU*te '-l0 0̂1̂ e discussions goii^g on with various Christiantk V"S , ■ w x u v  UlSCUSiSlUIiS u n  W1I/U v c i i iu u o  u m i o w w uX ^  reS^rd to religious plays being established in good
' tini ^ 0t̂3 there is nothing common in that. Tn fact, ati.̂  “U l | ^  j  n i i c i  u  i i u i u i n i f i ,  m i i i i i i u n  i i i  L”

' I'cligous plays were very common. In the early 
pttys were one of the ways in which the Church held 

, !| lyjy It .made miracles easy. To a medieval audience a
f ofT, a little powder on the head could bo cured with a 

\ l 0,. Priest’ s hand. To tlio audience it was a real and
ÜUs cure, To-day audiences would just smile,

have altered. The medieval believer looked and 
t .........................................................&  5 *  Josus working miracles. To-day the looker-on would 

( [V s ! °ti|er eye. The theatre would soon advertise the
of the whole religious story. Domestic scenes do 

t'ice,,r 0 domestic life because it is a phase of what people know
.% ‘ r,M- - '->■ . . . .  —‘ _i 1' - w—Iho Church cannot put an honest version of the New
1 ina story without giving away the whole of the game. A 

* g0 on playing the fool for a long time, but let him see 
the foolishness of his part and he will soon throw it

, 1  ,(
r'Vi] , ,Sllporior ”  man is nearly always an impertinent man.
!>v -he!,. '.'-'y, ,.c conviction of his superiority originates in his imperti- 
; '«¡.f Ue man who fears to mix freely with his fellows because" : , ll‘ai,l „r , • • , ■ , ,1. ■ i. ..... ......I. j...of bringing himself to their ievel is showing himself 

vh 0 lower than those ho shuns. His is a false superiori
to

mjj —wer uifiu inu.AB i.u hìiuu». ih » a» ... superiority, 
*' of which is kept active by a steady course of self-

adulation. Such people are only really successful with those who 
cannot distinguish a genuine article from an imitation and 
whose praise is, therefore, the reverse of complimentary. Above 
all, this class claims the reputation of superiority, not because 
they are in love of the thing itself, but because they regard it as 
an important social asset. Under different conditions the same 
people would regard the capacity for swilling beer as the most 
enviable of accomplishments.

In intellectual matter the superior person is still more objec
tionable. He is so coeksure he is right when he is so obviously 
wrong. His ability to put bis case strongly is generally due to 
inability to grasp any other point of view except his own. He airs 
his opinions with a condescending kindness that is out of .all 
proportion to their value. Generally speaking, it is a compliment 
to call them opinions, they are mostly prejudices. To argue with 
him is an impossibility. Ho will be above you or below you but 
he is never level witli you. He would be uneasy with you ’if he 
were, and you would not be likely to gain much from close 
contact. ________

ft used to be a common expression by religious leaders that the 
eyes of God covered, the whole of His creation. Ho saw every
thing and He knew everything before anything happened. How 
He did it no one can ever make out, but there was—literally—the 
devil to pay if one did not believe in this non-understandable 
mix-up. How all this was managed no one ever knew, but what 
wras the good of believing in God and His works if they were 
knowable and reasonable by anyone who sat down to understand 
it? In fact, the true Christian was a man- like the great 
Sir Thomas Browne (seventeenth century) who bluntly declared 
that ho believed all that God said because it was unbelievable. It 
is also the reason why the Roman Church is so fascinating to those 
who get tired of trying to master God’s doings, and sayings. If 
they were simple and understandable the Catholic Church would 
collapse. ________

The Birmingham Branch N.S.S. announce two items of local 
interest. To-day (June 29th) Mr. F. A. Hornibrook lectures at 
38 John Bright Street at 3-30 p.m. and on Sunday July 20th a 
coach trip to Ludlow has been arranged, starting at 1-45 p.m. from 
38 John Bright Street. The number of seats are limited and must 
be booked in advance with C. II. Smith, 93 Willows Crescent, 
Cannon Hill, Birmingham. Return fare, 10s. Tea, extra, will 
be arranged at Ludlow.

SPANISH BACKGROUND

IN forming our opinions of any problem oi our times, it is very 
necessary to examine not merely what is occurring now, but the, 
factors of the past which have led up to it. It is also needful to 
try to rid ourselves of national or other prejudices—if the prob
lem concerns a foreign country—and see things in an impartial 
light. These considerations apply very emphatically in regard 
to Spain, when the affairs of that land are being considered by 
British people for not only is the history of Spain full of extra
ordinary events, but the characteristics of the Spanish nation 
differ widely from ours. This being so, let us ti-y to understand 
the real meaning of the recent civil war in Spain, and of the 
events following it.

The first thing to have in mind is that for n/early 800 years 
Spaniards were engaged intermittently in a war against an 
occupying foreign power. Not until 1492 was the last fragment 
of Moorish rule—which at one time had dominated most of the 
country—expelled. Moreover, the issues were not merely
patriotic, but also religious; a conflict between Catholicism and 
Islam. Is it surprising, then, if Spaniards tend to go to 
extremes ? The conflicts with Islam are now affairs of the long 
past—but the tendency to extremism still exists, and shows itself 
in disputes of Spaniards amongst themselves. Perhaps in our 
own history the nearest parallel is in the battles of the sixteenth 
century between Catholics and Protestants, when the former burnt
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the latter at the stake, and the latter hung, drew, and quartered 
the former, according as each was in power. In us, the tendency 
to extremes died down.—but it did once exist, and that fact may 
help us to understand a nation amongst which it still exists. 
Alter all, we ourselves may com© one day again to it—“  absit. 
omen ”  !

I have before me a very striking pamphlet published by the 
Catholic Truth Society, London, under title: “ The Catholic 
Church in Spain from 1800 till To-day,”  by A. A. Parker, M.A., 
Fellow of Gonville and Caius College, Cambridge (C.T.S., June, 
1938, 3d. ; Catalogue number H.283). It is a remarkably calm 
and almost (almost) impartial survey, but implicitly Catholic 
We can safely rely on it, therefore, as not painting things too 
blackly from a Church point of view. Yet the tale it tells is 
indeed grim.

It begins by admitting that the contention is “  a possible a 
priori one,”  which depicts the Spanish Church as an oppressive 
enemy of freedom; but it thinks the “ theory”  is “ not self 
evident, except to prejudiced eyes.”  It maintains that “  the 
Church has been forced on to one side by the opposition of the 
other, which . . . has consistently attacked her ”  (p-3) “  It is 
in the year 1700 rather than in 1800 that the division of Spain into 
two camps begins. The advent of the Bourbon dynasty, in the 
person of Philip V, laid Spain open to French ideas . . . [which] 
paved the way for Liberalism ”  (p. 4). “  The beginning of
Philip Y ’ s reign saw a break witli Borne which, though patched 
up by the Concordats of 1737 and 1753, left relations with the 
Vatican very different from what they had been in the past ”  
(p. 4).

“ I'he other factor making for the conflicts of the nineteenth 
century was the decline of religion, due to the invasion of deism, 
scepticism, and materialist plilosophy, among the court, the 
governing classes, and the intellectuals. But is it important to 
stress the fact that at this time the great mass of the people 
remained untouched by those ideas ”  (p. 5). “  The Church, as
a'whole, was not keeping abreast with developments and attempt
ing to direct them along the channel of Christian thought . . . .  
I'he Church in the eyes of the promulgators of the new theories 
epitomised obscurantism. Since, for the reason already given, the 
Church was more concerned with preserving what it had conquered 
in the past than of setting out? on the spiritual conquest of the 
new age, there was some measure of truth in this allegation ”  
(pp . 5-6).

“  Such, then, was the state of religion and the Church in Spain 
when the opening of the nineteenth century brought the 
Napoleonic invasion . . . The people rose up in arms, their 
resistance being organised very largely by the bishops and clergy ” 
(pp. 6 7). At Cadiz, however, a “  Liberal ”  Government “  shouted 
‘ liberty,’ a word which meant much more than freedom from 
Napoleonic rule ”  (p. 7). There were, subsequently, massacres 
of clergy and nuns, and burning of churches. The Cadiz Cortes 
(Parliament) drew up a “  Liberal ”  Constitution (1812). It 
nominally recognised that Spain was Catholic, but legalised free
dom of the Press. It abolished, the Inquisition. The Papal nuncio 
(ambassador) was expelled.

The “  Liberals ”  fell in 1814, and Ferdinand VTI, who replaced 
them, annulled the now Constitution. Yet the “  Liberals 
(this word in Spain signifies something more advanced than if docs 
here!), “ driven underground,”  rose in revolt (1820), and the 
1812 Constitution was re-enacted. The Church was again assailed. 
Two archbishops and seven Bishops were exiled. Diplomatic rein 
tions with Rome were severed. The Liberal regime, however, 
again fell (1823), and Ferdinand was restored “  by the French 
Army, sent by the Holy Alliance ”  (p. 12). The 1812 Constitu
tion was again annulled. Hut— “  With the death of Ferdinand 
in 1833 there began the definite period of revolution which was 
to last, with brief intervals, until 1844, and which was to prove 
permanent in its effects ”  (p. 12). There was bitter civil war. 
Church property was seized. Bishops were appointed without con
sulting the Pope, iu 1844, however, the Liberals again fell, and

June 29,
. , u the JifSt

were succeeded by the “  Moderados ”  (Conservative8?* ,, ,̂16).
nine years being a period of relative peace for the Ch" y .ltjcan, a"1'
In 1851 a Concordat (Treaty) was signed with the "  ^ gpain 
it “ affirmed that Catholicism was the official rehg1®1,, ^
;i.nrl flip? rniVilin nvnr>fir>.£» rvi nmr r»+Vmv whs o roh lk1  ̂ ]jtcfand the public practice of any other was pro.- - ^

Apart from two periods of political upheaval an phurd1
modifications, this Concordat regulated relations lxl" 
and State up to 1931”  (p. 25). “ The Church f 0„e patU 
implicated in politics and her welfare identified wi

with
1856, alld -

| the Conservatives] ”  (p. 27).
There was a revolution in 1854, and relations 

again broken. The new regime, however, fell in 1B3U’, qng 
tions with Rome were restored, the 1851 Concorda 
more put into operation. Revolution came yet ¿ r  ho#ever, 
A republic was proclaimed in 1873. In ’„ers011 ' 
“  the Bourbon dynasty was restored in the c0ll[u-'c,!l
Alfonso X II ” t (p. 28.). During the preceding ^  t* 
there had been attacks on church buildings ( ^
Bishops had been exiled. Alfonso X II ’s Constitution  ̂
freedom of worship ”  : “  the committee that frame* 1 plan1'
that they would have wished to effect the separation 
and State had they considered it practical ”  (PP-  ̂ ''ml ¡state had they considered it practical tPP- „

“  The fruit of Liberalism in Spain was now fully aPl j„ tli'
tin’had produced both a religious and a political clea"*». e(j 

country ”  (p. 30). Yet Canovas (Regent in 1874) ygji 111
11851] Concordat once more in force ”  (p. 30).
1923 (under Alfonso X II and X III) “  two parties

From
altern«1- ^

office, the Conservatives and the Liberals (not the saline
earlier Progressives) ”  (p. 31). 
tively long period of peace, but this peace 
political system which guaranteed it ”  (p. 31).

-- v t 1 „ roinp',. 
The Church enjoyed » #s (V
is peace was as artihCI‘ ,,i:p

The Church
. thestill in practice tied to a particular political form 01 (|[ p

and identified with it by its opponents. The revolution  ̂ » 
had identified the political division of the count1.! 
religious division—revolutionary left-wing politics Wi it' 
-and from that time onwards the one fostered the (h

atheistic or agnostic invariably embraced Left-Wing P° ^  
revolutionary working-classes embraced atheism”  (P- ¡¡¡¿ft

the 
,ries'known asI n 1909 there was a revolt in Barcelona- . w

week,’ [during which] . . . forty-three churches, Prl°* ** 
convents were set on fire. The military dictatorship °  ^  
1930 postponed the inevitable next phase of Left-Wing 
1931, the transformation of Spain into a Republic was P*  ̂ #«1‘ 
effected”  (p. 32). Riots, however, broke out, churc1 ly»’1’
destroyed, the Cardinal-Primate left the country, ”  it ):'h
liintcd that his presence was undesirable; when he

• . (p-attempted to return he was escorted to the frontier ^¡Jir 
The new Constitution separated Churcli and State and Cr

the late Spanish civil war. A country was split in?0
1 i.avin̂ ' -,antagonisms going back at least seven generations, anci ^  |i

PRECIOUS WARES

GENTLY the waiter lifted the bottle of Chateauneuf 
irom its basket cradle: —

1 often wonder what the vintners buy
One half so precious as the goods they sell. . riF-

I quoted aloud as slowly he filled my glass with the glori*111 
“  Bah !”  said one, “  like Twain’s dachshund, old Om»* ^ b’1 

bitterness—how about gold bricks and dud mining sh«1

Pk
in

freedom of worship and thought. juCinI'
Such was the background of, and such the factors P'  ̂ -̂ffl1'

the root, 800 years of racial-religious warfare which S' ¡jnf 
nation a tendency to violent enthusiasms. It is an 111 
psychological-historical study. xtH’.P

j . W. POyN
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1 freciouj
anv 1 'Va,l<,S' They show a clear one hundred per cent, profit 

cketshoP in Manhattan.”
" Not

1,1 another
»nr ft

withoutj“ “ “ " S0Me risk of a sing-song in Sing-Sing,’ broke 
>.r itom• a h5011261- side-line give me the pains of purgatory ;

*ach yea<m l)rrests collect hard cash from devout Catholics against 
V|tld an\ ° ^mission, with delivery of the goods in the next 
ng no bbme limit—can you beat that?”

"lit,, l0ckS°metimes>”  remarked a third, “  the vendors are turned 
derate 'xT̂ °ck antl barrel, from the countries in which they 
Almighty °W 'n mN country the right to deputise for God
livings 0/  ° *SSue divine instructions in the shape of ‘ calls to
'kn niarW many hundreds per year, is bought and sold in the
*iatners antb b have no doubt whatever that that is what the

ought, just as our t,rewers do now.”
JBfavo ”'uy ennu ’1 C1’led I, “ for British Business and Brains—your 
S d health Sir—Rule Britannia !”

W. A. GOURMAND.

k'NiQrd To TRADE UNIONISTS (concluded from page 227)

<¿010 ■ 1,11 ancb Hitler are no longer available. Who will be 
"fc| jj'U bhe field ? Franco must now train in the role of Hitler 
letter USS0l*n*. But why not Eisenhower or Montgomery ? 
*% £ ***** , surely, and the Pope, at present, is not too 

11' about the brand of religion professed by his allies.
I '“Possible,
"ks«s !lre connected with, and paid by, nations whose
S as yet, because those1 two great commanders of

l‘!>  1 a’ e organised into powerful trade union movements. 
S a  unions are ' —  ' 'voice. 'N o ,”  then„ „  ________ ____  If that voice says
\ ]j4lni€d esc°H  S°r the Pope into Russia.

aild American trade unions must be “  converted.”  
.l'll°Witl . Uman> in America, proposes to do this by abolition, 
Hzjj m the precepts of Hitler, Mussolini, Franco and 
‘‘""¡Hat; IIowever, in U.S.A., as in Britain, Catholics have no 
Sttn,!'1® Hatus, and Mr. Truman’s idea may cause much 
':;,Ti_. “ t' The suggestion has been badly received already. 
\  to be only one safe course for Papa. lie  must con-
Nth«- «nionists that Russia is foul. Urge them to make.‘‘Oils

^n.
Hi

aud with them blast the pagan Russians into sub- 
That was the formula of the anti-Comintern Axis,

»ot so badly broken as many people would delude them- 
\  ' H believing. The forces of God are being rallied for a
Nj^Peiate effort. If the Russian bastions cannot be forced, 
!X( 1 °Pe administered in large doses to that 170,000,000, God
V  Tha-ij “ at will be the end of Jehovah, Mary, and the Lamb.
<j%t|1'OVeme:nt which breed- “vm wjucu uraus reason, progress and fraternity 
\  rneri does the Christian creed attempt to rot. Here in 

lb rotting our Labour, Co-operative, and trade union 
' s- Even the Communist party is not immune, although 

N n,: <,rs delude themselves that it is. All non-Catholic
, ^  ; : ons/ even the Judaists, whilst fratching on doctrinal 

tv;,’ ar°. steadily falling into step with Rome on the question 
f S G0(j

H ; “ni°nists, workers, thinkers, what are you allowing to 
Nt your midst? Can you not smell it ? Rome does not 

r souls (if you have any), it wants your bodies, yourj ~......... .. —j /j --
f t t h e  blood of your progeny.

('k a super blood bath to the glory of God. “  A Godless 
Xff ¡(."ck worships Mammon ”  says Corry, the philosopher. 
X ° ut, workers, ere you once again become slaves in a 
v'l, ;i>!Sed state which worships God ! Challenge to the last
i? C fy;,hins written or spoken, wherever you find it, that 
X 1/  the insanity of Mr. Corry arid tho ghouls of the Vatican. 

rj°dless state ”  has just abolished capital punishment!

G. L. C.

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES. ETC.

LONDON—Outdoor

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead)__
Sunday, 12 noon, Mr. L. Eiiury ; (Highbury Corner) Sunday, 
7 p.m., Mr. L. Ebury.

West London Branch (Hyde Park)— Sunday, 6 p .m .; Messrs.
E. C. Saphin, F. Page, J ames H art, O. E. W ood. Thursday, 
7 p .m .; Messrs. E. C. Saphin, F. PageL J ames H art, C. E. 
W ood.

LONDON—Indoor

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
W.C. 1.) Sunday 11 a.m .: “  The Challenge of Humanism,”  Rev.
F. H. A mpiii.ett M icki.ewrioht, M.A.

COUNTRY—Outdoor

Blackburn Branch N.S.S. (Market Place)__Sunday, 7 pm. : Mr.
Cot.in McCall.

Edinburgh Branch N.S.S. (The Mound)— Sunday, 7 p.m.: Mr. 
A. R eilly.

Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Castle Street)— Sunday, 7 p .m .: A 
lecture. Mr. J. Barker.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Platt Fields)— Sunday, 3 p .m .: 
Messrs. K ay , Taylor.

Merseyside Branch N.S.S. (Blitzed Site, Ranelagh Street, 
Liverpool).—Sunday; A lecture, 7 p.m.

Nottingham (Old Market Square)__Sunday, (¡-30 p .m .: Mr. T. M.
Mosley.

Sheffield Branch N.S.S. (Barkers Pool)__Sunday, 7-30 p.m .;
Messrs. G. If. Greaves, A. Samms.

COUNTRY—Indoor

Birmingham Branch N.S.S. (38 John Bright Street, Room 13)__
Sunday, 3-30 p.m.: “  Religion, Press and Politics,”  Mr. F. A. 
H ounibrook (London).

WANTED.—To buy or loan, “  Lucretius on Life and Death,”  by 
W. II. Mullock. Any edition. W. B., 41, Gray’s Inn Road, 
W.C. 1.

AN ATHEIST’S APPROACH TO CHRISTIANITY. A
Survey of Positions. By Chapman Cohen Price Is. 3d.; 
postage lid .

THE B IB LE: W H A T  IS IT W ORTH  ? By Colonel R. G. 
Ingersoll. Price 2d.; postage Id.

HOW THE CHURCHES BETRAY THEIR CHRIST. An
Examination of British Christianity. By C. G. L. Du Cann. 
Price 9d.; postage Id.

THE M OTHER OF GOD. By G. W. Foote. Price 3d.; 
postage Id.

REVENUES OF RELIGION. By Alan Handsacre. Price 3s.; 
postage 2d. *

TH O M AS PAINE, A  Pioneer of Two Worlds. By Chapman 
Cohen. Price Is. 4d.; postage Id.

Pam phlets for the People
B y  C H A P M A N  C O H E N

What is the Use of Prayer? Did Jesus Christ Exist? Thou 
shall not Suffer a Witch to Live. The Devil. Deity and 
Design. Agnosticism or . . .? Atheism. What is Frccthonght? 
Must we have a Religion? The Church’s Fight for the Child. 
Giving ’em Hell. Frccthought and the Child. Morality without 
God. Christianity and Slavery. Gods and their Makers. 
Woman and Christianity. What is the use of a Future Life?

Price 2d. each. Postage Id. each.
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BOOKS AND READERS

II
ALTHOUGH the opinions of great critics of literature often make 
fascinating reading, one sometimes wonders what were the 
reactions of the ordinary reader of famous—or even of the not- 
so-famous—books.

AVe know, for example, how the fame of young Charles Dickens 
shot up rapidly when he introduced Sam AVeller to Mr. Pickwick, 
and this really means that the man in the street, so to speak, 
bought the “  Pickwick Papers ”  in increasing numbers and 
looked forward with growing enthusiasm to the appearance of 
each monthly part. What the professional critics said about 
his novels really never mattered much, for it was the ordinary 
public who bought and read his books and laughed and cried 
with him.

In “  The Victorians and their Books,”  the author, Mrs. Amy 
Cruse, deals specially with the readers of some of the most 
popular books published in the first fifty years of the reign of 
Queen Victoria, and this makes her own book not only extremely 
interesting but very valuable to the social historian. And sucn 
chapters as those on the Tractarians and on Science and Religion 
must specially appeal to Freethinkers.

As Mrs. Cruse points out, early Victorian England was, "  even 
fiercely, preoccupied with questions of religion,”  and it is not 
surprising therefore to learn that the effect Newman’s famous 
tracts had on the clergy in particular, for or against, was terrific. 
Most of them had been up to then, as Florence Nightingale pointed 
out, “  just country gentlemen or men of the world performing 
their clerical duties with decent diligence but without any kind 
of fervour ”  ; and the Tracts brought them up with a jerk to the 
position laid down by Newman, that “  the real ground on which 
our authority is built ”  is “  our Apostolic Descent,”  and that 
“  we have been born, not of blood, nor of the will of the flesh, 
nor of the will of man, but of God.”  This kind of thing, very 
much elaborated in the best theological manner, witti all 
Newman’s power of expression, played the very devil with the 
clergy of his time, and all religious England was soon engaged 
in the most desperate evangelical battles with Newman, Hurrell 
Froude, Keble, and Pusey, delivering more and more “  apostolic 
blows and knocks.”

The principal idea was to make the English Church gloriously 
Roman Catholic—except for the Pope; and when the famous 
Tract 90 was finally delivered, even Newman was obliged to see 
that if he wanted an all-embracing Catholic Church he would 
have to swallow (lie Pope as well—and he did so.

Mrs. Cruse gives an entertaining account of the controversy, 
stressing the opinions of people like Dr. Arnold, George Borrow, 
J. A. Froude, Richard Church, the Duke of Newcastle, Lora 
John Russell, and others; and we, looking back a hundred years, 
and reading these opinions as well as some of the Tracts, can 
only wonder at the almost complete stupidity of most of the 
participants. What they considered of such terrific importance 
we now know to be sheer fudge, and for most intelligent people 
as dead as mutton.

The curious thing is that while all this heated argument was 
going on, an anonymous work entitled “  Vestiges of the Natural 
History of Creation ”  appeared (in 1844) and set everybody more 
in a religious ferment than ever. “  Vestiges ” —I regret that I have 
not read it—caused a furore because it left God out of creation 
and preached evolution before Darwin. “  It was denounced from 
the pulpit,”  says Mrs. Cruse, “  abused in the press, laughed at 
by superior persons anxious to exhibit their own scientific know
ledge ; it was the theme of conversation in fashionable drawing 
rooms and in devout assemblies ; so that even tlio.se- who had not 
read it knew something of its theory and purpose.”

It was not known till long after that the author was Robert 
Chambers whoso “  Book of Days ”  can still bo read with profit

and interest; and Chambers himself was by no infidel
to side with “  infidel ”  theories though his book was 
enough in throwing overboard the Bible account 
Evolution was God’s way, “  a certain inode of his 0 ûrcbnietl 
Chambers said in his defence. Lots of our modem j .p 
who no more believe the Bible account of Creation 
find Chambers’ argument of immense service- temPor*̂

“  Vestiges ”  was not accepted by the majority °f an(j di* 
scientists because it was not “  scientifically ' 
played, as the Dean of Westminster claimed, par’*111
of all sound physical logic,”  and many people thoug jnfidd 
had written it as he was suspected of evolutionary ^  jg59 
views before his famous “  Origin of Species ”  apP®®r‘ . ĵfli >'

accredit*0, ^Even Byron’ s daughter, Lady Lovelace, was
because she was a noted mathematician and the book

i- looked

the writing of a woman. 
Huxley, at the age of 19, read it, and was rritated by

prodigious ignorance,”  and Herbert Spencer, then 25
of its arg’

the theories of the book and exposed the weakness 01  ̂ ¡.„tif 
ment.”  It should be added that George Henry Le*eSj bo«!; 
surprised at Spencer’s “  uncompromising rejection _ j/H'"
and Mrs. Cruse adds that this was perhaps *>cfJ*1 „fpri^ 
“ knowledge of science was superficial” —a vel^ ,, p1-oblf|,r 
criticism and a quite untrue one of the author of *
of Life and Mind.”  AVhether “ Vestiges”  as ;l °a(>n; al1> 
failure or not, one fact is clear and that is EVP1  ̂ gfrvifi 
Chambers’ book, as Darwin pointed out, did “  excel _ ^ oViii.i 
in this country in calling attention to the subject an
prejudice.”

There was still
fi'tf

'hi'"another book written almost entire ) #
Atheistic standpoint which caused a terrific row a Jl,, jjC(t''r' 
in these days is almost completely forgotten. This was 
on the Laws of Man’s Social Nature and Development j -

Martineau and Henry G. Atkinson.
Tho sister of a great Unitarian, Dr. James Marti" 1 ,l'.:

books and personality certainly bad great influence °n .s -
7  herself,

=cei<
pO0‘;ti*religion, Harriet had carved out a way for 

of the most remarkable women of her time. She 
to write on any subject-—history, political economy  ̂
science, and what not, and in addition turned 
children’s stories, and newspaper leaders. But these 
actually appear to have made people tremble.

Vestiges,”  the actress, Fanny Kemble, could 'vrl „¡(if-Of “  Vestiges,”  the actress, Fanny Kemble, 
book is extremely distasteful to me . . .  its conclusion^ 
revolting . . . nevertheless, they may be true.”  .
Bronte, writing to her publisher, Mr. Smith

oli»And i
—thong

and respecting Harriet Martineau— said of the “  j ]/
is the first exposition of avowed atheism and materiM1, . 
ever read ; the first unequivocal declaration 
existence, of God or a future life I have ever seen- ^  

and her friend, Mrs. Gaskell, wh* *, „  (F.

in
of d is h e d

seen
upset Charlotte and her friend, i*n». uasnou, - f
Kingsley could only feel that tho authors were better ^  r 
creed. What George Eliot thought was, “  Whatever 
may think of the book it is certainly the boldest I p̂i1'11 
the English language,”  a rather surprising statement f°' ‘ fl(|l 
of her reading especially after mixing with the Hennel ,j (K 
Brays. What all these good people would think J*1’ 
could be suddenly transported the 100 years intervene r’)lV,-i|  ̂
make a most entertaining volume, for Atheism, " I 111 1 hllT
a word used to make people shudder, is now as common
berries; while Evolution is taken for granted by thl
world as much as Mathematics. There may be still 1 
as to the method of Evolution, for example, as to wheth01

Lamarck is right, but the fact is no longer question'
The social life in early Victorian England was in „  ji>soi*e,

fir?
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no doubt very bac, —  ------  --- „ * - 6
intellectual milieu ; and for that it was the rising y  ^  jn#l 
which was responsible. And it is still Freethought 
people think. H. G

Inn R-oad, London, W.O. 1.

but there certainly was plenty of
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