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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

freSress Without Religion

chaise most frequently brought against Freer
thought is that it pulls down more than it builds up—
In aceusation that tits either Freethouglit or reformers
mineral. Both groups are far more concerned with
ill £#=®UP than pulling-down. There is nothing unusual
ill, 1S lu a revolution it is the noise, the street fight-
the ‘breaking of rules that attracts the most
iv N Oli- The deeper aims of the revolutionists, the
m v°f reconstruction that is attempted escapes notice.
i © orhcr shrieks at the threat of dissolution, the new
scarcely make its voice heard,
is\i UaHy the charge to which the reformers'are open
H It °f too great a zeal for reconstruction, forgetting
ly l'inculties in the way of effecting a radical change.
I*c make too small allowance for the unexpected
oft* tle incalculable, both of which play a part, and
o | 1 large part, in human affairs; and they are so
s tsse<l with the idea of reconstruction that destruction
k "™s no more than an incident by the way. Were they
_eager for reconstruction they would be more con-
Gnied over what it is that is (Hilled down. The two
ti~test “ destructive ” movements of modern times.
French revolution of 1789, and the Russian revolu-
i’ are strongly illustrative of this. The main figures
~ both movements were men who were obsessed with
A< idea of building a new world, and they saw this new
iN"I'l so clearly that many things were lost sight of. It
Hie manner of reconstruction that was chiefly
Sensible for the rash scenes that occurred,
fill 0Se who are so fearful of the consequences that will
j’ °w the disappearance of religion, argue as though
"«n conduct was governed by a single idea, and
1),yd0n 's that one. But at the very utmost, religious
le's represent a part only of the vast mass of influences
ik'd determine conduct; and when we _seeghow largely
$ftSe beliefs are .dependent for their existence upon
Ictdilation and protection, it is not likely that their
lition to life can be of a very vital nature. Left alone,
Wh subjeet to the play with natural things, religions
J] ‘'ler and die. Indeed the decisive proof that religion
not exert the greatest influence over life is the fact
Natit tends to decay unless artificial efforts are brought
? Peep the gods in existence. A careful examination
=°Ws this to be the case. A profound religious convic-
Winy he accompanied by the loftiest of ideals or by
leanest of motives. The unbeliever may be, and
eH is, a better man than he believes. Whenever in
business world a profession of religion is made the
J'klition of employment, the fact is taken, not as indien-
J I of honesty, but of shrewdness, but is only a sign
bigotry. Normally, we find men and women of nil
.;ﬁds and no creed playing the same part in. social life
exhibiting the same mixture of good and had
%«litles. Religion docs not provide us with the least

“ft

Editor : CHAPMAN COHEN

1>rice Threepence

indication that it gives us a certainty of good character.

It has been said by some very prominent men that,
religious, belief is no security of cleaner minds. | will
take but one evidence as given by Professor Leube>—one
out of large numbers—Ilie says:—

“Our alleged essential dependence upon transcendental
beliefs is belied by tile most common experiences of daily
life- Who does not feel the absurdity of the opinion that
the lavish care for a sick child by a mother is given
because of a belief in God and Immortality? Are love
of father and mother on the part of children, affection
and serviceubleness between brothers and service
between brothers and sisters, straightforwardness and
truthfulness between business men essentially dependent
upon these beliefs? What sort of person would be the
father who would announce divine punishment or reward
in order to obtain the love and respect of his children?
And if there are business men preserved from unrighteous-
ness by the fear of future punishment, they are far more
numerous who- are determined by the threat of human
law. Most of them would take their chances with heaven
a hundred times before they would once with society,
or perchance with the imperative voice of humanity
heard in tile conscience.”

In whatever degree the fear may be justified in special
cases, the indictment will tell. A transference of con-
ditions may easily result in certain ill-balanced minds
kicking over the traces, hut in the long run, and with
the mass, the deeper social needs are paramount. The
fact is that men of experience do not lay great trust in
religion. In fact, where there is much religion “ on the
carpet ” most people of experience would prefer to leave
religion aside. Of course, it is difficult to depict what
the future will be. But we may safely assume that no
change in religion can alter the fundamental facts of
social life. The tragicomedy of life and death would
still go on through all its variation. The glory of art and
the greatness of science, the complexities, the wonders
of the universe, will remain whether we believe in a god
or not. Our scales of values may undergo a change, but
the main principles will continue untouched. It- may be
taken for granted that what are called aesthetic values
will not increase. The cant talk ofl“self-sacrifice  will
die. There is no value in self-sacrifice, as such. With
Christianity, it was given a very great value, first because
it helped men and women to tolerate injustices, and also
because Christianity pictured the world as a preparation
for another life. The keynote of rationally organised life
will give a better life for all.

This sketch involves an enlargement of our concep-
tion of justice and of social reform, two things lamentably
weak under Christian power. There will he less time
wasted on what is called philanthropic work, which often
is the most harmful of all social labour. There will not
be less feeling for the distressed or the unfortunate but
it will be under the guide of intellect. There will be a
rise in the scale of values of what one may call intel-
lectual virtues. A very high value will he placed upon
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the duty of investigation ami the right of criticism, and
one cannot easily over-estimate the consequences'of a
generation or two brought up in an atmosphere where
such, teachings obtain. It would mean a receptiveness
to new ideas, a readiness to overhaul old institutions, a
toleration of criticism such as would rapidly transform
the whole mental atmosphere and with it enormously
accentuate the capacity for, and the rapidity of, social
progress. But we can well afford to let the future look
after itself provided we deal intelligently with the present.
A world without religion would be a world in which the
«ole ends of endeavour would be those of human better-
ment or human enlightenment, and probably in the end
the two are one. For there is no real betterment with-
out enlightenment, even though' there may come, for a
time, enlightenment without betterment. It would
leave the world with all the means of intellectual and
aesthetic and social enjoyment that exists now, and one
may reasonably liopei that it will lead to their cultivation
and diffusion over; the whole of society
CHAPMAN COHEN.

THE APOSTLE OF THE SUPERMAN

THE remarkable personality of Friedrich Nietzsche and
his constantly increasing influence have occasioned
another study of his life and works. Professor H. A.
Reyburn in conjunction with philological and psycho-
logical colleagues in the University of Cape Town, are
the authors of this volume entitled, “ Nietzsche—The
Study of a Human Philosopher ” (Macmillan, 1.948,
21s.).  Reyburn’s analysis is distinctly discriminating
and is entirely free from theologicial animus. Nietzsche
is treated throughout as a philosopher of immense
imaginative power, and as a splendid prose writer in a
language in which few authors possess that light and
delicate touch which is one of the glories of French
literature. Also Nietzsche’s inconsistencies are viewed
as those of all other men with expanding concepts, while
his failings are virtually attributable to the intermittent
ailments that harassed him through Ins working life
until, the overthrow of his intellect darkened his flays,
when death at last released him from his sufferings and
SOrrows.

The child of a strictly orthodox Lutheran parsonage,
his early years were spent in deeply pious surroundings.
The family was loyal and patriotic and intensely proud
of its alleged aristocratic ancestry. Traditional observ-
ances and social conventions were sacrosanct. Still,
little Fritz had ways .of his own which troubled his
commonplace mother. From early childhood, the boy
had decided opinions of his own importance, while he
was critical and aloof, and made few friends. Eye
trouble soon appeared, and this delayed his studies yet
he distinguished himself at school. Even in his
adolescence, Nietzsche began to question the family
faith, and joy unalloyed accompanied his liberation from
sterile Lutheranism. Naturally, he was sometimes
guilty of boyish pranks, but on the whole he proved an
exemplary pupil.

In 1804, Nietzsche and several of his school fellows
were enrolled as students at Bonn University. There,
the increased freedom he now enjoyed acted as a tonic
To pacify his pious mother he was enrolled as a theo-
logical student as well as that of Classics,, although
religious themes were promptly neglected and lie Was
for a time enraptured with philological research.
Strauss’ “ Life of Jesus ” met with his approval,
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& lai r ~ assililed in violent language the fai»°lli
F;ffrab?e ﬁtrauss.h'® had onCe acclaimed as “ the in*#%

H~denvi6 180?11 10St .Interest in Lis once adored Bo»»;
much In' ef- versability while becoming its victim !»*
to Jcinv-WUS'time was devoted to music. He removed
he Gec'itnd fna Was for the moment contented. Thel
u °rr iIfGQQUT ted with the philosophy of Schopen-
Itllauer vyhich [4 volut?onisecpw p_ . P )4—| Werécg»e"
SoLnIm ™\/p; uti0alSed his opinions, rx
God S i f r denial Uf tlle existence of a persHy
termman 1 > Jim "1Mb ox {He sguls immertality. -1
while'Set ©° S *16 penod were Kant, Fichte and Hege 1
Schopenhauer 'was scarcely regarded, although™ 1«
he nondeir an r?adakie writer, while they were »P*
With SehnneSrand .°bsCUl'e’ Nietzsche was delight*1

and was lid captiJafSTtiSf. GPigrnmS ~

chair™nt”in”i " as offered and accepted a Professor 8
latitud i 'IjL1m "-here he was granted consider;e
he S ,USf etb0d of Caching and, of this freed»»»
\vith®°’°W !m advan,itafe- At Basle lie became intin*‘
Tischen mf\i and rh unconventional household >
tle t1h ! Undlluted Pr«ise he then lavished »
comnarerl ' ->i cOiriPosel' reads very strangely "H'1
“ Pazsifil U < rus ater estimate of the author 0
entlmsias h- v; f2und a “ an,” once wrote ti«
other doc = ti* t-ZSCle, who reveals to me, as »
LS 3R whfo T oBeneratbaFEURRE R Shsich '

ii i:/ Ij, TwIM <’leei>n\‘i;emr Wpc?mT )'/10|u rmtst ?mft f%r(é.._.;
AN g GV Ty

judge him.. for the whole world stands en a differsit
»sis and is not at home in his atmosphere. In hi»l

re rules sueh an unconditioned ideality such a nobi«
seriousness of life, that near him | feel as if i were »

the divine.

iRkzsehie’s

important N ''ir. °/- *rafedy. Was
mp l) Y to prove

oilmt publication, and it purpose

devolL t 8!? ‘na eV0'Ved fr°m «>e choral da»<*
2 ., . le WOf 11 of Di°uysius. lii addition to tb*
u-H TV | “1 endeavour to revaluate Hellinist cultur»'

" hue extolling the message of Wagner. It is both
mystical and_ paradoxical, but it foreshadows Nietzoh*s
later conclusions.

s dealing with classical subjects wisT
wefe E8MPesd BY Nietzsche in the seventies of laS
ryi.rm,u unpublished until after his death 11
OU “His = Human All Too Kiwman ~ is an arresti»«
work and is well termed a gospel for free spirits, whigt
denies freedomm Pes§jmism pervaggs its piages and »
RBYBOFR FERMARS™ “ W spirit it is f%ﬁlafrom twy
optimistic ratjonalism of thg freugh, hggf{\xﬂ Fe»",
pesitively minded freetlimking’ man of the world, a'li
is rather the cry of a sensitive soul, deeply interest»l
m a life into which he cgnnot fyHy go¢er.”
Nietzsche resigned his chair at Basle in 1879 o
,serious illness and siied ecuperate abroad. B
(} Mina eBRHAYLD Belive, an {he was oppressed by 1’%
inability to proclaim his supposedly important revell
tien to ankind, The fey fuerds lie valued he »
one by one. through death, their marriage, or estrarfg
ment. Abnormal in several ways,, his love affairs nev
ended felicitously and although lie was constant
deploring his loneliness he sometimes deliberately 'sougl
seclusion.
The Superman emerges in “ Zarathustra ” in wh»
the present human race appears past praying for. *“

Several essag
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tequ U Superman,” lie. declares.”Man is some
njj ¥ to Bl@reome, Heaven can only come on earth,
into lere 's lIQ real God. The future, therefore, is called
V /"~ C e the world beyond, and if there is no God,
w, mu*t be a demi-god, a hero, a Superman.”

KI1 the fourth hook of Zarathustra was completed
haaitzsglle suffered from melancholia. Indeed, his bad
t@arh«qiwost made him despair and chloral hydrate

k., ,us remedy for insomnia. Also, trouble with his
a ] ,ler aggravated his ills, and when “ Zarathustra
aPl>eared it fell practically stillborn from the
lie titlier troubles added to his mournfulness, for
iw as fortified when his adored sister consented to
iw,UBU ah anti-Semite, while former friends drifted
Net- ~.ese trying circumstances, the highly-strum
"3 | le retired within himself. But pi
N aisy aS ]JU continued with his jien.
arig( & fRve seen, Nietzsche’s ideal was Nature’s
! L#,rat trained to rule the common crowd upon whose
WUIS De rested.  For lie realises that there must be
fftrs  wood and drawers of water to perform ordinary
tof . therefore the only practical use of religion is
<y edl the mob in order, while the dominant aristocracy
i, J* “°rded leisure -to secure their culture and maintain
in,a,*Bovereignty. Moreover, if necessary, an insurgent
k., 1 ke must not merely he restrained but positively
ticced to enable a natural élite to emerge. lieyburn
“ W part of “ The Will to Power ” as follows:
INbl?ng with the gradual degradation of the upstart
ljove I'"’ere must go the education of the new élite class,
. .the candidates for this suprema position arc to he
dH n no” shntecl. but they have to be trained and
Ued for their destiny. They must lie taught by
c'nt W& Philosophers who wil practise them in self-
and accustom them to think of themselves
assly and proudly as the creators of value, the ends
Tieh society exists.’
»--=laips Nietzsche’s powers of invective are most
@ "y expressed in his stormy “ Antichrist ”: ‘* 1 call
1] i'1% Il,e one great curse, the one great inner
«. - XitV, the one. great instinct of revenge, for which
Means is poisonous, secret, subterranean, petty
Xj~Slh T call it the’ one immortal blot on mankind.”
i died in 1900, after a mental breakdown lasting
e than a decade.
T. F. PALMER.

LYSENKO AND SCIENCE

= ROBERT F. TURNEY, in bis brief review, appears
> MR h>be most nnseientific in his leaps to conclusions.
I*1 « ftarland referred to a meeting in 1933, since when
E 1 has happened, and in any case, it was only the
M i(>S3)'’s opinion. On our radio, most of the professors
m lely let themselves go in a political, jirejudiced attack,
d' ‘kd not seriously and scientifically discuss Lysenko’s
Jpiltement.  Freethinker, Atheist, Marxist and Com-
"“‘st, Prof. Haldane was the exception. The stories
tjO he circumstances of Vavilov’s death and the persecu-
" of other scientists in the U.S.S.R. are nearly as old
"ji, Notorious as some of the Christian lies,
fi 'I\Vetl if we are not scientists, there are some elementary
wigp e know, and can see right before our eyes if we
ie °nlv kek  The Soviet Union uses and encourages
ﬁ "ce more than any other State on this planet. Its
mI"Whlieled, rapid rise from backwardness to a position
iii, .world'to-day second only to the U.S.A., was based
Neenee plus democracy. The struggle between the
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old and the new lias been going on all this time, so that
the Soviet Government and the Communist Party now
have sufficient practical results to indicate that Lysenko’s
theories put into practice have produced the goods and
will continue to do so on a scale we never dreamed of.
Sir John Boyd Orr has stated that Soviet soil scientists
lead the world. Does Mr. Turney really believe the

.Soviet Government is going to spend enormous funds on

a line which is doubtful, and so lay the country open to
possible economic ruin arid disaster? The capitalist press
lias screamed because it is well aware that the U.S.S.R.,
by taking this step, is going from strength to strength,
and, in two or three years, will have a standard of living
higher than that ever witnessed in the world before, and
despite its heavy losses in the recent war.

“ Science is the enemy of accident.” Changes in
heredity “ always occur only as the result of changes in
tlie body of the parent organism as the result of direct or
indirect action of the conditions of life.” “ It is possible,
with man’s intervention, to force an animal or plant to
change more quickly and in a direction desirable to man.”
“ We cannot await favours from nature, we must wrest
them from her.” Those are statements of men like
Michurin and Lysenko. They are statements of sense
and promise. Mr. Turney conveniently did not tell us
what part of Lysenko’s statement was a “ botch potch of
pseudo-science.” Like Prof. Harland-, lie ridicules lhe
statement without mentioning it.

C. A. MORRISON.

LIFE AFTER DEATH ?

AT the risk of once again stirring-up a hornets’ nest
(thank goodness 1 am sting-proof!) J would like to make
a few observations on that most controversial of
subjects— Spiritualism,

V hen that word is mentioned Materialists shudder
and Atheists either spew in the nearest cuspidor or just
curl-up and die. Perhaps the mental picture of some
senile old ladies seated in a semi-circle, with the lights
dimmed, endeavouring to contact the ” dear spirits ”
through the agency of a blowsey and perspiring

medium ” is too much for them. We are all, 1 think,
only too familiar with that pathetic and pitiful scene ,
liie old harmonium wheezing out hymn-tunes, while
credulous widows and inhibited spinsters lap up the
fatuous nonsense supposedly uttered by “ Little Rosie ”
or ” Big Chief White Feather ” from the Great Beyond
One cannot help thinking that if life really continues in
another plane then the departed ones must be splitting
their sides over such silly and childish antics. Nothing,
surely, can ever he gained by these sordid displays of
superstition and ignorance.

If the problem of survival is ever to be solved then
we must have properly conducted experiments and tests,
carried out by men of knowledge and scientific ability.
By making a popular religion of Spiritualism it has
become a money-grabbing racket, fattening itself on the
bitter sorrows and acute mental distress of the bereaved.
I can see no reason why occult research must be tied up
with Christianity, or why one cannot take an intelligent
interest in it without having to endure the hymn-singing
and religious addresses which always accompany demon-
strations of clairvoyance.

Now what is clairvoyance? Is it the gift of mind-
reading?' Is it a clever hoax? Or is it clear evidence
and proof of human survival? Those who have seen
the best, mediums will dismiss any suggestion of trickery
and fraud. There arc, of course, many impostors, but
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they are mostly among the smaller fry. Such well-
known mediums as Ronald Strong and Estelle Roberts
are genuinely clairvoyant—they .have been tested too
many times to admit of the smallest doubt. That they
possess super-normal abilities is unquestionable—but is
there no other explanation ol their amazing powers than
direct contact with those we regard jis dead?

L do not know—but 1 want to know. And 1 believe
we should all want to know—most of all Freethinkera.
Do Atheists disbelieve without question merely because
they fear to know the truth? 1 believe the most
essential possession of an Atheist is an open and
inquiring mind. It is only by inquiring into Christianity
and other religions that one sees their foolishness. A
Christian only remains a Christian so long as he does
not inquire. We must not then deny human survival
just because it- has never been proved. We condemn
the, Christian for his dogmatism and bigotry, Inil by dis-
believing wthout inquiry we are just as narrow- and
bigoted ourselves.

Jt was announced recently in (he press (hat experi-
ments to prove scientifically Man’s survival after death
arc to be undertaken by an American scientist, Dr.
Joseph Rhine.

By- an elaborate series of tests extending over many
years Dr, Rhine has discovered that there is a non-
physical entity in each human being which gives off a
mysterious energy unlike any other known to science,
and which makes possible extra-sensory perception.
Spiritualists, of course, will find nothing startling in
this. A genuine psychic medium certainly possesses
extra-sensory perception in a high degree. Distinct
auras or emanations of light surrounding human beings,
though invisible to the normal eye, have yet been photo-
graphed by means of infra-red rays. Also, a semi-fluid
albuminous substance known as protoplasm has been
produced by certain mediums under the most exacting
scientific tests. This substance is regarded as the
ultimate basis of physical life, from which all living
organisms are formed and developed.

Hard-boiled materialists who scoff jit these things and
ignorantly condemn all psychic phenomena as trickery
might do well to study for themselves the published
reports of the Society for Psychical Research, whose
business it is to examine, and test by scientific methods
the claims of mediums all over the world. The Society
does not exist to prove that Spiritualism is a fact or to
bolster up fake mediums, but rather to discover fraud
where it exists and to establish the truth or falsity of
all psychic manifestations.

Mere incredulity is not a sufficient excuse for whole-
sale condemnation: rather let us preserve an open mind
and welcome investigation—especially scientific investi-
gation.

Even if survival can be scientifically proved | see nc
reason at all why this should alter the case for Atheism
one iota. Atheism implies non-belief in a primitive
supernatural God—not because the existence of such a
God has never been proved scientifically, but because it
is contrary to common reason and experience. Further-
more, Atheism is definitely pledged to accept the findings
of science, otherwise it can be neither progressive nor
truthful.

If we subscribe to the view that what has not been
proved cannot be, then wo are no more intellectually
advanced than our forbears in early history who. knowing
nothing of modern science, would have regarded the use
of telephone, radio and television as absurd and
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impossible, they would have said such things could 1
be—but they would have been wrong. So, to-day,
no iey also be wrong who regard as impossible

suivivai merely because jt has not yet been seientfic
proved ?

t science can prove an after-life we may be f
ct tain lfc w' 1 not be the after-life of Christian teaoh”;
ilnfr?, WlJd be no nnSel hcssts, no harp-play»k f

a nlg about in a nebulous heaven, singing antheips .

élsfy the conceit of an autocratic find
powerful Go

M0’ U is. ¥»> Athehm that need fear the ptoofjj
uman survival—but- Christijunit,,. If Man Burvi'*

rZ IS r? anlty cannot’" Tl'e childish nonsense »
m 7 bv llen " ho should know better would
sdeneed for ever If Man survives he must do *> ***
"tloni’’ am} »Relligent being, going about his bus«,

a normal manner-not as an invisible spirit-eum-If
Hying about i,, the clouds with a golden harp ti«*1
underneath his wing!

Spiritualists claim that death is hut a change-overl”
a different rate of vibration, and that we do not beco«
disembodied spirits at all, but remain ns we now «L

' hehave just as normally as we do now.

Surely if the end of this life is utter and comP/™f
vion len 1110 whole tiresome business of living
071.0 rather a waste of time. But if we continue wH¥
. T ' °ft- rectifying our past mistakes and lear«I'l
mhati we have been unable to learn in this life we
eventually become more worthy, individually
collectively, and perhaps in time discover the VvV
meaning and purpise of existence..

There is so much useful work to e completed- 7
many hopes to be realised, and so lllam discoveries N\
lo >0 made that, will eventually benefit mankind .tb-",
continuance of existence in another sphere of life inf.

i)romlse a finer and nobler future than the feeding 0,1
earth-worms.

1 recall Sir Arthur Keith’s contention that even fj
the flame of a candle is snuffed out completely, soT
"lllst be reasonable to suppose that human life may’
extinguished in the same way—entirely and for 'e"11
But,, surely, no flame—or anything else—can he c0”]
pli'tely destroyed : it merely suffers chemical dull’y
into some other form such'as smoke, gas, soot ash f
liqguid. We know that the human body changes ',
loiin when its physical substance decays at death—b"
it does not dissolve into nothing: the solids, liquids fn
gases still remain. But what'becomes of the
(hat once animated the physical body? As yet we I
not know, hut we have no reason to suppose'that I
completely, destroyed. If mutter cannot be destroyIl'
then if is even less likely that a force can ho destroy'*

Does this life-force continue .to operate in so™.
changed condition when released from its phys™l
eontniner? That question is as yet unanswered—b’l
will if always remain so?

W. H. WOOD-

RELIGIOUS FORGERY

In tlic Imirtli itiul tlu- following centuries a monstr* ||
literature of saints, miracles and martyrs was fabricatel
writers like Lactantius and Eusebius adorned Christian hist*'%
with myths, and Popes began to derive authority from fra"1 (
lent decrees or canons of Councils. Under this mass
forgeries the power of the mediaeval Church was based.- *“
Rationalist Encyclopedia,” .1. McCabe.
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IT THE CONCEPT OF FREEDOM

and 3{ ~Hink, true to say that the majority of Atheists
Exist ,It]°nalists are rleterminists and to such men the
inli “ntndists’ insistence on man as a free, responsible
l'atlu’i-la* WHH constitute a stumbling block to the sym-
<dlij iC consi(cration of their philosophies. From the
to,,,"# ¢ays of philosophy the problem of freedom has
. U d ~le bewildered man striving to understand
taip® aild the world in which he lives, and the impor-
\{ uf our decision upon this problem is manifest when
Or emnsi<ler that upon our decision hinges the possibility
i ""Possibility of formulating ethical criteria and
pnents.
Al «.strength- of the determinist case appears over-
oon <?Ing wllen we reflect upon our past experience and
eiu * * °ur actions: we can trace the influence of cir-
U Nfjuces in shaping our “ decisions,” the predomin-
ni¥e °l one motive over all the rest. The determimst can
U ,aPpeal to the scientific method which searches for
in fjn',Ses of the events we observe, treating those causes
leu' turn as effects of some other cause and so on.
» ( «ust also. keep in mind the» probable effect
(en He Atheist or Rationalist of the fact that Science
(-t J?on the traditional opponent of Theology, and the
i(Jr>sl)°" °f Scientific determinism to the Theological
Of " °f Free-Will posited to explain the “ sinful nature
"I M"“m Hut we shall have cause later to examine
tin - Itr " e can>with any justification, extend the con-
"1s of science on this point to a sphere which lies
its method.
L,~ huii modern exponents of the theory of Free-Will
in m".tempted to show that science is not really deter-
'‘c and have seized upon recent developments of
be]* 1l science, i.e., the principle of indeterminancy, to
j, . 0" up their case. As Jean Wahl* points out, “ .
0" "»necessary, as well as somewhat questionable, in
lo preserve freedom, to have recourse to the more
of 1?1t discoveries of physics and to revive the doctrines
flucurus and Lucretius, who compared the movements
[0 Human will to those of the atoms.” It is, however,
(I "lent to remind ourselves at this juncture, that science
IriL e consHtute (lie whole sphere of human know-
K dy, nor is it the only fruitful method of investigation.
H are spheres (i.e., the inner activities of human life,
1 "I'Shts, feelings and emotions) which science cannot
Q.'N The actions of a physical object in a given set of
i»N'mstances can he predicted, hut not those of an
((* ‘dual human being. Granted the movements of a
tk 'a can sometimes he foreseen, but such prognostica-
Isi are only statistical and tell us nothing of how
(1"- individuals will act. In any consideration involv-
|- BiRnian beings we must not make the mistake of try-
i s to deal with them solelv as physical entities. Man
»7"»e.thing more than a mere physical object; ho does
, merely respond to his environment or his inherited
t,-Lucies but he also acts upon or against them. He
p./j to modify his environment and to resist those
\fabmeies within himself which lie esteems harmful.
g 1 Las a spiritual side to his nature—and here 1 am
ti( "hr the term “ Spiritual ” with no theological connota-
f,A\&—1 use it merely to differentiate between two aspects
i "man existence, the physical and that which is not
m\sical
,ii'|'|Qie 1 will break off for a moment to review what |
(.-"ly said. 1 have stressed the strength of the case for
H>tiimsm and have mentioned the support it appears
Ji ceive from science. Hut | have also mentioned the
"bilious of the scientific method and have asserted a

<Toan Wald, “ The Philosopher’s Way.” Page 123.
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dichotomy in human nature of the spiritual and the
physical—a dichotomy which I know many of my readers
will not admit—unfortunately | cannot substantiate my
assertion in this article but it is a theme to which | hope
to return in a future article. All |1 can say here is that
even monistic philosophers recognise the existence of such
a dichotomy, but attempt either to negate it or else to
explain one of the factors in terms of the other.

We are now in a position to consider the meaning of the
term freedom for the existing, human individual. The
first point which is obvious, is that man is not completely
free—we must not posit an “ Either/Or ” where one does
not exist. .We cannot say “either wholly determined/on
wholly free.” The one alternative is as ridiculous as the
other. Limits do exist. I cannot transcend the
limitations of space and time, 1 cannot walk through a
brick wall, however much | may wish to do so; implicit
in every situation are the “ immovable fixtures,” the
situation limits. But we must not go to the other extreme
and postulate only the limits—granted that the limits do
exist, what is it that is limited;" We may here use the
analogy of a prisoner within his cell. His movement is
limited, but within the confines of his cell he is permitted
a certain degree of movement. Similarly, within our
own particular situation, we have limits imposed upon
us but nevertheless we are still permitted some degree of
choice.

Let us now revert to the consideration of our past
experience. | said at the beginning of my article that
when we review our past action we can see the determin-
ing effect of one set of circumstances or motives over all
the rest, a point which exponents of determinism have
not failed to emphasise. But do not forget that in so
assessing the relative values of our motives, we are, as it
were, ” judging at a distance ”—evaluating in the light
of subsequent, experience. Furthermore, we have only
succeeded in raising a new problem—why was such a
motive dominant? And who chose to regard it as
dominant?

For the existentialist philosopher, freedom is regarded
as the dynamic of existence, destroy the concept of free-
dom and human life becomes meaningless; throw the
concept overboard and along with it go ethics, judgments
and values; any philosophy which rejects the possibility
of freedom becomes nihilistic.  What values can he
attached to the actions of a being who is merely reacting
to the stimuli of his environment and inherited ten-
dencies? How can the actions of such an individual he
judged to be either praiseworthy or blameworthy? Yet
even determinists condemn that which they believe to he
wrong.

Probably the most important objection to those who
deny human freedom is the fundamental consciousness of
being able to choose. Explain this consciousness away
as being an illusion and we are faced with the nroblem
“ Why not explain away all our fundamental impressions
as being nothing more than illusions? ” Even the con-
sciousness of the existence of an outside world is, in the
last analysis, of the same order as my consciousness of
being able to choose. It is merely a fundamental aware-
ness which all men share. We do possess certain funda-
mental ideas about which it is impossible to argue, but of
the truth of which we are quite convinced. | have cited the
existence of a world outside ourselves as an example of
such an idea. | submit that the concept of freedom is
another such idea and is a concept which must find a place
in any philosophy which is to avoid nihilism—or to avoid
negating itself.

T, W. SMITH.
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ACID DROPS

The *“ Daily' Express ” recently discovered from a
guestionnaire on religion that “ young men are the most
atheistic of all; almost every other one believes there is
no God . . . hut with increasing years there is a gradual
change in this viewpoint." We have always tried our
darnedest to discover these young Atheists; in general,
those who do discuss it claim that they are not, or have
never been, “ Atheists,” hut “ Agnostics.” And further
discussion has proved that these Agnostics knew literally
nothing about even Agnosticism. What they meant to
say was, not that they were Agnostics, hut were
ignoramuses, and a minute’s talk with them proved that
almost all they knew about religion was that Christians
believed vaguely in Jesus Christ and miracles; but why
or how or what, was utterly beyond their ken. These
young “ Atheists ’’ were far keener on football pools . . .

On the other hand, when they grew older and got
married, it is quite true that they often went to church—
to please the wife or her mother or both ; yet again, this
did not make them Christians, only that their belief was
contained in the well-known formula—*“ Of course, there
must be something!”” And that is all that is meant by
"a gradual change of view’ point.” The rule can be
definitely stated, once an instructed Atheist, almost
always an Atheist.

We have referred more than once to the notorious
forgery of “ the Letter sent by Publius Lentulus to
Tiberius ” describing the “ Son of God,” but, as is well
known, once a good Christian lie gets properly going, one
can never catch up with it. A correspondent sends us,
for example, a cutting from the *“ Cape Times,” for
December *24, 1048, which is, we understand, a reputable
journal; it contains an article by “ a South African
ex-soldier ” describing a visit to the Vatican. There it
was that he saw this marvellous “ Letter ” and he quotes
it as if there was not the slightest doubt as to its authen-
ticity. It is astonishing how thoroughly credulous even
a South African soldier can become when he visits the
Vatican.

We can only repeat again that this “ Letter ” is an
impudent forgery, perhaps of the 13th or 14th century;
and that the Roman Church has long since given it up as
such. For proof, let anybody read the Catholic Encyclo-
pedia. It is such an obvious fraud that any serious
discussion about it is a mere waste of time. That is why
—we beg to inform our kind correspondent— it has not
been referred to for many years in these columns.

Water from the miraculous well at Fatima, which the
Rishop of Leiria ordered to be dug at a spot where water
could not possibly be expected -hence its miraculous
virtue—will be sent free. Just send your name and
address, and a donation. Numerous cures are claimed,
including spiritual conversion (?). Full directions are
sent with each container. Very economical, as it is used
drop by drop for nine days, together with a “ child-like
trust in our Lady.” Fantasy? Oh no, this is an ad-
vertisement, and presumably many gallons have reached
the U.S.A. So send your orders to the Shrine of St.
Anthony, U.S.A., and not to the “ Freethinker ™ office.

Wo have been informed by an Oxford reader of “ The
Freethinker ” that High Mass was celebrated in
honour of *“ Saint Charles,” the Royal Martyr, on
January {10, at St. Magdelen’s (pronounced, we believe,

February *20,jg L

Mau.dhn ). That one of the last ” Kings by Fi'jl
Light should still evoke such adulation 300 }e! ™|
alter his death is an indication Of the extent to "'W ,
orthodox history can give a misleading picture of 1.
l-o Itical tyrant. The best comment we can think 0 . |

tlie recent article by F. A. Ridley in the “ Freethinker*

Ihe marriage of Mr. Tyrone Power, and the fact tI1
be has been received by the Pope, is still worrying |
good many Catholics who are by no means convi“cl |
| ait a marriage in a registry office is not a marriage
m spite of the Church. The “ Universe ” has to P°*
<u that il ‘our Lord ” received penitent sinnel™
surely the Pope can do so as “ our Lord’s ” represen

IN. And in any case, did not Jesus give the " (I *
(he Parable of the Prodigal Son? And, finally, did 1,)
i our Lord " welcome sinners “ at. the altar rails ~
It is all very beautiful, and we congratulate the Chur*

on always proving that it is right—with God’s liel '
jt_ there are Catholics who still - are complete’
bewildered! Oh, ye people of little faith!

Misery Martin, tlie Lord’s Day dictator, must t
feeling quite important these days. A Nat'0"»
Conference at Hastings has suggested that the H»"
Secretary should approach the Lord’s Day Observin'
Society to auk them not to interfere with " live S*™
entertainments. The suggestion that the UILIj(
Secretary should approach (apparentlv) cap in hand, |
a*1 a favour of a minority of “ Holy Willies ” is tI*
grotesque hut in these days when politicians defer '
potential voters, it is quite possible. How long are

going to be dictated to as t> how we shall spend
Sundays rests entirely on us.

The condition of things in Germany last Christ'l
for our young serving soldiers there lias already
referred to in these columns from letters sent to J (

Church Times.” It was only to be expected *
strong denials would be given but the original letter
been confirmed, and has now been extended by
writer. Here are some relevant extracts:— [

“ | wish to say that my statements on insobriety
the barracks over the Christmas holidays were aod't}
false nor exaggerated Larne numbers of the men
drunk including X.C.O.s and officers. . . My bn'ZI',
block literally stank as the result of the men vomit'

. . the level of sexual morality is very much lower thU
among troops in the U.K., and the inCidence of vene'
disease is still considerable. . .”

Another soldier in the same unit declares: —

“1 was sickened to see fully-grown men, the majoi'A,
of whom were drunk, staggering and vomiting . . =
duties over. Christmas gave me knowledge of various *f ()
of hooliganism, one of which was the wanton destruct”
of all that was breakable in one of the barrack rooms e’
no'disciplinary action was taken against them. . .”

How perfectly divine are the teachings of true relig'0't
especially at Curistmas 1

A question disturbing the Roman Church is whetl™1
excavations now taking place in St. Peter’s Masili™
v.ill discover the tomb of St. Peter. So far, accordin'™
to “ The Times, those working have been pledged "
silence—but surely the tomb will be found intact \wd1
all the necessary evidence if the Vatican thinks the tin™
is ripe for such a discovery? There is no more eviden!l
for the existence of Peter than for Paul, or any of tI"
dozen satellites called the * apostles.” They pro 1
myths, but they have proved a source of great wealbj
and power for the Church, and as such will he defend®
for many years to come.
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TO CORRESPONDENTS

li'vup °ClIE (Canada).—Passing tho “ Freethinker” on to
s is a good way of helping the Cause.

‘]‘Q]\Aﬁ%iﬂ—ﬂ"l'f\e “ Freethinker ” lias no Party Line. As

Eaviax® &> often stressed, we publish opinions of all shades,

“ui"g to the intelligence of the reader to sort the
"neat from the chaff.”

\Ei”oii —RReek oumbers oOf the “ Freethinker ” are. always
001116 for re-distribution

2?7 lor literature should he sent to the Business Manager
* Me Pioneer Press, 41, Gray’s Inn lload, London, W.C.I,
nd n°t to the Editor.

y.tlie services of the National Secular Society in connection
..ah Secular Burial Services are required, all communica-
Fﬁmgsltoug be addressed to the Secretary, It. H. llosetti,
lij* § us fong notice as possible.

“H

will be forwarded direct from the Publish-
Voulyle at the followm% rates (Rome and Abroad): One
It r>TIts.; half-year, 8s. 6d.; three-months, 4s. 4d.

"e Notices should reach the Office by Friday morning

SUGAR PLUMS

I I]lin is just time for this last reminder of the Brains

\'st take place in the Town Hall, Stratford Broad-
’ Condon, E., on February 21: full details appear
Another page of this issue.

tlin? Cave recently received complaints from readers of
ijJ  Freethinker,” that they have had difficulty in order-
d ,eQPies from their newsagents, either for their friends,
Itt, «cause of their moving to another district. Now
ilift UL I)aPer quota has increased, there should he no
tj( u'u'ty whatever in obtaining extra copies. A subscrip-
r( 1 «an be taken out and the “ Freethinker” will be
ti, i everV week from this office. We prefer, however
JI "eaders should get their paper from newsagents.
J7~d any newsagent make any difficulties, readers are

to send his name and address. A gentle hint to
INC'sfer one’s custom will often have the desired effect.
(f n°t be put off with excuses that there are not enough
J'les to go round.

& le detective stories of Mr. John Rowland (one of
T <=teemed contributors),are well known readers
t enjoy that type of literature, and we are pleased
‘ recommend bis latest, “ The Orange-Tree Mystery
, clfert Jenkins; M fid,), which is as exciting and as
llu,;,Lle as its several predecessors. It also has had

honour of recommendation in the B.B.C.
bookshelf ” Programme, which is in itself sufficient
jcation that it will have an appeal to a wide public.

debate on Atheism v Christianity between Mrs.

W Ta’Bois and the Rev. H. J. L. Hunter aroused

'Misiderahle interest in the Woodford, Essex, district.

y 11 Parish Church gymnasium was crowded, and from

q4P°rts Mrs. Ta’Bois put up a very good show. Mrs.

Hois wields an active pen and tongue on behalf of

, |'°ethought and we congratulate her on the part she
Ted in the debate.
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A RATIONALIST ENCYCLOPEDIA
3.

A CHEAT deal more can be said on the problem of
Tacitus and its relation to the Christ myth than can be
got into one article, and | hope one day to go more fully
into it. But what | have already said is enough to prove
that it cannot be dismissed in the airy way Mr. McCabe
does in his “ Encyclopedia ” by getting Hr. Conybeare
to hold the baby, so to speak. Not only the English
writer, W. G. Ross, in his “ Tacitus and Bracciolini
assailed the genuineness of the *“ Annals ” with some
weighty arguments but also the Frenchman Hoc-hart in
a number of works. In addition, Prof. W. B. Smith
gave in his “ Ecce Deus ” more arguments against the
authenticity of the passage about Nero and the Christians
(or “ Chrestians ”) and the so-called replies to these
writers are too contemptible for words. It is true that
the English editor of Tacitus, H. Furneaux, gives what
he considers a sufficient reply to the sceptics in his Intro-
duction ; but nowhere does lie deal with Ross or Hochart
in the editions | have consulted. On the contrary, he
sends inquirers to the “ Edinburgh Review ” for a reply
to Ross.

Let us now look at the second wonderful argument-
used so often by defenders of the man Jesus. It is that
the Jews never denied his historicity.

Years before 1 had read either Robert Taylor or
<. M. Robertson, 1bought a small volume entitled *“ The
Christian Fathers,” edited by the Rev. E. Biekersteth.
It deals with Clement, Igatius, Polycarp, Justin and
other Fathers, with either selections from their works, or
the works given in full. The “ Dialogue, with Trypho
is given in full, translated by Henry Browne, and | saw
for the first time the passage in which Trypho the Jew,
us reported by a Christian, clearly and unequivocally tells
Justin  that he * formed for himself an imaginary
Christ.” But | had better give the passage in case, some
reader has not read it. This is Browne’s translation: —

“ But Christ, if he is come, and Is anywhere, is
unknown, nor doth he know himself, nor caif lie he
endued with any power, till Elias shall come and
anoint him, and make him manifest to all men. But
you, having got an idle story by Hie end, do form to
yourself an imaginary Christ . . .”

| assert here, as strongly as 1 can, that if Trypho had
known of the story of Jesus Christ as reported in the
Gospels, lie could never have spoken thus. Did he know
nothing of the Crucifixion, and the’ turmoil that followed
that event, according to Acts? Why, he even twits
Justin: “ Prove now that that fellow who you say was
crucified and is gone lip to heaven is the Christ of God.”
How could he use the words “ you say was crucified ” if
there really had been a Jesus crucified? If the story of
the Crucifixion was true, Trypho must have known timl
thousands of Jews had gone over to the * suffering
Messiah,” and he must have known that Peter, Paul,
Barnabas, and all the Apostles preached “ Christ
crucified.” And nothing confirmed to my mind the utter
non-historicity of Jesus as much as these words of
Trypho; for if a Jew, only 100 years or so after the
Crucifixion, could argue in this way, it proved—to me
at any rate—that there were Jews who denied the story
of a real Jesus.

Faced with this passage, those Rationalists who believe
that there was a real Jesus have moved—almost literally
—heaven and earth to destroy it. They know it is one
of the most conclusive proofs that Jesus is a myth. We
are blandly told that this “ Christ ” of Trypho is not, of
course, Jesus Christ, hut some other Christ or “ Messiah.”
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If that is not good enough, then naturally the translation
is a bad one, or tjnite incorrect, and a new one must be
provided which can be twisted to mean anything. Let
me give the most notorious example.

In his “ Witnesses to the Historicity of Jesus,” Prof.
Arthur Drews quotes the relevant sentences: “ Ye
follow an empty rumour and make a Christ for yourself

. If he was born and lived somewhere, he is entirely
unknown.

The hysterical Conybeare in his *“ Historical Christ. ”
almost foams at the mouth when he deals with it, and
Drews. And Air. McCabe, in his article on Jesus,
calmly tells us,

“ Dr. Drews says that the apologist Justin makes
his (fictitious) Jew Trypho question if there had ever
been such a person, but Drews wrongly translates
the passage which is given correctly in Conybeare’s
Historical Christ.

I’he reader should first note that the passage was given
by Drews, not in English, but in Herman, and the
English, which 1 give above, is a translation, and that
this translation was made InyMr. McCabe himself. Drews
either translated the original Creek of Justin, or used
the current—and in that case, the orthodox—translation
of Justin in German. As 1 have neither before me, |
cannot say which he used; but if “ Drews wrongly trans-
lated the passage ” as Mr. McCabe contends, it was his
'duty, as translator, to append a note, to that effect. He
did not do so, and | consider this is the grossest negli-
gence on his part. To wait 31 years before telling
nationalists that the passage in Drews is wrongly trans-
lated (in English)—and it is his own translation—is not
what one would expect from a Rationalist with the
reputat ion of Mr. Met lube.

Hut is the passage wrongly translated? Here it is as
given in the very orthodox “ Ante-Nicene Library of the
Fathers —

*“ But Christ—if he has indeed been born and
exists anywhere—is unknown . . . and yon, having
accepted a groundless report, invent a Christ for
yourselves . . .”

1 have now given three translations and as far as words
have any meaning, 1 claim that they are all in agree-
ment, Trypho clearly says that Christians have
“ invented '’ a Christ for themselves, or “ do form to
yourself an imaginary Christ ” as Browne puts it; or as
Drews says, ‘‘ Ye follow an empty rumour and make, a
Christ for yourself.” One has to be a very reverent
Rationalist to see any difference.

But we are told that Conybeare gives the correct trans-
lation. Here it is:—

“ But Messiah (or Christ) even supposing lie has
come into being and exists somewhere or other is
unrecognized . But you (Christians) having lent
ear to a vain report feign a sort of Messiah unto
yourselves . . .”

| suppose Conybeare must have rubbed his hands with
glee when the word “ feign ” suddenly struck him; but
all I need add here—it hardly seems worth while discuss-
ing it further—is that for me (and I’'m sure the majority
of readers) there is no difference between “ following a
groundless report ” and “ lent ear to a vain report.,” -or

feign a sort of Messiah ” and ” invent a Christ for
yourselves.”” 1find it almost incredible that Air. McCabe
sees any genuine difference.

The only other point worth noting is, however, that
Conybeare looks upon the passage as having “ exactly
the opposite bearing to what Drews imagines '—mean-
ing that Trypho can now be cited as proving that there

February 20, 10T

really was an " Historical Christ.” | have read a? 10
deal of balderdash from Christians in my time, but
seems to be the biggest piece of utter rubbish I have €'
come across. Whether there was a Jesus or not may "
>e a subject for serious discussion, but the Conyhe®
twaddle will get us nowhere. i
Apait from the article on Jesus (or rather a portion 1
IV have iiothing but praise for most of this “ Ration:' >
Encyclopedia. It is a splendid work for Freethi»”™”
o lave on their"shelves, and can be confidently c*
suited on a large number of the problems we have to fu'’
But—I hate to use this word—but 1 hope that in a fujr’
edition a few corrections will be made, Mr. AlcC"1
surely knew that the author of “ Mademoiselle' a,
Afaupm ” Was not Guy de Maupassant and that Soloviev»
A .Modern Priestess of Isis ” was written after M*?’
Blavatsky s death—in 1895, not 1875. Of course,l'
sin ia huge work it is not surprising if a few errors of t
urn creep, in; but there is no excuse for the omission b
Robert Blatchford, who did a thousand times more D
'revthought than a good many of the Theists and w0
reverent Rationalists who get a large place in tli
Encyclopedia;.” And the same can be said for Get"l
Massey, who seems to have got as little appreciation
"« splendid work as Robert Taylor—or even less. Alnsff
looked upon Jesus as a myth just as Taylor did— wvinf.
accounts perhaps, for the way he has been deliberat'd)
neglected. His six volumes on Egypt are a monuine"
?1 ilUi schalarship. Agmmwhmshqqgm the quotations 1
Godfrey Higgins’ “ Ananoiypsiy . Detter verifh’l
before us?” Apart altogether from the fact that tu.
" huge volumes of this work are extremely scarce, f
May expensive to buy, and therefore not likely to.Il
used much by modern Freethinkers, Higgins was pa**1
cularly careful in Ids quotations, and took immense
to verify everything for himself. But as' | have ahead'
pointed out, Mr. AlcCabe could not easily be q«ite
Impartial. - -
Hie printing and general get-up of the “Encyclopedia
IS excellent and it should have a well-deserved sale.

H. GUTNEIh

SOCRATES REVISITS ATHENS

bos,, called me into his office. He said there
one of those national heroes, a fellow named Socrates-
returned to the city of his crimes after being dead *!
Hades these three thousand years. Yes | said 1 I'll
beard of him, trying to put as much wmten.pt’in »
voice at Ins lack of education as | could.

“ Go and get his impressions of modern Athens-"
said the boss, unaffected by my manner, “if he ah'
speechlesS with wonder.”’ ]

So | sought the old man out. 1 found him sitting in
a disreputable cafe in (lie poorer quarters round tuw
Acropolis, drinking ouzo.

“ Good morning, Mr. Socrates,” | said, approach”
him respectfully, “ 1'd like to know wiluit you thinI
of our Athens after your long sojourn in Hades?”

Well, replied the old man slowly, “ | don’t see
any great changes wince 1 was last here.”

No changes!” 1 exclaimed. “ Oh, come now, y>il
must see a vast difference between the vill__, "t®
Athens of your day and our great modern city with
teeming millions.” | admit ] overdid it a hii, but thp
old geezer's air of indifference riled me.

“ Yes, yes,” returned the ancient in his slow way,
it’s bigger, to lie sure, and you have all these gadget3
for getting about and doing- tilings, all to little purpose.

7
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| *° ni°’ * don’t notice that the habits of
ti i lave changed much. Your government seems
show the same indifference for the common people
“ . 6 same purblind dislike of new ideas.”
We ; * least,” 1 answered, nettled, “ you must admit
ave preserved the grand tradition of democracy
mgeneration handed down to us.’
fact'*?11 * See I*’* l'etortcd the sage. “ As a matter of
Wis *e. 8ra«d tradition of democracy, as you call it.
F.\ 11 it myth even in my day. Perhaps you recall
to \acident that happened to me and which led
..y arriving in Hades a bit before my proper time.”
“ K. course we remember it,” | responded warmly.
iln1 P lliscribed in the most glorious annals of our long
ra. lestinguished historv. In fact, we' think you get a
Z deal, chief.” =m '
sl "It see why you should,” retorted the old Tin

Isingly, as lie looked penetratingly at me from
to<.llletl1? bis hoary eyebrows. “ It'd be tile same
(M except that 1 wouldn’t be opening a vein and
u W the comparative comfort of a hot hath. Youi
Hi, s nowadays are considerably rougher, not to

.i1*0 the water shortage there is in Athens.”
- IN'day,” | declaimed rhetorically, ignoring liis last
“ I'ks which struck me as not in the best of taste.
] ashould acclaim you a national hero. You wouldn’t
¢ ? to fear you would he hailed before a court and
‘ lerniied for your ethical principles.”
.- I't that’s just what your courts do, and your
1] »Le full of people whose ideas aren’t quite to the
I"'S of your government.”
jiH,je old fool was. getting under my skin. “ Not at
j 4 i retorted with some heat, “ those people are in
1 because -they are a danger to the State.”
,» Is that so?” lie queried with sarcasm.
, 1bey seduce our young men into joining their rebel
U | . m<d have even taken to kidnapping our children.
., "Hig them wup in their beastly and disloyal ideas.”
,» Corrupting the youth, eh?”
H N say they are.”
iii(. ,rust bhe same old charge as they brought against
sighed the seer of yore. “ So you do still throw
hito gaol for their ideas, eh?”
< Naturally we don't permit,” | responded
r "iciitiouslv, “ that people shall attack the funda-
0f the gtntc.”
4. And why not?” demanded Socrates unexpectedly,
b they think those fundamentals unsound.”
| i N\Vliy not?” | repeated, somewhat at a loss. “ Well
don’t really know. But it’s not done even in Russia.”
(0] Never heard of the place,” retorted this wiseacre
/ *be ancients. “ And do you find you can keep things
b'jet and unco-dory with ail this suppression?”
J Well, not altogether,” 1 admitted. “ In fact just
. "Present we’re having n spot of bother with recalcitrant
(Qlkioal parties, who stir up rebellion and are trying
,upset the government.”

Isn’t, that what political parties are for—to try and

change of government.”

Not in times of national emergency,” | replied
§'nly. “ \ye consider that all parties should get
°8ther, in times such as these, on a common policy.”
In that case why have different parties if they’re
b> have the same policy?”

(] 'Oh you must have. Otherwise it wouldn’t look
"diocratic. 1t’d he totalitarian.”

That’s a new one on me,” commented the sage.
And what do you do with these follows who try and
Tset your government?”
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“ Oh. we execute ’em or send ’em into exile.”

“ Just like old times,” murmured this old timer.
“ No, young man, | don’t see much change in Athens.”

“ What you don’t realise, Socnites,” 1 answered
defensively, “ is that we’ve had a lot of trouble, in
.Macedonia, in the Pelopomiese, in fact all over the
country—all bolstered up by Russian gold.”

“ More and more like our day,” said the millenurian,
nodding his head in mournful satisfaction. *“ Why,
Thebes, Euboea or somebody was always on the other
side in our scraps'with the Persians. And, ah! Persian
gold! How we all scrambled for it when we were having
a go at each other. Then we had that do with the
Spartans in which, you may recall, young man, if you
still read history, we got the worst of it. Finally the
Macedonians came down and ended by smashing the lot
of us. No. | don’t see much change in Athens.”

| looked the old codger in the eye. “ Say, Socks, old
hoy,” J observed, “ that was a hit after your time,
wasn't it?”

“That’S so,” answered the corrupter of classic morals,
quite unperturbed, “ hut we’ve got a good news service
in Hades, you know. And now, with the radio . . . and
lately some new announcers have come down—from
Germany. Very good they are, too0.”

Yes, 1 guess 1 know why you’re referring to,” J
answered drily. “ Well, they seem to have taught you
something, Sockie, at any rate,” | added nastily.

“ Yes. we die and learn in Hades, which is more than
you, living, do apparently.”

“ Well, well, perhaps you were best off, down there
in Hades, Sock, old lad. How long do you propose to
honour our city with your distinguished presence?”

“ Not longer than | can help young man,” returned
the sage. “ There’s nothing new to be seen in Athens
anyway, and if ] stay much longer your police will he
rounding me up with tile next hatch of rebels. 1 don’t
want to go through all that performance again.”

“ Perhaps you’re right, old wisecraeker. You
certainly read better in the school textbooks than you
sound to me here. But then |I'm no Plato,”

“ Nobody would accuse you of that, young man.
Well, 1 must he getting along. If 1 stop nattering
with you any longer | shall he late for the football
match. You can pay for my drinks, now you’re here,”
with that the old man got up and began to move away.

“ I'll see you get a copy of our paper with the inter-
view in,” J called after him.

.Muttering something about our paper which I
couldn’t catch hut which sounded rude, Socrates dis-
appeared round the corner.

P. C. KING.

DEATH OF THE CARDINAL PATRIARCH OF
LISBON—OR, HOW SAINTS ARE MADE

YESTERDAY at.2 p.m. in the abandoned monastery of
the Monks of St, Augustine, the scene which 1 am about
to relate took place.

In a great salon with its two French windows open to
the stm, and adjoining the bedroom of His Lordship the
Cardinal Bishop of Lisbon, lay the body on a great
table turned towards the light. It was the remains of
the Prelate Dom Ignatius (le Nacimento, who died on
the previous day from softening of the brain, 71 years
of age, 12 of which were spent in the administration of
the Diocese.

The doctors had arrived at 9 a.m. to embalm the body
which the Master of Ceremonies and two other clergy-
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Ini'ii, assisted by two of the dead bishop’s attendants,
had previously washed in wine, water and aromatic
herbs.

The embalming was carried out by Drs. Brandao,
Barbosa and Baltli, and the method employed was that
of Kucquet.

The cheeks having been injected- externally through
the carotid arteries with a solution of sulphate of
ammonia tinged carmine, the right carotid artery was
struck and the injection of the arterial system was
carried out with (> litres of a solution of chloride of zinc,
the suffusion being spaced at intervals of 5 to 10 minutes
and continued till the liquid bubbled out through the
nose of the corpse.

As the pasty face of the Bishop, newly shaved and
with his white hair cut close in preparation for the tomb,
still presented a livid aspect in spite of the coloured
ammoniac injections the Master of Ceremonies, moved
by a sinister coquetry, painted them red with rouge
bought at the I'’erfumaria Lubin, furnisher to the Grand
Opera Company, The colour was subtly applied with
llie point of the linger to the cheeks and the lips of the
venerable Prelate.

After wrapping the stomach in lengths of English
cotton, sewed and arranged in line with carotid arteries,
strips of cere-cloth were pasted over the scabs which
infested certain parts of the bishop’s body, the mouth
and nostrils of the defunct were stuffed with cotton
wool powdered with quino and the ceremony of invest-
ment began.

The doctors now ordered that the door should be
opened to give a strong current of air which would blow
away the, heavy smell of the balsams. The clergymen,
the attendants and the Doctor of Anatomy placed their
hats on their heads.

“ Lift him tip straight from the waist | want to put
on his shirt,” said a voice.

Tlis vestments had been laid ont over the wonder-
fully rare pieces of furniture in the apartment. His
socks and shoes on a chair: his mitre and gloves on the
table by the open jars of i»-ids, of chlorides, of herbal
waters: the pastoral staff at the side of the basin of
water in which the operators had washed their hands
and their bistoury knives, the quino powder spilled all
around, the great Molierestie syringe of the injections,
and two lighted wax candles.

The corpse, was now lifted up by the armpits to he
vested In (lie alb. The face, with the chin hanging down
on the chest had taken on a very inconvenient sulky
expression. Each time the head fell back on the hoard
which had been placed underneath to keep It in a hori-
zontal position, an impatient hand righted it.

A dazzling beam of light from the sky, immaculate,
profound and of an intense blue, exalted by the aquatic
reflections of the Tagus, beat gaily on tile shrunken
form. At the other side of the river could he seen the
Bay of Alfeite and the hill, covered with soft green
grass at the side of which shone the white palpitating
wings of a mill, slowly a yacht with shining sails clove
through the glassy surface of the water.

'File Bishop now robed in the alb tied with a silken
girdle, the clergy were about to place the stole round
bis neck, when one of the Bishop’s attendants wisely
remembered that the chasuble was missing. Prelates
did not put their vestments over the alb: that was a
procedure for the lower clergy. The chasuble ;s a
liturgical robe exclusive to the princes of the Church.

“ Where the’devil have you people put the chasuble!”
bawled one of the priests.

Eebruary

Meanwhile the others were putting the yellow »
on tile old hands knotted by age and blackened bj 1
while the priest with his biretta on the back ol Nes
pushed his right hand in and out amongst the hod 11 (],
in search of the chasuble while with the left he h* 1
Ritual in which was to he found written in *¢( di
black print the Latin which had to be chanted
vestment was put on the Bishop. [

It is wonderful weather for the crops, ’ sa>( U fl]
the attendants respectfully addressing the 1)< O
Anatomy, who had remained to help.

Wonderful weather,” answered the other, r'‘n“)
through the window at the first swallow of the U
which was circling round the window.

On placing the mitre, it was found to he too
and one and all gave his opinion on how the in"'1l A
was to he met. Tile brim fell down over the h|C gj[
the two points on top fell in one against the oth*l *
they too were dead. The Doctor of Anatomy ruslu”®
ward: ” Give me some tow and I’ll arrange this-

The tow was procured from the man who was Il r
ing the coffin at.the side of the room.

- The Doctor of Anatomy filling the mitre as it he
stuffing an animal, for tiie museum, pulled and PLIJ »

it into shape, embalmed it so to speak, as he hai
owner.

It was God himself who sent this man to help 1" .
said one of the priests, “ When His E minence "
Manuel died they sent us some fools who were no g°°("

linally the body of the Bishop duly dressed frr

grave bandaged, stiffened, the feet ‘in the Pontifft
sandals placed close together, with yellow ebasuff “
Metropolitan Palio (ornament of white flannel with bD”’
crosses conceded by the Pope to certain .prelates) 'r
Pastoral Staff, the eyes closed, the arms crossed 0' 1]
the breast; there was a jovial sense of relief amongst 1
the helpers.

"hut a dandy lie looks! ” exclaimed one pvie

Then the Doctor of Anatomy, the, priests and ti
assistants after washing their hands went off to din0'

And it is so adorned, richly dressed and sealed, t'll
the departed dignitaries of the Church are launclied >'
the mysterious silence, of eternity.*

Traiixhitvd from the Portuguese of Kamalho Oft'ill
In, N.F. ‘

* Compare the funeral of the pauper who is taken to'.tjx
cemetery ill .i hired eoMin, the body taken out find 1k.oywn 1JC
the “ Vale (‘oiniiiiui ”’ on to a heap of other bodies and
coffin tnkrn back for its next cargo.- N.F.

MUDDLED THINKING

The Bishop of Liverpool has been writing on 11
divorce problem and how, if you sin. there is ul'Vily
Christ to give you the gift of a new start and forg'vj\
ness. It lias all been said more or less ns beautifn'?
or just as stupidly—it depends on what one thinks 0
the Church’s paper God—before, but it lifts always S0!1,
down well with the unthinking, and it has raked in *~
shekels for the Church and its bishops. Tlie “ CIli"’1
Times ” feels it is its duty to say,”“ What perturbs I"]
however, is the Bishop’s muddled thinking on * j
subject of repentance.” A live Bishop, the Bishop O
Liverpool guilty of “ muddled thinking!” W hate'l®
are WO coming to! Obviously, there is no need for
to comment on the muddled thinking If it cannot ffl
swallowed hv the “ Church Times.”
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CORRESPONDENCE

8,t_y A CHRISTIAN RATIONALIST
<Shyut i U colltributoi\ Mr. A. Yates, in his article in the
RescriOiir, G Christian Rationalist,” objects to my
a title, k tle Anglican theologian, Dr. W. R. Inge, by such

be imrel'v6161106 between Mr. Yates and myself appears to
" Ratimi«r ?",e ,°F terminology. Mr. Yates using the term
@eini:m‘a¥sst b its literal selise, whereas, upon the occasion

LI of @g your contributor, 1 used the word in its

Héﬂi clni]\é}ﬁa sei>e with which r. ‘Yates' is not,
the Use " fl11l .the?logy a “ Rationalist ” is one who accepts
tion to i] st'lentific, Iiterary and historical criticism in rela-

trad 6. ‘i’16 a tlie creeds, in contradistinction to
as o J.tuuialist authorltarlan school  (technically described

ftason eisl" ) which denies altogether the jurisdiction of
It L rnlatters of faith.

udyin
-si‘mrmt, ant ying
{"de such ci
then, =116 "WOL(f exclusively in the above technical sense,
ci,ssi( Is 110 doubt of its applicability in the case under dis-
in (1,1 And, | may add, it was in this sense, and only
“ClIn\'sense- that f referred to Dr. AY. R. Inge, as a
itifi ti ea*l R'ddenalist” | do not need Mr. Yates to tell
lit « n .In the liteml sense of the term, no Christian can
p Nationalist.
questr~ally- * note that Mr. Yates does not appear t"

Thi(..Go[" the (,Ioomy Dean’s ” right' to be called a Christian.
<piPstj.,. "Usllt 'e °'t stronger ground! But that is another
-ion— Yours, etc. F. A. RimHY.

iy HOPIbUMI
r. Harbour
UoodI rv‘éld Plg\i/!elvsupposed Communists would ever join the
flic pi V'mpany of Apologists, of which our dear friends,
»olitmus, are the founder-members?
volin,st nnjior's have for so long become accustomed to the
say nxcuses and explanations of what God meant to
‘lot H 1011.he said something entirely different that we pay
~hat f6 slightest heed to them. But Marx being to the Reds
I'air' 's' f° the Christians 1 suppose, after all, Professor
iis .["Sinn is only doing what come« naturally when telling
"<t Marx did not really mean that *“ Religion is the
WV, i*r~'p )60ple,” when he said precisely that.
Wit ® |, ve ‘dways thought this famous axiom a gem of acid
itlfor 111 °f the truest things Marx over said. Now we are
on/ 'il0" that he really movant something much more hind
kAp *Njuler. Does this mean, | wonder, that our Reds are
mnning to turn slightly Pink?
tommend to Mr. Nmrbour’s notice the excellent letter
TYour correspondent, Mr. Corrick, in the same issue of
0 Freethinker.”—Yours, etc., AY. H. AYoon-

totalitarianism
VeiJur~- 1'1 reply to S. F,. Parker, 1 am aware of the large and
in, j°rKanised output of anti-Soviet literature, and have spent
Ti fi'i'c in studying its origin and quality.
V 10 evidence available has convinced me that the 1936
JIf( Ipt Constitution is democratic not only in theory but in
jud ,rp. Tho matter is really a legal one, but we can also
k',‘ by rosults. Thus the morale it msplred contributed
i tlle defeat of the greatest and most savage invasion ever
J It lias also played its part in going a long way in
period of time to establishing a “ new civilisation
Hn-Ji® words of Beatrice and Sydney AAebb). 1 regard the
b “ totalitarianism” as being on the same level as
a ue raggy Russian troops,” “ the murdered Bishops,”
*<1Protocol in,” the “ Iron Curtain ” of Goebbels, etc., etc..
nauseimi.—Yours, etc., F. H. Walker.

ENTROPY AND EVOLUTION

u«,—Mr. David Moore’s discussion (your issue of
i."biliary (i) of my recent article about Dr. Clark s book on
varwiiiisni raises some interesting points, though ns Mr.
j, ore admits, it is not at all easy to discuss a closely-argued

"k from reading a review of it.
should like to make a further comment, however. First
Klalh the increase of entropy is undoubted, as far as our
eryation goes Perhaps, ave misled Air. Moore by my
il of heaW radiation, for is-onky--one-aspe® of Uhe
» Entropy is, in sonic respects, a fflcult mathematical
'OnCeption, anil it really means, ns f said in mv article,
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“ randomness.” That there is a constant increase in random-
ness throughout the universe, and that (to take one example)
we cannot make heat become more concentrated, i.e., that we
cannot cause heat to flow from a place at a low temperature
to one at a high temperature, is one of the fundamental laws
of physics.

The other point—that temporary effects which apparently
offset this general rule can be observed—is true enough, and
the evolution of various forms of life on this planet may be
accounted for in such a manner. W'liat, as | read him, Dr.
Clark was trying to do was to “ debunk ” the writers who
assert that the word “ evolution ” accounts for everything,
from the nebula to man. The evolution of life, in Dr. Clark’s
view, may be a possible explanation; but to assert that the
idea of evolution solves the riddle of the universe is, he would
say, taking the matter too far. That is the point in his thesis
to which 1 war drawing attention, and it is a point which I
think has not yet been adequately dealt with in evolutionist
literature— Yours, etc., John Rowland.

THE REALISTS

If life is an exam,

The secret is that man

Must give himself his marks,

Not wait for priests and sharks

To say

He may

Put butter on the bread he’ll lie upon!

The wise will not be long

To bum their boats not sacrifice,

To claim the certain prize,

Not promises in starry skies

(Those ancient pies):

No need to judge them when they’re dead,
They’ve done that work themselves instead.

OSWELL BEAKESTON.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.
LONDON—Outdooii
North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead
lleath).—Sunday, 12 noon; Mr. 1. G. Lupton and Mr.
L. Ebury.

LONDON—I ndoor

Conway Discussion Circle (Conway Hull, Red Lion Square,
W.C. 1).—Tuesday, February 22, 7 p.m.; “ AVhat do we
Mean by Value in Music? ” Air. Ashton Burall.

Rationalist Press Association (Alliance Hall, Palmer Street,
S.W. 1).—Monday, February 21, 7 p.m.. *“ Intuition and
Reason,” 6th Lecture, “ The Dawn of Reason,” Maurice
Burton, D.Sc.

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Rod Lion Square,
W.C. 1).- Sunday, 11 am. m“ Is Impartlallty Impossible? ”
Mr. Archibald Robertson, M.A.

Alest London Hrancli N.S.S. (Laurie Arms, Crawford Place.
Edgware Road, W. 1).—Sunday, 7-15 p.ni.: “ Buddhism—A
Freethought Philosophy of Life,” Air. R. J. Jackson.

COUNTRY—Outdoor
Sheffield Branch N.S.S. (Barkers Pool)— Sunday, 7 p.m.;
Air. A. Samms and others.

COUNTRY—Indoor

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Science Room, Mechanics’ Institute).
—Sunday, (545 p.m.: A ljecture. Councillor J. Backhouse.

Glasgow Secular Society (East Hall, MoLellan Galleries,
Sauchiehall Street).—Sunday, 7 p.m.: A Debate.

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gato).—
—Sunday, (i-10 p.m.. “ The Problems of Poland To-day,”
Dr. Osiakowski.

Nottingham  Cosmopolitan  Debating  Society
College, Shakespeare Street).—Sunday, 2-30 p.m.
and artltlon 7 Air. F. A, Ridlfy.

(Technical
“ Ireland

SECOND-HAND LOOKS. Wants List Welcomed. Michael

Boyle, 21. Rosslyn Hill, N.W. 3.
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SOCIALISM AND RELIGION

By F. A. Ridley. A useful survey of Religion in relation
to Socialism. A short history of Religion from the witch
doctor to High Mass at St. Peter’s. 20 pages. Price Is. Id.

post free.

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY

Itratus Trust

TOWN HALL, BROADWAY,
STRATFORD

Thursday, 24th February

at 730 pm (Doors open at 7.0 p.m.)

Question Master
ALDERMAN E CANNON west nam

and ARCHIBALD
REV. V. L
TUCKER HARVEY ROBERTSON-RM-Q-
REV. D. S.
WALLACE HADRILL, MA., BD. ROSETTI

Subject :

“ RELIGIOUS BELIEF
AND NON-RELIGIOUS BELIEF”

Questions to be submitted by the Audience

ADMISSION FREE

HANDBOOK

of the
NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY

Vital Information
for all Members
and Freethinkers

32 pages. 7d. post free.

Bound Volumes of

“The Freethinker

in attractive green cloth and gold lettering

57

A useful reference and summary of Freethought
activities during 1948

Packed with articles by our foremost Freethinkers
PRICE £ 1 POST FREE

ORDER NOW!-meeeeem —Limited number

.»j l-ublishod by thcl~ « fresa (O. W. Foote

February 20, 1949-

PAMPHLETS for the PEOP~™
By CHAPMAN COHEN

What is the Use of Prayer? Did Jesus Christ Exist_---r“L,j
shall not suffer a Witch to Live. The Devil. Deity &
Design. Agnosticism or... ? Atheism. What is Frccthof$l;
Must we have a Religion? The Church’s fight for the 0»
Giving ’em Hell. Freethought and the Child. Morality
out God. Christianity and Slavery. Gods and their Make
Wonian and Christianity. What is the use of a Future L>
Christianity and Ethics. Price 2d. each. Postage Id-

Complete set of 18, bound, 51-, postage 3>

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING
By CHAPMAN COHEN

Series Nos. |, 2, 3and 4
Each volume about 160 pages
Essays include :—
Religion and To-day.
Do Miracles Happen?
Praying for Rain.

Religion and the State.

Religion and the Young-
Is Religion of Use?
Price 2s. 6d., postage 2\d.

Ihefour vols. 10s. 6d., postfree

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-

230 pages. Price, cloth, 3s. Paper, 2s. Postage 3d

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
By G. W. FOOTE and W. P. BALL
Specially compiled for easy reference.
and inquiring Christians

References given for Bible Contradictions, Absurdity5
Atrocities, Prophecies and Immoralities

Oth edition.  2nd printing.

For Freethinker

176 pages.
Price 3s., Cloth only. Postage 2\d.

LIFT UP YOUR HEADS
An Anthology for Freethinkers

by
WILLIAM KENT, F.S.A.

400 Quotations Fully Indexed
from 167 Authors and Classified
Cloth 5s. Postage 3d. Paper 3s. 6d.
From all Booksellers
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