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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

A Feat'ﬂer Bed for Falling Christians ”

Uwas.ENsinys Darwin, grandfather of tile great Charles
(fav"'n’ ai]d himself a sfientiiic writer of repute in his
(i, " 10 deseribed Unithiamsm as " a feather bed for
Christians.” His original reference was to the
dift“ary Unitarian Church, but with the wide
flle s'’n of more or less definite Unitarian views in all
“ “‘Formed Churches, included under the term
cyre7 ni8l«.” tte above definition has a much wider
J.7n application tfian it had in Erasmus Darwin’s day.
th  Unitarian Church came into existence as the
‘7ogical  extreme Left ” of the Eeformation. (The
‘stic Anabaptists were its extreme Left, socially,
of Hurty-nine Articles of Religion ” of the Church
‘gland plainly testify.) The historic founder oi
dft- arian theology was an Italian theologian, Socinus,
«<r, . whom Unitarianism was for long styled
Nenianism.”
it(r!|d'u*an ideas were in the air at the time, and duly
Wiaedl Nle attentions of the more orthodox Churches,
pi0 1 Catholic and Reformed. The Spaniard, Servetus.
binlt(!l (d the theory of the circulation of the blood, was
p0,)&d at Geneva by Calvin for holding Unitarian views.
, , lesame crime died the last religious martyrs in
V¢ R ~un”er Tames I, and itgoes without saying that
toly Ingmisition of Rome burnt Unitarian ‘‘heretics”
a fast s it could catch them.
fierce was the persecution of anti-Trinitarian
O ne that it took refuge in Poland and Transylvania,
of f Aiders of the Unitarian world of Islam. Students
W ,U,°Pean history in the seventeenth century will recall
Iti ~I0 great General Bethlen Gabor, the Unitarian
» hco of Transylvania, took a prominent part in the
hirty Years War ” (1618-48).
u °Wever, with the growth of toleration In Western
M r'Pe and America, the Unitarian Church became,
tV,.. still remains, a respectable and active Noncon-
Church, which lias played, on the whole, a
"“fesBive role in social affairs, and has produced its
I(”ta of distinguished men : such names as the scientist,
dNT'h Priestley, and the American, Dr. Channing, are
1,0st known. Amongst the lay adherents of the
dlUch may be mentioned a famous political figure of
,J Victorian era, Joseph Chamberlain. It still has a
P Vnctive Church organisation in Britain and the

-S.

(J''utariunism was originally an attempt to simplify
dC'stian theology, and to return to what it believed to
1™ Je theology of the early Christian Church stripped of
6 e later accretions of a theology that arose upon the
.Initiations of Greek Philosophy. Beyond such an
pi "'apted return to the simpler Creed of the early
itJra» eoi'ly Unitarianism did not go. It regarded
(] 1as a legitimate, indeed, the legitimate Christian

uneorrupted by the later unhistorical Trinitarian
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speculations. It believed in an historic Jesus, regarded
as the best of men and the greatest of the Prophets, but
not as himself Divine. It regarded the Bible as inspired,
and the early Socinians believed in the miracles of the
Gospels. In short, Unitarianism regarded itself as part
of historic Christianity, but relied more on reason and
less on revelation than did the orthodox Trinitarian
Churches.

To-day, the above description is no longer an accurate
version of what LTnitarians believe. For here, as else-
where, Reason has played havoc with Faith. Under the
pressure of modern Science, a personal God has retreated
into the dim realm of the impersonal, and under the
pressure oi historical criticism the ‘‘ Historic Jesus ”
letreafs from the definite personality of the Gospels into
a mist oi uncertainty. Present-day Unitarianism is not
unaffected by these contemporary pressures.

However, the present-day Unitarian Church, whilst an
interesting religious phenomenon in itself, hardly justifies
a front page article in “ The Freethinker.” For the
Unitarian Church has always tended to be a somewhat
small and select body: “ three persons and no God ” as
a witty theologian of the orthodox variety onco described
one it its chapels. (The Unitarians could legitimately
reply by quoting the Japanese convert, to whom the
missionaries were explaining the orthodox mystery of the
FToly and Undivided Trinity, “ Three Persons and One
God.” “ Ah,” retorted the perplexed Oriental, ‘‘ |
understand at last, a committee.”)

Unitarianism has gone far beyond the Unitarian
Church. Thinly disguised as “ Modernism,” it lias
spread to all the Churches, even to Rome, and has become
a “ feather bed ” of universal proportions.

Amongst the Protestant Churches of tire Continent,
views of Christian origins tjuit ate Unitarian in essence
are widely spread, as also in the Nonconformist Congre-
gational Church in this country. In the early years
of the present century, the Modernist Movement of neo-
Catholicism shook the Church of Rome to its foundations.
Both schools of Modernists, Catholic and Protestant,
agreed, at least, upon a purely human origin of Chris-
tianity, both the Catholic Modernist, Alfred Loisy (in
Ins “ The Gospel and the Church "), and the Protestant,
Adolf von Harnack (in his “ What is Christianity
look for and find a purely human Jesus behind the
elaborate scaffolding of speculative theology which the
church doctors elaborated in an age of feverish tlieo-
sophical speculation, and general intellectual decline.

A closely similar position is taken up by the Modernist
Movement in the Church of England to-day, which has
been widely commented upon in connection with the
books of, among others, Dean Inge, Canon Streeter, and
Dr. Barnes. The last named has recently given the
world a detailed statement of the Modernist view of
Christian origins in “ The Rise of Christianity.”

In essence, it is a purely Unitarian view: tempered
by some obvious ‘* Trade Union ” eulogies of the “ Jesus
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of History,” which remind us incidentally, that Dr.
Barnes is a Bishop of a Church which is still
officially Trinitarian in its doctrine, hut which do not
seem to have any connection with the learned author s
own previous scientific analysis of the literary sources
for the life of his hero.

How far, we may ask, is the Modernist “ feather bed
likely to continue to catch “ falling Christians,” and thus
to arrest their passage to the full secularist position? The
prospect does not appear to be very promising for the
theological liberals. For genuine Believers want a full
blooded Deity, who answers prayer, and to whom they
can look for redemption in this wicked world. The
attenuated " First Cause ” of the academic modernist
theologian does not fill the bill at all: Home perhaps knew
what it was doing when it turned down such a nebulous
entity in favour of the .blind faith which can slid pack
Connies, and now Fatima to suffocation.

With regard to Jesus, if we accept the reconstruction
of Dr. Barnes and his modernist colleagues, and suppose
an historic Jesus, who was a rabbinical moralist and a
religious reformer, what then?  There were plenty of
reformers in the ancient, as in the modern world, and
moralists also were not uncommon.

What solid reason is there for preferring Jesus to
Socrates or Epictetus, not to mention Buddha or Con-
fucius? Even when good, the moral teaching of Jesus,
assuming that it was actually his was not original, and
has, in any case, only a limited application to the modern
world. That is so, and even if we leave out such obvious
puerilities as the fig tree and the Cadarene swine, there
does not seem to be any valid reason to single out Jesus
for special reverence denied to any other outstanding
ethical preacher.

On the whole we think that the “ feather bed " of the
worthy Ir. Erasmus Darwin will soon itself be in need
of the upholsterer’s art as it gives way beneath the weight
of “ falling Christians ” bound for the naked ground of
Secular Truth.

F. A. RIDLEY.

THE PHILOSOPHY OF AN AMERICAN
HUMANIST

DII. KAI/LMI BARTON PERRY, Professor of
Philosophy at Harvard Pniversify, has penned a
volume entitled “ Puritanism and Democracy ” (The
Vanguard Press. New York-, (ill pp., Ms.). This superb
production embraces a wide field of ethical and social
science, and its author may be fairly designated as a
Christian nationalist. He submits all assumptions to
critical analysis, but while all (lie conclusions of modern
science and culture are fully accepted, our author
favours what is commonly regarded as a Christian ethic.
Still, lie concedes that so-called Christian morality was
preceded and influenced by Pagan, Buddhist and other
ethieists, while deeply deploring the unspeakable
atrocities of totalitarian States, most of which arc
nominally (lhrisfian.

When the Pilgrim Fathers sought security in America
from religious oppression in England, they, after landing
on Plymouth Hock, established an intolerant theocracy
in their new home under which they persecuted even
to death all those who dared to differ from them. But
.when later settlers arrived, several sects appeared to
successfully challenge the Calvinist autocracy. Later
still, when New England rebelled against the mother
country and secured its independence, Deism widely
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prevailed among American intellectuals,
as the time of Charles ||, a eRarter was
Rhode Island which ordained that no one * i

anywise molested, punished, disquieted or calle'l
quéstibn for difference of opinioriin matters of relig"L
" 10 M no manner disturbed the civil peabe.’

Prof. Peny selects Paine, Jefferson and Franklin
the protagonists of the American Age of Enlighten«!-
which so greatly influenced the wording of the u'k
Constitution. “ Of these,” he writes, “ Paine reF
sented the Enlightenment in its more radical ' ()
polemical aspects. To his contemporaries and
posterity he filled the double role of revolutionary
®x stench in the nostrils of conservative piety. <
Englishman by birth, he came to America on 1
invitation of- Franklin in 1774. and at once adopted
cause as his own . His ' Rights of Man ' (lj:
.uh  Age of Reason (1794) were brilliant popu™1l .
nous of the general philosophy of the Enlighten™™  *
i'oth political and religious."

Perry holds that pyritanism, despite its nall
mindedness, bigotry and malevolent deity, paved tI
path in America for democracy, much as the cofli’
between ( rown and Parliament in England led to hit
cor/iiiK and the Revolution of 108!). Locke’'s writ'll, ,
ispecially his “ Letters on Toleration,” influenced
English-speaking peoples on both sides of the Atloll™.
But these were secular benefits which in no
lessened Puritanical concern with the soul’'s salvaw
Moreover, as Prof. Perry observes: “ Christiant®
considered as a laxly of ideas is an intermingl'ni?. r
( hristian experience and tradition with such sed'tln
instruments of thought as were available .
Mediterranean world in the earlier centuries <d ﬂl_—|
Christian era; and these instruments were largely fOl'{"IL
by pagan philosophers. It is impossible to divest ‘u-
specific doctrine altogether of this pagan ingredien”
This impossible task, the Puritan strove to achieve =
purifying the official creed from the * corruption”®,
assimilated through the Catholic acceptance of
intcllectuaHsin of Plato and Aristotle by resting

itli on tHe most literal renderings of the Bible .id'l

meats, every word of which was treated as divh"
inspired.

Heresy and unbelief consequently became the vih'_
ol crimes and the earlier Puritans justified '’
imposition of the death penalty on Dissenters \
appealing to the Scriptures, where they found direct'l”,
in the Book of Deuteronomy . For if the children
Belial worship alien gods and corrupt, their city Jabv'
commands that: “ Thou shall surely smite *Y
inhabitants of that city with the edge of the s™Qll
destroying it utterly, and all that is therein, arid f
cattle thereof, with the edge Of the sword.”

As already* noted, the decline of the New Engl*1
theocracy from the seventeenth century on'VP1
resulted from a constant infusion of new blood, for
later colonists proved more worldly-minded than tbp
predecessors. The Bible was less regarded as a glF ,
in life ; Indifference increased, and there was a growl™
reluctance to impose a rigid creed by force. H°£:
Williams and the Quaker, William Penn, played 1_1r&
important part in liberalising the persecuting CalvinZT,
creed while still later, emigrants from Europe earn
the humanitarian outlook of Milton, Locke, Andre"
Marvell, Jeremv Tavlor, Stillingfieef and other bred’
minded religionists, to their new abodes. It is true Mil
traditional Calvinists still portrayed the torments of th"

g <

RoOW

st E=x 0 QT o=



_Ac]i20, 194Q

helmimf NM\U*Mey asserted to be the destiny of the over-
they dgj™. llIN)°rity of mankind, but this revolting idea
Perry stat™~ <Mm ~ie*r ~°man Catholic forerunners. As
Christiaii i " Was a central element in all medieval
tinnerg Nle ~Nast Judgment and the * Doom ' of
scelpture - a *avoi,l'he theme of medieval painting and
effectivp ®aB™ ~le brush and the chisel were even more
the nim*1U lePresenting its horrors than the rhetoric of
If la tan Sermon'”

ad niqc i awar® of the weaknesses and abuses of past
Perry &t aPPhcations of democratic principles, Prof,
best' sy.'flPnVinced ~,at’ a reftl democracy is by far the
(thou,u s era °f government attainable. Freedom of
the nnti(U i exPress»®n, a more equitable distribution of
pe°pies onT wealth, the arming of all peace-desiring
of 1so © uninstified aggression, with the creation
other f'le18n Power to ensure universal peace, among
ad so(1 ?rrtls’ °Ur author deems imperative if political
also tp i ™Mell-being are to be securely established. He

that there now exists too great a tendency
WaPof 3jI®'yorld’s affairs as hopeless. The Thirty Years
phese , g'on>atrocious as it was, appears, a passing
bfard i « w”en regarded historically. When progress is
isd> 1 1M one direction, it still proceeds in others, and
V\brI(]jl’wgrgo-day despite the terrible experiences of two

p
H;lm;\! fhPAmost mo; ing passages in Perry’s volup
lir]; . e horrors an 'inlqu?ties of war, an ﬁe ci
Rinl. Wa'n’s brilliantly satirical * War Prayer ” which
y (Uns as follows: —
, P Lord our Father, our young patriots, idols of
‘iihearts go forth to battle—be Thou near them !
mi them in spirit—we also go forth from the
(~cet peace of our beloved firesides to smite the foe.
Lord our God, help us to tear their soldiers to
oody shreds with our shells; help us to cover their
muling fields with the pale forms of their patriot
~ul me. Lord, blast their hopes, blast their lives.
0 &k it in the spirit of Love, of Him who is the
°uk<e of Love, and who is the ever-faithful refuge
"id friend of all that are sore beset and seek His aid
Y ' _humble and contrite hearts. Amen.”
Lom "1 Justly, Perry. pours scorn on Treitschke's glorifica-
U armed conflict is a biological necessity for the
vifjJi trance and development of the heroic character and
'Yjls v.°f superior races. As he mournfully notes, “ the
leSsMJw ar have become more evident and more shame-
V(1 L its probability lias increased; so that the whole
imi ' ,Is preoccupied with fear, poisoned with suspicion,
w' .Curbed with a sense of insecurity.” Armed
GHfllcy bis thus become more catastrophic than ever
" bile peace is not merely an ideal but an absolute
if what we term civilisation is to be preserved.
$rf) diodes of faitli must be tolerated in any truly
ful,viatic society but the freedom granted must be
dfi reciprocpted, and no cult must be permitted pre-
firl™nce, whether secular or religious. While the
iioj, the individual must be respected, it is well to
that any cult, however singular it may appear,
TlaPs contains the promise of social enrichment.
billJ1 blemishes of our present system are notorious.
\itj le benefits have all too frequently been confounded
i Sl interest and too little attention lias been paid
il inborn irrationality of the mass of mankind, foi
jr c°cmmonly assumed that men are guided by reason
j, 1they are really victims of prejudice and emotion.
9, >liy hopefully avers that: “ Modern democracy
'UP? from the Age of Enlightenment, and will be
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opposed by its tradition, its genius, and its explicit
teachings to any dogmatic or authoritarian restraints
upon freedom of thought. It will be opposed to
obscurantism, and suspicious of any religious emotions
that becloud and debase the reason. It will tend to the
rejection of miracles and special providence, or any
doctrine out of keeping with the habits of mind
inculcated by science. It will subject dogmas to critical
scrutiny and encourage their perpetual revision in form
if not in substance . . . It will trust enlightenment and
not fear it, and it will therefore lend no aid to any
religious cult that rests on ignorance.”

Puritanism and Democracy is a splendid exposition
which should be on the shelves of every circulating
library and also in the hands of a multitude of readers,
it is a highly welcome message from America, a land
that does not entirely confine its admiration to the self-
made man or the worship of the almighty dollar. Much
is now heard of the Iron Curtain, but we may rightly
recall the lines of that now neglected poet, Arthur Hugh
Clough:—

And not by eastern windows only,
When daylight comes, comes in the light,
In front, the sun climbs slow, how slowly,
But westward, look, the land is bright.
T. F. PALMER.

THE WORLD UNION OF FREETHINKERS

invites all Freethinkers to its 29th International Con-
gress to be held at Rome, from 9th to 12th September,
1949, to discuss
1. Freethoughfc, (be Churches and
Politics ;
2. Freedom of the Mind in the Schools ;
3. Humanism and Freethought :

and to celebrate the quatercentenary of the birth of
Giordano Bruno at Nola in 1548 and the centenary of
Garibaldi’'s Defence of Rome.

Tlie World Union of Freethinkers, formerly the Inter-
national Federation of Freethought Societies was
founded in 1880 at a congress convened at Brussels by
tlie Belgian Freethinkers, then establishing u national
federation of freethought organisations. This congress
was supported by the National Secular Society, which
was represented by Mrs. Besant and Miss Hypatia
Bradlaugh. The first congress to’he held by the inter-
national federation was in 1881 in London, under the
presidency of Charles Bradlaugli.

Perhaps the most outstanding international congress
assembled was that at Rome in 1904; it is interesting to
note in a strong British delegation the following names:
G. W. Foote, Chapman Cohen, John Hi. Robertson,
Henry Snell, Charles Watts, Joseph McCabe and Dr.
Stanton Coit, and that William Heaford spoke on the
work of the Religious .Missions. The principal speakers
were: Ernst Haeckel, Prof. Hector Denis, député
(Belgium), Gustave Hubbard, député (France), Georges
Lorand, député (Belgium), Prof. Sergi (Italy).

Now we are to meet once again in Rome ; but a Rome
much changed from that of 1904. The freethought
societies and the freethinking freemasons were suppressed
by Mussolini before be entered into an understanding
with the Pope. Nevertheless, these societies did not lose
touch utterly, and at the first opportunity renewed then-
organisation. The Italian national freethonght society,
“ Giordano Bruno,” can therefore claim to have sub-
sisted -since its foundation in 1900, and its present presi-
dent, Reggiani, took a part in the organisation of the

International
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1904 congress. The link is not lost, but the situation is
very different. Now it is not a rising tide of liberal
thought sweeping on in great hopes of victory. The
Freethinkers in Italy now find themselves between the
upper and nether millstones of politics. They have seen
the joint authors of the Atlantic Charter, the United
States and Great Britain, giving the political power in
Italy to tlie Church, which Mussolini had made powerful
and of exceeding wealth, The power of the Church in
Italy at the present time is that of the Rope in the Papal
States when Garibaldi and Mazzini were young. We
shall not expect this year to receive the official support
of 94 Italian municipalities as in 1904, nor of such great
French cities as Paris, Lyons, St. Etienne, Dijon and
Brest. Nevertheless, we expect to draw together a
vigorous and vital gathering, inspired by the outspoken-
ness of Bruno and the daring of Garibaldi.

It has been said of Bruno that he did his best work in
England. Surely, in return, English Freethinkers should
express their debt to him at Home where, in 1600, he was
burned to death in the Campo dei Fiori (the Field of
Flowers) after seven years in the prisons of the Holy
Inquisition.

It is this year a hundred years since Garibaldi won
imperishable renown defending Rome against the armies
of Ferdinand of Naples and of Louis Philippe of France;
a great adventure ending in disaster. Will you, who
read these lines, now read again that thrilling story, and
then come with us to Rome and lay a wreath on
Garibaldi's statue?

The support of every Freethinker who believes in
humanity’s need of a freely operating mind, unhampered
by any authority other than that of reason, is called on
to-day to make manifest his faith and give proof of his
devotion to his ideals. Every secularist should hence-
forward set his eyes on the coming congress—think Rome,
speak Rome, and empower the National Secular Society
to send as strong a delegation this year as they did

forty-five years ago.
G. BRADLAUGH BONNER.

REFLECTIONS ON THE STRATFORD
“BRAINS TRUST”

IT was a long way to travel from S.W. to E. l/andon, but
as | came back from Stratford Town Hall | felt it had
been well worth while. It was a good idea of the
Executive Committee of the N.S.S. to arrange such a
programme. A conflict, whether in the way of debate or
questions, will always draw an audience. Parsons know
this, but under their segis there must be a limit to your
questions. You must assume the truth of some kind
of Christianity. Thus far and no further shalt thou go
—on Church premises.

That the country beyond was terra incognita to the two
parsons who appeared at Stratford was evident enough.
They groped about in regions of thought foreign to their
minds like the man who lost his way amongst the tombs
in The Pilgrim’s Progress. it must indeed have been an
ordeal for gentlemen used to preaching the uiicontra-
dicted word week by week to have been so much
questioned ; to find themselves up against such doughty
opponents as Mr. Archibald Robertson and Mr. R. IT.
Rosetti. and soon to note that they were being encouraged
by enthusiastic supporters..

It was amusing—not amazing—when one parson lot
the other down. Asked whether a man could be a good
citizen without being a Christian, the Rev. V. L. Tucker-
Harvey declared that he could. It was not surprising
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that Mr. Archibald Robertson was quick to point ou
fatal this answer was to the Christian case. 4Jive |
could be maintained that a good citizen might bo ® ~
man, the whole claim of Christianity was underline® *
such a suggestion. Divine aid was a superfluity. ,j
not recall that the Rev. Wallace Hadrill connm»®"
on the reply of his ¢lerical brother. Like Pepys, .,
verting on a sermon delivered at “ our Church ) j
ruined St. Olave’s, Hart Street), he probably ,
that reverend gentleman had let it alone. It remi»l
ot a story of a clergyman whose conscience const)®1
him to write to the silver-tongued orator, Canon L1 v
and confess that he had preached one of the 1» ,
sermons as his own. In a reply the Canon begged ,\§
not to apologise. It was such' a treat to hear of
parsons saying the same thing! n.
How few of them say the same things as their P'e,.
cessors! It was remarkable to find a frank acknowj® °
ment of this in a leading article in The Times a few " et
ago—it was entitled *“ IvorX Tower." j

" How those reprobate old divines who thu»»I @
through half a Sunday morning about stiff PUJUNM
ment to come must be chuckling. Their pulpit *
occupied by milder incumbents rationed to a (
brisk minutes of cheerful sermonising. Threats
future retribution are out of fashion. ..."

Mhat a sign of the times! Fifty years ago a
writer would not have been allowed to call a divix®
reprobate, or to treat lightly the subject of the In U

unishment of the wicked. What the “ milder in®llLj
ents  dare not say is that their predecessors Wet® j,
wrong. It they did, perchance parishioners would
Wr_']@ther thelréﬁjccessors were Ilkely to be any more |

here-was fhe-usudl circumvention of awkward

lions at which the clerical mind is so apt. When it
pointed out that morality had no meaning on a dgaL.
island—though perhaps temperance might bo called »
if a keg of rum was landed from the wreck —one
referring to the egregious Joad (and missing the OpP*
tunity to mention that lie was now a member of ~
Church of England!), met this point by saying that
the desert island we should come influenced by the 'T
bringing of civilisation. Zrue eoough, bub wirnd had Al
to do with the question? Social conditions from
we came, and not..divine mandate, had made "
morality. Then one of the two clergy thought he
found a fine inconsistency in our champions. They u n -
tamed that the man in the street was increusTO;
indifferent to religion, and yet the scientific professor 'ut
to play for safety in any pronouncement he made abph
itt. The man in the street, however, does not apP°je

professors. Their future is in the hands of Pe0’(
patently, if not latently, pious. Those who coml
public purses are usually convention-bound. e

One noticed too that it was religion not Christianity
were asked to believe had no warfare with science.
is always the card played by clergy. Conceivably
scientist may be a Unitarian) but who can conceive
one as accepting virgin birth, atonement, physical re®L"
rection, and ascension? On this last i should like
know if either of the two clerical gentlemen really beb® (
that Jesus went up into the clouds like a balloon? If »b
what became of his body? j

Of course, when great names are cited on the sid®
freethought, you can expect what comes. Their vi®"(
are discredited and discarded; in short, they
debunked......The Rev. Tucker Harvey swept aside =«
meputation of Sir James Frazer as if his monumental

nut no more foundation than a idled up pack of cl»
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sionari  UCt *° Ne far countries; he relied upon mis-
askei S “re then missionaries unreliable, some of us
thiri]-if Ure’vese Perhaps the reverend gentleman was
Hof he)” = «  Q@'ticisms of Lord Raglan. If so, he will
attitult lordship is more devastating in his
Tre*V ° re”»*on than Frazer ever was.
the h sta®=erei> as Dick Swiveller might have said, was
""as Wallace Hadrill's statement that Darwin
*Baora 1's™anm This could hardly be called the pure
rath e w™ch Dr. Johnson once owned. It was
1 - ehberate myth-making.
t > '°Pes that the reverend gentleman will not
In A "s statement again, let me offer him a few facts.
lan e llst paragraph of The Origin of Species (1859)
ijj, |In usecl the phrase “ the Creator.” In 1803, writ-
“j ' os<P)i Hooker about Sir Charles Lyell, he said:
orj, SIn°® he no more believed in Creation than you
'mr\ A fortnight later he wrote to the same friend:
ave long regretted that | truckled to public opinion
]I_)YHH% the Pentateuch term of ' creation ' by which
b”;g?gt appeared by some wholly unknown process.”
iI”n° " M "is Autobiography, and in 1879, in a letter to
Pe'man student, Darwin proclaimed himself an
In September, 1881, seven months before .lie
1X]'. 'e confirmed this in the presence of Edward Aveling
gi\e lIs son, Francis Darwin, and added that he had
Ny ' WP a belief in Christianity at the" age of forty.
ii]JA 1" hy he did so, he answered, “ Because it was not
4, i~d by evidence.” So this “ Christian ” had
his .° I Christianity thirty-three years at the time of
WV 'ontL | [fj am asked why then did they bury him in
a k’@m'nster Abbev, | answer because a refusal advertises
esy.
(\yv?. were cheerfully told by one clergyman that
"iis | an belief was not on the decline. In one case it
Deo, uecause a Penguin volume said so. In another
We]!"8e the pai son had a good congregation at his church.
Vit ' “le clergy in general do not seem to take this rosy
hor/ ~ 1S unfortunate for them that the Official Year
Ht -°/ the Church of England, just published, does
Referring to figures of church attendance, it
by ey “ give ground for grave uneasiness.” One can
Jo\ie that the reverend gentleman who does attract a
js " does so by offering small rations of religion. It
1 (G JCrl of great price, but a very little of it will suffice !
"litj ted recently to find a passage in an orthodox book,
4 °h se long ago as 1870, which made this point
hidgHYY. It was Religious Life in London by J. Ewing
1i.(1"u-  Referring to the lectures given at Clevelanc
t, @ at the rear of Tottenham Court Road Chapel,”
" the headquarters of secularism, the writer said: —
They set many of the clergy a good example.
The people at Cleveland Hall do not call out for
‘JUarter of an hour lectures. Nor do they require
iln,ything in the way of music or choral performances,
Or floral decorations, or altar lights to make the ser-
M°e interesting. For children, whether they go to
(hurch or chapel, you must provide shows. To a
uinn nothing more is-needed than logic and the
human voice.”

(of " ns amusing to notice that whilst the two atheists
«Qln N'e hi.8.8. could justly be proud) were able to

fiy /" 1L themselves without such material comforts, the
1°f the exponents of the life of the spirit needed much
"KnJrt h'am My Lady Nicotine. One of the clergymen
. almost continuously. In this followed the
~N'bishop of Canterbury. A friend of the writer who
fIL.0} a committee with him found that the first official
Btinn in the country could hardly put down his pipe
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even to speak! It was reported recently that an old
lady in Pennsylvania, having taken to smoking at 90,
had decided to give it up at 103 before “ it got a hold on
her.” Here is a hint to our clerics who I am sure can-
not imagine ‘* Our Lord ” smoking on his long delayed
second coming. A question | should have liked to have
asked was what would be the effect on recruitment for the
Anglican ministry if abstinence from tobacco was required
as in the case of the Salvation Army? In a few weeks
time these clergymen—as also the Archbishop—will be
lustily singing a hymn by lIsaac Watts—the bicentenary
of. whose death has just been celebrated. One verse
runs:—

Were the whole world of nature mine,
That were a present far too small;
l-ove so amazing, so divine,
Demands my soul, my life, my all.”

But there are limits. The Lord must not ask for
tobacco. What a satire on the Church is that!
WILLIAM KENT.

PROFESSOR TOYNBEE AND CHRISTIANITY

IN the issue of January 23, Mr. T. F. Palmer, in an
appreciative reference to Dr. Toynbee’'s lecture entitled
“ The Downfalls of Civilisation,” writes, “ Poetically
enough he wonders whether the Church is the legitimate
heir of all departed civilisation ...” ” If it is, there is
a bow in the cloud; and with our eyes on that, we can
confront with a better courage the appalling social tribula-
tions still in store for us.”

If 1 understand English this would be, for Dr. Toynbee,
a consummation devoutly to be desired. Reference to a
lecture he delivered in 1940, under the auspices of the
Student Christian Movement, has increased my suspicion.
The lecture was on ‘‘Christianity and Civilisation,” and
was published, as one, in a series of Burge Memorial
Lectures by the S.C.U. 1 am indebted to an article in
the January, 1949, issue of the “ American Freeman
for most of the following:—e

““ If,” said Dr. Toynbee, “ our secular Western civilisa-
tion perishes, Christianity may be expected not only to
endure but to grow in wisdom and stature, as, the result
of a fresh experience of secular catastrophe. .. ."” As
he says that, ‘* the Roman Church will outlast all secular
civilisations,” there is no mistaking the trend of his
thought. He denies the claim that it is the place of
religion to improve civilisation. Accordingly, “ the
continuous upward movement of religion may be served
and prompted by the cyclic movement of civilisations
round the cycle of birth-death-birth . . .” “ men will
still go on sinning . . . ” and there is no reason to expect
anv change in unredeemable human nature while human
life on earth goes on. In a word, religion is not for
civilisation, but civilisation is for religion.

American freethought publications frequently criticise
the historical writings of D#. Toynbee for their mystical
bias, and it is surprising that no contributor to “ The
Freethinker” has yet. seen it. Dr. Toynbee is, apparently,
quite serene in face of the prospect of the collapse of our
present secular civilisation; just as was St. Augustine
amidst the ruins of the Roman Empire. For will the
City of God not then be built?

| suggest that the judgments of this historian, expressed
with such literary elegance, be carefully analysed by
freethinkers before they accept him for an authority.
He is certainly no friend of secularism.

E. A MCDONALD.
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ACID DROPS

I'lie Rev. J. 15 Phillips of lledhill is another cleric who
lias made up his mind that the Church’s decisions on
divorce are quite out of date, and in a recent number of
the “ Church Times ” he was not afraid to say so. He
smites the Mothers’ Fnion and their nonsense about the
indissolubility of marriage with commonsense and fiery
words, and we must give him every credit. In any case,
however, the battle for divorce has been won—just as it
has been for secular marriage.

The inaugural meeting of the Women’'s sPeace Move
ment was held at the Central Hall the other week. Ten
speakers from Co-operative Guilds, Women’s organisa-
tions, and Pacifist groups put the case for peace. The
“ Christian World ” comments that only one speaker,
the Rev. Elsie Chambertin, “ gave the only direct
Christian approach.” That is not a bad percentage, the
other nine-tenths no doubt realise that the history of
Christianity is not exactly peaceful. Perhaps we are too
optimistic and the true position is that the majority
of the speakers realised that people would be more likely
to co-operate without the disturbing influence of religion.

How thrilling it must have been for the team of
thirteen young men and women who toured the back
streets of Birmingham looking for shops selling “ risque
hooks.” Their Secretary, a 24-year-old school teacher,
bought two, and with a glow of ;elf-righteousness heard
the magistrate fine two booksellers for selling obscene
books, and ordered them to he destroyed. We could
save the team a lot of touring about the City, there are
a few off-colour stories in the Bible, and we would even
send the “ Bible Handbook ” to save further trouble
in hunting up references. This team of youngsters,
whose purity of mind is proof against contamination are,
as you may have guessed, members of Catholic Action.

The reading of “ risque '* books is considered a sin
and must be confessed, so unless there was a dispensation
from the Archbishop of Birmingham we can imagine
quite a queue at the Confessional after an orgy of book-
hunting and rending.

The “ Sunday Express ” reports that for the first
time within memory churches in Suffolk have offered
prayers for rain in February. Their incantations would
have had some result if they had waited a little longer
as it was hound to rain soon. Other churches in the same
district are asking that the War Office should send
tankers. It seems to he all right to trust in the I/>rd,
but n water tanker is much more satisfactory. We only
hope that the prayers specified how much rain was
required, for God lias a nasty habit of turning on the
taps too full and swamping the countryside.

Time and time again that hoary old cliché that the
Bible and the Prayer Book“ are best sellers is trotted
out. This time it is the wife of the Bishop of Derby
who tells us the old, old story. What has always puzzled
us is that we often hear of people who are going to Inu-
tile latest novel, or a Pelican, but never have we heard
of someone just popping round the corner to buy a Bible.
We realise that publishers do not issue Billies and Prayer
Books for fun. and it is reasonable to expect that
prisons, police courts and religious organisations have to
keep plenty in stock. We know that prisons are good
customers, for the wear and tear on Bibles in these
places is terrific.

March 20. »

As an example of a politician’s assumption of la
1-vel of intelligence of the people, Mr. Ernest Be'l
statement is supreme. He said that the Minds«1®
a air is symbolic of the struggle between “ the fr& |,
0 the spirit ' and the supporters of materialist doctil
>uu-]\, Mr. Bevin, who has reached his exalted P°s j}.
the hard way through the Trade Unions, does not w' e :
iclieve that? He is surely not ignorant of catholic
me m history, which is certainly not that of frce ,u
<4 the spirit. Insofar as Freethinkers are concerned. '
Mindszenty .affair is a bitter struggle between ' ,

systems—the Church of Rome and the Churc»
Moscow.

Aiehhishop Downey has been letting off steam s#'1
Wording to his latest effort, it appears that “ "Il 1 ,
who does not and will not pray is not onls dish»"*.,
nit toolish. He is a man who is not on speaking [I'ri
uitli his Maker, Preserver, Benefactor and Fa™djs
i .1well- It is good to know that the Archbishop
obviously on speaking terms with his Maker, and
doubt lus Maker is delighted to be on speaking terU
with the good Archbishop. And we must admit
similar conversations with other Archbishops, to *e
nothing of Popes and humble Priests, no doubt =™,
llie Almighty from suffering intolerable boredom. L
what can an All-perfect God do all dav but chat fuh
with his adorers? All the same, we wonder if h®,,
not sometimes just a little hit bored to listen to * e

_sarﬂe old praise day in and dav out for centuries?
is he?

Arcfubishop McGrath is another priest who si'"l.b_/
cannot stand unbelief and infidelity. We are *“
dupes,” lie cried out recently. “ We ‘' wage war on
Father Almighty himself,’ and we take no account ©

Christ’s divinity '—we even want to crush all reliU®N
‘ supernatural and natural alike.’ ” It is an i*vf]
indictment, though somehow or other we don’t ?r
any worse for it.

lhe reul reason for the Archbishop’s outburst TS°T|
course, that we are responsible “ for the be*lh
atrocities and the innumerable and horrifying cru*
enacted in the East of Europe these last thirty yeoJf,1
Yet the curious thing about this is that Hitler
son of his own Church, and remained a Catholic, as vl(,
nearly all bis henchmen. Hitler, in fact, appealed j,
God much in (lie same way that Archbishop McGrl ,
does now, and was just as certain that God was
iiis side.

Those “ reprobate old divines who thundered thi'O'Y\
half a Sunday morning about the punishment to c°l.
must be chuckling,” so runs an opening paragra]ili

The Times.” We think this an understated
They must be “ laughing their blooming heads off .,
the efforts of modern parsons to fill their churches. *I,
.Methodists at Hnbdy called at 13,000 houses and U
net result was an increase of their congregations to
a third of whom, it is estimated, were non-churehgO 1¢
The attraction was not “ duty to God,” or sermons 1j
“ Hell,” but achance to put questions to the parson, "jj
refreshments afterwards. The idea that a parson wojl
allow questions on his “ home ground ” is an indico*1
of the lengths the Church will go in its attempt to
a hold over the people. Of course, Freethinkers will 11
get the credit for Ibis change of attitude.



Bareli 20 1940

“The freethinker?”

Tejpru 41, Gray's Inn Road,
epnone No. ; Holborn 2601. London, W.C. 1.

suf TO CORRESPONDENTS
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of flip n.terature should be sent to the Business Manager
I°netT Press, 41, Gray’'s Inn lload, London, IF.O.i,
10~ 7 to the Edit°r-
mith £ serv”es o{ the National Secular Society in connection
tiofio X ular Burial Services are required, all communiea-
aivinn n ,d “e addressed to the Secretary, B. E. llosetti,
T,kj,j as tong notice as possible.

itig O«;rillNKI'u wdi he forwarded direct from, the Publish-
yeur jSe at the following rates (Home and Abroad): One
Lectu’ S’ Ma”~year, &- 6d.; three-months, 4s. 4d.
Tp ~Notices should reach the Office by Friday morning
cani,?ll 11 Periodicals are being received regularly, and

C ulM ut " The Freethinker ” office: The Truth
i Tiie Freethinker (U.S.A)), The Liukhal

RN,.i The Voice op Freedom (U.S.A., German and
Titio Trooressive World (U.S.A.), The New Zealand
(Sivi*  iIST" Thu Rationalist (Australia), Deu Freidenkeu

zerland), La Raison (France), Don Basitio (Italy)

It SUGAR PLUMS
luted® announced that the ISihle is being newly trans-

dcdr, lwrdern English—the Church having at last
ih Hie very reverent, special kind of English
oig ¢’ Authorised and most other Versions is completely
"mErt But does the Church really believe that

tj, ~ Uiodern English and American idiom will add to
i holiness ” of God's Word? Surely the people
[..'Olifllxe for (his move are aware that it is Bible

which gives the “ revelation ” of the Lord its
If0 character,? Once God is caught speaking to
tj). ~ us people do in a modern detective novel, it spells
its ‘ eaHi of the Holy Hook ns a Holy Book. By making
inten ts intelligible, the Church will simply turn it
ht. ,a book of tales, folklore, and legends; for flint is
Wisely what the Bible is.

IL “»Chester readers are informed that Mr. R. II.
* lectures in the Chorlton Town Hall, AH Saints.
(March 20). for flic local N.S.S. branch, at

-l J-in.  His subject is “ An livening with the Gods,”

th \VSB°n is free, and all readers and friends are invited

file reception.

Rev. Clias. A. Haig, of the St. James Congre-

jJlIOwl Ciiurch, Newcastle, and Mr. .1 T. Brighton,

'Go fUbate the question “ Does God Exist?”, at

@@ P-ii. on Monday, March 21, in the Socialist Hall.

HoU Arcade, Pilgrim Street, Newcastle-oii-Tyne.

((pre is sure to be a full house and an early arrival is

'sable. For details see advertisement.

~ 13 National Secular Society financial year closes on
. Udi {l and subscriptions not already sent to the
g~ci‘al Secretary, 1l, Gray’'s Tnn Road, I/>ndon, W.C.I,
i IUl be forwarded before'that date for inclusion in the
p/uual Balance Slieet to be presented at the Annua)
'Uierence in Nottingham.

h A"turday, March 20, the Glasgow Secular will
( u its Annual Dinner in the Grand Hotel, Charing
1] >sl- Glasgow. The reception is at 0-80 p.m. Tickets,

0d. each, from Mrs. M. Whitefield, 351. Castlemilk
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Road, Glasgow, S.4, should be secured without further
delay. The General Secretary N.S.S. will be the guest
spending an evening with the saints in the Grand Hotel,
on Saturday, and “ An Evening With the Gods,” in tin*
McLellan Galleries on Sunday evening at 7 p.m.
Admission is free to the Sunday evening lecture, with
some donation tickets.

The West London Branch N.S.S. will conclude their
very successful 1948-49 Indoor Season in the Laurie
Arms, on Marcli 27. when that well-known N.S.S.
speaker, Mr. L. Ebury, will speak on “ The Best Way
to Eight Religion.” The branch intends to revive that
very pleasant function, the Annual Dinner, and the first
post-war dinner will take place at the Laurie Arms,
Crawford Place, Edgware Road, W.l, on Wednesday.
April 13, at 7-30 p.m. Tickets, 8s. (ld., are available
also to non-members, arid can be obtained from the Hon.
Secretary, Mr. H. Cleaver, 29, Dunraven Road,
Shepherds Bush. W.12. The West, London’s pre-war
dinners were always successful, and this opportunity of
meeting old friends in a congenial atmosphere should
not be missed. Make this event as widely known ns
possible. An early application for tickets is advisable.

How important Christians have always felt it to be to
capture the children is again proven by the publication
of the “ Children’s Church Newspaper,” now issued by
tlie Church Teaching Fellowship, it is a monthly, full
of stories and pictures and articles, and has a circulation
of 28,000. It is such a success that other publishers are
planning papers on similar lines. What with religion
first taught “ at mother’s knee,” continued in school at
an early age, followed up by almost compulsory Sunday
School, church and chapel, and encouraged by gift books
all about Jesus, or the Church, or the work of mission-
aries—is it strange that the average person comes to
believe implicitly that “ there must he something in it? ”
Freethouglit has still a hard road to travel—especially in
the face of such an intense drive and in spite of tlie oft-
repeated “ You're flogging a dead horse.”

The way the cinema attracts, its tons of thousands
where the Church only attracts its tens has at long last
caused priests and parsons to burst out in angry protest.
They blame their own methods—as does, for example,
Mgr. R. Smith when lie had to confess that “ we cannot
afford to ignore these modern weapons.” lie is certain
that with the aid of the cinema, the Church “ can retien
millions who would never hear the truth.” He added,
“ We should write the best novels, the Dost plays, the
lies! scenarios, and radio scripts.” Well, why don’t
Catholics? After all, God Almighty is behind them,
aided on one side by .Jesus, and on tlie other side by
Mary. Surely a mere radio or Script writer, generally
quite indifferent to religion, would have no chance if the
Lord took a hand?

Tlie joke is that all the Church seems able to do is
either to protest against the crowds who go to the
cinema, or produce “ apparitions ” of (lie Virgin for
some ignorant peasant children. And the Virgin herself
appears to prefer to call herself the “ Immaculate
Conception,” and leave it at that, rather than produce
a heaven-sent scrip! which the Methodist, Mr, Rank,
would pay thousands of. pounds for. Surely, the Pope
could.lecture the Almighty on this point? As Mgr. Smith
says, “ We should disdain no ally in the service of
Christ.” Then why does not Christ do something?
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THE ETHICS OF CONTROVERSY

AT the risk of boring some readers, | feel a reply to
the recent letter by Mr. Howell Smith is necessary.
And first, may | say that 1 should be sorry indeed to
losel his good opinion, whether in private conversation
or in the controversial field. He himself is always
courteous, and particularly to opponents; and it may
well be that sometimes 1 have no patience with writers
like Dr. Conybeare and say so forcibly.

The word *“ pilatus ” means, as Mr. Howell Smith
says, “ armed with a javelin,”” though Dr. Conybeare
says “ javelin-man,” and it is as “ javelin-man '’ that
lie disputes the meaning. [To strongly opposed, as far
as | can see, all mythical interpretations of the Gospels
except Jiis own, and he jeered throughout his hook, the

Historical Christ,”” at solar and astral myth theories
in connection with Jesus.

1 have unfortunately not read the work of
Niemojewski, and i never like discussing a book 1 nuvo
not read; but in his “ Witnesses to the Historicity of
Jesus,” I'rof. Drews says that, according to Niemo-
jewski, “ the Pilate of the Christian legend was not
originally an historical personage; the whole story of
Christ is to he taken in an astral sense, and l’'ilata
represents the constellation of Orion, the javelin-man
pilatm, in Latin), with the arrow or lance-constellation
(Sagittn), which is supposed to be very long in the Greek
myth, and appears in the Christian legend under the
name of Longinus, and is in the Gospel of John the
soldier who pierces the side of Jesus with a spear
(longche, in Greek). In the astral myth, the Christ
hanging on the cross, or world-tree (i.e., the Milky
Way), is killed by the lance of Pilatus. Hence
according to Niemojewski, the Christian populace told
the legend of a javelin-man, a certain Pilatus, who was
supposed to he responsible for the death of the Saviour.”

Now at the moment 1 am not concerned with this
interpretation—though 1 have m\ own ideas on the
solar myth theory which, in the main, | think is right.
For Conyhearc the whole theory, as put by Drews,
John M. Robertson, and W. B. Smith, was so much
fantastic nonsense which he did his best to discredit,
as, indeed, he Ind a right to do. But he became so
angry that the did his best also to dispute even the
meaning of the word “ pilatus ” in a passage which 1
gave in my article, and which Mr. Howell Smith
repeated. “ What evidence is there,” he jeers, “ that
Pilatus could mean a javeliri-rnun even to a Latin?.
Many lexicographers interpret it in Virgil in the sense
of packed together or den.sc, and in most authors it bears
Uie sense of bald or despoiled.”

Pr. Conyhearc is too clever to say outright that
“ pilatus ” does not mean “ javelin-man ” and it is
here that Mr. Howell Smith comes in. In his “ Jesus
Not a Myth,” he says that “ Pilatus has no connection
with pilum (javelin),” though if the reader takes the
trouble to look at sonic Latin dictionaries he will find
that it has. Cassell's Latin dictionary gives its
definition as “ Pilutus—armed with the Pilum or
javelin.” He says that “ pilatus ” means “ pealed,
bald, serried.” Cassell’'s gives for bald head,
“ calvitun ” and for bald place, “ glahreta.”

The truth is that Mr. Howell Smith was so awed at
the superlative scholarship of an Honorary Fellow of
University College, Oxford, that he did not. think it at all
necessary to check his Latin ; with the result that he
wiped away in one fell swoop, so to speak, the meaning
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ot ‘pilatus” as “ armed with a javelin.-” fox
Conybeare, such a meaning showed that Niem?°)
was a credulous ignoramus; for Mr. Howell & g
humbly following in the great man’s footsteps, it s 1|
to what stupid lengths believers in the sun and -.,
myth theories could go if they had to invent a ,
meaning to a word because it resembled Pilate.

It now turns out that Niemojewski was rigHt n
all in his definition of the word and that Mr. * ~t
Smith, due to “ a slight carelessness,” was wrong» |
there still remains the question us to whether
Drews endorsed Niemojewski—perhaps Mr.

Smith will tell us? |If, lie did not, then almost e'.~t
thing arising out of this point, when directed agn
Drews, falls to the ground—or does it?

In any case, [ still hold to my opinion. 3
deliberately that either Conybeare was ignorant of
or else lie hoped that his readers would not tes IJ
meaning of the word “pilatus” for themselves, W
| cite Mr. Howell Smith as a proof that |I was
Even lie, a classical scholar, when he was

Jesus Not a Myth,” did exactly what Conybeare
hoping intelligent readers would do — trust
implicitly. ! ,0v

But let us inquire a little further and see
Conyboare can he trusted on a few other points.

On page 34 of “ The Historical Christ,” he says
J. M. Robertson “ asks us accordingly ... to be
that the canonical hook of Joshua originally comal,
this absurd tradition. . .” Robertson says (in his >eFv
in the * Literary Guide ”) that “ This is ahsoUl® «
false.” [

On page 185. Conybeare says “ Everywhere els?
his hooks he lias argued that the ‘ myth ' in (IueS, .(n
was founded on the signs of the Zodiac,” Robert
says, “ This again is absolutely false.”

On page 32, Conybeare makes further stnteme
about “ Drews and Robertson ” who were “ not ® if
getlier capable of the breezy optimism of t
instructor, Mr. W. B. Smith,” and enlarges on *
on pages 35 and 37. Robertson in his reply calls
statements “ three concrete untruths.” If T were >'(]
to call Dr. Conyhearc “ an unmitigated liar ”
that show that | cgnnot “ controvert like a gentlem*11
Would the same ho said of John M. Robertson? _ >r,

In an earlier work, “ Myth, Magic and Morals,
Conyboare said “ that Jesus was a successful cxoV
we need not doubt, nor that he worked ihnurneril,,
faith cures.” Will Mr. Howell Smith tell us R. IS
agrees with this, and if so, does lie claim that the varl j
illnesses which Jesus cured were due to devils, 1o
that Jesus chased these devils out of the sick peopa (
Or does he think it most ungentlemanly for me to >l ¢
to this kind of hopeless credulity? 1 5

On page 14 of “ The Historical Christ,” Conybe
tells us that “ in tlieso earliest documents (that ~
Marie and ' the other early documents out of ffw .
Matthew and Luke supplemented Mark ') Jesus
presented quite naturally as the son of Joseph and ~
wife Mary. . .” On page 44, ho says that “ the GosP®
of Mark ” contains no hint “ of the supernatural h1i*
of Jesus. It regards him quite simply and naturally
Hie son of Joseph and Mary,” On page 1%; lie sfh
that in the “ two basal documents . . . Jesus 11j
comes on the scene as the humble son of Joseph ~
Mary. . Will Mr. Howell Smith give me the p100/
chapter and verse for tlieso statements from Mark?
if lie can’t, am 1no gentleman to sav that Dr. ConybU
was either ignorant of the contents of Mark, or

N
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®i n§ things “ absolutely false,” or giving us “ concrete
untruths," even though he was an Honorary Fellow
1 University College, Oxford?

And a word on Mr. McCabe’'s former opinion of this
"ne classical scholar In the review he wrote for tlle
literary Guide ” in 1914, Mr. McCabe criticises
Uonybeare for “ too much talk about sanity and
nsamty ”_«« Was there even an .author so hopelessly
"scritical in his methods,” said Couybeare, apropos of
Robertson.  “ At this,” says Mr. .McCabe, those of
b who know Mr. Robertson can only smile. tie
quotes, “ The speeulations ef Messrs. Drews and
peoalbi(;crtson are “ as far removed from truth and
. as tlie Athanasian Creed, and from sane criticism
genu;e truculent buffooneries of the Futurists from
Alc(\WO  art’ To which gentlemanly critique, Mr.
cordh D reP7es’ " These things wili no doubt be
gfts jL 4 welcomed in orthodox circles, but they are
"d])/fudust and unworthy of Dr. Conybeare.” Also
)P ,' from this subservience to clerical scholarship,
b0 onybeare, in his haste stumbles, occasionally.”
referele wwoldd think, reading Mr. McCabe’s constant
Whittmces t° tbr. Conybeare since these passages were
Wy X tlat the great Oxford scholar could be in any
siomnll ~°ssly unjust 7 °F that he * stumbles occa-

fﬁ%ﬂ-.-‘- H< is the 9reat champion now of all
I'icists.

g ’jether | liave vindicated myself from the charge
Inti ‘ no gentleman ” in controversy, 1 now leave
S e A _ But in any case, | do hope Mr.
;;-) il Smi!cﬁqhs\fvill be good enough to deal with the
H | have raised. And of course, | do not class him
"'y way with Dr. Conybeare.
H. CUTNER.
M ‘ LIFE AFTER DEATH”

D ' ~ OOD'’s article of 20th February, “ Life After
lea h ' blows both hot and cold upon the problem, and
'm one in doubt as to his, position. While admitting
ij( e.e are, of course, many impostors ” amongst
fiy JUIns>who, however, “ are mostly among the smaller
bysk 7e yet declares that “ those who have seen the
f., '»ediums will dismiss any suggestion of trickery and
i~ Since every maior medium has been, at one
Oor another, found guilty of fraudulent practices, this
astounding statement. For an exposure of
» 'voyanee, Mr. Wood should read McCabe’'s book,
s Spiritualism Based on Fraud?”

1, ,any properly-conducted tests, of the pretensions of
biu 'rms f'ave already been carried out by men of
Wi'vpdge and scientific ability. Chief amongst these |
ili"ll(l Place the investigations of the late Harry Price.
h) . Considered judgement is given in the foreword to his
,|f entitled “ Leaves from a Psychic’'s Case Book,”
, oElon . I have received no scientific proof
ﬂathv@Ssﬁ%JiJé Vt\ﬁe‘ grave. Ninety-mine per cent.
.C° (psychical) phenomena are due to fraud . . . self-
€Ption, natural causes, hial-observation or sheer
I}.’"’S = . Practically every major physical medium
j;*? been caught cheating.” . . . There is no scientific
] Hence that the dead have ever communicated with the
Irig> or that a person, once dead, has ever cope back.”

"be inost recent inquiries by a Committee were those
. N'tilted by the late Archbishop Lang, the majority
¢hei't of which was published in 1947. Of the Committee
v f«n, four clergymen and three laymen signed lliis
b°ri, the three other members being represented by a
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minority report not yet made public. The conclusions
reached by the majority were, as might be expected, not
unfavourable to the probability that Spiritualism had
something to recommend it, since it filled certain gaps
in the faith. Here are a few excerpts,: —
“ Many alleged communications . . . fall below
the level of spiritual insight and mental capacity
shown by the communicators while still in this

life. . . . There is no satisfactory evidence in favour
of any paranormal physical phenomena, (materialisa-
tions, apports, telekinesis, etc.). . . . The hypothesis

of unconscious mental activity in the mind of the
medium ... is a strong alternative to that of the
action of a discarnate entity. On the other
hand certain outstanding psychic experiences of
individuals . . . make a strong pririla facie case for
survival and for the possibility of spirit com-
munications.”

A community of interest thus compels the Church to
acknowledge the existence of its successful rival, while
avoiding a whole-hearted embrace, and once again it
displays its historic attitude of suppressing the evidence.

T would call Mr. Wood’s attention to three evidential
considerations which, in my view, go far to discredit the
affirmation of survival. (1) The fact that in no instance
lias a sealed message, left before death by a well-known
student of Spiritualism, been correctly read by a medium.
(2)' The fact that no trustworthy case has yet been
adduced of a message from a dead genius, e.g., a poem
by Shelley or Tennyson; a passage of prose by Dickens
or Ruslan ; a speech by Pitt or Gladstone. Spirit messages
never rise above the level of a medium’s vocabulary.
(3) The fact that no person resuscitated after drowning
has been conscious of continuous, psychical survival.

W. HAWES.

HUMAN ECOLOGY

IT is perhaps a truism to say that each age brings forth
new sciences, all of which are to be viewed with a critical,
not to say sceptical eye. The number of hooks dealing
with the problems of our times makes it imperative that
each one is scrutinised thoroughly. The science of
Human Ecology here presented* in a large volume of five '
hundred and thirty-four pages demands more attention
than most, owing to its length and comprehensiveness.
“ The new science . . . here presented, is merely the
extension of already accepted biological practice in the
field of sociology,” say the publishers, having first
described the book as courageous and challenging.

Both these adjectives are accurate, and for parts of the
book at least, “ cogent ” might have been added. Most
of this work is taken up with a scientific analysis of society
under the following headings arranged in order of
dominance : Finance, Industry, Sanctions, Administra-
tion, Politics, Education, Religion. Despite the order
with which it is easy to disagree, the general picture of
society is an accurate one, and the question posed in the
Introduction, “ Does human development necessitate the
use of force to coerce men along certain predeterminate
paths? ” is vital, the answer having a special and tragic
significance to-day.

The hook does much to answer this question and is
particularly outspoken in its discussion of the Church as
one of those factors in this coercion. Its greatest
fallacies, says the author, are “ the mythic conception
of an abstract, and distant deity,” and the confusion

* Human Hcology,”
Mack-Ilan, ills.)

Iy Thomas Knbertson. (William
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caused through “ the conception of abstract morals.”
The consequences, it is argued, are the intolerance and
persecution that have marked the progress of the Church
throughout the ages, together with social intolerance of
those guilty of conventional sins. So far so good. We
should agree, too, when Mr. Robertson says of religion
that “ the passage of time only serves to corrode and
decay it.” Rut to dismiss evolution as a fiction in this
context is to understate the case seriously. Mention is
also made of the connection of the Church with the slave
trade, and the fact that it has rarely championed the
cause of human brotherhood or justice.

The function of the Church, it is concluded, is “ to
mediate ‘ reality at the Supra Mental levels.” With
its tacit assumption of the nature of “ reality ” and
Supra Mental levels, this function develops into a formula
to which much or little meaning may he attached, accord-
ing to the reader. This mediating “ reality ” will, it is
claimed, dispel the myth of action which vitiates the
attempts—if any—of the Church in setting up a reason-
able society, since its inspirations are merely principles
and abstractions.

Education is discussed at some length, and in the main,
constructively, ft is certainly true to say that much
work in schools to-day is directed towards inculcating
obedience (of an unquestioning nature) to external
authority, though to say that the objective of education is
“ to mediate °‘ reality ' through mind, emotions and
body,” is to say at once too much and too little. If
education can ho said to have one objective, it should be
that of fostering lhe habit of thinking critically, but it
is probably true, to say that education has no one end,
and that in this field, ends arc so diverse, as to he merely
means to other temporary “ ends.”

The other sections are stimulatingly developed, and the
argument is, as | have indicated, in a large measure
cogent. At the worst, this hook will cause fresh question-
ing of motives and ideas ; at best, it will cause discussion
of a concrete nature. If it fails, as 1 believe it does, to
provide a complete blueprint, it does clear the ground,
and should obviate much woolly and unscientific thinking.

The publishers are to he congratulated upon the strong
and serviceable binding, ns too many books of lbis size
fall apart with little more than ordinary handling. The
lack of an adequate index prevents the hook from being
as useful a« it might otherwise be, and this defect should
he remedied in future editions. An index of quotations
is not sufficient. The glossary provided is a great help in
following the author’'s terminology, and the several
appendices shed much light on certain portions of the
text.

VICTOR E. NEUBURG.

HIS HANDIWORK !
Flies delight
To buzz and bite,
But never stop to think.
All rotten meat
Is sweet to eat—
They thrive on things that; stink!

On putrid muck

They'll sit and suck—

Then poison human food;

But. One above

Their ways must love*

For Hod made all things good.’

"W. IT. WOOD.

March 20,

A TRIBUTE TO A GENIUS

READERS who have paid me the honour of h

what | have written in these columns from time

Xill be aware that | have, as a critic, one 1° f&
unfortunate trait—the trait of real enthusiasn
writers whose work | feel to he worth while. “jOud
written articles, in praise of writers not often ~ o
in such journals as this, mainly because | feel , " t
appreciate the great men of tile present and t 10 e\
is part of a liberal education—because, in short, oUf
that there has sometimes been a tendency Ml t]e
time to over-stress the scientist at the expense <
artist, and that is a tendency which T feel shou
some extent he counteracted.

Last year | wrote-one article of the type which 1 ~
been just mentioning. It was in effect a review o -~
John Gawswortli's selection of the best short stoi*¥*»
that wayward genius, M. P. Shiel. Shiel was on™
the oddest of modern literary figures, and he wr0,7%e

The Purple Cloud,” what is possibly the best 0
scientific-fantastic novels in lhe vein of H. G.
scientific romances. Shiel had, however, a
characteristic style of his own; a page of his boo
so specially peculiar to himself that it would he instnil .f
recognised by any sensitive reader. The selection 0
stories published by Victor Gollancz was, in cffcC’
memorial to him here. But in America they do 1
things more elaborately, and | have just received - .
A. Reynolds Morse's “ The Works of M. P. tshw ~
(Fantasy Publishing Co., Los Angelos; (> dollars). ~ (
is described by its author as a study in bibliography-
it is a noble book, which will he appreciated by all
are in any way enthusiastic about Shiel's work. B hin
a most exhaustive account of every edition of o'
book of his which has appeared; it describes Shiel s
and work in brief compass, reprinting two essays »
Shiel himself; it even gives a list of the books m
great man’s library (in which, 1 must admit J
gratified to find two books of my own included). <« j
the. volume ends with a touching tribute to S1/
delivered by Mr. Edward Shanks at the Golders (1Uj]
Crematorium on February 24, 1947, when a f[bj.

number of Shiel's admirers gathered to say goodbye
him.

This note is really only a recommendation of Wj
Morse s book (which is obtainable in this country, &
32s. fid., from Mr. E. J. Cornell, 17, Bin-wash R°IIC
S.E.18). | can, therefore, | think, best conclude *
quoting Mr. Shanks’ final message:-—

“ His existence on this earth is not at an end. "'
are here to pay tribute to the poet and prophet, but Ilt.
the last tribute. We ourselves will honour his meinob'
not only now but hereafter in the most practical way""
by reading what he wrote. And others will come am
us who will from time to time demand that his WQ"
shall be made available'for them to read.”

That is a sentiment, I am sure, which all Fre(
thinkers will share. And those of us who have applt®
ciated the very real genius of Shiel—especially th"™A
of us who knew him personally—will be deeply grateh
to Mr. Morse for having erected this really Ii"]j
monument to him, which will make the position of 1
future students of Shicl comparatively easy.

JOHN ROWLAND-
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CORRESPONDENCE

CHRISTIAN RATIONALISM

‘tation.nW 5lxfeudinS his use of the phrase “ Christian

thinkf.fr>>'i- , fr- F. A. Ridley says in his letter (“ The Free-

pet i, "= 'Cmiary 20) that he used the word “ Rationalist’

sense Its Htierai,”l ut in its <technical or theological
. . a Rationalist is one who

| . ‘ n .

"i \Agi?YQle ,’I!cn!rt ISCItgntlt'ic?OII#era.rv and historical criticism

i° the Bible.” ) _ )
vord n point at issue is not the meaning of the
ATlioii- tlomilist,” with which we are all familiar, but his

1 e'«» °f the phrase “ Christian Rationalist.”
lo rati ,nethat' as a Freethinker, Mr. Ridley will agree that
the test f,so Christianity—that is, to subject its doctrines to
m|i_js " l'eason by means of scientific and historical eritic-
?4 1b less,, to discredit it. In that case | would
ingni " whether those who, by such rational methods of
'morsis? ' destroy faith in historic Christianity can, with any
he called Christians? Vet he cites them as
i . Justifying his wuse of the phrase “ Christian
J%‘é—"»«llst,"

tli Jhl'ly to a Rationalist an epithet so obviously at variance
H ''s "unvs as “ Christian ” is an abuse of words which

st....'ority should sanction; and J maintain that in
Afi. I!-Q'f * incongryous. a combination he justified.

hi, <Ry says yWa® j ]l no® * appear 3o question ‘ The
IM W V'Ws ' right to he called a Christian.” T am sur-

<Jca, “'«t (in Mr. Ridley's case) T fail to make my meaning

"ill “ he will faweur me by a resperusal of my akbicle, he

ai'ovi, '°r that it is mainly written for the purpose of

"hou r Jhreetly and by implication, that, as a believer in the
YQ LK theory of evolution. T)r. Inge cannot be a Christian.
etc. A. Yates.

THE AIINDSZENTY TRIAL
lie j 'T I thought “ The Freethinker ” claimed primarily to
w ,««»| and reasoned. Rut when your contributor F. 1.
"qj 1 sBiti's Mihailovitch. Ma.nui and Petkov were murdered
11 ?®: " Atasaryk, / am firmly convinced was murdered,”
liive,7n to wonder. It would have been far Iletter to have
Il 111 odd fact or two to convince readers.
H atfuls were witnessed by plenty of independent people
'li,Jhn,uhl have reported to the world any “ frame-up.” Why
I} .theyp
Qi@ I'trov fought back against his accusers in the Reichstag
I<[li V'1 beat them. Why didn’'t the innocent Mr. Aliiul-
iilfp?” Don’'t tell “ Freethinker ” readers that he was
If I'™® f,0]ln the “ truth-drug,” Air. Gould,
flip , . The Freethinker ” wishes to examine the merits of
Ai(] ""'h  of priests accused of plotting against their honve-
i'hr-*'h'r the cloak of their religion, 1 suggest it be factual.
'KiQ= are enough newspapers and periodicals catering for
"hIn™ , minds, peddling anti-Communist dope issue after
nauseam.—Yours, etc..
I, Austin-Forbf.s.

Freethinker " does not want to examine flic merits
/ these trials; am- contributors hare a free hand in
rpressing fheir opinions.— Editor.]

t "hgious fanatics of the Russian Orthodox Church
a ~e< a muss baptism. Led by a*“ warmly clad priest,”
th?'w!* marched down to the River Volga and plunged
tl, 0,18b a hole in the ice (not the “ warmly clad priest ”
bgh). Tlie fanatics had been told that baptism would
kit! diseases, but most of the group ended in hospital
1 pneumonia and deafness. The report adds that a
a’ ~bree was immersed three times. *“ Pravda
T), Wllces the officials concerned for allowing this
. «turn group to stage a baptism in the nude, and
. ‘ °sted against the ceremony “ dictated by the idiocy
tara former age,” and urged that extreme measures be
= "h against those concerned. In the event of
iwNasures ” being taken, we suppose that ii will be
"'j;?iced as a further proof of persecution against
luns.
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OBITUARY

HELEN RITCHIE

The death of Airs. Helen Ritchie, of 62, Eldeuslie Street,
Glasgow, took place on March (i, at tile age of 80 years. At
her request a Secular Service was read by the Secretary of
the Glasgow Secular Society who expressed sympathy with
her sons, daughters and grandchildren, and hoped that this
family— a line of Freethinkers associated with the local move-
ment for over 100 years—would continue to play an active
part in the work Mrs. Helen Ritchie so sincerely sponsored.

At. 1. W.

JOHN MacKAY

Our very sincere sympathy goes out to Air. and Airs.
AlacKay, of, Worcester Park, on the death of their son, John,
at the early age of 17 years. A strong intellect enabled him
to battle against the misfortunes of poor health. As a lover
of nature and culture he had no need or use for gods any-
where, and the whole of his outlook was based upon an
Atheistic foundation. He often felt the keenness of Christian
spite to which lie responded with a finer touch of character.
The remains were cremated at Croydon, Surrey, on March 9.
where, before the sorrowing parents and other members and
relatives of the family a Secular Service was read by the
General Secretary of the N.S.S. R. H. R.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

LONDON—Outdoor

North London branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead
Heath);— Sunday, 12 noon: Air. L. Emmy.

LONDON-— I ndoor

Conway Discussion Circle (Conway Hal), Red Lion Square,
W.C.l).—Tuesday, March 22, 7 p.m.: Conway Memorial
Lecture. Prof. L. Hoohkn, F.R.S., 1).Sc.; “ The Now
Authoritarianism.”

Rationalist Press Association (Alliance Hall, Palmer Street,
S.AV.l). .Monday, March 21, 7p.m.; Course of Three
Lectures by J. Fiuoku, B.A., D.Se., “ Psychology and
the Problems of Pence.” Tickets, fis., R.P.A. members, 4s.

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
W.C.l).—Sunday, 11 a.in.; George Eliot Reconsidered,”
Air, S. K. Ratci.tffe.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Laurie Arms, Crawford Place,
Edgware Road, W .l).—Sunday, 7-16 p.m.; “ Socialism and
Parliament,’”” Mr. R. H. Roberts.

COUNTRY—Outdoor

Sheffield Branch N.S.S. (Barkers Pool).- Sunday, 7 p.m.:
Air. A. Sajimh and others.

COUNTRY—I ndoor

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Science Room, Alechanics' Institute).
—Sunday, 6-45 p.m,: “ What is Agnosticism?” Air. H. L.
Searlk. N

Glasgow Secular Society (East Hall, ArcLollan GallerieB,
Sauchiehall Street).—Sunday, 7 p.m. Debate; “ That
Communism Will Benefit the Workers.” Aft. Air. Harry
AlcSiiam: (C.P.), Neg. Air. H. W. HkndHrson (Tnd.).

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humherstone Gate).—
Sunday, 6-30 p.m.; “ The Church and Polities,” Mr. F. A.
Hornibrook.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Chorlton Town Hull, All Saints)___
Sunday, 6-30 pan.: “ An Evening With the Gods,” Air.
R. H. Rosbtti (General Secretary N.S.S.).

Nottingham Cosmopolitan Debating Society (Technical
College, Shakespeare Street).—Sunday, 2-30 p.m.: “Religion
and Politics,” Rev. Kenneth Waiohts.

Newcastle (Socialist Hall. Pilgrim Street).— Alondny, Alarcli 21,
7-30 p.m. Debate: “ Does God Exist?” Aft. Rev. Chauies
Haio (St. .lames Church), Neg. M. .1. T. Brighton (N.S.S.).

SECOND-HAND BOOKS. Wants List Welcomed.
Boyle, 30, Parliament Hill, NAY.3.

Michael
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GLASGOW SECULAR SOCIETY

ANNUAL IDINNER

GRAND HOTEL,
Charing Cross, Glasgow
ISATURDAY, MARCH] 26, at 6.30 p.m.

Tickets 11/6 from Mrs. M. Whitefield,
351, Castlemilk Rd., Glasgow, S.4

PUBLIC DEBATE
“DOES GOD EXIST?”

Aff. : REV. C. HAIG Ncg. : J T. BRIGHTON
Socialist Hall, Pilgrim Street, Newcastle
MONDAY MARCH 21 at 7.30 P.M.
Admission Free Collection

HANDBOOK

of the
NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY

Vital Information
for all Members
and Freethinkers

32 pages. Vd. post free.

Bound Volumes of

“The Freethinker”

in attractive green cloth and gold lettering

A useful reference and summary of Freethought
activities*during 1948

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

ORDER NOW ! Limited number

AGE OF REASON. By Thomas Paine. With 40 page
introduction by Chapman Cohen. Price, cloth 3s.; paper
2s.; postage 3d.

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

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK. By G. W. Foote and W. P. Ball.
Price 3s.; postage 2]d. Ninth edition.

THE BIBLE: WHAT IS IT WORTH? By Colonel R. G.
Ingersoll. Price 2d.; postage Id.

BRADLAUGH AND INGERSOLL. By Chapman Cohen.
An Appreciation of two great Reformers. Price 3s,;
postage 3]d.

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.

March 20,

PAMPHLETS for the
By CHAPMAN COHEN

What is the Use of Prayer? Did Jesus Christ Exist- T®
shall not suffer a Witcli to Live. The Devil. Deity |,
Design. Agnosticism or ... ? Atheism. What is Fredtihougt
Must we have a Religion? The Church’s fight for the C
Giving 'em Hell. Freethought and the Child. Morality
out God. Christianity and Slavery. Gods and their Ma c ,
Woman and Christianity. What is the use of a Future
Christianity and Ethics. Price 2d. each. Postage id-

Complete set of 18, bound, 51-, postage

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING

By CHAPMAN COHEN

PEOPA

Series Nos. |, 2, 3and 4
Each volume about 160 pages
Essays include :—
Religion and To-day. Religion and the state.
Do Miracles Happen ? Religion and the Young'

Praying for Rain. Is Religion of Use?

Price 2s. 6d., postage i\d.
The four 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 Chapma®
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, Absurdite’
Atrocities, Prophecies and Immoralities

9th 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
from 167 Authors *

, Fully Indexed
and Classified

Cloth 5s. Postage 3d. Paper 3s. 6d.
From all Booksellers
-K PIONEER PRESS *

Printed and Published by the Pioneer Press (O. W. Foote and Company Limited), 41, Cray's Inn lload, London, W.C. 1.



