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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

wo Theories of God
uy, JNars ago a young girl was brutally murdered.
iiid Inurc(erer was never found. The parents of the girl
lori“™'bed °n the coffin “ Thy will be done.” The
LI Pursou, however, objected to the inscription, on the
blit™ ~lafc ~ cast 1 doubt over the watchfulness of God.
parents, refused to alter the inscription.
], t ], I tile inscription did not show much trust in the
diil'i , lless of God and his angels, Iteligously, the
dbi,~1°nged to God, and morally it was God’s respon-
tJa’ ' t° protect her against ill-treatment. Perhaps
Fiov " as Feeling of the priest, and he was trying to
hj. aid scandal as well as he could. There was sense in
Ujj ,ubument that it reflected on the goodness of God
. lUs uugels. For a God ought, to protect his children,
a,. J.'Sbsli law if a man saw another ill-treating a girl
I~ 1U(* nothing to protect her he could he punished. He
an accessory to the fact. .A god who can only
n " s wiHso long as some human is at hand is not of
in,,'%alue It looks as though the proper way of stat-
Vt  ‘/fse would be to say to God, “ Thy will be done,’
ju(jS,V someone is near to do what is required.
«out-8'"b Irom authorities there are two theories of, and
is N God is omniscient, and omnipotent. That
is'iJ'd be knows everything and can do,anything. There
riot ¢ Ual warrant for that. We are also assured, that
[ ®Pavrow falls to the ground without the knowledge
Put if must he noted that God’'s knowledge
§i. b to lijs omniscience does not help the sparrow
1, nis omnipotence.
ht] ' everything that is in the world, the good and the
lU't u w'se and the sillv, the pain and pleasure, are
plan, and exist: by His will, and would nob
Th o i nm<ie up His mind that they should not be.
tru * Is Nothing which happens without His knowledge
K e T thout His sanction. He means.well, but He is
ti*G lly baulked and His good intentions are con-
T,V frustrated by man or Satan or both.

' 8fher theory turns God into a limited liability com-
KwVIrit >s chiefly valued by Theists because it gives a
log(iISWE ideas—4i kind of cloudy pantheism without the
His" force Pantheism so often displays. According to

must not saddle God with responsibilities for

°C(njrs because he can do- nothing without our co-
Hi(; *nf and which if it is withheld, His- intentions,
tre |.'I« always good are frustrated. Tt is the motto of
r\P American mining camp. The piano was being
tre ' ' but the listeners were not pleased, and at last
fPtrippI11 cried, V Gentlemen, please don’'t shoot the
be is doing his best.” That was a reasonable

*onj ; because in that case, the victims were not asked
hut [n're Hie performance, or to worship the performer,
VWLV~/ly to restrain the expression of their feelings

.. the limit of polite society. But in this case we

to refrain from blaming God because He does

1 hi things well, and to praise Him would look like
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sheer sarcasm. A god who is merely a fellow-worker in
the universe does not meet the requirements of the
Theist. It leaves the order of things, including the
passions, the weaknesses, and the follies of man
untouched, and is saving God’s character at the expense
of ids judgment. It leaves him neither supreme power
nor supreme wisdom, he is no more than a well-meaning
blunderer in a world in which his own existence is the
greatest blunder of all.

There remains the wusual resort of the bemused
believer, that all before him is a mystery, that we only-
see through a glass darkly. But if we could see clearly
enough, or see the end of it all, we should see that all is
for tlie best, and that God’s plans work out well in the
end. And if we do not get all that we ought to have in
tins world, we shall get it in the next. Then we shall
see that all our pains were for our good. That they were
really blessing in disguise. We are not suffering, we only
think we are, and, although we grumble to-day, there
will come a time when we shall thank God for treating
us as He has done. Hut because we cannot see the end.
of things, therefore much of our pain may eventuate in
pleasure. May it not also happen that much of our
pleasure may result in pain? If we have to wait for the
end before we can pass an opinion, then the opinion that
God is good is as unwarrantable as any other. We don’t
know, and on this theory no- one knows, and if no one
knows, can we conceive anything more supremely
idiotic than to pay- thousands of parsons, to tell us all
about it” How do we know that bur wrongs will he
redressed hereafter? No one comes hack to give us
reliable information. The churches which profess to have
in their possession the secrets of Heaven are proven to he
false in their statements, and dishonest in their promises.
Numbers of priests of one kind or another, tell us stories
which slowly but surely people refuse to accept.

An analysis of the religions, of the world make it quite
clear that while all religions may, in the Hrst» stage, be
quite honest, it is not- long before lie after lie takes the
place of all honesty. In all parts of the world, and with
every kind of religion,. there comes a time when the
development of mind becomes greater, and religion
becomes weaker. Indeed we do not need to go- back very
far in our own history to find something like this. When
a man dies suddenly an inquest is held, and if the cause
of death cannot he found, the Coroner passes a verdict
that the death was an “ act of God. If has been
recorded that a jury once returned a verdict “ A visita-
tion of God—under suspicious circumstances.” In that
verdict there- is a volume of philosophy. If a man is
struck dead by lightning, that is an “ Act of God.” The
ship that sinks, again gives us “ the hand of God.” And
so it goes on, generation after generation. But the more
and more we know about the gods and their history the
faster is their decline. And with the decline of the gods,
Man bids to become the master of his own destiny.

CHAPMAN COHEN.
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THE CRIMINAL TRIALS AND EXECUTION OF
ANIMALS

IN ancient lIsrael the ox that gored a man or woman
to death was stoned until it died, while its innocent
owner escaped punishment. But it is recorded in
Exodus xxi that: “ If the ox were wont to gore in times
past, and it has been testified to its owner, and he hath
not kept him in, but that he hath killed a man or a
woman ; the ox shall be stoned, and his owner shall be
put to death.” Also in Genesis ix the barbarous custom
of blood revenge is even more comprehensively com-
manded when Jahveh claims the life of every man and
beast that has been guilty of homicide, * Whoso
sheddeth man’s blood, by man shall his blood be shed.”

Blood revenge persists to-dav among many savage and
semi-civilised stocks and even lifeless objects that have
accidently caused death are destroyed. Even when a
native falls from a tree, the tree is deemed responsible
for his injury or death and his relatives assemble and
cut it down. When a tiger or other carnivorous creature
devours a hunter, his tribesmen incur disgrace unless
they slay a tiger or other predaceous animal in atone-
ment.

In Malacca and Celebes buffaloes that, killed natives
are slain, while in Upper Burma the people punish a
river in which a man has been drowned. Thieving dogs
are hanged in the Congo Valley in Africa. Even in the
ancient legal code of the Persians, the Zend-Avesta, it
is prescribed that if “ a mad dog, or the dog that bites
without barking, smite a sheep or wound a man, the
dog shall pay for it as for wilful murder.”

In the very heart of ancient civilisation and culture
itself, in glorious Athens, animals and inanimate objects
were still tried in court for their crimes. And it seems
astounding that, as the eminent anthropologist, Prof.
Frazer reminds us in his brilliant series of studies,
” The Folklore of the Old Testament. ” Plato himself
east his mantle of authority over these quaint relics of
a barbarous jurisprudence by proposing to incorporate
them in the laws of that ideal state which lie projected
towards the end of his life. Yet is must be confessed
that when he came to compose the ‘ Laws, the
trembling hand of the aged artist had lost much of its
cunning, and that, large as is the canvas on which his
latest picture is painted, its colours pale beside the
visionary glories of the ‘ The Republic.” ” In truth,
this is crystal clear when Plato projected a procedure
based on the earlier Athenian system and advised the
prosecution of an animal responsible for a man’s death
for homicide and that the said animal, if convicted,
should he executed. The sole exception suggested was
that of a quadruped contesting in the Olympic Games
that happened to occasion death, while, apart from a
thunderbolt or other missile dung by the hand of the
Deity, every inanimate object responsible for death
should, when proved guilty, he destroyed and thrust
beyond the boundaries.

These antique ideas and customs survived in other
Greek city communities while in Rome both men and
animals were at one time sentenced to capital punish-
ment for sacrilege. An old custom traditionally traced
to the early Roman legislator, Numa, decreed that “ if
any man ploughed up a boundary stone, not only he
himself but the oxen which had aided and abetted him
in the act of sacrilege, should be sacred to the God of
Boundaries; in otper words, both the man and- his
beasts were placed outside the pale of the law, and any-
one might slay them with impunity.”
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ideas such as these persisted throughout ™ n|L mesti-
and operated until relatively recent times. _ J courts
cated animals were prosecuted in the crimhia
and, on conviction, were done to death. Wh« tj,c
however, were tried in the ecclesiastical courts d q
penalty imposed was banishment or death by »
exorcism or excommunication. , 3 Jn
The trials of domestic animals were coin jjook
accordance with the rules laid down in the Je«)s case
of_the Convenant. In Frazer's words: “ I'l;e' erly yia
advocates were assigned to defend the anima,s, *
whole proceedings, trial, sentence, and execution,
carried out with the strictest regard for the for ~
justice and the majesty of the law. The researcl ~
French antiquaries have brought to light the reieor urts
ninety-two processes which were tried in French c¢*'j4
from the twelfth to the eighteenth century. 1 .
victim to suffer in that country under what «'e ™
the Jewish dispensation was a cow which nnde
the supreme penalty in 1740.” Ntes
The charges urged against sinful domestic erea @
were generally approved. But the justificaOo ,
clerical proceedings against a plague of lice, rats, 1
grubs and other vermin, whose activities were
designed by divine Providence, was called for pJ»
impious cavillings of some who doubted. 1 tfo
replied that, much as Jahveh 'cursed the serpen ~
tempted Eve and Christ withered the fig tree
bearing fruit in the wrong season, it therefore jULgly
obvious that the Holy Catholic Church was dMiLs
appointed to anathematise and exterminate all n°
creatures without any exception whatsoever. ticis
Wilien the countryside suffered from the depre«
of insect and other pests, the people preferred ;I.C.f.;%
plain! in the ecclesiastical court, and then an ex]-€
sent to estimate the extent of the damage to the
An advocate was then briefed to defend the a ,j\4V
who were summoned to appear three times succes- *
and when they failed to .attend the court judgmerl! {Js
given against them by default. The pestilent anl®,.
were then ordered to depart, but if they proved
tumacious they were solemnly exorcised. But
vermm, despite all the thunders of the Church inc 1
the major excommunication, were seen to increase
multiply to an alarming extent, this was attriin®
the malevolent activities of the very Devil hw; foe
Moreover, the clergy asserted that the curses © ug
Church were powerless to protect parishioners
tithes were m arrear, and so it was said that 11 jYS
to the, priesthood were promptly paid, locusts, cateG'l
and other pests would quickly vanish. Indeed, ]
became the constant theme of countless eloquem _
persuiisive sermons preached during the- Middle M
During the fifteenth century, a law-suit between ~
commune of St. Julien and a destructive beewe/Y(l
at last settled by surrendering for their sole use a
of fertile land. But the acres allotted to the Igin*
proved rich in chemical deposits and the tiresome d Ajs
tioii recommenced. The document recording
curious case exists but its conclusion reinalps jje
jeetural. Frazer observes that: “ All that is . ~
certain is, that the suit began in 1447 and that LIS
another of the same sort, was still in process in U , 1
A law-suit against rats was commenced at ; %P
in the 16th century and after costly litigation .di
adjourned nine die. Criminal proceedings were inst' (f
against moles in the Tyrol in 1519, and the trin\ace
caterpillars, ants, flies, leeches and beetles took | sly
in several European countries, In 1386 a sow ser
mauled a hoy in the Falaise and was judicially IU °
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"as I * CI'110 ™liile, amazing as it limy seem a mare

HMc u”™ve by decree oi the Parliament) of Aix as

1y ;IR 1697. Moreover, the Pilgrim Fathers
iilll * i ‘is Old World absurdity to America where dogs
Rt ier sinful animals were executed. Animals were
Is a ¢ Produced as witnesses in Savoy, as it was
Jhihdl * bbb Cod would make them speak like

~ "Miii s ass rather than allow the guilty to escape
i 'nishrnent.

g, 1 a sow and her litter of six piglets were tried
Tic ¥, er ab Juvigny and the sow was duly dispatched,
til '"n”nrds of this and various other cases of a similar
(jrdt O "till exist. Another case which reflects little
H( , .0l the intellect of our Christian ancestors was
uw, '!,ab Bale of an aged cock accused of laving an
iiip . Court decided that the I>evil had entered
ly 1 @ bird, much like the demons who were expelled
S\j 10 I))wer of Jesus and driven into the Gadarene
I,t ' ”(the cock was sentenced, not as baleful bird,
ki"),IS 'd "" evil spirit that had assumed the fowl's

T. F. PALMER.

HUBBLE AND SQUEAK
AIP
igiio- " S tssential for healthy gods is an environment of
".""e. They wilt on contact with enlightenment, and
,under the ravs of science. But in a civilized and
~metened society a well organised and not too scrupulous
I°d can capitalise a holy corpse, be certain of the
the ignorant, and attract supporters from a
latk  who for personal reasons, and timidity,
Gn(iJ w their.help. The number of church customers
isd)/ U > decline year after year, but the financial going
tiy ' W that compensates for the same fewTaces in
A."I'0 legular places.
A, -1 a]|t attempt to put up a good show was made at
itI3QU( 'Un when delegates from 135 member churches
‘s . ""Buis attended a World Council of Churches. It
I, Wonderful exhibition of Christian brotherhood—so
Lw- "sectarian differences were kept in the background.
"ithp MU-Proyess bad do«he warafully sectioned \and «coated
W, f mrespective sectarian syrup so that there was a
"figtor eVeiylbody. It was the old Christian story, they
E) Miry well as human beings, the trouble begins
is, 4 bey start to talk and act as Christians.
risi, the well advertised Lambeth Conference of
. drawn from all corners of Christendom. Among
Vis ﬂfilings they found the most pressing need to-day
‘e rapprochement between religion and science.
W U harnessing of scientific means to Christian ends.
i, ¥ must remeniber ‘they were bishops and not expect
hisidmdi.  After all who would go lo a Conferehce of
*J.'s for science and sense, and we can leave it at that.
ati0, L0 third day comes a frost, a killing frost.” In
'Y ""rds /the British Association met in Brighton and
8 . .“Lge "*the leading scientific journal in this country
M. upset and sulky. The President of the British
Vi - “flgt{. Sir Henry Tizard in bis presidential address
“e«Btgly ignored the Bishops and their Lambeth Con-
Jh _ suggested reunion of science religion,
flily'l.‘he leader writer in  Nature  should remember
T ,,@;p Henry Tizard was talking science to an assembly
hie., ‘ "fists, and Christianity was quite out of place
Ife pointed out that the improvements in society
Wal ,|'|'e to the application of science. That is true
*yv > does not come in at all.
> NQre's ™ anxjety to accommodate the bishops

ud Qfﬁ\'; result in nonsense and it is surprising indeed

L.

THE FREETHINKER 387

to find n reunion between Christianity and science find-
ing support in any journal dealing with science. How is
it proposed to unite the Christian story of creation, with
its non acceptance by science? How will Jehovah’s dust
man be harmonised with the evolved man of Anthro-
pology? In what way will Biblical chronology and Geo-
logical time be made to agree? Mow will the science of
Astronomy chum up .with that (wonderful. Wednesday
recorded in Genesis when God made the sun, moon, and
stars?  Will miracles be merged with physics or
chemistry? Will the National Health Service be scrapped
and our doctors trained to wrestle with devils, and will
special creation and evolution be made one. Will Christ
crucified be preached in terms of molecules and isotopes ?

We might continue along those lines but) one of the big
London dailies deserves a word. [It'is usual to have an
official church service for those attending the British
Association meeting. This year at Brighton it was
omitted and the “ News Chronicle ” seems rather sad.
From the report! in that daily it would seem that church
going scientists, and non-church going scientists were
very disappointed at the omission.

Surely the local committee responsible for the arrange-
ments is to be congratulated on limiting their efforts to
the scientific purposes of the Association. Brighton lias
more than sufficient churches, to accommodate all church-
going members of the Association. There is no hardship
there, or lack of opportunity to worship.

The pathetic ease is that of the non-church going mem-
bers of the Association. They must have been grievously
disappointed at missing a church service, still they were
saved one bit of hypocrisy, but perhaps that was part of
the regret.

Again it is an old story of Christian impudence nnd
intolerance. Freedom, and justice for bis religion does
not give him sufficient satisfaction. He must encroach
upon the rights of others.

It seems a self assumed Christian attitude that nobody
else lias any rights until Christian demands are satisfied.
In this, case of omitting a religious service at the annual
meeting of scientific men nnd women, nobody’s freedom
to worship or not to worship is interferred with; nobody’s
rights are infringed. In fact it is the only way in which
the religious and non-religious beliefs of members can be
met with fairness to all. But fairness means nothing to
the Christian where his religion is concerned. In this par-
ticular instance he almost claims it as a right to spread a
Christian net over the assembly and dose them with
religion until it pleases him to release them to attend the
proper purpose of the Conference.

But let ns not forget that Christians are encouraged in
their impudence and intolerance by that brand of
unbeliever who is grieved because he missed the oppor-
tunity for attending a church service.

R, TT. ROSETTI.

FREEDOM
(It is Thomas Henry Huxley who is supposed to bo spank-
ing): “ If I may tiring a message from my age to yours |

would say three tilings, first, do not let the advance of science
slacken, for knowledge is power, nnd the pursuit of truth is
one of the ultimate and eternal imperatives for man. Second,
do not allow science to be divorced from morality, your age
has different views on morality from mine, but we agree that
moral rectitude is another of the ultimate imperatives and
that it is linked with something outside ourselves; and finally,
there is Freedom, it is better for a man to go wrong in free-
dom than to go right in chains, therefore | say to you, hold
fast to truth, justice and freedom, these are still the only
foundations on which any enduring now world can lie built.”
—"“ On Living in a Revolution,” Julian Huxley.
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BACKGROUND OF RELIGIOUS CRITICISM

“ A CRITIQUE OF HINDUISM,” by Laxmanshastri
Joshi, has already been ably revued so far as Hinduism
is concerned. The author, liowever, prefaces his subject
with a first chapter devoted to the Principles of Religious
Criticism, the postulates of which are even more im-
portant to be dealt with.

“ Religion,” he states, ‘‘evolves with the evolution
of society. The institutions of religion,, therefore,
correspond to the stage of development or degenera-
tion of a given society. Criticism of a religion is a
branch of general social science; for religion is a
creation of society and its evolution Is a part of
social evolution. Society is historical; every single
aspect of it is, therefore, historical. It is necessary to
examine every historical event as a link in a causally
connected chain of events. These considerations
will also apply to religion.” (Pages 2-3.)

At different times, according to their reach of means
and knowledge, men have striven to explain their
surroundings so as to be in a position to influehce the
nlleged forces towards the furtherance of individual
aims. However, conditions of life were improved not
by the invention of this or that theory hut by the dis-
covery of certain laws beyond man'’s will, which, though
working uninfluengeld by him, enabled him; to create
material tools and develop material production. Thus,
the final causes of all social changes and political revolu-
tions are to be sought not in man’s brain,, not in man’s
better insight into “ eternal ” truth and justice, but
in changes in the' modle of production and exchange,
i.e., social conditions. The trends of ideology are
governed by the class interests of the set of people among
whom it arose.

Religion being a necessary attitude under certain social
conditions, the propagating of secularism and the dis-
ruption of religious dogmas

‘“ with the help of rationalism was an essential but
insufficient step towards the progress of man. It
was insufficient because it did not touch the crux
of the problem, which consists in explaining religion
ns a social force. Religion is backed and supported
by a certain social structure and atmosphere, created
and determined by a set of historical circumstances.
It is an easy task to bring into light the follies of
religion. But the real question is to explain why
for centuries together, religion dominated man and
was looked upon as a resort in spite of those follies
being there from its beginning to date. It is this
all important question that is often side-tracked in
the attempts' to exposei its follies and errors.”
(Page 0.)

Mere knowledge is not enough to bring social forces
under the control of society. Primitive Man,, with no
means of production at bis disposal so as to safeguard
bis bodily existence, was entirely dependent upon Nature
and chance. In his lifelong struggle for survival ho can-
not afford time to hatch out philosophical doctrines, but
accepts everything ns Matter like himself. But Matter
seems to act; so Chance is mentally reflected ns a host
of spirits, inherent in Nature and amoral as Matter. They
are neither good nor bad, but peevish and whimsical,
now offering, then refusing food.

Ignorant of the laws of Nature, primitive Man “ dei-
fied ” Nature. Ignornnt of the working laws inherent
in society,, modern Man, though familiar with the laws
of Nature, still believes in supernatural forces, for re-
ligion is the phantnstic reflection in Man’'s mind of
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extraneous forces obviously controlling their <ilU |aill
In this reflection the terrestrial forces assume - g
of supernatural power, equally inexplicable,  j™rceS.of
Man with the same apparent necessity as the Nie
Nature had obsessed the primitive'. Thte Pu eOted
personification, which in the beginning merely re ujre
the mysterious forces of Nature, at this pow 1~ the
social attributes and become representatives ™ gary
agencies of history. Hence, what above all © lie.g fiG
to dispense with religion is a social ad. When

has been accomplished,, [

when society by taking possession of all nU; jilS
production, and using them on a planned has «>"e
freed itself and all Its members from the 1)0 ¢iJ.
in which they are now held by means of ProrUf]id>
which they themselves have produced but ' #
confront them as an irresistible, extraneous™ ?
when, therefore, Mian up jlonger merely
but also disposes—only then will the last extuu
force which is reflected in religion,, vanish; am (r
it will also vanish the religious reflection itd3 /i
the simple reason that then there will be 20
left to reflect.” £Fr. Engels.*)

Man'’s outlook has always changed along wi %]lsm;!

changes; as a result, religion, too, has passed rav.
: nil

many a form, through a number of gradations ®m" p

them indicating a continuity of development, corresi

ing to the development of society.

-
t This continuity does not and need not Jlﬁil(;w
uninterrupted progress from the primitive &
modern times. There are h> be seen a nunmi“f/
ups and down on the way. But history goes t° ' ot
that society has generally progressed all along. se
withstanding these ups and downs. Nations
and fell but culture evolved and progressed °J g).)
whole,, and with it evolved religion.” (Page®© '

Entire nations and cultures have disappeared, "Jpeir
all this, though disappearing individually, they had* pe
achievements inherited by others. Such as Man ~ ,j
sum total of all his previous stages, culture is tha *
total of all preceding achievements by the nations y _
world. Trade exchange furthered cultural excl’
and the pooling of scientific attainments. a0

Human sacrifice was a religious sanction in ac rCE
munity who did not produce their material life and
fore had no room for idlers nor slaves. When tr
production was made possible,, prisoners were n°. .,Ib
slain and eaten, but turned into slaves, conseqll
mercy replaced cannibalism as a part of i-eliglon- p

In the antique society of slave owners, with 'Up
distinction in the social gradation among them,
were devised as more or less equals among themst py
The clear-cut hierarchy of feudal times was couseqlll
represented by one heavenly Lord who, by nsce ' T[I("
higher and higher, left behind him his former U.p,
gods as strictly subservient castes (arch-angels, il."™ %
saints and so on). Mdnotheism,, once the reflect p
oriental despotism and now that of capital POVFijiT
nothing but an external form of religion with all *
of sub-deities co-existing, among them the gods
pressed cults or social strata surviving ns the dcv

The spirits of the nomadic tribes were firmly al ",.;iP
to localities as their peculiar place of abode. Th»™
of the settled peoples are movable and can be u*ll]jpi
in a convenient and readily adaptable form. Trib*™* "jr
national deities became extinct together with jpr
adherents. With the pooling of experiences and 1

Anti-Diibring (pairos 351-5).
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Ullb development of world trade, the necessity for a

injr Wor™ Bod arose. This blending process started

tliei °me’ " caPut niundi.” Unable to bring about

mnl Mancipation on their own, the slaves took
bc m an imaginary Saviour, powerful enough to
“ bower their worldly lords.

Man changes and develops himself in changing
ilnd transforming the forces of nature, adapting them
0 his own use. History furnishes no instance,, nor
Ul 1l't ever do so, of a backward primitive level of
material life accompanied by a high and developed

Aspiritual one.” (Page 15.)

disc' ,Meret°re, somebody clings to the idea of having
9lWvere™ the ultimate perfect truth, it is self-deception.
neas, ideals and idols continuously change.
bo long as the internal conflict and the class
truggie \ii remain in society, religion will continue
u dominate it. The control of the religious institu-
tions passed into the hands of the economically
dominating class ever since the rise of private
Property and it is they who gave religion an
organised form. To defend and preserve the an-
mgonistie interests in society has been the task
Performed by religion since then and thus the hands
? the propertied classes have been strengthened.
m>e and again religion has suppressed the internal
soeial conflict arising out of the glaring inequalities
Possessions and privileges. For it is a product of
>lu forces that influence and shape the future of
) but cannot be understood or controlled by his
Ictiou. Even in the present-day capitalistic society,
1J sword of uncertainty hangs over the future of
jj' rfch and poor, the capitalists .or the workers.
ePressions, bankruptcies, losses, debts, unemploy-
, and various other evils continue to threaten
‘" *tis difficult to do away with this social anarchy
, dliout ending the economic anarchy; and the way
,t is through a “ socialistic ” reconstruction of
With the socialistic reconstruction
?, s°oiety, disappear these mysterious social forces
'mnselves. It is quite natural then that their re-
Action too should vanish.” (Page 43.)

'], boaular MWoveeireami, sprung up from Utopian
fa*® of the Owenite era, has to catch up with the
tofu. changes in society and knowledge. We have
viiry material facts and to adapt our activities
Wi/Hgly; to this end, Joshi’s book is a very valuable
uljution. PERCY G. ROY.

A NOTABLE CONVENTION
AL,

d  bT 7 and 8 marked a red-letier day in the history
(aiifirman Freethought. On those two days the tirst,
of Freethought, Rationalists and Humanists
- Eheg Was held at Chicago. Delegates from twelve
IivUS and several hundred sympathisers attended.
% j "By mimes of the societies which sent representatives
kills'mentivo of the wide platform and varied organise,
Im’’ . hley included such bodies as The Joint Commit-
IWC ,Czech and Slovak Organisations, he Czech
'if Nluabst Federation of America, The Freie Gemeindo
ki, Jiilllago, The Friendship Liberal League of Phila-
The Los Angeles Liberal League», etc. The
Was an unqualified success and arrangements
HnvUulesfor a similar congress next, year at Milwaukee,
'I''"™ otber societies sent greetings and promised to

le*egates to the 1949 meeting.
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When one thinks of the colossal size of the U.S.A.
and the distances which delegates had to travel, the
meeting showed that America was not lacking in
enthusiastic support of Freethought.

After the election of oflicers a programme was sub-
mitted and approved, dealing with Constitution, Organi-
sation and Publicity. It was felt that an official paper
with a national appeal was desirable although naturally
local organisations would still publish their own journals
which would deal with matters affecting their own States.
Forty-seven of the Christian churches had just finished
a convention at Amsterdam. Their object was to pro-
mote or, let us say, try to promote unity amongst the
Christian churches, judging by previous results, rather a
hopeless task. .The R.C.s refused to attend, claiming
that their church contained all the truth. Every church
has made this claim and tortured and killed those who
disagreed with them. Thackeray expressed it well when
he said that the churches were hating each other for the
love of God.

Hundreds and hundreds of years of scrapping will not
be, so easily obliterated because representatives of 47
churches join together for the first time. It is common
danger which tries to bring about a reconciliation, the
waning power of the churches and the growing strength
of their opponents. Freethought without any history of
murky past, ought to find it easy to combine for its
followers are all marching along the same road—the road
that leads to freedom.

Freethinkers and Rationalists in Britain will wish their
American comrades all success in their crusade to free
men’s minds from the poison of religion and priestcraft.

F. A. HORNIBROOK.

THE “ THREE IMPOSTORS”

1 HAVE a volume entitled “ The Historical Life of
Joanna, Queen of Naples,” an interesting narrative of
stirring events including an account of the well-known
publication, “ Three Impostors,” the authorship ot
which lias puzzled Freethinkers.

Voltaire wrote of this subject in his “ Essai sur les
Moeurs et L’'Esprit des Nations,” remarking that the
misfortunes of Joanna were most extraordinary, during
her reign when Petrarch visited her Court, and the
University of Naples was founded by Frederick the
Second; but, the chief concern of this “ History ” is
the virulent accusation by Pope Gregory the Ninth, that
Frederick and his Chancellor, Pierre des Vignes, were
authors of a publication, sent to Bishops and Princes
in Europe, asserting that the World had been deceived
by three impostors, Moses, Jesus and Mahomet. Then,
Tiroboschi, tho Italian historian, gave publicity that

Frederick with liis Chancellor wrote “ The Three
Impostors,” and Voltaire quotes from the Pope’s
accusation,, “ that we have proof, dated July 1, P239,

of the true authorship of *‘ The Three Impostors
which caused great excitement.”

Pierre des Vignes wfis arrested, being “ anti-Christ,’
and confined in a fetid dungeon where his eyes were
plucked! All these events, and even more terrible
punishments were ordered by ecclesiastics, because
thinkers would not accept as facts the religious state-
ments of Moses talking to God up a mountain ; of Jesus
with the Devil on the roof of the Temple; and of
Mahomet's journey to Heaven riding a milk-white

donkey.
Wm. AUGUSTUS VAUGHAN.
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ACID DROPS

Cardinal Griffin has discovered an ejisy way of con-
verting England back to Rome—it is only one of a
thousand other ways advanced by Catholic priests, but
obviously the Cardinal thinks it infallible. “ If we
want to bring back,”’ lie declared the other week to
his usual sheep, “ Our Blessed Lord to the people of
this country we shall do it by bringing back Our Lady.”
Bringing back “ our Blessed Lord” to England
really means making England a kind of appendage to
Rome and under the thumbs of Italian priests; but
notice the implication that “ Our Blessed Lord ” is not
in England, an implication which will amuse (or other-
wise) the Archbishop of Canterbury, the Moderator of
the Free Churches and the heads of the other Christian
sects in tho country. What love and harmony there
is between the Church of England and the Church of
Rome!

In addition, “ the conversion of England and Wfiles
could be completed within a generation,” added the
Cardinal, “ if every Catholic in the country were to
bring into the Catholic Church one non-Catholic and if
this process were to be progressively repeated.” But
isn't that just where the rub is.”' The only way a non-
Catholic can be made into a Catholic is to prove that
Roman Catholic Christianity is true—and not all the
power of the Vatican with its hundreds of Ropes, Priests
and Cardinals can do that.

The secretary of the Synod of Cardiff District'Methodist
Church expressed concern at the growing secularisation
of Sunday. We can appreciate his concern.  Within
our lifetime, Sunday has changed beyond recognition, and
people are forsaking the churches for much pleasanter
pursuits. Freethinkers should, however, notithink the
battle is won, nor slacken in their efforts at the com-
plete secularisation of Sunday. Lord’s Day Observance
Societies, Methodies and Holy does in general still wield
enough power to make Sunday a day of gloom jind bore-
dom in many parts of tho country. The Statute Book
still carries an Act- The Sunday Observance Act, 1625,
which makes it illegal for anyone to move from one
Parish to another for the purpose of sports or pastimes on
Sunday.

At the recent Conference of the Society of Jews and
Christians on Methods of Education, a good time seems
to have been had by all. Christians patted Jews on the
hack, and Jews returned the compliment. Even when
the Rev. 1 Swift of Dollis Hill Synagogue said that “ the
development of Christianity is *‘ by-passed ' in the
traditional Jewish school,” be was careful to hand out a
bouquet by referring to the “ growing awareness of
Jewish contribution to Western civilisation, and the debt
llie Jew owed to Christendom.” We could illustrate
some of the debt owed hut content ourselves with recom-
mending a perusal of the history of Christianity in rela-
tion to the Jews. ~

The very Rev. F. Corhishley emphasized the fact that
in religious education what counted most was the teacher.
Therefore in all Catholic schools the teachers were either
members of religious Orders, or were trained by members
of those Orders, who undertook their work with intense
devotion. In plain English this means that Catholic
school children are fed on religion with education claim-
ing second place. An example of Catholic education can
lie seen in the first question of flit' catechism “ Who
made you?” Answer: “ God made me.” And thus, in

October b,

six words, the whole theory of Evolution is demo isl
orisit?
That past master in the matting af skjg&nbepafr™
Air. 11. Morrison, in an address to the Xubot utical
Southerrl Regional Section, said with the usaa 1 ip..
phraseology, We have to socialise mens
out destroying their individuality and enterpnse.
a politician could think of that one, for how QL . OAS
be done without the other, only Air. Aiorriswl ) cflre.
It behoves Freethinkers, however, to watch wve”ing*3
fully all attempts to dragoon the people, and any 1 pree
ment of our hard-won liberties must be -resisted j~jon
thinkers must oppose any attempts at regime
whether from the Right, Left, or Centre.

It has been the fashion for the Churches of E"dlg,t(?
and Rome to sneer at the Greek Church in Russia,
this was all the easier done because rarely "'’ Jdy
Russian Church allowed to reply. It was never jjS
England or Rome which was responsible for {lie
unity of Christendom, hut the ignorant heads 0 s,
Orthodox Church; and their uncouth appearance”®
marked a contrast to the saint-like Roman IO/
helped to emphasise the contempt Rome always  f i
Russia. And now the Russian Christians have
Conference in Moscow, and have issued a Deci
which proves beyond a shadow of a doubt thaC illlj;
what other sects feel about themselves, so the rig"
Orthodox Church feels about itself—it Is always
and everybody else in Christendom is wrong.

ft is Russia, now that, wants an undivided 00
and it attaches no small blame h> the Angncll )y
Roman Churches for all the current disunity- V&6

England and Rome would admit that they bayl .d
often quite wrong in their interpretation of fall ft
worship, a good start could he made towards un'/.)pE>>
seems to us that now tligt Russia is taking a b'g

in the world of politics, so the Russian Churche

it can do the same in religion, and it is n° is
content to ho treated by the other two big Churchl

a sort of stupid and dirty ignorant little sister.

Anglican reaction to the Moscow Declaration_f?l%(é
the usual form of insisting that the Greek Ol
Church is very badly informed on points of
doctrine, and Russia should he put right byy1 Jkid
mittee of theologians. In other words “ talks b flliY
he arranged, and further talks -and, of course,
more after that. After all, what difference can
extending over a century of time make to a religldl W,
has already lasted nearly 2,000 years? Aldc" Nk
“ unity ” will be as far away as ever—though,
meantime, it is true that the advancement ol s
might engulf all the Churches and give us an
reason and sanity.

—_— s it

“ Artifex ” of the * Manchester Guardian ’ of
that the “ intensely moral Securalism of the dny- r.
Bradlaugh which thought it could get rid of the s
natural element in Christianity, whilst retaining™ p
beautiful moral teaching of the Carpenter of Nazh,L”
dead.” This is indeed news, hut of one thing " jcil
certain, Bradlaugh with his keen legalistic and hv”l
mind could never have regarded some of the tHh
precepts of the carpenter as beautiful. The 1 j,’s
Imnkruptcy of theology was the reason for Brada'lJjpi
attack. The assertion by “ Avtifex ” is on a level
the usual Christian humbug.
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SUGAR PLUMS

Vnticuu is considering making the “ Assumption’
i lu Virgin Mary into a dogma—so far, of course
gt | devout Catholics believe it) it is nothing
0 'l legend. In ciise this is not well known, wo might
t,01 foun that actually there are three “ Assumptions,”’
t'st, at her death, when her soul gracefully
dire ce(l to heaven; the second, at her resurrection
rX V (lllys afterwards, when up went her body to be
Wl to her soul, and the third time, when she was
I'm1 Queen of the Angels in Heaven and Lady of the
d,( ?fyw As there never was a scrap of evidence out-
mj) 'L New Testament that Alary ever lived at all,
inti"8 thero is no record that she ever died, not even
il v'u New Testament, Christian theologians have found
' difficult to substantiate the Assumption.

iiMi{ °y m'« truth is that the myth-makers, having
iif j |<d tli,, story of the Resurrection and Ascension

\ot|'S.s' were obliged to do the same for his Virgin
MnN 1’ and tile parallels between the Assumption of
K] ud tlie narratives of the last days of Jesus have
tlh ’j'uu noticed. The only way to stop criticism in
((in.. turnan  Church is by making anything thus
tit 18J] into a “ dogma "—and then perhaps the
% V eternal Fire in an indestructible Hell for all
Smil~Mut critics may well shut their impudent

iRtj "°’dd think that an association with a title such
teieila American Association for the Advancement of
uould not possibly descend to such depths of
"Hi|lllie un(™petty dealings, as on the occasion of their
tiR S session when an Abyssinian prince was ordered
%e 'I>dis seat- and sit in the space reserved for negroes.
111 surely reasonably expect that scientists whose
Pl 1jui only flourish in an atmosphere of freedom,
Hi*,,,, dave left such measures as the colour bar to Nazis,
und South Africans. Of a certainty, these
% 0l scientists have yet to learn that the advance-
Hi] of science is not solely dependent on the whites,
hn{ljpU1L Segregation of blacks and whites is in the best
Hitlerism. We blush for shame fori our

0 colleagues. »

nth!l'estull any criticism, we add that titles, royal,
jl ti, ''yise, mean nothing to us; “ a man’s a man for
"s Our criterion is not what is a man’s ancestry,
Up, T or colour, hut what is his contribution to
"ty. We would far rather have as our epitaph
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Heine's “ | was a soldier in the army of human libera-
tion,”” and that means the liberation from racial myths.

The Glasgow Secular Society opens its indoor session
in the MeEellan Galleries, Sauchiehall Street, to-day
(October 3) at 7 p.m. Mr. R. H. Rosetti will be the
speaker and his subject is “ God or Alan?” Admission
is free, with some donation tickets. Wo hope the local
saints will gather their forces and give the Society & real
good send-off for its winter work.

On Thursday, October 14, Professor J. 11 S. Haldane
will lecture in the Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, at
7-30 p.m., on “ Technical Progress and Moral Progress.”
The lecture is under the auspices of the National
Secular Society, and we hope readers will help to make
the date known among their friends, and make a point
of attending themselves. Admission free.

The Rationalist Press Association has arranged a
course of six Alonday evening lantern lectures by \V. E.
Swinton, Ph.D., F.R.S.E., on * Reconstructing the
Remote Past.” The first lecture is on Alonday,
October 4, in- The Alliance Hall, Palmer Street,
Wesminster, London, S.W.l, at 7 p.m. Course tickets,
Pis. (Members R.P.A., 9s.), from the R.P.A. Offices,
1-0, Johnson’s Court, Fleet Street, London, E.C.4.

THE MYTH PROBLEM AGAIN

A READER in Brighton sent me a short while ago, a
copy of a pamphlet written by the Rev. G. Maurice
Elliott entitled, “ Did Jesus Really Live?” and asked
me what | thought of it. As so many Rationalists are
still where Renan left them on the question—indeed, 1
think that at least 8U per cent, of Freethinkers agree
with him—that for those who are interested, a few words
in criticism might be worth while.

And first, what has always astonished me in this con-
troversy is the way in which some almost unknown parson
in a pamphlet of Jess than 16 pages is absolutely certain
that lie has demolished quite easily such massive works
as those written by John Al Robertson and the other
inyt-hicists.  All be feels lie is called upon to do is to
repeat some of the old arguments of Paley, a few from
Dr. Conybeare with as much emphasis as possible that
lie was not a Christian and, hey presto! Dupuis, Robert
Taylor, Dujardin, W. Benjamin Smith, Arthur Drews,
and the others are completely wiped out.

in this particular pamphlet, Air. Elliott drugs in
Tacitus, Suetonius, Josephus, Pliny, as if wimt they bud
written had never been examined by the Aiytliicists.
Hundreds of pages of argument are thus easily dismissed
in a couple of lines, especially as Mr. Elliott knows
perfectly well that most, if not all, of his own readers
have never read a line of Robertson and the other writers.
I will even go so far as to say, on the internal evidence of
this pamphlet, that Air. Elliott himself has never read
Robertson’s six books dealing with the myth problem—
and 1 must add as well, that | am sure lie lias never read
any of tlie others, dither. In fact, though lie confidently
quotes Dr. Conybeare, | doubt whether he has even read
that writer’'s * Historical Christ.”

Conybeare is a Cod-semi to these Christian apologists.
Il'is book was published by Watts as was an earlier one—

Alytli, Magic and Alorals "—and Conybeare is thus
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always hailed as a nationalist. Like many modern
churchmen, he had come to see that the New Testament
was a storehouse of legend and myth, hut believed that
in the main it was “ historical ” in the sense that one
could reject the miraculous and the absurd, the resultant
residue being indisputably authentic. His position seems
to me to have been analagous to that of llishop Barnes.
The Bishop believes, and 1 am sure quite sincerely, that
Jesus Christ is “ our Lord,” the iSon of God, while
Conybeare believed that Jesus was the *“ historical
Christ,” that is, the genuine Messiah sent by God
Almighty to save the world. His book is entitled, “ The
Historical Christ ”—though some of us feel after reading
it, the author should be called the “ Hysterical
Conybeare. ”

Gonybeare’s attack on the “ Myth makers” is just silly,
and he seems to me to have never understood the
iMythical theory at all. If he had read Dupuis’ “ Origin
of All Worships,” though our knowledge has increased
tremendously since that epoch-making work was written,
he could never have written some of the unmitigated
rubbish he did write.

In any case, Conybeare might be an authority for Mr.
Elliott, hut he is no authority for us. In fact, his little
work would have been laughed out of court if it had not
been that Christians are at their wit’s end to combat the
Mythicist, and they feel that quoting a nationalist on
their side is a formidable argument. But we admit that
nationalists are mostly on the side of those who believe
in the historicity of Jesus, and we can add to the list
nearly all Jews.

Air. Elliott quotes Klausner, for example, but he might
have added that lor Klausner, Jesus was a Jew first and
foremost, and nothing tickles the vanity of the modern
Jew more than when he sees that—as Disraeli said—half
Christendom worships as a God, a Jew, and the other
half a Jewess. The whole of the Klausner's book is
written to prove that Jesus was a Jew of Jews, and to
thank the Almighty that Christians worship him as a
God.

And this brings me to another point. For Mr. Elliott,
Jesus is Jesus the Christ, the Messiah, the Saviour, the
Son of God, God Almighty himself in the flesh. It is
this Jesus that Mr. Elliott insists really lived—but most
oi his witnesses would have roared with laughter if they
had known that they would he roped in to bolster up such
hopeless credulity. H. G. Wells and J. S. Mill were, in
every sense of the word, Atheists, even if they believed
that the figure of Jesus in the Gospels could never have
been invented; and one might add that such cultured
Homans as Tacitus and Suetonius, and Greeks like
Lucian, were equally without any belief in a God or Gods.

Air. Elliott, as a parson writing with the authority of
the Hev. Canon Campbell, Chancellor of Chichester
Cathedral, is obliged to believe in all the miracles related
in the New Testament—including the two famous ones
which 1 constantly quote—Jesus dying over Jerusalem
clinging to a Devil with huge wings, horns, and a tail, und
the “ Saints- ” coming out of their graves at the Cruci-
fixion of Jesus and respectfully and reverently waiting
for Jesus to come out of his grave first, before going into
the city all alive and well; and it need hardly be added
that it is not a Jesus responsible for miracles who is con-
sidered by Frazer, Wells, and Alill, to have really lived.

What indescribable nonsense Mr. Elliott can write can
be judged by his statement that the reason why the
Alythieist “ think» ” that Jesus was not a historical
figure is because the case for his existence “ has been so
badly put to ” him. | am sure that his sheep will agree
with him, but it is hard to understand that such childish-

October

, Curates-
ness could emanate from even the rawest of 1,I'f]a|;~ petter
Personally, 1 would be prepared to write a N
defence of Jesus as a historical figure than * ghtl o
coming from Air. Elliott in a quarter of the tul '/ diSu
suggest that John Al. llobertson did not know
for Jesus is worse than infantile naivety. _ . < IOV

Exactly what Sir James Frazer really belie'e<  gage
impossible to say. He certainly wrote a strong |'‘iareix
supporting the historicity of Jesus hut—and th'S Is
if ever mentioned—he later wrote an d|d] jtis
Preface to Dr. Couchoud’'s “ Enigma of Jesus-
not easy to see why he should have done this it
not begun to have a few doubts. _ 4 jjen

The greater part of his enormous work, “ Jbe j&S
Bough,” is taken up with explaining why various P~
believed in religion, and no such mass of the ev* | wii
credulity, ignorance, and superstition, had cvei il
gathered before. Even if further research has s ©
Frazer in a few things sometimes wrong,, this dots
invalidate his argument. The believers in Jesus 1 ],
the direct line of succession to the primitives about w
Frazer wrote so much. His recommendation of oJjiin
showed how far he had travelled in his long voyaf

search for the truth.
| OXitNBB

GOD MANIFEST

IN 1700 the Lev. James AlcGready came from "]
Carolina to Logan County, in the jState of Kentucky-
County was a black spot among the- regions of the b
its unpleasant reputation being summed up in the 1/
name of Hogues’ Harbour, bestowed upon it by those
considered the majority of its citizens to be mur /tw
liorse-thieves, highway robbers, counterfeiters, gn
bond-servants, or runaway debtors, to whom it ™.l
refuge from the officers of justice throughout the
These wretches were occasionally brought to trh'b @
said the detractors of Logan, perjury and lax
ment of the law combined often to enable them to A]l;
their due penalty. The more respectable members
community therefore thought it fitting to form fl
ing organisation known as “ The Itegulators.” *itthc
battles fought with “ the rogues ” sometimes I
latter victorious, but they were ultimately beaten
driven to cover. 4
Among the more law-abiding citizens there was "I
drunkenness, and other vice, und, of course, what " a
be expected in such settlement, irreligion. |to
The liev. James came to cure the vides of Logan, anl
give it religion. His doctrine was a modified Calvil'ipl)
and ho dwelt upon the need of the new birth aluvér>
importance of knowing when and where one was 1%
again. He, sounded forth also a fearful denimchdICj Of
the anger of God upon impenitent sinners. A friell<}tll
his said that he would so depict hell before the "'K~1
that they would quake, imagining the lake of fire,Of
brimstone gaping to swallow them, and the ban' g
Jehovah thrusting them into the awful abyss, "I~™|
alleged that the lire of his invective derived addm ¢
terror from the hideousness of his face and his thunde
delivery. _ -ted
In Logan County he seemed to ho in a locality sl irV.
to his peculiar ability, and, according to many,
ing of its predicted fate. (jifi
lie was terribly in earnest, and his zeal soon if
the other members of his Church. It was said thtlOu
you came upon u band of AlcGready’'s older peopD - |
would find them weeping and talking about their s
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eX, . * you inet his younger people you found them
[l> LB\Ely col<oerned with their salvation. No doubt
g,* "as exaggeration, for domestic affairs must he
' ended to, and the influence of Venus now and again
°'«rcome that of Jesus.

y[,°w hi the summer of 1799, when the fame of
* lready had spread far and wide, and great crowds
1*!A Pr®sent at all his services, William and John McGee,
dHl er?’ the former a Presbyterian, the latter a Methodist,
tUenri’i'ed, while crossing the jline barrens into Ohio; to
Kiv aslde and visit a sacramental solemnity—at Red
ev*> that they might see the remarkable power alleged
Ren\/*ere aren”™ the ministrations of the pulpit
""is'u’ N at they saw and assisted by their presence
fivi i beginning of one of the most tremendous religious
\éds of modern times.
of* **al speakers occupied the pulpit in turns, the first
ree” IOm was John, the Methodist, who, in his own
‘WINft, had never spoken with such light and liberty.
'lls Mother and the Rev. Mr. Hodge spoke. While
H, | ter was discoursing, a woman in the east end of
c/ Uise gave vent to her violent emotions by long
cutings.

nyi tbe close of the sermons, the two McyGees and the
to ®?Ce seemed loath to leave. William felt, according
Ra't’In, su°b a power come over him that he quit his
kit and 4t on the floor of the pulpit, apparently “ not
tf "jmg what he did.” *“ A power which caused me to
a n)le- ' continued John, “ was upon me. There was
ii,," einn weeping all over the house. AtJength | rose
exhorted them to let the Lord God Omnipotent
< '» ibuir hearts, and submit to Him, and their souls
g9 1live. Many broke silence. The woman in the
WniJ*l of the house shouted tremendously. | left the
edl0,,. u'd went through the audience shouting and
1 Ing with all possible ecstasy and energy, and the

" as soon covered with the slain.

V * "<is a small beginning, but from that Red River

inp-nental service the people, returning home, “ rushed

W ; he firms of their friends, shouting and telling what
jerfjji things God had done for their, souls.”

risitii '5 Stone, of Bourbon County, not long after,
Hujo bliis centre of revivalist excitement, and carried
i t,. artle to the Cane Ridge country, where it blazed with
fury. It spread to Ohio, and into Washington

" btimisylvania, where derangement of the nervous

W I and loss of physical strength were common.
n;U ‘s history of North Carolina and of Virgina contains
hp., 1011 McGready’s meetings. In the region from the
)" Uiver to the Cumberland River the settlements
"*th religious fervour. Many came with their

V * . provided with food and bedding, even
dit, J'¢ miles, to listen to the evangelists who had so

jj fbe congregation at the Red River.

originated what is known to fame ns the first
Il MOieeting in America at the Gasper River Church,
Ifor sununer of 1800. McGready had advertised this
as widely as possible, and a great concourse
rubied.
VeJ bttle church proved far too small, and the adjacent
as oooupied ns a temple. The woodsmen wor-
iii'l !"h fertile of resource, cleared away the brushwood,
MH, elled the pine trees for pews and platform. The
Mist® clis])erse in the evening, but night brought no
nut°n to their zeal. The women sewed together
fknns’ and the men stretched the sheets on jioles to
«h()., erts. Some brought straw from nearby farms,
foraged for food.
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The meeting lasted from Friday until Tuesday. The
preaching, praying and singing were almost continuous.
On Saturday evening overwrought nature rebelled, two
women, becoming greatly excited, communicated their
hysteria to the multitudes. The camp .became a haunt
of sobs and cries, the ministers spending nearly the whole
night passing from group to group of the “ slain.”

Then, on the dispersal of the meeting and the return
of the worshippers to their homes, the contagion gathered
impetus, and ten revivalist meetings were held one after
another. It is said that the crops were left neglected in
the fields, the huts deserted, and that in large settlements
no one was left.

The Elder, B. W. Stone, describing what he saw in
Logan County, states that many, very many, fell and
continued for hours in an apparently breathless and
motionless state, sometimes reviving for g few moments
and exhibiting signs of life by a prayer for mercy, fer-
vently uttered. After lying there for hour's they would
rise "shouting of their deliverance. Then others would
fall.

This minister, returning to his own communities in
Concord and Cane Ridge, told of what he had seen in
the south-west. Two little girls were struck down dur-
ing his preaching, and “ exercised ” as others had been
in the south of Kentucky. The people were greatly
moved, and a vast host, estimated to he 20,(XX), came to
the Cane Ridge camp.

A Rev. Mr. Lyle, who kept a diary and journal, and is
credited with having kept his judgment calm amid the
excitement, has described the crowd as rushing from
preacher to preacher whenever it was whispered that
things were more lively elsewhere, and as swarming
round a ” fallen ” brother, laughing, leaping, sobbing,
shouting and swooning. Children were allowed to preach,
and a little girl of seven, propped up on a man's shoulders,
exhorted the multitude, until she sank exhausted ou her
bearer’s head.

The Rev. James Crawford, who claims that he tried
to keep an accurate account, computed the number of
those who fell helpless to the ground as 3,000,. about one
in six.

Another phenomenon at the meetings was the “ jerks.”
It is stated that many a scoffer bit the dust in the midst
of his derision and contempt. One account is much too
good, I think, to be true. Tt is of a large man with a
pocket in which was a bottle of whisky. The man reviled
both the jerking and the religion. In a flash he was
pursued and caught by the contagion, and though he
attempted to flee, the attempt was useless. " He
halted,” states Peter Cartwright, the source of the tale,
” among some saplings, took out his bottle of whisky,
and swore he would drink the damned jerks to death.
But he could not get the bottle to his lips. At this he
became enraged, fetched a very violent jerk, snapped his
neck, fell, and soon expired, with his mouth full of
cursing and bitterness.”

F. M. Davenport tells of this and other religious herd
hysterias in his ” Primitive Traits in Religious Revivals ”
(The Macmillan Co., New York; and London, 19).p),
and he observed that no State in the Union was more
subject, when he wrote, to waves of impulsive action in
politics, the administration of justice, and the practice of
religion, than Kentucky, and he suggested that there
might be a correlation between the religious fury of that
population and its judicial and political fury. Well,
looking at a map of the counties of Kentucky whereon the
number of lynchings in each, during 1882-1903 is marked,
one finds Logan County, with one-eightieth of the popu-
lation of thi' State, .credited with one-elevontli of the
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lynohitigs. A statisticnl record, over so short ji period,
of ji few liundred events in all, does not, of course, prove
the correlation between judicial and religious fury.

The correlation can, however, hardly he doubted, and,
in fact, follows from Davenport’s thesis that revivals are
manifestations of impulsive social action dominating
great numbers of primitive men, for lynchings and
political fury are likewise examples of the influence of
such action.

Under such influence nllen are like the Gadarene swine,
when the devil's went into them, ready to rush to their
own destruction. Unfortunately, when men are so
affected, others are involved in the general ruin.

Only the spread of the habit of self-control can save
man from the periodical misfortunes due to impulsive
social action ; and the influence of impulsive social action
has been manifested very much of late—in the political
sphere.

< G. LUPTGN.

RELIGIOUS ANTHROPOLOGY ?

. UNDERSTAND that your readers are interested and
learned in religious anthropology. You may, therefore,
like to have the benefit of some observations. 1 recently
made, and to enlighten me as to their import.

1 recently had to spend a couple of days in a foreign
country, with a good deal of time on my hands, and no
money to spend on amusements. So | took the
opportunity to visit a prominent building in the town
which, from its general appearance, 1 took to he a steeple-
house, in that it was fitted with two spires and its
windows and ornamentation were evidently Intended
to be in imitation of the Gothic style. It was, however,
wholly lacking in artistic merit. | assumed from the
outward appearance of the building that it was a steeple-
house of those who claim to be Christians, but on entering
it 1 was put in doubt as to this,, and it may be that you
can tell me what religion or sect it may be that uses this
place, in the light of what 1 am about to tell you.

Tbe interior of the building was lavishly furnished with
statues, all painted in gaudy, indeed gay, colours. Several
of these statues, of life size or larger, depicted various
male persons hanging from gibbets, in each ease the
figure being represented ns being nailed to the gibbet
through the hands and feet, the gibbet being composed,
in each ease, of a wooden structure composed of two
parts, a tall vertical member, and a shorter cross-piece
near but not at tbe top, to tbe ends of which the figure's
hands were fixed. It was evident that these statues, did
not all represent the same person, for the faces of the
statues were all different in their features, and the expres-
sions and demeanours were different. For instance, some
depicted frenzied agony, while others, bore expressions
of pious complacence. No inscription served to identify
the party portrayed—and even if there Imd been, it
would, likely enough, have been unhelpful »to me, for 1
am not acquainted with the local language in those parts.
Thus 1 was left in doubt as to whether these etfigies
represented criminals who wore lawfully executed,
albeit iu a somewhat barbarous manner, and who were
the object of admiration bv the perverted adherents of
the sect, who worshipped here; or whether they were
martyrs, to the beliefs recommended; or whether they
represented the fate in store for those who might venture
to disagree with the tenets of the worshippers.

These difficulties were not lessened by the presence of
a number of female figures. To one of those was given

October 3'

pride of place. It was contained in & Inig®

standing some eight feet high, the figure beak The
four feet high and mounted on an ornate p .
figure, gaudily painted, with jet-black hair and orlmi,gé
lips, was a little reminiscent of the style n Astrr
figurehead, but was quite lacking in the simp*e | dll
of the latter. Tt was gorgeously clad hi 1L hea'' = on
broidered and brocaded gown, reaching to the UoU. jeft
its, head was a very elaborate golden crown. Da <
hand, which was held in a horizontal position, n0j
figure of an infant, which judging by its size, ~10L70llt ;i
from the precocity of its expression, would bet m ~ il
month old. It, too, was expensively draped
embroidered gown and wore a crown,, but the ,.new.
of silver. It was evident enough, in spite of thedrG~. "
that the infant was, not equipped with nilPP'os; m], tin"
offers a possible explanation of the odd way i'1" j"i., 11t
female figure was holding it out away from her. ; .*,jll
on the outside of the glass ease bore the msci | »
“* HH VROUW 7, which was, presumably, the nam
the larger of the‘two effigies within. d

There were other statues of female personnel jiokli'V»
in close proximity to infant figures, but it appears
they did not represent the same person as that
seated by tbe principal statue, for the faces »
all different. The clothing of both the female. figl"1
thy infant in each example also differed from {
others. Before one of these statues there was a
siderable mess, of candle grease, the origin or Fi
of which was not clear to me.

The confusion introduced into my mind by ([
observations was not lessened by various pk;tures K
carvings on the walls of the building, in which the P ,
theme recurred, but which introduced also a new the \
a sheep being slaughtered and bleeding copiously, \
various people standing round drinking the bkx*.j0n
careful study of all these pictures led me to the cone 1 .
that the underlying theme of them was that If [lils
desirable to eat corpses and drink blood, or,
stranger, to pretend to do so without actually doing j

I am not an anthropologist, save for a very
knowledge of some of the beliefs and practices PriANW
among some sects in such places as Africa aim
@uineti. 1 was therefore interested to see this eV'1/lst
of what may be some more primitive cult which 1j]p
have lingered on in a society which, to judge b\ ,]
general appearance of fhe town in guedtion, Kad BdPICA
considerable advances in scientific and arebitec .Y
technique. Indeed, from other observations | Lu'll a
that town, with which 1 need not trouble you bi 11
1 gathered that these people had achieved considll i
efficiency in Kkilling each other in great number3;, (f
had far outgrown the crude and inefficient pract"*
impaling each other on cruciform gibbets.

H

THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY ]
lmllﬁ

Hat the age was itself cruel, it was the ago of Ua,
the Duke of Alva and his barbarities in the Low Coamy,
the age at first of Henry VIIlI and later of Queen - jpfir
reign when hundreds were burned at the stake t“r _rlii*-
religion belong to that time. One reads of seventy X
Protestants of Colchester dragged through the SU<gp-dit
London tied to a single rope, hi Sweden, France, and >w 1
not to mention other countries, deeds of fantastic cruelty j(I*
done, though in truth, the narration of them would pale '’
the life of Ivan the Terrible.
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Qe Theigx: ~ OMNIPOTENCE

Him read the secrets held by Mother Earth
M untold ages ere she gave him birth.
IUk you such miracle oi mind but Chance?

.Fﬁ;el.y Divine this intellectual lance

1]t “piercing 1) the~ sfjouded yesterdays
, Mads the past before our wond’ring gaze,

<MBRee but of God these faculties sublime
Ridding no frontiers to Space or Time,
INighing the suns, interpreting aright
le muted echo of an aeon’s flight?”
> Annas*

Oiough this sentient eye and godlike mind
J,\ read the bloodied dust that lies behind;
?2°m far reaches of eternity
~lows not one moment that is yet to be.

jj 11 sees the past. Say not that God sees hence !
i- § us°ny of Life refutes omnipotence;
alleSs omnipotent the gods are dead—

1 dark, inscrutable the paths ahead.”

W. T. MORGAN.

CORRESPONDENCE

JHt: MATERIALISTIC conception of HISTORY

<H. ]{7 do not wish to intervene in nay discussion between
dfi' 4, , w*m Brown. They are quite capable of looking
d youl<l7 Ive8, However, i« tli'" general Press as-<'well as
"awvrj.Ir <ju,n,Is 1 see frequent references to the “ Marxist
AUnt I' Conception of History,” by which | suppose is
lhnv.. 1* nt history as did Marx in his “ Das Kapital.”
wPpargjiti nev® lo°ked into this, but have always assumed,
n. H n ¢ b'uto wrongly by the bother there seems to be
m*towy b lIs identical with tli< “ Economic interpretation of
[} a serii,.ils{ekIMbu'd«l.l'.v the late Prof. .1. E. Thorold-Rogers
, fUd ;S  lectures given by him in Worcester College Hall,
mbe t0 11 1887 and 1888. Are there any of your readers
>tl0IKrmk>'n to ine the difference between the two con-
"fy 1 In the titles, “ Economic ” and “ Materialistic -
To , l'ear synomynous.
Imt, the conception is a method for delving into the
1,irn ...1 understanding the changes with time. | have used
itl“ flj'i fmPt to clothe the “ dry bones ” of Archeology
1 thP > and fill the gaps in recorded events (i.o., History
'I'Peijiii area ol North-West Worcestershire; more
ij'ta of /= the Stour Valley. Rogers used it to interpret the
i°fr i Is |'ese«rch into the “ History of Prices,” as | assume
u'li into+i<i" “ T*as Kapital.” 1 believe the idea goes
| fi(.. ' the eighteenth century. As to predicting the course
"I x *events, that is another matter. The only attempt 1
°i li,s been to effect that “ as the economic basis of
f‘Unges so must the social and religious structure,
lutingdisharmonies will he set up that will cause that
"h'l,.,! eivilisation to disintegrate.” Of course, if the
"hd i), drawn- from the past are correct, that is a truism,
htisti(..ynf sense the break-up is inevitable; or in terms of
analysis the Probability is very high__ Yours, etc.,
Albert 1. Tiiounewelt..

SR DETERMINISM

::<S, "May e suggest to Mr. Sturge Whiting that perhaps

hil ,il?s anticipatcxl practically his enigma of Determinism,

"nk they are free in this; they are conscious of their

Jitff(l.” ¢ ignorant of the causes whereby they are deter-

ITe j  Spinoza's apparent paradox “ free necessity.” The

Ysii.,Jjl<nder the more impossible “ free will 7 is to me in the
universe or in the niind of man.-—Yours, etc.,

M. Barnard.

WHAT. IS SOCIALISM?

S c ,[\,h!s excellent article of 5th September, Mr. Percy
o >iin).S the word socialism twice. On the second occasion
"jdlis °S '~ plain that in his opinion there is as yet no

hi Tl jn Russia.
w’Hiv,1"" °f this, and the fact that lie favours Unit for
Aui and peace,” | would ask him, “ What is socialism? ”
1 he ho tempted to inveigle me into- a polemic in and
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around Marxism (which seems to he his forte) | would add
that ! am merely anxious to know what Mr. Roy Avould
consider are the basic characteristics of a socialist society
which distinguish it from all other social systems.—Yours, etc.,

Helen Marshall.

ATHEISM AND POLITICS

Sir,—1 was interested to read the correspondence in your
last issue on the. subject of the political convictions of
Atheists.

1 personally am an Atheist and a Conservative. Just as
every novel is a book but every book is not a novel, every
Communist may be an Atheist but every Atheist is not a
Communist.

In short, a man’s political and religious (or irreligious)
convictions are never of necessity synonymous.—Yours, etc.,

Francis |I. Gould.

OBITUARY

B. F. O'CONNELL
With deep sorrow we announce the death of Brian Fergus
O’Connell, retired captain of the Northumberland Fusiliers,
wl)ich took place on September 3. He was buried in Gunners-
hury Cemetery, London. W. We extend our sincere sympathy
to his sorrowing AibA/ and other members of the“familyl.?

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

LONDON—Outdoor
North  London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond,
Hampstead).—Sunday, 12 noon: Mr. L. Ebury (Highbury
Corner); 7p.m., Mr. L. Ebury.
West London Branch N.S.S. (Marble Arch, Hyde Park).—Sun-
day, 4 p.m.: Messrs. E. C. Saphin, James Hart, G. Wood,

E. Page.
LONDON— I ndoor j
Conway Discussion Circle (Conway Hall, Red Linn Square,
W.C.l).-—Tuesday, October 5, 7p.m.: “ Should Ability

Receive Higher Pay?” Mr. Geo. E. O'Dell.

Rationalist Press Association,(Alliance Hall. Palmer Street,
S.W.l).-—Monday, October 4, 7 p.m., six lantern lectures.
‘* Reconstructing the Kemote Past.” 1st lecture: “ The
Origin of Life,” W. E. Savinton, Ph.D.. F.R.S.E. Tickets,
12s., R.P.A. members, 9s.

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
W.C.l).—Sunday, 11 a.in.: *“ Lambeth and Amsterdam,”
Mr. S. K. Ratcliffs.

West London Branch N.S.S." (Laurie Arms, Crawford Place,
Edgware Road, .\V.).—Sunday, 7-15p.m.: “ Is Evolution
True?” Mr. E. T. Bryant.

COUNTRY—Outdoor

Glasgow (Brunswick Street).—Sunday, 3 p.m.:
Bryden, E. Lawasi and J. Humphrey.

Great Harwood.—Saturday, October 2, 6-30 p.m.: Mr. J.
Clayton.

Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Castle Street).—Sunday, 7-30 p.m.:
Mr. J. Barker. (Wimbledon Hill, Wimbledon Common).—
Sunday, 3-30 p.m.: Mr.. J. Barker.

Nottingham (Market Place)_ Sunday, 7p.m.: Mr. T. M.
Mosley.

Preston (Market).—Sunday, 2-30 p.m. and 7 p.m.. Mr. J.
Clayton.

Sheffield Branch X.S.S. (Barker's Pool).—7-30 p.m.: Mr. A.

Samms.
COUNTRY—Indoor

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Science Boom, Mechanics’ Institute).
_ Sunday, 6-30p.m.: “ The Communist Manifesto,
1848-1948," Mr. G. H. Burden.

Glasgow Secular Society (McLellan Galleries, Sauchiehall
Street).—Sunday, 7p.m.: “ God or Man?” Air. R. H.
Rosetti (General Secretary N.S.S.).

Halifax Branch Njj.S. (LL.P. Rooms, St. James Street)—
Sunday, 6-30 p.m.: “ Theory and Fact,” Mr. Sutcliffe.

Messrs. S.

SECOND-HAND BOOKS. Wants List Welcomed. Michael

Boyle, 21 Rosslyn Hill, NAY. 3.
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An Anthology for Freethinkers

WILLIAM KENT, F.S.A.
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THE AGE OF REASON THE BIBLE HAND! )OK
By THOMAS PAINE By G. W. FOOTE and W. P. ;L

The book that has survived over a century of abuse Specially compiled dfo_r easy refgrr:er)cg. F r Freet

and misrepresentation. and Inquiring ristians @B
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ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING THE N.S.S=

By CHAPMAN COHEN SPECIAL CHRISTMAS caSB
Series Nos. I, 2, 3and 4 At the request of nurner’™

Each volume about 160 pages readers we are re-issuing this

Essays include :— ]ﬁ"\*mm novel and interesting seas»'l'l
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