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an(l Preethought
A I’fc'nr \
‘‘ j,i weeks ago we wrote an article on the matter of 
°Qe j a°ught. ” 1 am glad to learn that it interested
Wfij',' our readers. We do not always know that what we 
thiQ6 P̂ eases everyone. Perhaps this may be the best 
1̂, S tor the writer. For it is of some interest to one 

tot Wll*es to know that he has been appreciated. I  do 
rtif,,. Vlea.n that the article must be good. I t  may be 
8atj interesting, and even with that one should be 

s.led. I  remember a story told by Mark Twain. Ho 
!]' a train with only one other person. Mark began 

Jjj a c’ hut after a long time only “ Yes ” was the reply, 
tr-tvii ark Twain let loose, and growled to his brother 
t t J r . f ’ “ For the sake of all that is wholesome, con- 

j lcfc me so that I  shall know there is another about.! ’ 
i t ^ ’d not drop the subject because there was nothing 
tot "" "  ” ”«ot | say- If that were the case, Freethought would 

°f great concern. What I  did say was only a 
of a very large consideration. Freethought is 

uug that is far greater and wider than most people 
The Christian clings to his God and there he

th» Course our intelligent enemies know much better 
o,,'11 .that. rphe unrelenting hostility of all religious 
deaG1Sat,ions to our propaganda is a testimony to the 
tkef . Ss °f °,u‘ attack. They recognise as we do that 
to 6 ls no compromise, arid that to control opinion is 
^ n tro l life. That is the chief reason why both Church 
fgj,. ’Government struggle so desperately to gain and 
in,')!11 control of the machinery which makes for the for- 
it •iotl of opinion. It is a confession that in social life 
Sk|S fhe play of ideas which chiefly counts. To lose 
tj,a °f that, consideration is to play into the hands of

j °norny.
j®ct ,S conmienec by taking a broad view of the subU G U i m t J I l U t ;  u y  rX. U X U U U  V i e w  k s j . P U D  o u h -

;i) ' The outstanding feature of what may be called the 
l(UJal history of associated life is the supplanting of 
' biological' by the psychological. We are not here

.„Rented with the nature of mind, it is enough that the 
■gence of this new force, or of a new form of force,

r)t'‘b event of revolutionary significance in the evolu-
¡K .'.Process. I t  gives a new direction to  life. The 

Still to  th e swift and the victory to the strong,

l(!ss.’bore is a. new meaning given to strength and swift* 
The struggle for existence becomes, in a sense,i aSfo- -™  - - • • « ii

h,uke:
In

ornied.
•“ “OD v — --  7

----- I remember being impressed by the great
I k®r, Kropotkin, and his book “ Mutual Aid.

! sub-human society growth takes the form of develop- 
|a °r strengthening an organic tool—stronger teeth or 

the modification of a limb, or a now effort in 
lŝ i ° n .  The development is a part of the animal, is 
n jV'U'able, and is transmitted by biological heredity, 
f ' e. case of man the means by which the difficulties 

!nviv ■ ■ 1
sens onmenti are overcome are of a different order. In 

le> his tools are non-personal, they belong to the

race rather than to th© individual, and they are trans
mitted irrespective of the qualities of the individual.

If the substantial truth of what has been said 
be granted, and it is difficult to see how it can be success
fully denied, then there follows one or two considerations 
of importance. The first is that social history tends to 
become more and more the history of the group mind, 
even in, its individual manifestations. The story of 
civilisation becomes a record of the piling up of idea on 
idea and the transforming power. Our invention^, our 
institutions, all that we sum up in “ Civilisation ” are 
illustrations of the power of mind in effecting a trans
formation of tlie environment. I t  is indeed that which 
makes man what he is. The child of parents living in 
the most civilised society, if taken when very young, and 
placed amid a primitive people, would display little, if 
any, difference from those around him. He would think 
the thoughts of the society in which he was living. Had 
Shakespeare been born among savages he would never 
have written “ Hamlet.”

Civilisation is built of the products of human capacities, 
and it is those that form man’s most important heritage, 
arid ultimately shape the chracter of each of us. What 
we each have by biologic heredity is a certain structure, 
but the expression and direction of these qualities and 
the control they give over our environment are deter
mined by the society in which we are born.

The material of civilisation, whether tools, inventions 
or discoveries, are facts that may be properly described 
as psychological. An institution, 'the Church, the Crown, 
the Magistracy, is not transmitted from on© generation 
to another as a building or so many sheets of paper, but 
as a series of mental facts. A piece of machinery is the 
incarnation of an idea, and is only a physical fact in a 
secondary sense. And as classes of facts made human 
society as it is, it follows that the environment to which 
man must adapt himself is overpoweringly of a psycho
logical character. The world in which wo move, with its 
art, its literature, its teachings, its customs, is actually 
a creation of the social mind. The houses in which w© 
live, the machines we use to do our bidding, are products 
of our mental activity. Afore obviously so are our beliefs 
about the world by which we endeavour to regulate out
lives, and which shape the character of each newcomer.

I have so far been dealing with the distinction between 
biological and psychological heredity, and there is one 
instance in which the parallel between the two is complete. 
This lies in the fact that we can only understand a thing 
by its history. An organism may be studied, and its 
peculiarities noted from an example before us but it- can 
only be understood through a knowledge of its history. 
A king may be honoured to-day because of his personal 
worth, but the reason why there is a king you must go 
back to that state of mind in which the primitive i priest 
and magic-workers inspire such fear and awe. When we 
ring bells to call people to Church w© perpetuate the fact 
that our ancestors rang them to drive away evil spirits.
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We wear black at a funeral because our remote ancestors 
sought to disguise themselves from the ghost, or we strew 
flowers at a funeral because food and other things were 
once buried with the dead. Our institutions are bom in 
the shadow of superstition and have played a powerful 
part in the shaping of our lives. Before an institution 
can be modified or destroyed the ideas upon which it is 
built must be cleared of their authoritative power. That 
is also the reason why, ultimately, all struggles for reform 
resolve themselves into a fight between antagonistic 
believers.

CHAPMAN COHEN.

THE MAGICAL POWERS OF CHURCH BELLS

THE primitive belief that ghosts and goblins could be 
disconcerted and put to Bight by the clashing of cymbals 
and the clamour of hells survives among uncivilised 
peoples to this day. That this superstition prevailed in 
Israel is evident in Exodus X X V III where it is ordained 
that the priest’s robes must be adorned with jingling 
bells. For when the Hebrew minister officiated in the 
sanctuary, both when he entered and when he emerged 
from the holy place, the failure of the bells to tinkle 
would cause Ins death. W.hat more reasonable then, to 
conclude, that the sounding of his bells was supposed 
to disarm the malevolent spirits who lurked near the 
threshold of the sanctuary und were ever ready to pounce 
upon and slay the priest when he crossed the entrance 
to the tabernacle? Nor were bells protective to priests 
alone, as bells worn by Jewish horses (Zechariah XIV 20) 
appear to have served a similar purpose.

In Pagan Home, when the ancestral spirits annually 
revisited their former homes in the month of May, they 
were offered a frugal meal and then told to depart, an 
order that was emphasised by the banging of bronze. 
The ghostly dislike of the ringing of metal did not end 
with expiring Paganism,. It persisted through’ the Dark 
and Middle Ages of Christendom and survives in rural 
retreats even now.

The tolling and pealing of church bells was deemed 
the most powerful antidote against the spells of ghosts 
and demons. The Church Fathers opined that, when 
the bells summoned the faithful to prayer and praise, 
the evil spirits fled terror-stricken, and the inspirers of 
the storm were stilled. Indeed, we learn that “ the 
service book known as the Homan Pontifical recognises 
the virtue of a church bell, whenever its sound is heard, 
to drive off the powers of evil, the gibbering and mowing 
spectres of the dead and all the spirits of the storm.”

According to the testimony of the poet Burns, his 
friend Captain (¡rose, the antiquary’s collection of 
curios included “ a cinder of Eve’s first fire, Tubalcain's 
fire shovel and fender, a part of the anatomy of Balaam’s 
ass and a brass shod broomstick of the W itch of Endor. 
This discerning antiquary notes that in Scotland, the 
passing bell formerly served a double purpose, as it 
petitioned the prayers of all true Christians for the 
departing spirit, and also served to banish the soul- 
snatching goblins who watched and waited to delay, or 
even prevent, the spirit’s departure to heaven. More
over, the louder the vibration of the hell, the more the 
demons were dismayed and scattered in flight.

During the Middle Ages and even to recent times the 
sound of church bells was utilised to scare witches and 
wizards who, all unseen, travelled through the air On 
goats and broomsticks to appointed places where they 
plotted to torment and destroy both man and beast.

1918

1 un bV ^ieSe chosen y) .Certain seasons of the year were cm»-- -  ĵeh
miscreants for their unseemly asseW > ' noVped
Sabbaths as they were termed. On these 1111 ^  at. 1 ^
occasions the church bells were continually •l’Uj îr]il'1ess 
times throughout the night, for in the hours 0 j ju10 LLOU10 - ^ ^
the witches and warlocks were most actively ^*8̂  jpe 
their infernal misdeeds. Both in France and V^t 
church bells clanged continuously throughout , seryes 
on the fifth of February. As Professor Frazer o  ̂ ^n0 
in liis instructive essay, “ The Golden Bells • 
of the most witching times of the whole year _'va_ aSwabia
summer Eve; and accordingly at Bottenburg 111 1 . j oCli' 
the church bells rang all that night, from rune jiejr
till the break of day, while honest folk made jest
shutters and stopped up even chinks and cranny ’
the dreadful beings should insinuate themselves

heWu orruuiu m ouiuutu ,
the houses. Other witches’ Sabbaths used to . j)ti

m  in.l -*-r. T . - — ~ -TTT 1 1C IVfoon Twelfth Night, and the famous Walpui’gis it tf«9on the eve o f May Day.” On these o c c a s io n s   ̂  ̂ Amakecustomary on the European Continent to 
prodigious uproar to which the clanging of bells 
other noises contributed. . 'oD.

Still, at no time was one safe from the hell's i ^ j e 
trivances of the invisible witches and then ^  
confederates who unceasingly watched to waylay^y 
nocturnal traveller. And even those who had c®r tjojn 
fastened their casements and doors were not sate .̂ j 
the attacks of night-prowling warlocks, and 
sisters. So it was part of the watchman’s duty ^ 
a bell and bestow a blessing on the sleepers and, )̂(! 
disturbed their rest, they were compensated 
safety he assured them even when he recited to 
the line : —

Oh 1 mortal man, thou that art born in sin ■
be«*

It- is recorded that during the Middle Ages the 
were rung in' all parts of Germany when thunders  ̂
occurred, in order to scare the goblins who caused 
while the sexton was given a portion of corn *°), ¡t 
services in these emergencies. “ These dues

were paid in some places as late
the

appear . -----  — ------  e--------------- , »■
middle of the nineteeth century. For examine, j 
Jubur in the Altmark, whenever a thunderstorm 1 ||(, 
the sexton was bound to ring the church bell. . (1f 
received from every farmer five ‘ thunder sheaves
. ...... e. i.1. . . . . . . .  1 i , i . .. .lie Cl»'corn for the pains he had been at to rescue the
from destruction. ” Various churches were Pr? tpt
with consecrated bells and most people assume'1 , 
they were thus inured from evil. Zealous vohmUipi’

;  higif::sometimes assisted the sexton to swing'the bells -- ■ -
and so firmly was superstitioii entrenched in the 1)<)!)I j  

‘ giom.mind that deaths from lightning seldom occasi'- ^  
Again, under certain feudal tenures the h

,ettl
doubt.
and others were bound at specified times to PeE 
bells. ,.t6

Church bells were solemnly consecrated and . ..
popularly believed to lie baptised by the clergy. M 
question they were given saints’ names and vvei’
sprinkled with holy water, while a bell in llash'ii 
inscribed in Latin with the appeal: “ From fig)1*" 
hail and tempest, Lord Jesus Christ deliver us!

Although the seventeenth century Jesuit, f 'atb«1
* 1 f-i “ ̂  v ‘ ,w ” v'' ‘ .7 | ]̂l£l '

Delrio, denied that bells were baptised, he a llo w ed ^  
they were annoi riled, dedicated to saints, and m ■
by the priests. Also, he asserted that the ringiPb^y 
church bells averted or calmed tempests, was a '¡ply 
so self-evident that no sensible person could pot’s 
dispute it. _ (!vil

Bells celebrated for their potency in dismaying j(,r 
lirits and preventing the destructiveness of tln>spin
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the 1 S 1?c^ e  ̂ St. Adelm’s Bell at Malmsbury, and 
Whil vu ^ie St. Germain’s' Abbey in France;
timt' Û ers *n ** Church Bells of England ” notes 
eni In “̂e early St. Paul’s Cathedral, there was an 
f.,_ " meM for “ ringing the hallowed belle in great 
7 ^  and lightening!.”
CUfio°m akllost every part of our globe may be gathered 
at (i US 6vidences of the sounding of bells, the beating 

.UlPs>. ieet.als and other materials in order to avertOr n 1 • • ana ouner mai
“nnrnise the powers of evil.

T. F. PALMER.

AS
FROM SOUTH AFRICA

¿an u *11 Alay 2G, 1048, this country, our Promised1 . --“.y “G i It'TUj Itilo GUUH UJ
C]lu' .“y the Grace of God and the Dutch Reformed

has been blessed with a Fascist Protestant 
. ®*Ve A - -  ■ ’ — — —
al.an,
rppr ° r Prime M inister.

COVPVYV»V» > 4- .

¿ f rVe Apostle Papacy Government and Dr. D. F. 
an ex-Calvinist Priest as its Archbishop, Holy

¡¡6(i 1 Sovernment, as now constituted, has a very much
" rp6 society called “ Die Broederbond ” with its 
ca^^lf-Apostel ” executive behind it, and they must 
RlaA 0l|t the dictates of this sinister or ersatz Ku-Klux- 
mp1; An appreciable- number of cabinet ministers are 
junp iors of this secret Protestant Jesuit Camarilla, 
ieval ,0r cabal. Dr. Malan is, was and remains a most 
0eCu . (,|dvinist. He forsook the pulpit after having 
o>( b'ecl it for ten years and traded it in for the post 
Sottli "e'vsPaPer editor. He found this work rather irk- 
Ji6 and entered politics. After a few initial defeats 
the (; e êcted as M.P. for the Calvinia Constituency in 
Calvi^ Province and entered parliament bringing the 

;̂nUst God of the Dutch Re-formed Church with him. 
08k 16 *ke Calvinist Jesuit Twelve Apostle Papacy took 
iii,li(i jVarious events took place which are one and all 
liifi( ! K>ns ^lat this country is fast becoming a Fascist 
'll,, Ct'aey of the first order. The district Calvinia, by 

'vay. was named after Jean Calvin, the pious 
tl'e 1fn]er’ murdered Servetus by burning him at 
bf'c¡r a^e over a slow fire for the greater glory of God 
fed lse he found it impossible to subscribe to the 
%  Slnstical multiplication table of three times one are 
lis ^'lnn once three is also one, more commonly known 

In V Vinity dogma mystery or impossibility.
IOCi6pPol,th Africa we have various Afrikaans cultural 
tnetr,les’ and the writer until some years ago was a 
ItefQ er of ona of these bodies, When the Dutch 
tri(kt/ne  ̂ Church invaded these cultural bodies all 
fii\s had to be opened and closed with prayer. At 
i, ^ Point the writer took leave of the branch he was 
Ij^-Tber of. The atmosphere at these meetings got 
‘Vga y charged with what is known ns Christian 
V ir ilism , in spite of the fact that Christianity and 
' 0v ^ llsm are two incompatibles. The slogan, 
V;|i'i-ir 'un<L ONS volk, ONS kerk,’’ which is only a 
t ^ ; ; iQn of “ EIN Reich, EIN volk, EIN Fuehrer,” 
hfr)|1(rfi the fashion and now is still more outspoken and 

In* *  than ever before.
% ti, he Grange Free State Province of the Union of 
’I'liij, ') '^I'icn no trains are allowed to run on Sundays. 
W haa been in force for a number of years. Now all 
*ho o Un<l amusement events are to bo banned under 
that' Un ,ay Observance Laws, and it stands to reason
l'o\ve 1iader the Fascist Calvinist Theocracy now in 

eon 
Well.

laws will be hauled out from their dustyI'igeô  ^ese __ __________  ________ ___  ___
■A 'Veil °̂ es *n the other three provinces of the Union 

The Malannazi Protestant Jesuit Twelve

Apostle Papacy will proceed slowly and as unobservedly 
as they can step by-step and bit by bit.

In South Africa the Church is called “ Die Kerk ” in 
Afrikaans, which as things now stand, translated into 
English is the Church to the exclusion of all other 
churches, which will, I presume, in the near future be 
just tolerated for the time being. The Dutch Reformed 
Church in this country goes under four names, viz. : —

1. Die- Nederduitse Gereformeerde Kerk.
2. Die Nederduitse Gereformeerde of Hervormde

Kerk.
3. Die Gereformeerde Kerk.
4. Die Hervormde Kerk.

1 and 2 are practically the same, but not 3 and 4. The 
latter two differ the one from the other and from 1 and 2 .

The Afrikaner has thus a choice of ohe out of three 
ways of going to Heaven. These pious Christian groups 
warred the one against the other in the past, but when
ever “ dangerous thoughts ” invaded the body ecclesiastic 
they all combine to fight the evil threatening their 
existence.

Natal. JOHANNA DU TOIT.

THE EDUCATION OF* CHILDREN

THE majority of the readers of this journal are people 
not bound by philosophical preconceptions. They seek 
the truth honestly, and don’t let hope of Heaven or the 
fear of Hell pervert their judgment. Their confidence 
is founded upon the essential sanity of the universe, and 
not upon their ability to obey arbitrary precepts.

What we can see of the universe is in harmony with 
our reason,, coherent and without contradictions. By 
definition, the laws governing the universe are right laws, 
and can be defied but not broken.

It is a matter of common belief that under ideal con
ditions living organisms tend to he right: a plant in its 
proper environment—unless attacked by disease or other 
outside force—tends to grow into a perfect specimen of. 
its kind. But man is not thought to be- included; Man, 
through Original Sin, lias an inner tendency to go wrong.

The emotional and sociological considerations that 
tended to establish and perpetuate this doctrine must 
still to some extent persist; even among the enlightened 
and erudite it is still tacitly assumed to be true. Almost 
all the educational systems, and, of course, the religious 
systems, are based upon it. By habit and a profound 
ignorance of the nature of heredity, people think of edu
cation as a means of setting wrong tendencies right.

This concept has so far completely dominated parental, 
scholastic and ethical education for more generations than 
we can count back. If its domination continues a very 
little while longer, its total failure will be demonstrated 
very convincingly. Let us be quite clear about- i t : if a 
tendency to do wrong is inherited, and if we have to rely 
upon our teachers and preachers to turn the hearts of the 
coming generation towards righteousness, then we are 
finished. We are finished because quite literally there 
isn’t time. Only the simple-hearted or the extremely 
ignorant imagine that wars are made by individuals or 
nations. Wars are part of the social and economic and 
emotional conditions produced by the great majority of 
people thinking wrongly. 1 am saying that before the 
preachers of original sin can hope to save the world, the 
world as we know it—the intellectual achievements of 
man’s residence on the earth—will not he there to save. 
Unless there is going to be a physical and sudden second 
advent, t-he creators of original sin will find it lias over
taken them.
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The creators ”—because original sin has been 
created and does indeed seem to exist. There would be 
lew ( hristians in the world if Christianity were offered 
for voluntary acceptance to people of mature age instead 
of being woven into their minds all mixed up with the 
lacts of earliest experience. Similarly, there would be 
no tendency to go wrong if the going right were not 
petrified into an arbitrary and inflexible code of ethics, 
obedience to which is neither desirable nor possible, being 
against tbe fundamental nature of man.

Religion, ethics without religion, codes of behaviour, 
things that are “ done ” and things that “ aren’t done ” 
—how little faith we have in the organisation of the 
universe that we start loading these chains.on the infant 
while it is hardly out of the cradle. As though man 
uere by nature a wild beast with ravening passions, out 
to destroy. As though his measure of consciousness had 
reduced him far lower than the beasts, so that unlike them 
lie is no longer able to fulfil his function! People are 
frightened—frightened of their children. They don’t 
seek to let them grow, but will cut off arms and hands 
and put out eyes, on the principle that it is better to go 
maimed into Heaven than whole into the pit. Yes— 
even those who don’t find it necessary for their personal 
comfort to spend long'sessions on their knees imploring 
their creator to overlook the things they can’t by their 
nature help doing.

I  am sufficiently optimistic to believe that mankind is 
fundamentally good, and that all the new people born 
into the world—all the children—are still perfectly all 
right with no inherited tendency to destroy themselves 
and one another. This belief—this knowledge—means 
that we have a mathematical chance of survival. There 
is a. chance that just enough of the coming generation 
can be educated wisely—just enough to influence the 
course of the world.

How?
Perhaps at some time in the future I  may be permitted 

to give an account in this paper of the work of the educai 
tional organisation known as tbe Horsley Trust. Eor 
now, 1 will confine myself to a description of the sort of 
education that will allow children to grow into wise 
adults.

It will be understood that if man is like all other living 
things and tends to grow right, then freedom to develop 
is the first requisite. This does not imply absence of 
protection, but it does necessitate equality of status. In 
an artificial and dangerous environment, protection in 
the early years of a child’s life is essential. If you live 
in a house full of gadgets useful to yourself hut dangerous 
and incomprehensible to a baby, then it is right to see. that 
tbe baby doesn't hurt itself. This does not give the 
right to decide what the child shall think, how it shall 
think, nor how it shall behave.

Beading this, it is quite possible that you feel mis
givings already: you fear, perhaps, that unless the child 
is taught how to behave it will behave “ badly.” This 
terrible fear of our children must be overcome if their 
l ives (and with them the world) are not to be wrecked by 
over-anxiety. The natural tendency of a child is towards 
independence of thought and action, and towards self- 
protection and iho attainment of personal happiness. It. 
is a purely religious concept that sets any of these objects 
at variance with the good of others. No child, unless its 
natural behaviour lias been interfered with, will over-eat, 
over-sleep or over-masturbate, any more than it will 
un(l”r-do any of these, things.

What are tbe anti-social qualities that make people 
anxious to restrain ono another? Desire for ownership 
or the desire for power: desire to inflict pain ; indolence ;

violence
ed. A.

But all these qualities are aCCl )ua)lucl 
person who is completely happy behaves in  ̂ ay 
that makes other people- happy. I t  just isn t 1 _enge 0f 
that some people naturally get pleasure at the tu|(en 
others. Even under our fantastic social <>l'( ‘ 1 ’ j.jon- 
just as it is, the most that is true is that nftev coi ^ iue 
by religious or other ethics some people will , i ecaUse 
happiness at the expense of others, and this on y 1. egg- 
they have lost sight of the source of maximum  ̂ ))0W 
They are neurotic, and the product of wbat ' 
condemn. _ ^

What are people afraid of, then? That a c*1’ l ,l̂ cari 
know how to behave in our mad society, where a ,U1 i,e 
be imprisoned for writing in a book a word that 
heard a thousand times a day; a world of clean awM 
pure and impure, thou shafts and thou shalt nots* ndreii 
a nice state of affairs when we have to corrupt our c " t 
so that they can live happily in a, corrupt society- j.?(J 
they can’t, jive happily. No one—no.one at all—"ca ^  
happily under our present soeial system. Besides, 
crimes can a two- or three-year-old commit? 1 biy
its genitals in public, perhaps. , ^

Are we to interfere with a child’s development fo\ 
of what the neighbours will say if we don’t? And be-< j () 
sure of this: the only things that a free child j. 
wrong are violations of senseless taboos. It will not > .g 
windows, scream at the top of its voice, or pull the . 
tail. I  speak, of course, of a child who has known ^o)1 
dom from infancy, and not a child subject to reprL 
and freedom alternately. .̂y

When a child’s vocabulary is sufficient for it- to c‘.( |||. 
on a conversation, all sorts of modifications of bel'ilV’ 
can be suggested. If I  live among savages and a 
visits me, I  shall have to advise him perhaps, that ^  
sticks a ring through his nose, or says Happy Tl""^ (s 
every time he meets anyone, or shaves off his hair, 0,1 
only on alternate days, then he will lie conforming t° .T11, 
conventions and they will be happy. I  shall advise ¡jj 
and unless he has good reason to do otherwise he 0f 
accept my advice. However, I  shall not seize h °1 îe 
him and stick a ring through his nose or kick him 
behind every time he omits to say Happy Tin'1"’ in(, 
Moreover, were some great genius of international 
washed ashore among my savages, I  shouldn’t  preSj t,r. 
to stick a ring through his nose, or make his first 'vi,u,|L,o 
ing thought and his faltering lips frame the 
imbecility “ Happy Thursday.” I  should protect ^ 
from the savages—with my own life if need be—""  ., to 
was sufficiently possessed of his faculties to he ‘ ^  
realise tho situation and choose his behaviour h'ee - 
himself.

And so with the potential genius in the cradle-" f||t 
right does parenthood give you to inflict upon 1' 
primitive taboos of the barbarians among whom y"1" U|i 
Dare you take advantage of its brief helplessness to s  ̂
on its plastic, mind a conformity to the patter" •> 
approves wars, and exploitation and national owners" I

And whose side is the parent on? Does the moth*1 ()|. 
father feel shame when saying “ Don’t do that • ¡t 
anger, perhaps, against the wicked system that_"u‘ (plr, 
necessary? Do they take care that their voice is n*1. u

... ____,-ul xi. x xi___■ lr.at, S1' 1

■ > *

apologetic? or is it possible that they’ve so lost-
of reality that they think the way they live, w<» ' tlj| 
most of them, for long hours at something they do" * )'ro0c! 
to do and that is of no particular use to anyone, ia lunti"11 
way to live? That the social customs of our civd1 
are good customs? ,]ts

Every day many children are born. I t  is our on " "  
that make us so afraid of them. They are our only ", 
Let us overcome our fear. ROBERT COPT*!-'1
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A BOOK WORTH WHILE
11 fpi

u ., vo.luifcionary Tradition in England ” by F . A. 
'Hlley. Published by National Labour Press Ltd., 

> Regent’s Park Road, London, N.3 (price 15s.).
Tilt )« i,’
eXpfcct J acquainted with Mr. Ridley’s writings will 
in t],' i fil‘d anything from his pen worth reading, and 

OiL' , ^ wiii not be disappointed. 
doin: '̂na Ranking and fine scholarship are the two 
u^t1̂  u°tes here. The books on English history 
i°r wiji Us i,ave had to study at school are debunked 
i3 J . J 1' R )ey  are— a tissue of falsehoods in which history 
are po Tr*e<̂ : a Tairy tale in wRi°h' the ruling classes 
as f,.|1 rayed as noble, brave and brainy, a trinity just 
tlie p i- as dle Christian God trinity. We are told that 
tion people have always been averse to revolu-
eaSe’ ‘'n,T always loyal to their rulers which, in so many 
is 1118 meant being subservient. The very opposite 
t|, “ (!ase as the author shows, and although many ol 
tlid i. rev°lts were crushed and the causes for which 

^'hels ” fought were lost as far as actual armed 
di,| ®t was concerned, each one of these insurrections 
ilit, hi some measure of amelioration of the lot of 
'I*U's ^ '^ d  c°mmon people who were little better, than 

.• The rulers made concessions, not from con- 
niii] fcJB hut from fear, and although the Wat Tylers

d
'1|

i^adei- will not find in this book pages devoted 
of ]|U Tield of the Cloth of Gold or the romantic career 
"’¡til ?i Rrince, but lie will find a story dealing
of a ho struggle of the people to obtain some measures 
'he ¿ ' « y  and dignity in their lives. In this fight— 
(|m 17 * ' ol the eotnnion people—we find right through- 
C(,|ltlj e history of our country, as indeed in every 
1, ,,/y. R>at the Church has always been the implacable 
With workers. Church and State combine to crush 
li|iet, '^Tailing brutality any effort of the masses to 
"a i i .iheinselves from the morass of ignorance which 
h,,  ̂ '°ir lot. Given the power, the Church would do 

0[j'Utle t<>-day but their talons have been clipped. 
iii,i 'cr Cromwell, as the author points out, although

''IRI f l  ~ '~ w xa v /X II lt J c U ',  iA i lL l  u u u u u y n  a i i u  u u v  a j i o i o

¡d ^ 'f .^ c k  Cades were defeated, their spirit and the 
Til,. , ^ they died for still lived on.

la , ''evolutionary in accepted sense, did morei e  a n i l  \ i l l  i i i L ( I W V  i - j i n  i i  o o u o e ,  -

4|,,. 1 1 the power of the king and the nobles than any
m¡m

V ¡ ll,,s 1 or, as lie is styled by a. section of intensely 
V u' People, “ Charles the M artyr," is shown for what 
'^ / ‘x - a n  overhearing tyrant imbued with the idea 
'4 lt||l|'lk'cd by (lie State Church, of flic “ divine right 
Ml, ’ 8 which toppled lo the ground when liis head
. ; n , ,

events are touched on by (lie author from an 
4 i|lt: standpoint, but it is with the people of England,

Reh...... l™  u. .j. ¿i.:.. n..„ .1....U. 'p]le lollirrulers 
of

that this fine book deals, 
the masses for.Might of’ the masses for elementary justice 

, !"§ right down to the industrial age—that golden 
|)|()j' 14111 money flowed into the coffers of the few 
.. , ,,|s while tho millions of exploited who produced 
^ t h  lived, if it could he called living, under 
Me]''' eoi>ditions and died at an early age. Even the 
I'll i hovels the workers lived in were owned by a 
|||K ,  'R industrialists who, to salvo their consciences, 
iy . (:d missionary enterprises abroad (which, by the 
e ’s, 'vquontly resulted in new markets) and neglected 
>r(1' Vl|Ses in their own country. All this and much 
Tlu °t>tn°s within the scope of this hook. 
ve X *’°ok contains 310 pages and tho author must 

*l*mt much time and research to obtain his facts. 
Il'° t  be read like a novel—there is food for thought

in every page. It is the greatest debunking of current 
history ever written for British readers. It is never 
likely to be adopted as a text book at Eton or Harrow 
or any of our public schools.

The motto of the Freethought Movement is “ We 
Seek the Truth.” Freethinkers will certainly find it in 
this volume. There is not a hypocritical line in it.

• Mr. Ridley gives us facts and still more facts and his 
opinion of what he thinks the future will be when we 
have to depend on ourselves and not, as in the past, 
on the Empire which is now rapidly slipping from us. 
Whether we agree or disagree with the writer we must 
admire his honesty and fearlessness. This book costs 
15s. and it is well worth it. If it is beyond the reach of 
the purses of some of our readers, ask for it at the 
library, and keep on asking for it.

F . A. HORN!BROOK.

ARTIFICIAL INSEMINATION

THE recent outburst aguinst this, one of the newest 
social scientific achievements of a scientific age, by' ilie 
Archbishop of Canterbury’s Commission, is what every
one of course expected. It is even suggested that the 
practice should be made a criminal offence. But surely 
the Church• should be satisfied? For until now, there 
has been no known technique of procreation available 
which completely avoids cohabitation, and reduces the 
whole contract to a level-of cold unemotional procedure 
which would have delighted tile hearts of the mediaeval 
saints.

In a community where even adultery is no longer 
illegal, the Church, now suggests that this latest, and 
often extremely expedient and harmless “ operation ” 
should be forcibly prohibited. What possible reason 
can there be for this ?

If assailed on the grounds of sexual morality, artificial 
insemination by its very nature is calculated to avoid 
just those acts for which from time immemorial the 
Christian Church have held a particular horror. Parties 
to the contract need not even know each other's identity. 
The only other rational objection would seem to he that 
of emotional content supposed to he necessary lo the 
well-being of children, who were presumed at one time 
to suffer if not conceived in marital felicity? The science 
of genetics knows nothing of Ibis.

The real complaint would seem to lie much deeper. 
For here, in the march of progress, which started with 
the cutting of our hair and nails, and bids fair to give 
us planned control of ever greater and greater fields of 
human physiology, lies yet another reminder of the 
dead jkist—a past in which the Church still lives and 
has its being, though, happily no longer its aheieni 
power.

“ We enveigh against the tyranny of the totalitarian 
States,” writes Dr. Norman lluire, “ the tyranny that, 
file Churches would exercise if they had the power 
would he no less totalitarian. It is for all thinking 
men and women to be ever on the watch that the 
Churches do not obtain that power.”

But there need be no anxiety. The futile croaking 
of the ever weakening voice which lias failed completely 
to prevent birth control and all its benefits from being 
universal amongst all the literate races, will make no 
headway hero. Society, with its penchant for the 
practical and the rational « ill take its own council.

J .  B . STURGE-W IllTING.
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ACID DROPS

We are not surprised that the now famous broadcast in 
the U.S.A. on Atheism last year has had repercussions. 
The National Council of the American Episcopal Church 
has already begun a programme which will try to reach 
people who do not as a rule listen to religious broad
casts ; and they have produced a pamphlet, “ Finding 
Your Way,” for listeners, which describes the faith and 
practice of the Church. In fact, desperate measures are 
being taken to get religion “ over ”—though there is 
bound to be a clash between the Episcopalians, the 
Presbyterians, and the Roman Catholics, as to which 
religion should be given top place. They will, of course, 
try their utmost to “ hang ” together, and may even 
invite the Jews to join them in their frantic anxiety to 
save religion—but the end is inevitable. I t  may take 
time, there may even be “ revivals,” but every com
petent observer must know that the decay of religion has 
not only set in, but death is bound to take place. And 
no broadcasts whatever can succeed in obtaining more 
than a brief reprieve.

Prayers are regularly sent up for religion to be saved, 
but the triumph of Freethought is only a matter of time. 
Yet if prayer cannot save Christianity, how can it save 
the United Nations? The Archbishops of Canterbury 
and York have set the last Sunday in October as a 
National Day of Prayer for the United Nations, though 
actually it will have as much effect as if the Chief African 
Witch Doctor had ordered his flocks to appeal to their 
totems, Even the “ Church Times ” puts in a. gentle 
protest—these National Days of Prayer “ tend to 
encourage in men and women the quite erroneous con
ception of the use of Christian intercession.” In 
addition, “ prayer simply becomes a method of escape.” 
We quite agree, but what about the two Archbishops? 
Are they going to sit quietly while the “ Church Times 
thus “ tells them off ” ? To be fair, the same journal, 
it is true, wants a “ far more sustained intercession.” 
And one can only hope that, as in the early war days, 
some terrible disaster won’t follow the prayers.

We have said before in these columns that the rights 
or wrongs, for or against artificial insemination, do not 
concern us, but we are concerned at the latest attempt by 
the Church'to influence legislation in their favour; and 
the suggestion by the Archbishop of Canterbury’s Com
mission that legislation should make the practice a 
criminal offence is a monstrous one, in line with soino of 
the Church’s other efforts. The Commission’s report 
runs: ” In our view the evils necessarily involved in 
artificial insemination (donor) are so grave that early 
consideration should be given to the framing of legisla
tion to make the practice a criminal offence.” Wie are 
solidly behind Dr. Norman Haire, who, in a letter to the 
“ British Medical Journal,” writes that it is “ intoler
able ” that any Church “ should attempt to compel 
citizens who do not belong to its membership or acknow
ledge its authority to conform to its standards of 
behaviour.” Freethinkers will not need to be reminded 
that the Church misses no opportunity or occasion to 
re-assert its power.

Wo read some time ago of Magistrates attending a 
course ot lectures in order to brush up their knowledge 
of the law. This is an admirable arrangement, for many 
of our magistrates are appointed, not for their knowledge 
of law, but rather as a “ reward for civic virtue,” or even, 
let us whisper it, for political reasons. As a safeguard, at

most Magistrates’ Courts a qualified lawy°^]wayS tal<en 
on points of law, and we have, up till no" > a possess a 
it for granted that a magistrate’s clerk woû e revise 
modicum of common sense. We will ha'
that opinion. ---------  M anchester

Consider the following, culled from the  ̂q„nteniber, 
Evening News,” and note that the issue is f°l 1 
1948, not 1 7 4 8 : -  > Ml,  J.

Conversation between magistrate s cier > 
Mitchell, and a 12-year-old girl witness 
Juvenile Court today:— . >>

‘ ‘ Do you go to Sunday school ? — . _̂ef, S 
“ Do you what the truth is? ”—Yes, sir-  ̂ gjr " 
“ Do you know what the Bible is? ’ ’y  [¡¡e
“ You go to Heaven when you die if y*?u 

truth—you know what happens if you 11011 
Yes, sir. ’ i :
Mr. Mitchell handed the girl the Bible ami 

‘‘ Well try to get to Heaven this morning-

The difficulty of putting religion on the 
shown particularly by a recent example. Anglo-fm,, gJ](j 
have produced a film called ‘‘ Your Inheritance, 
there are two versions. In the one, you get High 
“ vestments,” and in the other you get the Low o ^ 
ones ; in this way a true believer will have no difh°u 
being saved according to his conscience. With,,1̂ ^  
more alterations, 600 films of ” Your Inheritance 
be produced, each representing the other Christian ^  
But what would happen if the wrong film get 0 
wrong congregation? We shudder to think.

The “ Universe, ” in a notice of an exhibit)0 
Christian Indian Art, reproduces an Indian artist i ^  
ception of the Virgin Mary and .her lawful sp° 
Joseph. We were not surprised to see that they g(j 
exactly like the average Hindu girl and her bewhis1 ¿j 
father—and both have dark complexions. If they 
ever lived, they would certainly have been, not 
people, but as dark as the average Arab. And so, ¡5 
Jesus. His portrait as painted by European artis jjr 
that of a blond European, a manifest impossibility-^r9|) 
must have looked exactly like a Mahommedan j^ vt, 
priest. No wonder some of his pious followers 
written books and articles to show him as a, pure “ A'.V 
—without even a trace of Jewish blood.

■aidSir Stafford Cripps is at* it again. This time he 
“ some form of personal religion ” in order to bring . . j, 
more harmonious relations in world affairs. Re j . 
“ personal ” or “ impersonal,” lias had quite an 1,101 A; 
and we have no hesitation in saying that for ceu , 
its influence has been a disruptive force in world a ; 
We agree that the world is in a sorry mess, but rebg1 
not likely to improve matters.

We wonder what is the true reason for t h e ^ ll1, jjjo 
Eastbourne refusing the proceeds of the production 0 ,i jt 
play “ Robert's Wife ” ? One of his colleagues S&y9 ,.q- 
is because the play conveys the impression that at y y  
gressive clergymen support birth control and that y  
reactionaries oppose it. This is nonsense.” Perhap^1(. 
Church is rich enough to refuse funds, or perhaPyel- 
Vicar is really sincere and subscribes to the genera* ^  
ing of his Church which has never ceased fulm*11 
against what is known as this pernicious doctrine at 
murder.
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SUGAR PLUMS
Mn . ,

’Tiii'"8] lssuu °f ” The Freethinker ” will be in time to 
Ettij, niany London readers that Professor J .  B . 8. 
¡I <uie lectures in the Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 

IV?]111! 011 Thursday, October 14, at 7-3(3 p.m., on 
is[t(Cui'cul Progress and Moral Progress.” Admission

T>n?r<3 lnus*J be great rejoicing among the doughty 
4 tin- ,UOlls Tie Ix>rd in Southport when they voted by 
S hi ( 0110 "nijority that “ without ¡God there is no
tli"ike man.” ’Twas a famous victory over the Free-
WitCer.s 'yho maintain that man can get on much better 
’ °ut him.h,le glooi

The “ Southport Guardian ” disclosed

Tim,
¡in* V°lny picture drawn by the Rev. K. Mackensie of 

U8t survivor of the human race dying in cold and 
and pointed out that Mr. G. Thompson, Pre

hew °* Tie Merseyside Branch N .S.S., was not dis
it th(;'u«l and added that the Last Bay “ won’t be so bad
Vno T'o survivors shake hands and decide to face it 
ro ller.'

’Suitl this.
We can imagine Mr. Thompson’s smile as

iiiSt,c T est London Branch N.S.S. has been fortunate 
a lady speaker for to-day (October 17). Ruby 

'■ 'Fir' T.R.A .S., will speak on “ The Myth of Christ ” 
bl?v ,J P-m. in the Laurie Arms, Crawford Place, 
T.V \r,U Toad, London, W. 1. In her quiet but effective 
""¡nt • ' Ta’Bois puts in some good work for the rnove- 
•T. ’ “Eluding some pointed letters in her local ]iress. 
W e a v e r ,  the Branch Secretary, is an enthusiastic 
't!ty 1 ai'd we wish him, and all others concerned, a 

successful evening.

T| --------- -
branches of the N.S.S. arranging indoor meet- 

'Ui|1|(, " l'e getting into working order. Glasgow, 
kfonq ?ster, Bradford and West London have made 

~1"" 1 which should result in very useful work 
evelops. The question of hulls is still 
d prevents many branches joining in the 
. We are pleased to add that Mr. R. IT. 
uccessful meetings in Glasgow and

s tfi s 'wares, 
11'lift? ?eason <1 
^>fiWult °ue an 

.Campaign
“"el had 

•ester

THE MYTH PROBLEM AGAIN

I I
IN his pamphlet, “ J3id Jesus Re.ally Live?” the Rev. 
G. Maurice Elliott asks, ” Js the New Testament 
Authentic?” and answers it by quoting the Bishop of 
E ly ’s claim that both the Old and the New Testament, 
after undergoing a “ vigorous scrutiny,” remain “ in 
their spiritual power, their grandeur, and their essential 
accuracy.” I t  would have been better had Mr. Elliott 
carefully told us what lie meant by the word 
“ authentic ” in connection with the Bible, and what 
the Bishop meant by “ essential accuracy ”—for 
certainly they mean something quite different to a 
parson than they do, say, to a historian or scientist.

Even the Bishop would find it hard to apply 
“ essential accuracy ” to the story of Elijah going up 
to Heaven in a fiery chariot, or the more beautiful one 
of Jesus going to the same delectable abode unaided by 
anything so warlike.

I t  may come as a. surprise also for Mr. Elliott to 
learn that neither he nor any parson in the world could 
produce a scrap of evidence that the Gospels in the 
form we have them were known before the year a.d.150; 
and this means, if words have any meaning in theology, 
that they are not authentic. Certainly we do not know 
who wrote them, where or when they were written, or 
even if, for example, Matthew was first written in 
Hebrew, Aramaic, or Greek. And would Mr. Elliott 
he prepared to show that the Gospel of John was 
absolutely “ authentic? ” That every speech therein 
made by Jesus is “ authentic ” to the last dot and 
comma?

Some inkling of this kind of criticism appears to have 
trickled through to Mr. Elliott—for lie is obliged to point 
out that Aristotle’s works “ have come down to us in a 
sadly defective condition,” that “ the interval between 
the date of Livy and the earliest manuscript of his works 
is 500 years,” and so on. t do not doubt that this 
argument will have the desired effect on Mr. Elliott’s 
sheep, hut as a reply to the massive works of the 
Mythicists, it has about the same validity as the flowers 
that bloom in the spring. The whole point .about the 
New Testament according to priests and parsons is that 
it is inspired, that it is a “ revelation ” from God 
Almighty (including, as Dean Burgon so powerfully 
urged, every comma), that it gives us God’s Divine 
Message to Man, that every page is stamped with the 
love and the grace of the Lord who is himself Jesus 
Christ, the hero of this part of the ” Holy ” Bible. 
Nobody claims that Livy or Aristotle was ” inspired,” 
or that God Almighty revealed their work to erring 
mankind. The argument, in short, is just silly.

Mr. Elliott thinks that by quoting Harnack: “ The 
primitive literature of the Church is in its main lines, 
and in most details, from the point of view of literary 
history reliable and worthy of credence,” lie is helping 
his case. In this argument, what Harnack, or Sir F. 
Ivenyon, or some other “ authority ” says is just mere 
opinion, and unless backed up by evidence, can be taken 
for opinion and nothing else. Neither Harnack nor 
Kenyon nor anybody else is an authority for the Virgin 
Birth—and I  think that 1 am right in saying that this 
particularly childish “ dogma. ” was even too much for 
Harnack and he was obliged to give it up; in fact, I 
doubt whether lie believed in any miracle. In any case, 
1 am by no means clear as to what ho means by 
” literary ” history, and I am quite sure that Mr. 
Elliott does not know either. A “ literary ” history,
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tliat is, a history of the way we have received certain 
documents and the work of certain writers is quite 
a different thing from the history of the events recorded 
in these documents. Even it Matthew was clearly 
shown to be tlie author of the Gospel that bears his 
name, this does not authenticate his recital of the Devil 
carrying Jesus, or of the saints coming out of their 
Jewish graves after having been dead and “ appearing 
unto many.”

Arguments like these, however, have little or no 
effect on the mentality of people like Mr. Elliott ; all he 
does is to ignore them, loftily pointing out that the 
case for a live Jesus Christ, miracles and all, has been 
badly put to the stupid Mvthicist, implying at the same 
time that at least lie has ¡nit the case so unanswerably 
that all we can do now is to hide our ignorant heads in 
shame.

Let us look at the “ historic ” evidence he produces 
for the existence of Jesus.

Like almost every other believer, Jew, nationalist, 
and Christian, Mr. Elliott’s first witness is Josephus— 
though, unlike some of the others, ho hastily gives up 
the passage in which Jesus, Pilate, and the cross, are 
mentioned. It is, of course, one of the rankest forgeries 
ever perpetrated, and it was done by a. fellow believer 
in Christ Jesus for the Glory of the Lord; but the pious 
apologist’s contention has always been—or nearly 
always—that though a Christian could forge one passage 
he would be quite incapable of forging another. In 
the second passage,'Josephus points out that the Jewish 
Sanhedrin had James, “ the brother of Jesus who was 
called Christ,” brought before them. No doubt they 
might have had somebody called James brought before 
them, but the same forger or another one deliberately 
inserted the words in quotes making it as rank an 
imposture as the other.

First, of all, did Jesus have a, brother called James? 
The Gospel stories say he had “ brethren,” but the 
ltoman Olmrch has always (1 believe) denied it. Some 
of the early Fathers chained that the “ brethren ” were 
Joseph’s children by a former wife ; others argued that 
they were his cousins. The problem has been fully 
discussed In innumerable books but the fact remains 
that the Homan Catholic Church as a, Church claims 
that, as Mary is a Virgin, she could- not have any 
child except the Divinely born one and if Mr. Elliott 
is a true believer, he is obliged to take the same view. 
The addition therefore of the phrase “ the brother of 
Jesus who was called Christ ” is, if anything, even a 
more clumsy forgery than the other, and writers on 
Josephus have for the most part admitted this.

lint the ease of Josephus is a problem far more serious 
for believers in Jesus than these passages prove. Hu 
was writing a history of his people and, as his father 
(who was a priest) lived through the stirring times when 
Jesus was stumping the country “ doing good,” 
including, of course, the Trial, Crucifixion and 
Resurrection, as well as the early history of the Apostles 
when they were spreading the Gospel, when l’eter, 
Paul, and Barnabas were “ contending’I against each 
other, when hosts of Jews were being converted, when 
Stephen suffered a martyr’s death, when “ fear came 
upon every soul and many wonders and signs were done 
by (or through) the apostles ”—how is it that we never 
get. a line about such wonderful happenings in a history 
packed with the most trivial details? Christian writers 
shirk answering this most important question—just as 
does the Hov. G. Maurice Elliott.

October 1L 10-18

The answer Is not far , 2 k.
father—knew nothing of a Jesus going about
good ” ; nothing of the Apostles, the Crucifix1”1

and

Resurrection. The “ history *  «“  ■ **  °fÄ  ¡nmostly unadulterated fiction ; if there is ¡my . jj_ 
it it has been garbled and edited out of ¡̂,e
has no more call to be declared “ authentic orto D(3 declared ‘it piltitc
dozen or more of the other Acts—the Acts of 
the Acts of Peter or the Acts of Philip, ,() t]re

These tilings are naturally quite unkn0" 11  ̂ lia,jve 
simple and pious folk who read such childish alK 
pamphlets like that of Mr. Elliott, or listen 
precious sermons of people like the Hev. Can0"

book
Campbell. They would even shrink from reading jl. ^¡y 
like that of Dr. Barnes on the beginnings of Chris A, 
—a book which, if they understood it-, would tor 
unsettle their faith. ,, uge

Hut then if that happened there would he l*t e 
for raw parsons like Mr. Elliott.

H . CUTNEb-

UNO SLAYS BERNADOTTE
And Abraham stretched forth his. hand, and took .1,,

knife to slay his son.” (Genesis, chap. v’ 1st
IF a man is sent inadequately equipped into the j()
c two rival packs of wolves, it may seem ,oClC 
ame the wolves when lie is torn to pieces,

of two rival packs of wolves, it may seem logn |S
ieces

childish to give them all the blame. The wu*1» (jie
but i*
,-orld l“b

been shocked to learn that one or the other (̂ yCI 
warring factions in Palestine has assassinated a >' .
instead of one of their “ official foes. We rig'
condemn the dastard who wielded the fatal tommy 
and the clique of petty power politicians whose °l 
lie was obeying. But it is not enough to bhmw 
wolves, (,|,ü

1 was privileged to read only a few weeks _ 0-8° .jib 
latest instalment of Count Bernadottu’s memoirs,  ̂
a view to their eventual translation into English. 0f 
immediately impressed with the admirable chámete» ^ 
the man, and his fine philosophy of life. On m.V \VU)
Luxembourg in preparation for thy annual congr*-’1"' j 
the, World Movement for World Federal GovermT „ 
(WMWFG), 1 discussed with a. prominent 
federalist how to get the Count into our jnoviu'^'j 
The Belgian pointed out that Bemadotte could 
and that ho was intelligent; if at this late hour he } 
still not signed up as a federalist, therefore, he vVl'si]10d 
slow for our purposes, and should not bo appW'.1 ^ 3  
cap in hand. In Duxembourg the following da.V .¡.¡of 
informed that Count Folke Bernadette, U.N. Mc‘ ’’jj,,. 
in Palestine, had joined the Council of Honour ^  
World •Movement for World Federal Government- xVu 
far as 1 could gather lie had enrolled on b|S 
initiative. Ajj,

The implication was obvious: like Sir John Boyd 
former head of U.N.’s World Food Organisation, 
president of WMWF'G, lie- had seen liow futile Jb, ¡g 
misnamed “ Security ” Council, and how miworly1' ’ ^  
the U.N. Charter from which the Council derive 1̂ v 
duties and by which it is deprived of the ability to 1 
(hem out. . ¡)u’

The world allotted to Beriiadotte ¡i task withon j (, 
¡lower to perform it. Wjhen one is 1 given a job 1 |.11a- 
yithout tile proper implements there are two m 1 vV||l 
lives; one is to say: “ Give me the tools and j to 
do the job, but not otherwise.” Tile other is to '• pr 
“ make do ” with what lies to hand. Count Berm1* ¡y 
was too great a humanitarian to refuse the high
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j l ,(-'cc] upon him. But the world should not demand 
.,ti° mortyrs when one will suffice. His successor, it 

r’nj Wlq have more altruism than sense, 
wreis war in Palestine, sometimes overt, sometimes 

,li 11 1 hecause there is no alternative means of settling 
(i,i'|,u.;es ahd enforcing the settlement. This requires a 
J ! 1'" )l agency that can arrive at decisions (which 
I'Vn cuun°t), and enforce them without war (which 
1̂ cannot). The only way to avoid deadlock is to 

tliî  llB majority vote in a voting procedure by which
111., '°*es east truly reflect- the political power behind 
to M ’, ^l0 c>nly way to enforce decisions without war is 
Hot0" °rC6 Ihem directly upon the individual citizen., 
Nv "Pori states and governments as such. (The only 
tli,' coerce communities or their governments is, in

'illimate resort, by war.)
I ernadotte died because the “ United ” Nations is 
tv °n tho pernicious principle of keeping the peace 
R: , ,nahing war. He died because its “ Security 

urn is an evil sham, a death.trap for peace-loving 
and for idealists who love their follow men. 

^  Folke Bernadotte died on the altar of a false
1.. ...’. Hi(,iiuse the blind lenders of the blind worship the

'cHod principle .of a league of soverign governments, 
v,,-1(_ ’ccause their noisy self-congratulations drown the 
(lt)| (,s °f those world citizêns who support the 

constructive alternative: international federal 
cannent,

U'« millions of federalists throughout the world, 
t(> our myriads of sympathisers and supporters, 

Bernadotte's death is a call to action. He died 
na% r  to our Cause.

HAROLD S. BIDMEAD.

MORALS AND ETHICS

ill!!,1, '1' 1' have, ill the long history of philosophy, been 
attempts to construct a satisfactory system of 

Indeed, what are all the religions, looked at 
Hi,.,," point of view, but experiments in ethics? And
lri'M? ^le Philosophical systems, from Kant to the

advocates ,of Scientific Humanism, are likewise 
in at building ethical systems. Miss I,an Freed,
is,,"' 11ew book, “ Social Pragmatism ” (W atts; 15s.)

°n v̂ B’e latest- of a long and varied list of names. 
Iiuill hough she might not regard herself as being the 
u,.r j er of a philosophy of -ethics, that is in effect what 

|- amounts to; and it stands or falls by its success 
'U'e in that direction.

Mi,,,''1 what is Miss Freed's philosophy? That is not 
ti, MfliO). enfty f0 express briefly. I t  is, indeed, easier 
boo] l , wliat it is not. since she spends almost hall her 

hi discussing the traditional philosophies, and 
iiiiliv'.'l'Ung to show that they are all mutually or 
1'Mi|'• 1,11 ll.V inconsistent. Her main criticism of these 
' in,' l<>11i|l philosophies, especially those which have

III,,' Or>nnection, direct or indirect, with religion, is that 
tilt,' AV far too much stress on self-denial. Thus, at 

'‘hV beginning of the book, she quotes Emerson’s 
Every experiment, by multitudes or by 

ftiil i,"'uals, which has a sensual and selfish aim, will 
H„. ^hc considers that this is representative of the 

attitude, even though Emerson was in many 
'bo-of from orthodox religion. Miss Freed, in fact. 

'1' ijM H,Qt all such philosophies are philosophies of self- 
|iiir,|’1,' and must therefore fail. This point of view 
■''in,. Perhaps, have been wholly acceptable fifty years 

"d nowadays, in a world where selfishness,

enlightened or otherwise, lias had its way for a few 
generations, it looks as if there may, after all, be- some
thing in Emerson’s generalisation.

“ The pure moral imperative,” says Miss Freed, “ is 
still universally reverenced, and is still regarded as 
having claims upon us superior to those of any self- 
regarding principle or motive. We on our side are 
assumed to be capable of acting in response to its 
demands.” This is the basic assumption of what she 
so strongly attacks as ‘‘ Moral ism.” She holds that 
there is no real basis for the assumption that any kind 
of pure morality is responsible for right conduct, and 
advances in its place what is called a pragmatic 
approach to the problems of conduct. In other words, 
slit* considers that what matters in conduct is pure 
expediency; and that this is derived from ideas of 
universal desirability.

Now, there is no denying that in some respects this 
is ipiite obviously true. A society, for instance, in 
which there was no rule against murder would not for 
long survive, since its members would kill each other 
without any kind of restraint, and would in consequence 
wipe themselves out in a- comparatively short time. 
Similarly some sort of rule fdr the protection of 
property must exist in any stable society; otherwise 
the workman will not have the tools of his trade in any 
secure fashion; the writer will not have regular access 
to his pen or his typewriter; the housewife will not be 
able to depend on having the cooking and cleaning 
implements necessary for (he running of her household.

That, as 1 have said, is obvious. And it is equally 
clear that the ethical and moral rules applicable to man 
in society have varied from time to time in the world’s 
history and from place to place on its surface. Hut 
to say that is not- to admit the whole of the case made 
out by Miss Lan Freed. If we accept expediency as (Tie 
rule, if we do not agree that there is any exact concept 
of moral good and bad, we are at once faced with the 
problem of doing something with the question's of inter
national ethics. Miss Freed would probaly retort that 
she is dealing primarily with the actions of individuals; 
that is true enough. But the actions of countless 
individuals have their reactions on the. fate of the 
nations which are built lip by these individuals. And 
the state of the world to day is a sufficient commentary. 
J feel, on the rule of expediency in the life of nations.

Of course, Miss Freed will not expect the assent of 
all her readers to all her assumptions and arguments. 
Bertrand Russell, in an interesting broadcast discussion 
with a- Jesuit not long ago, said that he held that- the 
actions of the Nazi commaiultrs of concentration camps 
were wholly bad, in a completely moral sense ; but lie 
could not advance any arguments as to why this.was so. 
Miss Freed might, of course, take the attitude that the 
rule of expediency or pragmatism would show us that 
tlu* actions of rulers of concentration camps were had ; 
but 1 do not think that this could be deduced from her 
premises, provided that the inmates of those camps 
were people who were socially useless or harmful. Hut 
supporters of religion as well as believers in most of the 
more orthodox of traditional philosophies would, I think, 
hold that the actions were evil.

It is. of course, possible to argue round and round this 
point. But I feel that the weakness of Miss Freed's 
position lies in her more or less tacit assumption that, 
because some actions are quite obviously beneficial, 
taken purely as a matter of expediency', it can therefore 
be agreed that all actions which are valuable can thus 
bo considered good and advisable.
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I  am not,, I need hardly remark, trying to defend the 
pure moralism, say, of the Presbyterian Church, with 
its leanings towards Sabbatarianism and all the other 
restrictions on human happiness which it would apply. 
But 1 do not feel that Miss Freed has made .out her 
case in a wholly satisfactory way. The “ pure ", 
morality of the more extreme schools of religious thought 
is impossible to defend; but it is equally difficult to 
destroy the belief in some moral and ethical basis for 
our actions, as against the pure pragmatism of Miss 
Freed. Tn fact, here, as so often in the realm of 
t bought, wo are faced with the necessity for compromise 
between two extreme schools.

Any adverse criticism which I have here put forward 
should not, however, dissuade any prospective reader 
from embarking on “ Social Pragmatism.” it  is an 
interesting book, and it is (as I hope is obvious to any 
reader of this discussion of it) provocative of thought 
oh its subject. While it may to some people appear that 
the matter it deals with is a highly theoretical affair. 
Ibis is not altogether so. In its applications, as any 
rate, it is of the greatest importance.

JOHN ROWLAND.

RELIGIOUS BLACKMAIL
IT HAS often been pointed out that Roman Catholicism 
in Ireland or Canada is not quite the same thing as it is 
in England—though ostensibly the theology is the same. 
The following letter was sent out during the war to 
“ Catholic Mothers ” in Winnipeg and other Canadian 
towns—the kind of letter which our own R.C. Archbishops 
would think twice about circulating in England. We 
would like to hear what some of our eminent converts— 
even from Rationalism—think about it. Could any letter 
to bereaved parents be more despicable? Could anything 
be more heartless than this grasping greed for money 
filched from sorrowing parents by infamously foul 
pretences?

Archbishop’s House,
363 St. Mary’s Ave.

Winnipeg, Man., March 1, 1044. 
My Dear Catholic Parents,—

I have received from the pastors of the different 
parishes a list of those who have boys overseas. Some 
time ago, as you are aware, I called on Catholic 
mothers to enrol their boys as Perpetual Members of 
the Society of the Propagation of the Faith. I said : 
“ What better guarantee for any boy exposed to all 
the lmzarfls of war! A guarantee, should lie be 
killed, that he will go at once to his Maker, to be 
with Him for all eternity. A guarantee, should it be 
Cod’s will, that he will return to his dear mother and 
to those who love him.” This has been explained to 
you over and over again from the pulpit, and you 
have been urged to enrol your boys. A few, who 
have been personally contacted, have answered the 
appeal, but all the others have maintained a stolid 
indifference. If I were to conclude that you are 
indifferent to the safety of your boy,, 1 would lie doing 
you a grave injustice. You are not indifferent. What 
then, can be the rbason for the inaction! Some say, 
in fact, many say that they cannot afford it. That is 
not a reason, that is a specious excuse, unworthy of 
a Catholic mother. You receive a portion of the boy’s 
pay, and what better use can you make of it. “ Oh,” 
you answer, “ I  am trying to have a nest egg for my 
boy when lie returns.” When he returns. Wouldn't 
it be better to take the best means you know to

ensure the boy’s return. If he does not re > jqIT1, 
good, under Heaven, will the “ nest egg inoney, I 
I am not advising you to take the boy s oney. 
would much prefer that you use your j' ^ aS a 
But, if you must take the boy’s money,. J a  jn (he 
loan. Surely you will be able to make it llp̂  j .^ e 
years to come. Do you not think, wi 1 ^ je to 
economy, and a few less shows, you will ^ ounji jg 
set aside one dollar a month, until the fun a qq 
paid up ? It is not necessary to pay the «■ jnsj.ap 
once. Yrou can pay any sum you wish or
ments. You can pay, say, $5.00 a *n0 ’efl.r, 
$10.00 every three months. You can take ipreC 
you can take two years, you can take even ^ 
years. Three years, that is almost the equiya ^
one dollar per month. The important thing 1S _̂jjg
sure the boy’s safety, as far as we can do 
safety in time and eternity. j]ed

One Catholic mother in this Archdiocese en  ̂  ̂
her boy on February *20, paying $20.00. ‘ fc
killed on February 22. Do you not think ia  ̂ g]R, 
mother’s heart found some consolation in 
had done? ,

I have placed this matter in the hands 0 e 
Franciscan Fathers, at 233 Carlton Street (lelep 
20-136). If you want further explanation, see 
or get in touch with them. If time permits, 
will probably get in touch with you. . ,lo

Dear Catholic parents, we have a chance ' j|]t, 
something that will live long in the annals 0 
Church in Western Canada, and let us merit ' 
blessing by doing it.

Yours very devotedly in Xto.,
Alpho A. Sinnott 

(Archbishop of Winnipeg

LAST WORDS ON SIN
I AM delighted to learn from his article in The I * *  

afterthinker ” of September 19, that Mr. Yates is, ¡a
a believer in the necessity of sin. 1 am sorry 1 have 
understood him for so long, but I  think my mist-alu 
“ drumming on so obvious a truth ” is purdonnb 1 
the light of the following considerations. ,1-

In liis article of May 30, Mr. Yates ridiculed my pj.‘!j()11 
point on the ground that if sin is a necessary con* ^  
of human life, we should logically “ abrogate every , 
that prohibits or punishes i t .” Further, in reply to ,jt. 
statement that crime is not without justification- ^  
produced the case of a man who had been brutally 1 ,
treated, and asked sarcastically if this crime j' -- 
justified by ‘‘ its immediate or its ultimate res'1 " ^ 
(thus revealing, incidentally, that atheists as wj” ‘,,1 
theists can regard my thesis “ with amazement 
horror ”). And, in conclusion, he announced tu’ 
plmntly tluyt by these tactics he had effected a “ re*‘ll<([¡d 
ad absurdum ” of my position. In other words, be 
everything in his power in that article to show that-  ̂ /,
contention th a t goodness and sin are interdependent

guSt
now, in his reply, he calm ly states th at ‘ ‘ it is a conu
false. I tried to- answer his objections on August

on”
tie”

of existence that everything has its correlative or 
plementary opposite ’’ and that ” if there were no
there could be no good ” and so on, just as if his < 3
of May 30 had never been penned. What can be m# 
a man who, at one stage of an argument expends p 
energies in trying to prove that a certain viewp0”1 j,,- 
untenable, and, at the next, reveals that of course . 
himself shares the very viewpoint he was previO1 
attacking?
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§e 0Weyer, if we are to take his articles of March 28 and 
y V c , )cr. 19 as furnishing the correct account of Mr. 
,lia Ls Position, and ignore that of May 30, I  think we 
. W t a b l y  bring our controversy to a close. I t  seems 
jj.i |. laJ  Oie truth of my original thesis has been estab- 
ii Ii' t ’ ^ ough whether Mr. Yates has been converted to 

sin’s necessity or has held that opinion from 
fJU ,. o*nn'ng is, as I  have tried to show, a difficult 
Prdh|10ri answer- I  continue to maintain that the 
pa em fhe origin of moral evil is a red herring. The 
his *rom my first essay which Mr. l rates quotes as 
iCc exc.use for devoting so much space to this question 
f0l 1 s 111 fhe last paragraph and includes, at the most, 
pri^sentences out of the 70-odd which the article com- 
qec '' %  original intention was to show that sin is 
ap^ry- Mr. Yates, in spite of his article of May 30, 
lea\lVllS !ioree with me, and at that I am content to 
thfc L',]-le matter. In conclusion, I should like to thank 
Mi 0r of “ The Freethinker ” for his patience, and 

rates for a highly stimulating discussion.
(Rev.) JOHN L. BROOM.

th0‘ j'’~'?The report in “ Sugar Plums ” of September 26, of 
Mr.P^dent at the White Stone Pond, Hampstead, between 

°f the North London Branch and the British. Union 
quit« “ mi‘eti Tl eoi'reet.
> h  , ^ tins  was at Highbury Corner, and the matter was 

'y°re ser*ous. Highbury Corner is a well established 
V ti g place, where a number of rival organisations have held 

Soij^3 simultaneously for many years.
0|if a .months ago the B.U. appeared on the scene, and on 
0fl,6rc(j riVa* w© were told by the police to go away. They 
"fderetiUs illL alternative pitch, and on our refusal to accept 
Nd a , Us f°  take up a position so far away from the main 
•iiveu ' s to make our propaganda efforts futile. The reason 
"l|,Il(l ]V.as fhat  if they allowed us to take the pitch they 
..find -*2 allow rival political meetings—and why not ?
Mi« TyVe yielded it would have meant in effect that wherever 
“ft A 1- set up a platform all other societies would he driven 
““tin,., pitch by the police, and therefore we refused to 

T|’ mso-
H t v f having won its point and scored one more 
I'“]'"!' ™r freedom of speech, the Jewish Ex-Service Mon, 

“’’Kton Trades Council, and finally the lloman Catholics, 
weeks later to do battle: in safety.

Mi« t! ,';mamc<] on our old pitch for a number of weeks while 
,!H  ()',V • one end, and the I.T.O. at the other, blared at 

After r through loud speakers across our meeting.
'titj a number of protests, and I believe a signed

lôhod 110111 nearby residents', this nuisance has now
Migüit and the meetings have been conducted with proper 

y—-Yours, etc.,
------------ L. E buky.

CORRESPONDENCE
A CORRECTION

asc{iUl■ meeting, the loudspeakers and the police was not

i>on

Sit) THE “ VIRGIN ” MARY
H /'r/n “ The Freethinker ” of October ;1, 1948, I noticed, 

Mi, *ne heading “ Sugar Plums,’’ the following statement, 
J«st 0 never was a scrap of evidence outside the New 

•Muy that Mary ever lived.”
\ | L to the best of my ability, correct.that statement? 

“'ktii, called “ Sepher Toldoth Jeschua,” the author is 
yin yn to me, mentions that -Mary did exist! I t  says that 

atr„.''s il disreputable person, and nothing more than a 
4sept widker ” |

|, j,,s matter of interest, the hook tells of the parentage 
, ¡“Hi,.,.’3’ or Isi bin Yusaf or Isi bin Miriam ! “ Josephus
j. '“li ,a (Joseph) a Roman officer of the Calabrian Legion, 
;'s tl.Va? *" Judea, seduced Miriam (Mary) of Bethlehem, and 
This fa«mr of Jesus ! ”

,''ther (<lasht to put in the shade the Christian idea that the 
' lk'i'i il Josns was a spirit, as there could be nothing more 

11 than a Roman soldier!—Yours, etc.,
[K  , J a m e s  C o b e t t  ( a g e  1C).

A h -'Jm u , required is for Diary of the New Testament. The 
Mid 1 11 °f the Senhor 'I’ohlotb Jeschua was flourishing before 

Je a >' 90 B .c .— E d it o r .)

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY

Report of Executive Meeting held October 7, 1948

The President, Mr. Chapman Cohen, in the chair.
Also present Messrs. Hornibrook, Rosetti (A. C.), Seibert, 

Bryant, Griffiths, Ebury, Lupton, Woodley, Morris, Taylor, 
Barker and the Secretary.

Minutes of previous meeting read and accepted. Financial 
statement presented. New members were admitted to 
Kingston, Bradford, Nottingham and to Headquarters. Per
mission was given for the formation of a branch at Nottingham, 
to be known as the Nottingham Branch N.S.S.

Lecture reports and future arrangements were dealt with 
from Edinburgh, Glasgow. Nottingham, Stratford, Conway 
Hall and Messrs. Brighton and Clayton. A grant was made 
towards the expenses of the International Freetliought Congress 
to be held in Rome in 1949.

The General Secretary reported proceedings at the London 
Committee Meeting, of the World Union of Freethinkers.

I t  was agreed to make arrangements, if possible, for renew
ing the Annual Dinner in the early part of 1949.

The next meeting of the Executive was fixed for November 4, 
and the proceedings closed.

R. H. ROSETTI, General Secretary.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.
LONDON—Outdoor

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead 
Heath).—Sunday, 12 noon : Mr. L. E bu r y .

West London Branch N.S.S. (Marble Arch, Hyde Park).—Sun
day, 4 p .m . : Messrs. E. C. S a p iiin , J ames H art, G. W ood, 
E. P age.

LONDON— I ndoor

Conway Discussion Circle (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
W.C. 1).—Tuesday, October 19, 7 p.m. : “ New Frontiers for 
Rationalism,” Mr. G u if o y l b  W il l ia m s .

Rationalist Press Association (Alliance Hall. Palmer Stroct, 
S.W. 1).—Monday, October 18, 7 p.m.: “ Reconstructing 
the Remote Past.” 3rd lecture: “ The History and Inter
pretation of Fossils,” W. E. S winton, Pli.D. F .R .S .E .

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Rod Lion Square, 
W.C.).—Sunday, 11 a.m .: “ The Materialist Tradition in 
Ethics,” Mr. A r c h ib a ld  R o be r tso n , M.A.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Laurie Anns, Crawford Place, 
Edgware Road, W. 1.).—Sunday, 7-15 p.m .: “ The Myth of 
Christ.” R u b y  T a’b o is .

COUNTRY—Outdoor

Glasgow (Brunswick Street).—Sunday, 3 p.m. : Messrs. S. 
B uyden, E. L awasi and J .  H u m ph rey .

Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Castle Street)__Sunday, 7-30 p.m .:
Mr. J .  B ark er .

Nottingham (Market Place)__Sunday, 7 p.m .: Mr. T. M-
M o s l e y .

COUNTRY—Indoor

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Science Room. Mechanics’ Institute). 
Sunday, 6-30 p.m. : “ The Kiddle of tiie Gospels,” Mr. H. L. 
S earle (Branch Treasurer).

.Glasgow Secular Society (McLellan Galleries, Sauchiehall 
Street).—Sunday, 7 p.m. : a lecture.

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate).— 
Sunday, 6-30 p.m. : “ Freethought ¡948 Style,” Mi-. F. A. 
R id l e y .

Nottingham Cosmopolitan Debating Society (Technical College, 
Shakespeare Street).—-Sunday. 2-30 p.m. : “ World Govern
ment,” M r. Le s l ie  S t e v e n s , A l.A .

SECOND-HAND BOOKS. Wants List Welcomed. Michael 
Boyle, 21 Rosslyn Hill, N.W. 3.
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THE AGE OF REASON
By THOMAS PAINE

The book that has survived over a century of abuse 
and misrepresentation.

Includes a critical introduction and life by Chapman 
Cohen and a reproduction of a commemoration plaque 
subscribed by American soldiers in this country.

23° pages. Price, cloth, 3s. Paper, 2s. Postage 3d.

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING
By CHAPMAN COHEN 

Series Nos. I, 2, 3 and 4 

Each volume about 160 pages 
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Religion and To-day. Religion and the State.
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