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Views and Opinions

^«stfan Truth
d;i P;lraphrase a well-known saying, there are liars, 

^ars> and Christian evangelists. And the 
))lti'̂ cs*: ° f  these is the last. Turn to the New Testa- 

and we find numerous indications of the way in 
. Christians slandered each other. Study 
•manity during the period of its formation, and 
md ourselves moving

We in a medium of personal
,  ‘cation, forged documents, manufactured miracles 
Clir- • lost criminal charges brought by one body of 
tlie ptlans against other Christians. The lie direct, 

10 by suggestion, the lie by implication, all are
With us in shoals. Nearly every writer on ecclcsi-
; , J al history laments the untruthfulness of Christian 
t] |1’,1,ucnts and the difficulty of selecting the possible

not'’■b from lies exists to-day. Christian writers were

!nS a
eugaged in recording events, they were conduct- 

( a religious campaign. Mr. Joseph Wheless, of 
tjj-A.., has published a bulky volume dealing with 
p L* °utstanding forgeries of the Church, and Mr. J.

speed (1931) has written on Strange New Gos- 
a* :' Proving that the Christian forgery mill is still 
,,1 lVe- Neither have exhausted the subject. For 
q centuries there was no greater religious industry 

the-manufacturing of Christian miracles and of 
Pl'U'Uents that would further the interests of the 

‘Urch. Miracles themselves did not cease to hap- 
11 because they ceased to occur, but because a better 
Seated public made belief in them a matter of in- 

1 Rising difficulty.
-ecky thinks that the rise of Protestantism devel- 

(]• a greater liking for truth, or at least a greater 
t 's|'be to lying. I do not agree with him. The 
(■' 'ion in Christian lying changed, but so does 
• s'>ion in other directions without in the least disturb- 
- essential facts
cTv-

tli,
So-

Protestants lied with apostolic 
°ur against Roman Catholics, and Catholics when 

dealt with Protestants showed that they had lost 
ne of the vigour of their earliest ancestors. Until

yesterday great Freethinkers died shrieking for Jesus 
to save them from hell. Death-bed conversions were 
very common; they ceased only when Freethinkers be
came numerous.

There is one thing concerning Christian lying that 
has not been sufficiently noticed. This is the rare 
occasions (I cannot recall one) on which detected and 
exposed liars for the greater glory of God have been 
denounced from the pulpit. It is true that after a 
time the circulation of the lie has been dropped (when 
it was no longer profitable to circulate it), but that is 
all. Nor can I  recall a single instance in which the 
congregation of any church has shown public disap
proval of any preacher who circulated the lie. He 
had lied for the glory of God and in the interests of 
Christianity, and his congregation would accept the 
plea of St. P a u l: I f  my lie hath abounded to the 
greater glory of God why then am I judged a sinner? 
The sympathy of the congregation lay with the liar.

Tecky, whose statement of fact so often contradicts 
his considered opinion, says of the earlier, but very 
large, part of Christian history : —

Ecclesiastical literature became tainted with a 
spirit of the most unblushing mendacity. Heathen
ism was to be combated, and therefore prophecies of 
Christ by Orpheus and the Sybils were forged, lying 
wonders were multiplied, and ceaseless calumnies 
were poured upon those who, like Julian, opposed 
the faith. Heretics were to be convinced, and there
fore interpolations of old writings, or complete for
geries were habitually imposed on the forged gospels 
. . . generation after generation it became more uni
versal ; it continued till the very sense of truth 
seemed blotted out of the minds of men.

This marked decline of the feeling for truth in
creased with the advance of Christianity. This, Tecky 
goes on to point out, is quite understandable : —

An age which has ceased to value impartiality of 
judgment will soon cease to value accuracy of state
ment, and when credulity is inculcated as a virtue, 
falsehood will not long be stigmatized as a vice. 
When, too, men are firmly convinced that salvation 
can only be found within their Church they will 
speedily conclude that nothing can be wrong that is 
beneficial to it. They exchange the love of truth for 
what they call the love of the truth.

That is why we have to-day Roman Catholic truth, 
Episcopalian truth, Presbyterian truth, etc. Science 
has but one truth. Goebbels must have been a close 
student of Christian literature. He has merely added 
another truth—German truth—to the list. But amid 
such a crowd of Christian experts, Goebbels must 
work hard to achieve and maintain superiority.
. *  *  *

Modern but Ancient
Someone has said that there are only about half-a- 

dozen jokes in the world. All that one gets are the 
same jokes differently presented. I  think the same 
may be said of Christian lies. For years I cherished
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the hope of meeting a new kind of Christian lie. I 
never succeeded. But recently I met, not with a new 
Christian lie, but witli a very old one boasting a new 
centrepiece. I met this in a little pamphlet issued by 
the “ Wimbledon Schoolboys’ Meeting Union,”  a title 
I had to find from sources other than the pamphlet. 
That bore only the mystic letters, W .S.M .U., which 
appears to be the disguise assumed by a Mr. Arthur 
Mercer. Mr. Mercer’s name is the only one that ap
pears on the pamphlet, and it is to him that all moneys 
for supplies of the pamphlet must be sent. Mr. Mer
cer says that these pamphlets are supplied at the cost 
of printing, but considerable sums of money must be 
spent on the venture. The pamphlets themselves are 
highly commended by Bishop Chavasse, Field-Mar
shal Lord Grenfell, Admiral Sir G. F . King-Hall, the 
Rev Edward Lyttleton, Sir G. K . Scott Moncrieff, and 
others. Lord Grenfell says the stories contained in 
these booklets are “  woven into the narratives with 
great skill.”  One of these narratives attracted my 
attention and left me wondering what the funda
mental quality of the mentality of these prominent 
men is really worth. For the story that lies before 
me, and which may be taken as a fair sample of these 
tracts, contains not an original lie, but one of the 
oldest in the annals of Christian propaganda. The 
only feature of this yarn by Mr. Murcel, of Rozel, 
Sunnyside, Wimbledon, that is new, is the name of the 
hero of the piece. Here it is.

A Dr. Douglas Adam, of whom I know nothing, 
says that a friend of his was acting on a Royal Com
mission of which Professor T . H. Huxley was also a 
member. On a certain Sunday morning the following 
incident occurred. Dr. D. Adam is the speaker: —

“  I suppose you are going to Church,”  said Hux
ley. ‘ ‘ Yes,”  replied my friend. “  What if you 
stayed at home and talked to me of religion.’ ’ 
“  No,”  was the reply, “  for I am not clever 
enough to refute your arguments.”  “  But ”  
(said Huxley), “  What if you simply told me 
your own experience—what religion has done for 
you?”  My friend did not go to Church that morn
ing. He stayed at home and told Huxley the story 
of all that Christ had been to him ; and presently 
there were tears in the eyes of the great Agnostic as 
he said : “  I would give my right hand if I could be
lieve, but I can’t .”

The story ends with Huxley in tears and the un
known (to me) friend, Dr. Douglas Adam, rejoicing.

In the language of Hollywood, that is a new one on 
me. But only so far as the name of Huxley is con
cerned. Otherwise it is one of the stalest of Christian 
lies. It shows signs of wear, for once upon a time 
Huxley would have gone straight home, still shedding 
tears and, struggling against himself, burned all his 
heretical books, forsaken all his heretical opinions, 
and after a day or so of continuous thought resolved 
on spending the rest of his life in prayer, relieved by 
lying with all the energy of one of the early Christian 
fathers. Huxley, as we all know, had some very 
powerful arguments against Christianity, but the yarn 
of the unnamed friend of Dr. Adam did the trick. 
For the rest of his life Huxley ought to have gone 
through the world proclaiming his belief in Jesus.

But one must confess that this friend of Dr. Adam 
did his best. Of course he could not publicly convert 
Huxley, but still I think he might have said that H ux
ley with the tears still dripping, went on his knees 
and joined his saviour in prayer. As editor of the 
Freethinker I am, of course, professionally bound to 
laugh at the whole story, but the'true Christian will 
realize that Mr. Mercer’s narratives, backed by such 
prominent men as those named, ought to give one 
seriously to think. The only alternative hypothesis 
would be that the eminent men cited who have given 
their blessing to the work of Mr. Mercer, are inter

ested in “  doping the public,”  or, where rcligi011 15 
concerned, count them as just fools.

and Man
fill M r." |?r .one ni°re story from the truth-
gentleman SivVr i lns concerns another decorated 
t0 the Indian n  " ry Normafo late military secretary 

311 Government. Sir Henry went to a re-
ligious meeting that was being addressed by Lord

Lidstock. The speaker gave out a hymn, and (''>
a Christian passion for truth) asked that only th°"
should sing who believed in it. Sir Henry was (fi" 'j
annoyed by this, probably because he was offended a
tins implied slight on his capacity for believing a'»'

nng, and left the meeting. But evidently resolv-
to be saved s<*»ehow, he went to another meeting °>
the same evening. Then, to his surprise, he hear*
given out the same hymn which he had been forbu d<-
tQ Slnf ‘ So* «aid this wise Government official, "G 0*
is evidently following me.”  Why not? God like*
true British deity has an eye for titles. That very
night Sir Henry gave in. It was, to use the langw1̂
of the detected burglar, “  a fair cop ”  The Lord l>a‘‘
resolved to grab Sir Henry. He had let the other
meeting go to the devil and followed Sir Henry,
from that night Sir Henry Norman, became a
and devoted follower of the Lord Jesus.”  There nnM
have been rejoicing in heaven when the Lord i*- -  fro»1
turned, tired, perhaps, after chasing Sir Henry 
meeting to meeting, but flushed with victory- o), 

I must stop here. I  have been greatly imi’ r jl0̂ v 
I realize more clearly than ever that Christianity ^
ever much it may change in form remains the at
essence. No matter how great a rogue, or how jflow grc;
a liar one may be, Mr. Mercer will assure y °v ^ it|,
they, and he, are certain of salvation. For the ^ 
that saves man is not the truth of science 01 1 j 
sophy, it is “  Christian truth ”  alone that saVCS',()(,id 
if Christian truth resembled ordinary truth there w 
be no spiritual benefit in it. It is Christian  tru 
which the Church lives, and for which Mr. Mcic1-’1 
penses pamphlets at the cost price of 17 c0*)1L*tj,,y, 
is. 8d., post free. Christianity is the same yestd1 
to-day and for ever. a j- {j,

I had lietter not read too many of the W 
tracts. I have no wish to end my life with a reC‘ , a 
tion of all I have been advocating for over half

p fret'1
century. Nor do I want to have God chasing i"L p 
back garden to picture palace, and from picture 
ace to Freethinker office. I must avoid tempt»11 ,
lest I should be induced to join Mr. Mercer m 
the earliest of Christian practices.

one 1

Chapman Con'-

Darw in’s Bull-Dog

There is no darkness but ignorance.—SltaUesp111 
Public opinion is far too often public-house ‘’l’’" '1, ...

r .  h . }
j, {jib

Charues Darw in , the solitary student who shooN , 
world with his theory of evolution, was a modest 1 
with but small gifts of literary expression. I1',
controversial cataclysm which followed .the Pld>,%/ 
tion of The Origin of Species, and The Desc?’1  ̂
Man it became necessary, not only to defend the 
ideas, but also to popularize them. Thomas l ^ ’ ^

' fHuxley has told us how he took upon himself the l1
of “  Darwin’s bull-dog and gladiator-general ^
soip-nr-p ”  T tv  f l i t s  a s s o n n i t i m i  n f  sp ro ir -p  T T iiv le V  » '* t,science.”  By this assumption of service H uxley th

I1 an imperishable name for himself as a fighter for 11 
and became one of the agents in the diffusion of e '1 
tionary ideas. Dubbed the “ Saint Paul of Dar" 1
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pln> he proved himself a most doughty champion of 
Pr°gress.

Í); . was in so many ways the complement of 
ailt, 111 • Huxley possessed a literary style that most 
win R s Would have given tlieir ears to emulate. Dar- 
ai), new little anatomy, while Huxley was a trained

accomplished anatomist. Darwin was modest 
and retiring to a degree, but Huxley was ever a 
j'iïter. All these advantages enabled Huxley to sup- 

blenrent the evidence Darwin nad adduced, and to 
triumphantly combat criticism. For example, at the 
"’cntorable meeting of the llritish Association Huxley
8ave Bishop Wilberforce, who had attacked the new 

eas> such a trouncing as no bishop had ever pre-idea

la|^sly received at the hands of a scientist. Years 
01 > Huxley engaged Gladstone in controversy, and 

^  wed beyond cavil and dispute that a man may be a 
a R le .Minister and yet repeat the ignorance of past 
hi] ' Whhout realizing its import. Huxley earned for 
a a place in literature apart from his position as 

scientist. His place in literature rests securely upon 
s '? famous essays and lectures in which he brings 
Renee to bear upon the interpretation of life and 

'ricizes old beliefs.
ip ,atever Huxley wrote was always pointed and 
Ruminative. This’ was, in part, due to the variety of 
1. ear'y experience. Trained as a medical student,
HattS,CcureH an appointment as surgeon on H.M.S. 
sin- L'Sna^e’ and was later engaged for three years on 
Dihr'i'Hg WOr̂  ' u Australasian waters. His first 
]jf *lsued work was a record of his discoveries of ocean 
S0(y ^ few years later he was a Fellow of the Royal 
A Ut-V, and held some important official positions, 
ty 1 all this varied experience of men and affairs was 
St,■ Ilcri to account in his writings. His papers on 
a ’uuic subjects, even his excursions into theology, 
aR 'us many controversies, were bright and readable, 

*, at times amusing.
0 s a rule, serious scientists use a language of their 
list'1 ^riw'l’ darkens knowledge. Whether the scien- 
0{ f A‘el that, having gained their knowledge by years 
t, jabour, it is sheer prodigality to give it away so 
j j 1 or whether the old priestly spirit has found a 

" lodgment in scholastic circles, may be an open 
a ,, °n. Nothing appears to irritate some of the 
tl( ,• ors ° 1  ponderous monographs so much as having 
j, 11 life-work made intelligible to the reader. When 
RHessor Max Muller edited the Sacred Books of the 

he refused to include the Christian Bible in the 
] lL's- More recent examples might be given in which 

arned men have refrained from dotting the i’s and 
ss'ng the t’s, and pressing home their arguments 

.R '111st current superstition. It may be due to 
RUousy of the democracy, or it may be due to the fear 

losing an official position, but the distrust is plain 
Rough. But Huxley hoisted the engineers with their 
. Vn gunpowder. He opened up a new universe to 

"s of thousands, and helped materially to raise the 
Ll,ltiire of his century.

who that came fresh to the study of science could 
jRb and quibble at the author of Lay Sermons, and 
R°se other delightful and informative papers which 

contributed to the popular reviews. He awoke a 
" eW interest, and even made dry-as-dust theology in-

i-esting. In entrancing articles and lectures Huxleyte
jl'(l the large reading public to understand the mys- 
eries that, expressed in the esoteric terminology of 

Scientific language, else had remained comparatively 
’"'know n. Thanks to Huxley, and a few others, the 
'‘Minary1 reader has a clear idea of the labours of the 
^eat thinkers of our time, and, it may be, sees more 
1 Marly the tendency of those movements than those 
'vho, with technical knowledge, dissect the old faiths 
'vhilst still bowing the knee to the Great Goddess 
^fundy.

It is strange that people are only now beginning to 
see that H uxley’s iconoclasia was actually forced upon 
him by the clergy themselves. As a scientist, he had 
no wish or even the time for criticizing the absurdities 
of the Pentateuch, the demonology of the Gospels, or 
the ignorance embedded in religion. But when he 
saw the whole body of the clergy attacking evolution 
without any acquaintance with the subject, and 
simply in defence of a vested interest, he rallied to the 
side of science, and, with help, routed the clergy. It 
was a novel experience for the arrogant priestly caste 
to be charged with perpetuating uncivilized ideas by 
the successors of the men they had burnt alive for 
heresy. And the scientists won all along the line. 
With the solitary exception of the priests of the Roman 
Catholic Church, ever the hindmost of the reaction
aries, there is not to-day a man with a reputation to 
lose who talks and writes as men did before the publi
cation of the Origin of Species.

Huxley fought the good fight at a time when a mere 
accusation of Atheism was a serious matter. When 
John Stuart Mill, “  the saint of Rationalism,’ ’ was 
appealing to the electors of Westminster the walls 
were placarded with bills accusing him of Atheism, 
and he lost the seat to a Tory tradesman.

For holding heretical views Strauss was deprived of 
his professorship at Tubingen and his career was 
ruined. Renan lost his chair in the College de 
France; Buchner was driven from Tubingen; an 
attempt was made to force Haeckel out of Jena. Here 
in this country the poet Shelley, because of his 
Atheism, was judicially declared to be unfit to be the 
guardian of his own children. Many years, late a 
similar dishonour was inflicted on Annie Besant. A 
former Marquis of Queensbury was thought to be un
suited for the House of fiords on account of his known 
Freethought opinions. A  far more glaring instance 
was the case of that Radical stalwart, Charles Brad- 
laugh, who was excluded from the House of Commons 
for Atheism in a fight which lasted thirteen years. 
Huxley must have known of these things. He was a 
truthful man, but I doubt if he wished for martyrdom. 
By dubbing himself an Agnostic he threw dust in the 
eyes of his enemies, but there was no doubt as to his 
meaning. Not one person in ten thousand knew what 
a gnostic was, and the newly-coined term “ agnostic" 
made confusion worse confounded, fieslie Stephen, 
in his Agnostic’s Apology, soon removed any dis
pute on the subject, for he was A  forthright in his 
iconoclasia as G. W. Foote or Ingersoll.

It is as a popularizer of science that Huxley lives. 
For in the heart of the democracy his lessons have 
sunk deep, and if pedants frown and undergraduates 
sneer, it is something, to have helped the people to 
grasp the teachings of science. Huxley regarded 
himself as a humble disciple of Darwin, but in popu
larizing the work of the master he made an enviable 
reputation, and what writer can desire more? Withal, 
Huxley was one of the most cultured men of his gen
eration. Though he was doomed by his profession to 
an everlasting round of lectures and writing, he was 
free from the tyranny of things. For he had the uni
verse for his intellectual inheritance.

M im nrrm us

The test of truth is Reason, not Faith ; for to the court 
of reason must be submitted even the claims of Faith.

Ambrose Pierce

A Wise Man reflects before he speaks; a Fool speaks, 
and then reflects on what he has littered.

• French Proverb.
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Islam and Christendom

A su r v ey  of the Byzantine scene in these pages dealt 
with some of its characteristics at a time of compara
tive prosperity prior to the fateful aggression of the 
new faith of Islam from Arabia. The contact of Islam 
and Christendom has wide historic consequence be
yond its regional vistas; and we purpose here to assess, 
within the limits at our command, the general effect 
of this contact op the course of Western Civilization 
and Culture. At the outset we may proceed by pre
senting historic panorama to illumine the situation. 
The significance and upshot of Islam in that regard 
can then be treated in due sequence.

Suffice it that in the seventh century a .d ., a 
specious theistic cult arose in Arabia, incited by the 
lead of a certain “  prophet ”  Mohammed ( =  “  the 
praised ” ), centring in the ancient cities of Mecca and 
Medina [570-632]. Eventually, not without diffi
culty, it was established among a number of the 
neighbouring Arab triljes. Under a fanatical impulse 
and from diverse motives this cult, and system, 
entered oxr a militant career to spread its evangel 
abroad by force; a movement continued by the succes
sors of Mohammed in the headship of Islam, as it came 
to be known.1 Its central tenet made it Hostile to 
Christian trinitarianism and all phases of polytheism. 
From causes to be dealt with more fully later, these 
initial excursions brought considerable gains at the 
expense of the Eastern Empire and the Western 
marches of Persia. Previous predatory inroads into 
those regions from various quarters had l>een incited 
by cupidity and material interest. Each of these 
powers at the time was weakened by internal dissen
sion and ill-equipped to meet a fresh onslaught which, 
beyond any such motives, brought the energy of a re
ligious Crusade.

Syria and Mesopotamia were rapidly over-run; 
Egypt soon passed under their control; followed by 
stages by the whole of N. Africa. In 7 1 1 2 they 
crossed what are now the Straits of Gibraltar and 
established a position iir S. Spain. Here, the story 
goes, they were assisted by a local Christian magnate 
over some personal quarrel with authority. Having 
110 intention of returning they pursued their conquer
ing course with sufficient prowess that by 713 they 
had reached the Pyrenees. A determined Christian 
section, however,*lield out beyond the mountains of 
Asturias and in the North, which was to become the 
basis of an effective counter-stroke. Entering France, 
after some minor achievements, they were decisively 
defeated near Tours by the Franks under Charles 
Martel ( =  "  the Ilammes ” ), in 743, and forced back 
again into the Peninsula. Here the Saracens 
( =  Easterns) maintained a dubious sovereignty over a 
diminishing territorial domain for another seven 
centuries. The growing Catholic Kingdoms in the 
North, animated by inflexible hostility to the alien 
faith and intruders, made steady advance, and in 
1084 Alfonso the V I. united the two kingdoms of 
Leon and Castile and won back the old capital of 
Toledo. The struggle went on until, in 1492, Fer
dinand and Isabella, having linked the forces of Ara
gon and Castile, conquered the remaining Islamic 
stronghold in Granada; where was breathed “ the 
last sigh of the Moor.”  During the next century the 
whole Morisco population, and a number of Jews, 
were expelled from Spain.

1 [Islam and Muslim ( =  Moslem, Musulman) are tlie in
finitive and participle of the causative root sltn, which con
notes “  peace.” The idea was ro make peace with the 
stronger—to surrender to Allah.] J. B, Bury ; note to Gib- 
bon.

1 Dates throughout ara taken as presented by the com
pilers drawn upon.

Sporadic incursions into Mediterranei
effected byterritories, or temporary lodgments, were — - y

the Saracens from their African base, 
descended on Rome itself.

In

The tombs and temples of St. Peter and S t
were left .LCI,lpics 01 ^  ----° f  the Osti'm 111 *be suburbs of the Vatican an<
served them - 1 beir invisible sanctity had pre-

y *  « *  the Vandal, »ml f
Gospel and , C Arabs disdained both the 
spirit was ,mn’le .le Setid and their rapacious 

■ - ri P?50ved and animated by the Pre• • -j -Oc wencept of the Koran. The Christian idols ■ere

stripped of their costly offerings, a silver altar l̂C 
torn away from the shrine of St. Peter; anc vef. 
bodies or the buildings were left entire, their 
ance must he imputed to the haste rather t a 
scruples of the Saracens. . . .  3

•tii tbeIt may be noted here tliaty contemporary w 
rise of Islamic Spain, the Roman Church was 1111  ̂
ing its supreme sovereignty, spiritual and ten 1 
over the West; reviving the title of Csesar, in V^jfoly 
son of Charlemagne, with the creation of the 
Roman Empire ”  under its jurisdiction. ^

Meanwhile Muslim impact on Byzantium ^  
Western Asia took a more prolonged, if cheT 
course. It swept through Persia.

• c * andA victorious army is insensible to fatig" > 0f 
the Caliph Othman promised the Governmc"^^ 
Chorassau to the first general who should enter ^  
large and populous country, the Kingdom ° 
ancient Baetrians. The condition was accepter» 
prize was deserved, the standard of Maboine . 
planted on the walls of Herat, Merou, and 1a j 
and the successful general neither halted nor reĵ  
till his foaming cavalry had tasted the waters 
Oxus. . . .  4

Such conquests brought the primitive Saracen^^ 
association with a more sophisticated civilized m 
By 1100 the Muslim Empire with its capital at ‘ - 
dad was well into the heart of Anatolia. With P ^  
parity came an appreciation of luxury; the P . 
dynamic of “  conversion ”  became weakened am - 
servient to mundane considerations. MolC0, „
peoples who had accepted the Muslim creed were often

inimical to Baghdad authority. New dynasties ‘ , 
independent kingdoms took shape out of the ofiS  ̂
empire. Restless tribes from the vast varia • ,c 
genesis of Asia pressed into some more attrac 
habitat and were not averse to profiting territo*1«- 
at the expense of the Baghdad Caliphate, that is» 
spiritual and temporal headship of Islam. Of y   ̂
the most vigorous were tribes broadly classic  ̂
Turks, folk distinct from the first Semitic progem 
of Islam.5 Taking tlieir designation from the ru , 
House, the Seljuk Turks usurped the sovereign*) j 
the Empire leaving to tbe Caliphate only a spirl , 
power, and were in control of the Holy Land dm1 
the Crusades of the eleventh and twelfth century- ^

This movement is a theme in itself, and as it ' 
permanent political change we will pass it in the 1  ̂
sent connexion, leaving its influence to be tom 
upon in the sequel. ^

The Seljuks were challenged in the fourtcea 
century by a rival -the Othmanli or Ottoman T u>'y 
who reached the highest tide of fortune among jp 
predial adventurers and exemplars of “  power-P0 
tics.”  Beginning with a province in the N.K. of 
tolia they won possession of the whole IslamlC

3 E. Gibbon.
4 E. Gibbon. .gl
5 We pass any attempt to analyse the complex As1, 

ethnology.
ti«
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mam Of Asia Minor. In 1341-47 they entered the
j^lkans, and in 1453 completed the destruction of the

oman Empire by the conquest of Constantinople,
'vllen_ the Holy Church of the Greek Communion, St.
Sophia, became a Muslim Mosque. During the next
^utury, after subduing semi-independent Balkan
k'&gdoms, they crossed the Danube to become
Rasters of Hungary and country extending as far as
le Crimea. The peak of Ottoman power was attained

U/ er Suleyman (the Magnificent) 1520-66. In an age
?. â e statesmen he ranks with the leading rulers of
;'ls time. He improved Muslim legislation; and also the - - -

., 1 status of his Non-Muslim subjects, when Christen- 
p°Ui Was rent with sectarian strife and its different 
L°mmunio:cuti( 10I1S were engaged in fanatical sadistic perse- 
Inan°Kr Durin^ this period while the Eastern Otto- 
"'as • ° r^er remained -vis-a-vis other States much as it 
cqv 111 the day of the Eastern Romans, its domain 
^ 'u  Ambia’ ti’e Nile Valley, the Barbary States of 
nav . llca and maintained a formidable military and 
1!'eiia armament—an over-shadowing presence and

oi/U tbe seventeenth century the Ottoman star falls 
ea ,a steady decline. The causes are various. Their 
o r /  .suP_remacy was largely due to superior military 

- - « o n  and tactic. With the introduction of 
Port-C1U arms’ the musket, changes in method, and im 
to i,<UlCe mdustrlal skill in armament, they appear 
VersQ /  fallen behind their opponents. A  signal re- 
Au i . ôre Vienna in 1683 was followed by resolute 
Hu T'an carnPaigns under the famous general, Prince 
ba. / ’ and by 1700 they were driven back over the 
rjsj 11 >e- Another foe now takes up the story. The 
0tt  ̂ Power of Russia appears on the flank of the 
a ,°niai1 Empire. A  Russian Prince in 988 married 
^/Ughter of the Byz antine House on condition of 
ac >racmg equally her creed. Here he was qui 
^./"Uuodating, and in the spirit of the age ordered 
Ij,, 0 e.Sale conversion and baptism of his subjects in the 
, , / n .  So began the connexion of the Greek Cult 
j. 1 * Russian fortunes 
str'plre ceased to
C(j ll!? autocratic monarchy with its capital at Mos- 
1 / ’ where the Greek Rite was the accepted State Re- 
f'l°u under a Slavonic adaptation

Hie eighteenth century Russia had advanced to 
 ̂ Position of claiming a Protectorate over all Eastern 

/"stian s amid Turkish decay and misrule. Further,
lHCjYi w. .  ̂ • .1 -*~r i z-a •, rrecovering

be,
and at the time the Eastern 
Russia was growing into a

'.tTe Was the lure ofOr,
t ; , . /  faith from Muslim desecration. 
llutv ...... • .............  ...... .

the Holy City of 
Persistent hos-

s . . • recurring wars, support to revolting Christian 
hf 'CcAs> led to Russian control of the N. Coast of the 

Sea and the virtual emancipation of former 
(/Istian principalities from Turkish sovereignty. In 

Unbroglio the attitude of other powers was sonie- 
aes friendly, sometimes hostile as with the matter of 

, / ek Independence. The final blow was struck in 
9 ' 7, which cairied Muscovite arms to the Gates of 
l/ftentinople. But for the intervention of the 
c/ lsh Government of the day the Treaty then con- 

lul°d would have eliminated Turkish dominion,
/ eb if modified at the Berlin Congress of 1S7S, it 
¡,r/ e  finis to Islam as a factor in the European com- 
li 1 • . . Since then the scene has witnessed singular 
aPpenings; and the end is not yet. . . .

A usten  V erney

(To be continued)

I Eie less a man thinks or knows about his virtues the
her we like him.—Emerson.

The Mind of the Chimpanzee

T he intelligence of the ape is tested in the following 
manner. A  desirable object, such as food or a play
thing, is placed within sight. The straight path to 
acquiring it is blocked. The ape has therefore to 
think how to get to his goal by other means.

Consider a simple case with a hen. A  short piece 
of wire netting separates her from a piece of bread. To 
get it the hen must turn at 90 degrees and go round 
for it. But unless the netting is extremely short she is 
“  stumped.”  No solution presents itself. And if the 
netting is closed in on three sides the situation for the 
hen is hopeless, for this would mean that she would 
have to turn back at 180 degrees. This would mean 
taking a direction away from the object, and in doing 
this the hen completely loses control of the problem.

It may be, of course, that, as hens do, she would 
meander aimlessly and light on the bread by accident. 
This is not a “  solution curve.”  The foot-tracks of 
the animal can be traced and plotted. In the case of 
the dog, his traces, and indeed bis general behaviour, 
leave us with no doubt that he has visualized the situ
ation correctly. Like the ape, he presents a true solu
tion curve, round the obstacle to the object.

It is noteworthy, however, that if a tasty morsel is 
placed right up to the dog’s nose on the other side of 
the netting, its nearness often has such an effect on 
the nostrils that the dog is held as by a magnet. His 
ideas about going round, for it are temporarily blocked.

The purpose of Kohler’s experiments, then, is to 
test roundabout ways (Uwege) to a blocked goal. And 
the power by which the animal sums up the situation, 
and acts accordingly, he calls insight (Einsicht). We 
shall hope to show that insight, as conceived by 
Kohler, is a purely materialistic concept.

* * *

Other elementary tests include going downstairs, 
and passing through several doors along routes in the 
opposite direction from the objective, to> retrieve some
thing seen from a height. Or again, three strings 
may be offered to the ape, with the object attached to 
the other end of one of them. The strings can cross 
each other in several interesting ways. The problem 
is which string to pull. We are now obviously pass
ing the dog stage, and are ready to find what use the 
ape can make of implements.

The latter are left within reach, but the apes’ atten
tion is not drawn to them, except where specifically 
stated. Nor arc the implements (sticks, tables, boxes, 
ladders, etc.) placed in an obvious position. During 
the experiments the ape‘ would often look round and 
his eye would fall on them without any solution being 
conveyed by the sight of them.

A simple test is the employment of a stick, to poke 
through the bars and angle in the food placed out of 
arm’s reach. When a banana was suspended from 
the roof of the stockade in readiness for a test, Kohler 
found that a door projecting outwards into the stock
ade had been used as a ladder by Chica (the gymnai 
tic ape). In a subsequent test the door was opened : 
an angle inconvenient for reaching the fruit. Sultan, 
the most intelligent ape, soon rectified the position of 
the door, and the apes would later swing on it to ap
proach the suspended object. They would also', ex
cept the ground lovers Tschego and Grande, swing on 
a suspended rope and clutch the object en route.

At a still higher level we come now’ to the use of a 
“  mid-objective.”  The banana is out of reach, out
side the cage bars. A stick is needed. But the stick, 
is suspended from a height, out of reach. The ape is 
led in casually past a box, big enough to stand on to 
reach the stick. This experiment dragged on a con
siderable time and the apes were tested collectively.
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Apparently spurred on by the competition, Sultan, 
who like the others had had periods of “  lost interest”  
(i.e., where the ape is discouraged by failure to find 
solution and will no longer give his mind to the prob 
ltnii), suddenly fetched the box, mounted it and got 
the objective.

The behaviour of the animal in the solution show 
that the box is fetched with a purpose, and that the 
animal has in mind both the final objective (banan 
and the mid-objective (stick). There is no gap in the 
continuity of his action, such as would suggest that 
the box had not been fetched for the particular pur 
pose of reaching the stick. Kohler’s timing of these 
solutions is most meticulous. It was his earnest 
desire to eliminate any chance of counting as a success 
the mere haphazard collection of implements without 
foresight. To prove that the animal is behaving as 
purposefully as human beings it must be shown that 
the action is continuous and entirely with regard to 
the final goal. In this connexion the big ape 
Tschego, dallied with a problem hopelessly for two 
hours and then suddenly hit on the solution, without 
the aid of any accidental advantageous movements 
She had to move a box away from the bars in order to 
get to the spot where she could put her hand through 
for the object. For two hours she was baffled, and be 
came glum and ill-tempered. She did not touch the 
box. Finally the solution presented itself and she 
shifted the obstacle and got the food. Sultan took the 
shortest time to think of this solution (ordinarily the 
animals were tested in ones.) There is no doubt at all 
that the animals knew what' they were doing. It was 
not a case of, “  Shift box to there and food miracu
lously comes within reach.,”  It was, “  move box 
away in any direction, whether by pushing, pulling, 
lifting, shoving, carrying, dragging or what you w ill.”  
Chica, in fact, flung the box over her shoulder. The 
apes were not tied down to any stereotyped movement 
by which the fruit was mysteriously brought closer. 
As in other tests, the behaviour was a purposeful 
whole. It was stamped with foresight.

We come to the next stage, the making of imple
ments. The animal already has the idea of the stick. 
Sultan draws out a loose iron bar and carries it io 
metres to the objective, using it as a stick. His track 
of behaviour again shows that the bar is drawn with a 
purpose. For the animal has now got past the level 
of “  actual stick ”  and arrived at the concept, “  pos
sible stick.”  We here approach the level of concept
ual thought, which religious psychologists of a dead 
age (not so long ago) piously hoped was the sacred 
prerogative of mankind. Sultan also broke a branch 
from a tree to use as a stick. The appearance of a 
branch as a possible stick does not, however, come 
readily to the ape, for, in the terminology of Gestalt 
(the psychology which these experiments suggest and 
support) the tree, with its branches, forms a fairly 
closed configuration, fixed in the ape’s mind as an in
tegral whole (not capable of separation).

G . II. T a ylo r
(To be continued)

L a  Folie de Jesus”

“  On Ills MOTHER’S SIDE 
One of the finest examples of unconscious humour to 

be found in contemporary literature occurs in a recently 
published book by Mr. Harry ,1. Green wall, entitled, / 
Hate To-morrow, published by The Hook Club, Charing 
Cross Road. Here is the passage on page 232 :—

The Aga Khan is, on his mother’s side, a direct 
descendant of Allah.

It is almost a perfect “  Howler.”  The reference should 
have been made, of course, to the prophet “ Mahomet,”  
and not to “ Allah,’ ’ which is the Arabic name for 
“ C»od.” This charming piece of innocence is the work 
of a very popular journalist who has for years adorned 
the pages of several so-called “  national ’ ’ newspapers.

I.

F if t y  years ago or so, G . W. Foote wrote a Pa*'T 
entitled IFas Jesus In sa n el-

ililet
WW LV- W a.---

, , shocking thing to sllf
gest of the Christian God, but which had occurred 0

to

of J " lcS
|e work 
aeglect'

more than one critic of Christianity.
'oote’s pamphlet was actually a critique — - 

»Soury’s Jesus and the Gospels, a brilliant little work 
winch has fallen into a most undeserved negf 
vScury s contention was that Jesus “  was the victim 0 
chrome congestion of the brain, which developed in
flammatory symptoms before his death, and that the 
gibbet saved him from actual madness.”  The evi
dence was, of course, drawn from the accounts £>vc" 
m the Gospels taken by Soury almost at their fa<* 
value. Admitting them as historical records, Son'.' 
analysed many of the incidents narrated, and the sav
ings of Jesus and his family, as well as those of some 
of his fellow countrymen, and had no difficulty in
ing to the conclusion that Jesus was insane, 
be fairly added, though, that other writers exam

con'- 
jt  can
iiiit'g
e thethe same incidents and sayings have come to quite { 

opposite conclusions. For them, they showed J c-
-  ‘ i g " ' ‘ 

oint of
as the veritable son of God, or the greatest Being
ever trod this earth. A lot depends on one’s Pc 
view.

Soury did not spend time in discussing the 
of the actual existence of Jesus; and neither did »’
But in the second edition of his pamphlet lie ac 
note worth reproducing here : —

At the end of the fourth volume of Ernest (,[ 
he Christianisme ct ses Origines, there is a ,10 
three pages in length 011 Jules Soury’s theory,
Havet rejects 011 several grounds, all of which "  ^  
be included in one, namely, that we have no ,l'| ^  ¡t 
tic biography of Jesus. This is probably true,  ̂
does not affect a theory based On the Gospels os  ̂
stand. Havet does not believe that Jesus gave

,-en if he did the '(lt

stimi

V Ot'1self out to be the Messiah, and eve 
was vague, and was perhaps not an extraordinary 
among enlightened Jews. With respect to the h°a-^ 
of Jesus, it is argued by Havet that we should 
take them literally, but regard them as hypcr'10 vC 
like the statement that a little faith would ltl,uT  
mountains. The irruption of the Temple tra<

s rati"-probably never took place, and if it did it was 
an act of fanaticism than of madness. In the 
way

sai>"
figHavet gets rid of the cursing of the barren 

tree, by» treating it as an imaginary story with a sy -  ̂
bobe meaning. Altogether, it is obvious that H ;"1'. 
and Soury are working from different points of vie"  j 
and if the gospel histories are to be treated as h"!lC. 
inary—for which there is much to be said 1
hardly worth while to discuss whether their hero "  
sane or insane. As well debate the sanity or insan 
of Hamlet.

¡is
ity

b-

lei
That is naturally the proper way to look at the 1'J‘^j 
111. If  there never was such a person as Jesus, ’ { 

or man, the question as to whether he was mad 01  ̂
s merely a theological exercise and docs not 1113 

But it would not be unfair to claim that flu 
hristians would prefer Freethinkers to say' Jesus 

mad rather than to deny that he ever lived.
Thirty years ago, however, a famous 

Psychology, Dr. Binet-Sangle, produced the first v 
ume of a massive work on the whole question- 
three subsequent volumes he expanded his thesis "  

ery great detail, most of which was written fro'D 
thoroughly medical aspect. The author dealt W1 
Jesus as a case, and from his own specialized k "0''c 
ledge made an exhaustive analysis, not merely of 
Gospels, but also of other Messiahs and religious 
tics. That the whole work has never been t r a n s it 1 
into English—as far as I know—is a calamity, J cSl

Professor 0

I"
•ith

¡1
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ma>’ »ever have lived at all; but if be did, this work 
Moves that he was undoubtedly insane.

binet-Sangle felt it was time that someone should 
attei»Pt a life of Jesus from an altogether different 
l'°>»t of view from that of Renan who thought lie was 
a ‘‘ divine”  man, or that of Proudhon, a “  pro- 
¡»«ious ”  nian, or that of Soury, a man of “  genius.

f'ese and other authors mostly lost themselves in a 
reRl°n of fantasy like true theologians. They could 
"ot get rid altogether of their youthful impressions. 
*Uce having believed that Jesus was a God it was diffi- 

u'lt to make themselves believe that he was only a 
!"Jn- Tliey dispoiled their idol of his divine attri- 
'iites; tliey did not dare to knock him off his pedestal. 
*hey were still hypnotized by the extensive spread of 
hristianity and by the power of the Catholic Chinch 

" I'ieh they seemed to confound with the actual work 
of Jesus. ’ Binet-Sangle is very contemptuous of a
Ko°d many of the biographers— particularly Soury- 
°f the so-called Lives of Jesus, who admit that they
<lare not tell all they think because this may do harm 
to s°  »lany religious beliefs. . .

A»t Ilinet-Sanglé is just as severe on those critics 
'A'0 explain religion as purely imposture. “  Did not 
volney and Dupuis,”  he cries, “  go so far as to deny 

existence of Jesus and to see in him nothing but 
'' Personification of the sun !”  The Gospels were, foi 

sincere and naïve biographies which he was going 
1 study as an anthropologist

1 shall study the family of Jesus, his father, the 
’ e.Vo»t carpenter of Nazareth, his mother, the devout 
1 bryain, his brothers and sisters, and those who 
‘■ 'Wording to the actual witnesses Mark and Luke, 
"ok him for insane and did not believe in his divine 

'»ission. . . .  I shall say something about liis physical 
constitution, the charm and the weakness of the 
Messiah (that is, the Anointed). I shall throw some 
»gilt on his Transfiguration . . . qn his bloody 
Aveat . . .  on his ignorance of the knowledge of his 
Anie . . , on bis ideas of Rlohim . ■ • on how he 
ca,ne to believe that he was the Messiah . . .  on his 
b'ste for allegory and parables . - on his hallucina
tions . . .  on his weak judgment and reasoning and 
b'o incoherence of his ideas . . .  on his melancholy 
‘»Hi egoism and his formidable pride . . . on the way 
»e expresses himself, his fits of anger and hatred . . . 
a»d perhaps from this conscientious and impartial 
st»dy there will arise a new Jesus with the only halo 
H’hich suited him—that of the magic light of the 
East.

I^ f't'cf-Sangle’s conclusions were arrived at from a 
;,]v °»»d study of, not only the canonical Gospels, but 
give New Testament Apocrypha, of which he
lj s a detailed list. But it is rather strange that, as 
lie | ,n'ed he was writing an absolutely impartial work 
t() ' »°uld depend on writers like Renan, and he seems 
\v n'e too ready to accept anything called a Gospel 

jj » in the first 200 years of our era.
],i L js also too ready to accept the judgment as to the 
w .^ c a l value of any of these Gospels given by 
0). °»s Catholic and Protestant writers whose 
biv11011 ls simPly conjecture; as for example, when he 
f." s biat “  the oldest and the most historical of the 

1 canonical Gospels is that according to Mark.”
l'net-Sanglé settles the question, he thinks, once forHi

I "hen he declares it to have been assuredly written 
,i a Jew about 60 a.d . in Rome. There is no evi- 

Ce Whatever that this is the case. 
j./A tlie same time he recognized that the four canon- 
.Vf. Gospels “  are in reality legendary biographies 
, 'den in the interests of propaganda, though it is 
i' >' to separate the legend from the history.”  And he 
"'»es that their authors arc merely story tellers or 

q^ancers. Why d oes Binet-Sangle look upon the 
Impels as “  authentic?”  He claims that it is because 

'lr four writers describe minutely a being whose

actions prove him to be more or less insane. Now the 
diagnosis which proves to a medical pathologist that 
a man is insane could not have been known to the four 
naive biographers, for at their epoch neither neuro
logy nor psychopathy, as we understand them, had 
been born. The Evangelists therefore could not have 
been merely story tellers for they described too well 
symptoms which all medical specialists can easily 
recognize. The Gospel writers are for him, declares 
Binet-Sangle, “  good honest souls who saw evolving 
under their eyes without understanding its nature a 
case of religious insanity, and who naively described 
what they saw.”

It is a particularly interesting point, and it is argued 
with great perseverance and enormous detail in his 
four books. I have not been able to discover what 
John M. Robertson thinks of the theory, but Professor 
W. B. Smith in his Ecce Deus has so much contempt 
for it that he suggests the title of the book should not 
have been La Folie de Jesus but La Folie de Binct- 
Sangle.

I will however deal more in detail with the book in 
my next article.

H . Cutnkr

Acid Drops

We are pleased to see in the organ of the B.B.C., the 
Listener, a note from one of the Listener staff that en
dorses much of what we said of Lord Halifax’s extraor
dinary, but characteristic, outbreak in liis broadcast on 
July 21.

The critic says that it was due to Lord Halifax’s quality
of exclusiveness, of class-consciousness perhaps, which 
beguiled Lord Halifax into associating the cause of the 
Empire with the creed of only one of its partners. That 
indelicacy will not pass unobserved among the millions 
of non-Christians in the King’s Dominions. What would 
have been entirely appropriate in a religious broadcast 
was, in that imperial context, depressingly parochial.

The B.B.C must have had a nice avalanche of letters of 
protest to be driven to speak thus of the Minister for 
Foreign Affairs, and so well known a hawker of primitive 
religious opinions as Lord Halifax. What was the B.B.C. 
censor doing ? The critic says that Lord Halifax spoke 
as a “  voice from another world.”  The correct descrip
tion here is that it was a man from a dead world speaking 
the language of another world, and dead to his obliga
tions, morally and intellectually, to those whom he is, 
quite wrongly, believed to represent.

After all Lord Halifax is only an exaggerated repre
sentation of a common fault, and with the B.B.C.’s pro
duction of its religious programme, and its careful ex
clusion of anything that will look like a direct criticism 
of religious beliefs, it almost rules itself out of court when 
it comes to criticize others. Church of England preachers, 
Roman Catholic priests, a number of miscellaneous 
Christians are allowed week after week and year after 
year to use the B.B.C. as a pulpit. In a manuscript which 
an author, with complete lack of self-respect, sends in for 
criticism and modification, real criticisms on religion are 
deleted. We know of one case in which a manuscript 
dealing with a certain anniversary in science, contained 
the expression, “  as in other cases these ideas met with 
the opposition of the Church.”  The phrase was altered 
to, “  These ideas met with opposition.”  The essence of 
the sentence was that the Church opposed, not the ban
ality that opposition occurred. The Motto of the B.B.C. 
should be, in matters of religion, “  Come unto me all ye 
who arc muddleheaded or weak-kneed and we will take 
you in.”

lint this matter of misusing a public position runs right 
through society. It begins with the King, who as 
Defender of the Faith talks in many of his speeches as if
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the country consisted of none but Christians. It includes 
members of the Government who in their official 
pronouncements have ever since the war commenced been 
lavish with the remark that we are fighting for the preser
vation of Christian civilization. It spreads to town coun
cils who open their proceedings with prayer, although 
their election as councillors have no connexion, save a sur
reptitious one, with any religion whatever. It continues in 
the law courts where witnesses are offered the insult of 
being sworn in the name of God, as though if one did 
not believe he could not be trusted to tell the truth. (The 
evidence of a non-believer is accepted on his word of 
honour). And the general press, with an eye on advertis
ing revenue, carefully act as watchdogs to prevent the 
Atheist from ravaging the hen-roost. We may not 
secure intellectual honesty even though religion were 
abolished in all official places, but it is certain we shall 
never achieve it in a modern society while religion occu
pies the position it does.

There seems no end to the impudence of some people. 
A number of M.P.’s have presented a memorial to the 
Prime Minister asking him to arrange that there shall be 
one minute’s silent prayer throughout the country every 
day. And we were under the impression that we were 
fighting Hitlerism ?

The backwardness of some of the American States is 
notorious. And we are not surprised to see the following, 
which wc clip from the Catholic Herald :—

No Atheists Ai,cowed.—A recent “  opinion ”  made 
public by the Attorney-General of the State of Carolina 
states that ‘ All persons who shall deny the Being of 
Almighty God shall be disqualified to hold public office” 
in that State.

We believe there are several of the States in the U.S.A. 
in which some such survival from the Dark Ages exists. 
And we are quite certain a great many survivals of the 
primitive in this country would like to see a similar law 
existing. Their fight for the freedom of democracy would 
be for anything blit Freethouglit. One ought never to 
forget that the ideal Christian heaven is a place where 
everyone has the same ideas, sings the same hymns, and 
for a change of enjoyment leans over the battlements of 
heaven watching the burning of heretics in hell.

At the time of writing there is a very determined move
ment being organized in religious circles to exempt the 
Bible and the New Testament from the proposed tax on 
books. Wc have no liking for the tax. In its operation 
it may prove a tax on knowledge, particularly if it oper
ates in the direction of restricting the publication of very 
cheap books on vital subjects. There is no tax that will 
be worse in its effect, and it sets a very bad precedent. 
Finally we shall have added to the infliction of the tax 
the difficulty of completely repealing it. We have already 
to fight difficulties attaching to the publication of very 
unorthodox papers, difficulties that arise from so many 
private persons and shopkeepers setting themselves up 
as censors as to what the public ought to be permitted to 
read. A tax on books is a tax on knowledge, and a tax 
on knowledge would realize the ideal of only too many in 
this country.

But if any book can be taxed with the least damage to 
the general public it is a tax on the Bible. There are 
surely enough copies of the Bible in circulation to pre
vent anyone feeling a shortage if no more were printed 
until the war was over. And if it must be printed, then 
the Bible should stand on exactly the same level as other 
records of primitive history, folk-lore, and early magic. 
The last thing we desire is to sep the Bible drop out of 
circulation. Although wc have a suspicion that a great 
many of our “  advanced ”  Christians would not be sorry 
if that happened.

One of the arguments to be used when the proposal ap
pears in Committee is that of the hardships the tax will 
cause “  distributors ”  of the Bible. But seeing that 
war-measures have done so much almost or completely to 
ruin men who were engaged in the distribution of other

• • i. than thethings, of far greater immediate importance r ^ at
Bible, the plea is very weak. Another argument 1 
the sales are on a cost-price basis. What kind °f a a 
is this ? The Freethinker has been sold on less Ug mV 
cost-price basis ever since it began its existence. n 
would that plea be taken if it were used for the 
of the Freethinker from the newspaper tax? 
seriousness the continued circulation of the Fre s ■ 
is of far more importance than that of the Bible- ^  
there is nothing to take its place; and without i j 
would never understand the Bible at all. _ a 1C, 
ground for the abandonment of this book tax is ,ulire 
income from it—bearing in mind the colossal expen 
on the war—is comparatively so small that it mig ’ ^
be abandoned. But the war has compelled us to ^  
in the footsteps of Hitler in so many directions tha 
ably some will decide that one more step in that i 
tion will not matter very much.

The Rev. A. G. Smith, of Aberdeen, writes in the 1 ‘ 
Press and Journal protesting against tlie legal » a 
of conscientious objectors. He says they e* ln 
“  cowardly shrinking from their country’s call- a
is the kind of statement one might expect u  ̂
Christian minister, a member of a body that clamiSi  ̂
accepts, exemption from military service because 
know that once men break free from their stupid sup 
tion they can never be regained. We have said more  ̂
once that we do not agree with the existence of a . 
scientious objection to war as a sufficient reason 1° 
emption. But we do say, very deliberately that it 
prim a facie, a higher order of courage to stand as a ^  
scientious Objector than is often shown by a v . V 0tli 
for military service. The courage may be as high in 
cases, but the one has to be proved in action, the otn ^  
shown in a defiance of public opinion. And rig11 
wrong that requires real courage.

On the other side of the ledger we must write-down ^  
appearance of an article in the Manchester Evening 1 ' j. 
for Ju ly  29, by the Rev. W. Rowland Jones, asjcing 
clergymen shall be conscripted on the same con 
laymen. Mr. Rowland Jones says :—

alitions

thisOne would have thought that those who believe 
war to be a holy war against the powers of darh  ̂
would have been the first to leap over the shelter w j 
exemption offers with the clamorous cry “  Ilcre a’11
send me !

thc
Yes, one would expect this—if one did not knoW^^ 
clergy. Besides there is no law preventing a clerg) 
joining thc army—as a private, and working his " ”0 ^
ward. As it is they join as an officer with a rclat1'  a 
high rate of pay. Some of them say they are prohm ^  
by their bishop. But the prohibition only means that |( 
bishop will, in cases of disobedience, “  have his ^” '^,,1 
in the man, and he will not get church promotion- 1 ,
that is what most parsons wish for, just as any ordn'- 
person does in a mundane occupation.

• tc on1With impressive ingenuousness Mr. Jones pollin' ^  
thc number of the clergy in proportion to worshipper® •

Tn my own district and within 011c domination aT je 
there are five churches within a circle of half a 0( 
radius. . . . There are seven clergymen, an aVettb-1; t 
one minister for every fifty-seven worshippers. Y 1 
hardship these 400 people could be brought togeB’e ^ 
one church, which would then lie only half-occupied- 
men could then be set free for other work of nations
portance.

an1'Interesting, but Mr. Jones makes a false assumption, 
comes to a wrong conclusion. lie  assumes that 
churches are there for the benefit of the jicpple. That 
quite wrong. The people are there for the benefit of t 
Churches. The people would get 011 quite well wifl’ 0̂ , 
a Church, as a large number of people do. But ^ 
Church, no parson, and 110 God can exist without P .  ,, 
believing that the Church is more than a mere bniB' 1". j  
the parson is more than a mere man, and God can l'N 
without people believing in him.

To get a New Subscriber is to make a New



1940 THE FREETHINKER 521Auodst 18.

the freethinker
F ounded by  G . W. FOOTE

61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4
Telephone No. : Central 2412.

TO C O R R E S P O N D E N T S .

3s. g,riJU*;inK aiul Circulating the Freethinker.—H. Blythe, 
t,. George, 13s. 6d.; H. Thompson, 2s. 6d.

a<ldr riHEAD' Samuels and Mrs. Lewis.—Thanks for 
Week̂ SSeS °* likely new readers; paper being sent for four 

1$ ,  ^

Pro'iclEUNDEI' Smith.—We take it that your regret at ap- 
*ndic i"n  ̂ tke âst paragraphs of our Autobiography is an 
ilav \l?n -our desire for more. That may come one 
i1 1 0 ' e are not surprised at the dissatisfaction in Bourne- 
Wa 1 at the Ministry of Information. It is time that it 
I,'S Radically overhauled, or abolished. A better name at 

,\ jrSent "°uld be the Ministry of Official Impertinence.
C01 Thanks for cutting. See “  Acid Drops.”  Take
He\- at*°n 'U tke reflection that modern Free thought has 
j. er 'acked able and adequate advocacy. Our job is to 
con* ° n’ keeP the standard as high as possible, and rest 
llu' p'1' And however much men and methods change, 
tli'U reeth°ught Cause will continue. If it can be said 
« ‘ 've left Freetliouglit a little better than we found it, 

W, T ls enough.
t], ' . NnERSON.—Thanks. We have already commented on 
slio VrCUlar- amounts to a public scandal that the L.C.C. 
to • display so little sense of honour, and even decency, 
lv, "rculate a religious leaflet of such a character. But 

religion is concerned hohestv and decencv are not 
C .(,')nSly operative.

dii,i<,?IPS0N.—T°u are quite mistaken. We have never 
]le" le<̂  that Jesus was a God. lie has always insisted that 

, " as a God, ranking in origin and function with other 
d" S\ 'That we have denied is that the Jesus Christ of 

" >j. *gew Testament was a man.
Ill" kAr' ‘1'—Yes, Captain Ramsay, at present interned, is 

e same one that made himself so ridiculously 
r,,minent in connexion with his unsuccessful efforts to iu- 
|̂llle the Government to suppress the International Free- 

j,'°u8ht Congress. He is the “ Dear Ramsay ”  of Sir 
■unuei Hoare, who expressed his regret that he had 1 

A ('Ur *° suppress the Freethought gathering.
’Ii0Rge.—Pleased to have your appreciation of the mili- 

1|lilu hreethought movement. The world owes more to it 
l '̂ln >t is. aware, and much more than it will ever know. It 
(|S *rne that the orthodoxy of to-day is the heresy of yester- 

But it* is not verv often that “ to-dav ”  recognizes its 
f ilia tio n s .

I ■ Bee.—We note your appreciation of Almost an Aiito- 
'°graphy. We are pleased to say that it bids fair to rank 
ls one of our “  best sellers.”  We may publish presently a 
^ lection from the letters received. The significance of the 
( e'v Testament passage about leading about a sister is 
(if"-f°ld It illustrates the early Christian practice 

''intinomianism, and the charges brought by one sect of 
jj ’Dstians against another.

j Jonks (Buenos Aires).—Thanks for letter. No need 
'r concern. We are feeling quite well now, and hope to 

jjC°utinue so. No time for illness in these days.
'. "  • Lines.—Thanks for interesting letter which ought to 
,'ave been acknowledged before this. But we are very 
l’sy, and have reliance on the good nature of our corres

pondents.
offices of the National Secular Society and the Secular 

' °c‘ety Limited, are now at 68 Farringdon Street, London, 
p j'C-4- Telephone: Central 1367.

,Cnds who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 
by marking the passages to which they wish us to call 

■ p^ntion,
!f ”  Freethinker ”  will be fonvarded direct from the Pub- 
fshing Office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) 

j,.°n® year, 15 I-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.
Ic' " Freethinker”  is supplied to the trade. Any diffi- 
Cl<lty in securing copies should be at once reported to this 

0 °ffice.
rders for literature should be sent to the Business Manage 
°1 the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.q, 

, not to the Editor.
’,c>! the services of the National Secular Society in con
nexion -with Secular Burial Services are required, all com
munications should be addressed to the Secretary, R. u. 
^nsetti, giving as long notice as possible.

S P E C I A L

With a view to meeting circumstances that may arise 
with a prolongation of the war, we should be greatly 
helped if each subscriber to the Freethinker would be 
good enough to send us his, or her, name and address. 
We refer only to those who procure their copies through 
newsagents. Those who order direct from the office have 
their addresses already on our books.

The circumstances we have in view may never arise, 
but it is well to be prepared for all kinds of difficulties. 
We have, so well as we can, guarded the future of the 
paper in many directions, and this suggestion represents 
the last contingency of which we can think—at the mo
ment.

All that is required is just a name and an address on a 
postcard or in a letter. We shall know to what it refers. 
Our readers have assisted us so willingly, and in so many 
directions, that we do not hesitate to ask this further 
help.

C hapman Coiien

Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
E.C.4, by the first post on Tuesday, or they will not be 
inserted.

Sugar Plums

At long last Manchester by a council vote of 55 to 35 
is to have Sunday cinemas. That is quite good. The 
disgraceful thing is that for so long the bulk of the 
people should have been prevented from attending a per
fectly legitimate entertainment because a certain number 
of people were interested in the ghost business and 
decided that Sunday entertainments must be restricted 
to churches and chapels. It is in such circumstances as 
these that we are inclined to agree that we are trying to 
save Christian civilization. Religious bigotry proves it 
so far as the ‘ ‘ Let us be gloomy on Sunday ”  brigade is 
concerned.

It is worth noting that the Chief Constable made the 
following communication to the Council : —

The Chief Constable has made enquiries in towns and 
cities where there were Sunday cinemas, and the replies 
had been that the behaviour of the populace, particularly 
of young children, had been much better than it was pre
viously, and that the authorities would make no recom
mendations to go back to the closing of cinemas on Sun
day.

That is the common experience everywhere.

Stamford also takes the plunge and has voted in favour 
of Sunday opening of cinemas. The war is driving 
people to desperate determinations. One member of the 
Stamford Council, Alderman Bowman, hoped that this 
would be the first step towards more desirable Sunday 
freedom. On the other hand, Councillor the Rev. W. A. 
Rdes-Jatnes, hoped that this would not be the thin end of 
the wedge. He was of opinion that not only were we 
fighting for Christian civilization, but for the Christian 
Sunday. In other words, Mr. Rees-James is of opinion 
that the war is a method for keeping the Rev. gentle
man’s business in going order.

Torquay is on the brink of taking this daredevil 
step of permitting whoso will to look at a picture show 
on Sunday. And, again, it was expressed that this 
“  end of the wedge ”  would lead to still further 
desperate steps. The Council of Evangelical Free 
Churches sent in a collective protest against the pro
posal, evidently believing that the inhabitants of Tor
quay were of such poor material that all kinds of terrible 
things might happen if cinemas opened on the Lord’s 
Day. And yet it is quite probable that the inhabitants
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of Torquay are not made of such poor stuff as the Evan
gelical Council believes.

The Archdeacon of Chester writing in the Daily Tde- 
graph of Ju ly  2i is disturbed at the war-time prohibition 
of Church-bell ringing. He does not object to other bells 
not ringing, but that the Church should not be allowed 
to do so appears to outrage his religious susceptibilities. 
We are not surprised that those who are not curious in 
these matters take it for granted that the church-bell is 
rung for the purpose of bringing people to Church. The 
origin of the practice is due to a very different feeling. 
It began, as most other things belonging to the Church 
began, in a form of magic. The purpose of the Church 
bell was to drive off demons. It was for this purpose that 
it was set ringing before a funeral procession so as to keep 
devils away from the corpse. In Yorkshire in early 
times bells were marked with the hammer of Thor to keep 
off demons. In Churches, to drive off any evil spirits 
that might have congregated in the belfry, a bell was 
baptized as was a living person. Bells or pieces of metal 
were very commonly and anciently used for such pur
poses as those mentioned. We should not be surprised 
to find that the sound given out by a piece of 
metal was attributed to a spirit, good or evil, in 
the metal itself. Men such as- the Archdeacon of Chester 
seldom consider how very interesting they are to an an
thropologist. They are the real analogues to the surviv
ing savage races.

Mr. J . T. Brighton has been taking a busman’s holiday. 
As a relief from his very successful propaganda in Dur
ham and Northumberland, he has been spending a week
end in Wigan. He had three large and successful meet
ings there and, as usual, got on very well with his audi
ence. A quantity of literature was distributed, which is 
certain to bear good results. Mr. Brighton has also had 
a very successful debate in Chester-1 e-Street, and is taking 
part in several more debates in the immediate future. 

‘Good work by a good man.

Members, and friends of the Birmingham Branch N.S.S. 
are invited to join the party visiting Sutton Park to-day 
(August i8), and to meet at the Town Gate entrance, 
Sutton Coldfield, at 3.30 p.m. If somebody will arrange 
for fine weather the Branch officials will ensure a hapuy 
outing for every member of the party.

Will Freethinkers in Norwich willing to co-operate in 
forming a Branch of the N.S.S. in that city communicate 
with Mr. J. H. Bowles, 37 Catton Grove Road, Norwich. 
The possibilities of new and mutual interests within a 
group of Freethinkers should bring many replies and 
early notice of a preliminary meeting of prospective 
members.

Prayeritis

S u n sh in e , fresh air, and an erect posture having 
counteracted the toxic effects of studying “  Hymns: 
A. & M .,”  the writer feels able to tackle the com
panion volume known as “  The Book of Common 
Prayer.”

Skimming its pages, one shies a hit at the idea of 
considering the book seriously, before accepting the 
fact that it is reputed to lx; runner-up to the Bible in 
the best-selling stakes.

Unlike other fiction, the Bible and Prayer-book are 
rarely read by their purchasers or owners. They are 
now mainly survivors amongst those tokens of a re
spectability once indicated by samplers, antimacassars, 
wax fruit, »stuffed birds, framed “  In Memoriam ”  
cards, and “  tupp’ny coloured ”  scriptural texts.

General ignorance of Christians concerning their 
holy hooks has often been proved by Freethinking 
and other debaters. The articles under the title of 
“  Hymnomania ”  might, indeed, have been a “ reve-

thei'nhnds fr'ne f  thein; and> if only they will give 
pause to revr1X0 fi137’ tllesc ai'ticles should lend theni 

So to “ Ti e"u  1?11' l,os' t,on as blind worshippers, 
of “  divin B,°°k of Co»inion Prayer.”  In defiance 

e distaste, expressed in holy writ, for
■ 1 Even avain repetition, ofthe book teems with it 0l

“  god ”  could scarcely stand the. repeated vo oy  ̂
“  We beseech thee,”  “  Deliver us,”  “  Hear ll*> ^  
so on fired through litanies and prayers at the '
seat ’ ’ under the parson’s nose. Cold criticism, 
ever, fairly sums up all these religious rites ant  ̂
monies as the hypnotic method to secure and  ̂
fearful and docile congregations sufficiently to 
the church in liquidation. . y j

The prayer-book opens with the Act of Edwaf  ̂
revived, with slight revisions, by Queen Eliza 
after it had been “  repealed and taken away 
Queen Mary, “  to the great decay of the due 
of God, and discomfort to the Professors of the 
of Christian Revelation.”  (“  Discomfort ”  is 2 
euphemism to apply to sundry burnings at the s a

what?) ■ 'bene-Under the strict provisions of the Act, many ^
ficed clergy have been, and continue to be, E® 
loss of all offices and “ profit,”  and imprisoiinien  ̂
six months; imprisonment for a year, etc., on a scC^_ 
conviction; and imprisonment for life on a third 
viction. Unbeneficed persons are threatened u 
greater penalties. Attendance at service “  every ^  ̂
day ”  is compulsory on “  all and every Person ■  ̂
Persons within this Realm, or any other the QucC’\'s 
Majesty’s Dominions,”  under penalty of the Chore - 
censure and a fine of twelve pence. It would °ecl ‘ ̂  
too much space to specify the offences for which 
clergy may be brought to book, but it can be asscr 
that few, if any, of them would to-day escape ptn"1’  ̂
ment if the Act were enforced. As to non-attend*’ 
at church-service, that “  twelve pence ”  fine su ^  
rope in enough to finance the war ! But how ninny 
father, how few—in our Dominions know that 
Church’s tentacles stretch out to them? Vet h°^ 
frequently, they were compelled to rebel at Vow»1 
St reet control and interference ! . .

In addition to the Church having authority to pun1” 
by “  Admonition, Ex-communication, Scquestrat'0 j 
or Deprivation,”  etc., justices, mayors, bailiffs, ;lll_ 
other officers have power to “  enquire, hear and deh1  ̂
mine the offences.”  Obviously, only the general 11 
difference to these antiquated threats has kept 
common informer idle.

Following the Act comes “  The Preface,”  a length 
argument against allowing any alterations in the boo’ ’ 
but leaving a loophole for meeting a demand i() 
change—as one would expect from time-serve1’’ 
Further introductory matter consists mainly of ph'11’ 
tive laments over the “  mishandling ”  the prayer bo°' 
has undergone. Next follows orders “  how 
rest of holy scripture ”  is to be read, for fori» 
more than matter in ecclesiastical affairs. There 
little left for the minister’s own judgment or sincerdl 
to function upon. Various “  tables ”  come >ieN ’ 
which can have no significance for the Laity uuleS!’ 
they are attracted by numerology or abracadabra. (,

Over “  Morning Prayer ”  and “  Evening Praye1 
services it is unnecessary to linger; they are fam'h‘1' 
to most, whether orthodox or unorthodox. u 'c 
younger generation is, certainly, far less familiar W>1 
them than the older. Sufficient to remark that 
same old petitions, the same old responses, and d,L 
same old lamentations stand as they stood at the l,L” 
ginning of public worship : that is, stale and unprofij' 
able for all living purposes—except the parson" 
“  living.”

Coming to “  Holy Communion ”  one prayer aft®1 
another has “  our king and governor ”  for its them®’

thc
is
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tlle guests at “  the Lord’s supper ”  being constrained 
? Ĉ rh their appetites the while. That the ceremony j 

visualizes the raw meat and blood of aforetime human | 
sacrifice appears in the words: “  Grant us . . •
gvaeious Lord . . .  to eat the flesh of thy dear son 
esus Christ and to drink his blood.”  I

hublick Baptism of Infants )f has thriven on t le 
liquidation of poor mothers, under the threat that 
heir babies will be eternally damned unless a parson 

S1 rinkles water over the protesting innocent. And

Cabbages and Gods

sponsors still have to make the impossible pact that the 
\ "W shall 11 renounce the devil . . . the vain pomp 
ai'A glory of the world, with all covetous . . . and 
Car»al desires.”  Mrs. Shufflebottom of Paradise Row 
"A he quite agreeable to do this, but it must create a 
A uf a problem when the child is heir to a plutocrat 

“ aristocrat.”  In naming the child, the priest is
or

,Av'sed to “ dip it in the Water discreetly and warily.' 
that the water has become “  capitalized ”  by(Note

i f f  ' holy ” ). After which the inoffensive mortal 
h edged to be confirmed as soon as it can say the 

tl f t( ’ the lord’s prayer, the ten commandments, and 
e catechism. (Good god, printer ! where are your 

Cal>itals ?
<■ * r°yision is made for Private Baptisms and for those 
tlie nt)cr years.”  But what adult is going to make 
Hi 1 lcn,mciation referred to above? None, surely 

there’s a fat “  stipend ”  to compensate. Yet 
I f  1 a thrill might pass down the aisle if Sir Christian 
s (,‘ls s°ught the light; and his happy godparents pre- 

C(! him with the customary christening-mug !
, lat bugbear of children, the catechism, appears 
c x ’ and aren’t they glad to forget it when freed from 
- h ° l  of stupid elders ! “  Confirmation,”  however,

ifuiands it should be gabbled if one wishes a “  final 
'"A of unity with the lord.”

> A . G . Dunn
[To be concluded)

0)i A  Satirical Elegy,
1 the Death of a late famous Preacher 

1940

A oom.ticK ! impossible! wliat, dead!
' U old age too, and in his bed!
And could that mighty drivell’r fall,
And so inglorious, after all ?
Well, since lie’s gone, no matter how,
Hie last lou'd trump must wake him now;
Aiul, trust me, as the noise grows stronger, 
He’d wish to sleep a little longer.
And could lie be indeed so old 
As by the newspapers we’re told ? 
t hreescore and ten js pretty high;
’Twas time in conscience he should die!
This world he cumbered long enough;
He burnt his candle to the snuff;
And that’s the reason, some folks think,
He left behind so great a stink, 
behold his funeral appears,
And widows’ sighs, and Papists’ tears,
Wont at such times each heart to pierce,
Attend the progress of his hearse, 
but what of that ? his friends may say,
He had great honour in his day 
True to his nonsense and his pride,
Made thinkers weep before he died.
Come hither, all ye empty “  dopes ’’ !
Ye bubbles raised by breath of Popes!
Who float upon the tide of state ;
Come hither, and behold your fate! 
l.et Pride lie taught by this “  outfit,”
How mean a thing’s a Jesu it;
From all his ill-got honours flung,
Turn’d to that dirt from whence he sprung.

J .  S w ift  J unior

A ccording to the Christians’ book of fairy tales, the 
Bible, day and night were made, and cabbages 
created, before the sun; for we are informed that light 
and darkness were created on the first day (presum
ably so that God could see what he was a-doing of), 
and that the sun, which produces light, was made on 
the fourth day. This peculiar arrangement was un
doubtedly to ensure that the first cabbage was a nice 
green, for if it had grown in the dark it would have, 
been elongated, unhealthy, swollen with moisture, 
weak in the topknot like its creator and etiolated, that 
is, containing a yellowish colouring matter called etio- 
lin, as plants grown in the dark do to this day. To 
circumvent this, Jehovah (God the “  Father ”  of the 
Christians), arranged for there to be light before there 
was anything to give light, and having obtained 
light, arranged for something else to give light later 
on—and all to ensure that the first cabbage, with a 
rabble of other stuff, was green through having a nice 
portion of chlorophyll in it.

In Science (as opposed to the “  clotted cloacal clap
trap ”  which ignorant and deceiving parsons foist 
upon the masses of the population as “  The Unques
tionable Truth ” ) there are “  no absolute begin
nings.”  Science is not something very dry and very 
difficult to be understood by an ordinary person. It 
is merely the accumulated organized knowledge of 
the race concerning the workings of Nature and 
natural laws. Every cabbage must have grown from 
a seed or a cutting or something of that kind, and 
that seed or cutting must have been produced by an 
earlier plant. Almost mentally deficient school-child
ren know this much, but the idiots in the “  Salvation 
Army’ ”  would probably deny the truth of it with 
an “  Alleluiah ! Praise His Name ! God made the 
first cabbage out of nothing!”  And to think that 
they send missionaries to Africa ! Yes, the Christians 
are supposed to think, and some of them do, that 
“ God”  made the first cabbage out of nothing. He said 
“  Olive Oil ”  and it sprung from the ground at “  His 
Infinite P'iat.”  You can’t help laughing, can 
you !; if you have had the rudiments of education?

The better believers only pretend to think this. It 
makes for mental rectitude of a Christian character. 
Some of our leading parsons are such twisters that they 
use corkscrews for rulers. Christian teachers are such 
stupid hypocrites. They must know that this sort of 
thing is not true, but they will teach this drivel as 
Truth to schoolchildren in the “  Scripture ”  lesson 
and then contradict it a couple of hours later in the 
“  Nature Study ”  lesson ! Straight : it makes you 
laugh! and later still in the nature study lesson 
they have to contradict “  Divinity ”  and tell the class 
how things actually did happen according to the 
natural laws of universal causation. This is rather a 
scream, isn’t it? Or rather it would be if it were not 
so insanely criminal and so hard on the minds of the 
children. But the church does not give a brass hoot 
for the children so long as it can play them for swell 
suckers throughout their (mortal) lives, and so get 
their money out of them by begging, collections and 
all the rest of successful Christianity, for is it not 
written that “  It is more blessed to give than to re
ceive”  ? This is what parsons and prizefighters 
always say.

When 1 first began to grow cabbages in my garden 
here, I was rather surprised at all the diseases to which 
these useful victuals are subject. I can understand 
God making cabbages “  for the service of man,”  as 
one can easily put one’s self into the pre-scientifie 
stale of mind of an honest Christian—a very rare bird, 
who is generally considered “  mental ”  by his
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stronger brothers. But I  wish some “  believer ”  
would be kind enough to explain to me why God made 
some beastly insect that eAts away the roots of cab
bage plants. I f  Air. Aliddleton be a Christian, per
haps he would be kind enough to explain to us why 
the God who made cabbages also made a whole bunch 
of diseases and pests to “  muck them up,”  as the say
ing is. Perhaps the B.B.C. could arrange a discussion 
on these lines between Air. Aliddleton and the Bishop 
of Ely ? Will E ly please tell us why God made cater
pillars to eat the leaves, and other pests to mutilate 
and deform the shoots of cabbages?

Would a sensible “  God ”  create the cabbage, and 
then create dozens of foul pests to spoil it? Is the 
answer that God is not sensible, or is that just ignor
ance on the part of poor sinful man, who invariably 
seems to show more sense of decency and fitness than 
the God which his medicine-men have created for him 
“ at terrific expense” ? And if God wants the cab
bages messed up, why does he allow us to discover 
how to deal with all these pests by means of the 
various chemical and other treatments? Or does he 
let his diseases mar the cabbages for fun so that he 
can laugh at us fussing round them with patent .reme
dies, glass bottles for containing handpicked cater
pillars, etc.? Cannot our simple Christian “ friends”  
see that by postulating an all-good God, for whose 
existence there is not one shred of real evidence, they 
have made a problem to which there is no sensible 
solution, where there is really no real problem at all ? 
Can they not see that he who asks a damned silly ques
tion can always be certain of a damned silly answer 
“ from the right’ quarters ”  ? That is how Cosmo 
Cantaur at £300 a week and his gang of deceivers 
work.

In fine, it is to be noticed in the growing of cab
bages, or indeed in any other undertaking in which a 
body might indulge, that whether the operator is a 
devout Christian of a “  fundamental ”  type, who 
looks as if he could do with two pennyworth 
of “  God-Help-Ale,”  or whether he is a militant 
Atheist, his results entirely depend on his know
ledge of the subject he is tackling, and not 
on whether what he believes is supposed to be 
pleasing to God. An Atheist who knows a great deal 
about gardening can grow better cabbages than a par
son who is an absolute fool at horticulture. God will 
not stop a parson from wasting his money on, or plant
ing, inferior seeds : nor does he give a thoughtful 
Atheist rotten results in his agricultural experiments. 
God does not keep the pests away from a parson’s 
cabbages. The parson has to pick the caterpillars off 
just the same as the “  unbeliever.”  God does not tell 
the butterflies not to lay eggs on the cabbages of those 
who put their trust in him, but only on the cabbages 
of those who do not believe that “  Gawd ”  exists. 
“  God helps those who help themselves ”  turns out to 
mean that if you do not help yourself you will get no 
help from God because there ain’t no sicli person. The 
reason is simple. The universe is clearly one gigantic 
mechanism. There is no place found for “  Old No- 
bodaddy ”  in it. He is not “  aloft ”  at all. God 
does nothing that we can definitely put our finger on. 
There is nothing in Nature that cannot develop as it 
does without “  supernatural help and guidance.”  
Consequently the God-idea is an excrescence. God 
does not really matter to anyone, except, of course, to 
the clergy; who keep on with the myth so that they 
may get their living out of it. If only “  all people 
that on earth do dwell ”  would cease giving their 
money to the priests and would treat them with the 
contempt they deserve, these “  gentry ”  would soon 
stop preaching, and would be forced to do an honest 
job of work, as I do, for a change.

E dward W ard

Memories

S011'e
toliiK  majority of us, as we go through life, have 

experiences which we like to recall, each according 
his taste and the mood of the moment; and to sd 
down, quietly, preferably alone and in the twiligM- 
aiul to reflect upon some past event or events is, °^ c11 
enough, the way to happiness and, occasionally, t0 
that peace of mind which is otherwise unobtainable. 
Whether we care to admit it or not, most of us live 
our lives—or some portion of our lives—over and over 
again, especially the first two or three decades

hoi example, some childish prank may stick in 
mind and we are tickled to death at the recollection 0 
it. What precocious young devils we were, to 1>C 
sure, and how richly we deserved the hiding rve g j-  

o\v it hurt, and how hard we tried to keep back the 
tears and brazen it out. We weren’t a bit repentant 
at the time or so we tried to make believe !

1  hen there was that memorable occasion ul'c11 
Alother, believing in our innocence (Bless her!) Pr°"
tccted us from Dad, and there was a bit of a scene-then,

our

We were (for. once in our lives!) genuinely sorr> 
because as a rule Alother and Dad were like a c 
of turtle doves, and we regretted causing heated " °

L-oung
between them.

We reflect that we passed from boyhood into 
manhood and fell in love and out again with teinn 
able facility. Every member of the opposite -sC^ 
young or old, who came our way we looked at ad 
iugly and declared undying devotion to—only to ^  
our ears boxed for our stupidity. After that, f°'r ‘ 
hour or two, we hated women intensely and swore 
remain celibate throughout eternity, promptly 
getting our resolution at the sight of the next PrC 
face! re

On being told that we ought to take things 11 
seriously and to begin to prepare ourselves fQ1 
battle of life, we devoted some time to study ant ^  
creative reading. We acquired just a little m  ̂
knowledge, learned by heart whole passages 
few favourite authors, and became dogmatic - 
declamatory. We felt now that avc had the kc> 
the riddle of the universe.

Just how much we were influenced by this eN 
mental effort—this special attention to one or two PL 

didn’t then appreciate, but the sp.w’QtllCfsubjects—we
was of short duration we well remember. ^
things—especially the opposite sex—distracted 
attention from the main issue, and we joined 
crowd of young men who were, we thought, having ‘ 
good time. . . . Why shouldn’t we? There 
time enough and to spare for everything, and at 
moment we didn’t feel like an overdose of hard gra 
We could always catch up. . . .  So why not ‘ I ‘ 
tlie cash and let the credit go,”  as Omar Khay>,ll._. 
had advised? Yes, why not? A bird in the ha"1  ̂
worth two in the bush any day. So we told oiirsel',c- 

Then manhood came with its new outlook, its ca 
and responsibilities. tl,

Being still young and full of the dogmatism of V0" , 
we were quite confident that ive knew. And weJ c,,Ĉ e 
that we knew ! There was no doubt that if 
poor misguided fools there were about would 011. 
listen to us we had the panacea for all the wort1  ̂
evils. We told them—yes, we told them in vig°r° ’'v 
language that they had been misled in practice - 
every direction : politically, economically and sp'11  ̂
ally—and we were surprised that they would 1

Thickheads ! It was as pk'1 .accept our word for it.
as a pikestaff that the economist, the polticians a"1 
the priests had duped them for their own selfish era • 
History proved it !

Eventually we married and settled down, full>
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^termined that our marriage should be an outstand- 
'"K example to the rest of the world, and that ourOhiU-
duldren should grow up to be intellectual giants and 
a credit to their sex—leaders of mankind in other 
",or<ls. There would be no half measures about it ! 

lle hundred per cent perfect, us !
•d good many of us are tarred with that brush wit 1 

le brush of ignorance and impudence—but just be- 
«mse we are so profoundly ignorant we believe our 
Sli yes to be so profoundly witÜlOVlc«. /ise.

At least, some of 
Some are not; some stick in our

. _ ___ _ ____ Others have travelled
Afferent paths, admittedly, and the lives of no 

0 tten are exactly alike, but “  ifs ”  and “  buts ”  
ab̂ d  everywhere
Ui 1 C now> as we sit here in the twilight and reflect 
tice'1 l'le difference between the precepts and the prac- 
S] ’ We fmile good humouredly at it all, at our own 

r comings and—yes!—our ignorance, 
are We to recaH these past events because they 
ti, r,tb amusing and instructive.

^ e amusing.
an as monitors and cause us uneasiness of mind,

* We would rather that they had never occurred. 
^  ‘ *v,° l  that we meant to do as we did—or rather, 
the we meant our actions to have the effect that 
\P y 'rid—and possibly time has healed the wounds, 
uw 1 >e so • b ut- • • • We try to push the disturb- 
cii'l thought out of our .mind and to think of other in- 
S()]î 11ts’ incidents that were less discreditable, and of 

acone whom we have loved and lost, 
tli .°S’ )ve are aU given. at times to fastening upon 

things and, as time passes and we become mel- 
) and meditative, to toying with the “  might have 

m ! I f  only this or that had occurred, 
We had done this or that or the other, things°r if

lniSht have 
But

been different. I f  only.
1 We know that the past is beyond recall, so we 
tsllr ourselves, get up from our cosy-chair reverie,krlr*ck out our pipe and go to bed, 
i’erchance to dream. . . •

G eo. B. E issen den

Correspondence

FREEDOM ON-THE RADIO

To the E dito r  of t iie  “  F r ee t h in k e r  ”

litl'i]lli>--*While most people will recognize the benefits 
II<- nmty inis gained from the invention of the Wireless 
(]c ' \0)» and also while we all admire the energy and 
0 ‘bon of the workers on the staff of the British Broad- 
tj ''lg Corporation, there is a great deal of dissatisfac- 
;i 1,1 in many quarters at what seems in some respects 
|)(' ery one-sided policy at the B.B.C. An undue pro- 
<>rti ° U of time seems to he spent on “  conventionally 
y '°dox ’ ’ talks on religions and kindred subjects. 
s 0 °ne will desirb to deny a fair proportion of time to 
v c \ broadcasts—but in fairness other and less con- 
('■ ntional views also ought to have their opportunities, 

as such progressive views* are widely held in 
j . y country. A project is afpot to organize a ‘ ‘ Radio 
tIlecdoni League ’ ’ to bring about effective expression of 
jj'af Widespread desire. Already many eminent people 

lve expressed approval of the principle of such a move- 
, 11 "t, and I shall be glad, as provisional lion, secretary, to 
C particulars to any enquirers who may write to me at 
1 Sotheby Road, Highbury, London, N.5.

J. W . To ynter

WHY NOT ?

Bir ,—This war is between the bureaucratic old way of 
I 0 and that which struggles towards a better—old sliib- 
'̂■ k-ths and out of date traditions must go before we can 
T through to peace.
(lie President of the U.S.A. approves a bill to spend

10,000,000 dollars yearly for six years on Federal Hospi
tals ; the Surgeon-General is at the head of this, and of a 
board of eight medical and general scientists one is to be 
an Osteopathic Physician. This bill lias been passed by 
the U.S. Senate, yet our Ministry of Health still dallies 
on, and the accidents of war and black-out still are too 
frequently fatal when immediate treatment by a qualified 
Osteopath would often save a life or relieve agony. One 
hundred British 'Osteopaths are qualified.

Shame on the stilted rules and professional etiquettes 
which tolerate such an iniquitous state of affairs.

Oi.iv e  M u r ph y

SEX U A L EN ERG Y

S ir ,—In your issue of August 11 , Mr. Hornibrook again 
brings up the question of sublimation. lie  seems rather 
to believe in it. Most recent investigators incline to the 
opposite opinion. Havelock Ellis says : “  We may, it is 
true, transmute sexual energy into more spiritual forms; 
but only a small proportion of sexual energy can thus be 
sublimated.”  Hirschfeld, according to Ellis, “  is 
cautious in admitting sublimation, and denies that the 
sexually abstinent yield intellectual products in art or 
science superior to those yielded by persons not sexually 
abstinent.”

The difficulty in arriving at any conclusion is due to 
the depth of our ignorance. Scarcely anything is known 
about anybody’s sexual energy, and nobody knows 
whether anybody is sexually abstinent or not.

We do know, however, that all human energy of any 
kind whatever comes from one source : our food. There 
is no other passible source. It seems rather unlikely 
that persons of exceptional intellectual or moral force 
first of all have their food converted into sexual energy, 
and then have their sexual energy converted into nervous 
energy. The direct conversion of the food into nervous 
energy seems more likely.

One of the few men whose sexual nature we know 
something about was Napoleom After liis death there 
was a post mortem, and the doctors reported that his sex
ual parts were as undeveloped as those of a child. It is 
therefore fairly plain that his immense energy could not 
have passed through a sexual channel

The immense number of great men who have been 
bachelors seems to indicate that such men have no great 
sexual energy. Nearly all philosophers have been un
married : Plato, Descartes, Spinoza, Leibnitz, Hume, 
Hobbes, Kant, Schopenhauer, Nietzsche, Spencer. Most 
of the great scientists were bachelors; Copernicus, Gali
leo, Newton, Mendel. The greatest painters and musicians 
have been mainly unmarried : Michael Angelo, Raphael, 
Reynolds, Turner, Beethoven, Handel, Chopin. From 
what we know of the lives of most of these meVi it is diffi
cult to believe that their food was first of all transmuted 
into sexual energy, and then from sexual into nervous 
energy.

R . R . K e r r

[We have published Mr. Kerr’s letter, but we must 
point out that Mr. Ilornibrook was giving a presentation 
of the author’s opinion, not of his own, and therefore Mr. 
Kerr’s criticism of the writer of the review was irrelevant. 
En.l

WAS JESU S A MYTH?
WE have received a rather lengthy letter from Mr. Roy 
Boulting in reply, but not in answer, to oar criticism in 
11 Views and Opinions,”  of Ju ly 28. The length of the 
letter would not have prevented its appearance in full, 
had it really had anything new to say, or if he had ex
plained the things he had said. But his communication 
divides itself into two parts. One part is concerned with 
myself, and 1 have received the chastisement with all 
tlic sense of humility it demands. So 1 must just sum
marize.

Mr. Boulting thinks I am “  absolutely pigheaded ”  in 
my refusal to recognize that nineteenth century science 
has met the pragmatic test.”  My difficulty is that as I 
have always claimed and taught that all■ science is
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materialistic, and tliat its only basis is that it 
works—that is, it is pragmatic in character, 1 am left 
wondering as to what “ science”  or to what pragmatism 
Mr. Boulting refers. A further summing up of my 
quality is “ that Christ to Cohen is like Bolshevism to 
Blim p.'’ I hope I may be permitted to meet this ver
sion of Low’s celebrated character, in a way I think Low 
himself might answer. I do not believe that Christ ever 
existed. But I do know that Blimp exists. He is a mul
tiplied personality. He stands for one who mistakes 
words for things, who has a wishful philosophy that en
ables him to discover what he wishes to find, exhibits a 
blindness to facts, and takes a repetition of statements 
for proof. Mr. Boulting has definitely removed any 
doubts I might have had of the reality of Blimp. I am 
more certain of his existence than I am even of Mr. 
Boulting’s. 1 thank him for the reference.

The rest of Mr. Boulting’s letter consists of a repetition 
of the peculiar statements he made in his published letter. 
They are evidence in the sense that “  when I say a thing 
three times it is so” is evidence. I asked and still ask for 
some evidence—which Mr. Boulting may possess in some 
unknown document—that “ Jesus Christ was crucified be
cause he tried to introduce a new social philosophy.”  
Wliat 1 am given is Mr. Boulting’s conviction that Jesus 
was killed for trying to introduce a new social order, just 
as ‘ ‘ Tom Mooney was held for many years in gaol . . . 
because he was a known member of a political organiza
tion.”  But that is saying it all over again. But if Mr. 
Boulting can produce any evidence whatever for this re
markable statement I can promise I will so far shed my 
“ pigheaded’ ’ obstinacy as not to stand in the way of pub
lishing his communication in full. I will not ask him to 
prove that science can be anything but materialistic, or 
that modern science lias any other basis than a pragmatic 
one. That would be too cruel even though it might be 
salutary.

C.C.

GOD IN NEW JE R SE Y
A ruling by Judge Thomas Brown forbidding attor

neys to practice in New Jersey if they do not believe in 
God brought to a dramatic halt a suit for $10,000 dam
ages started here to-day in Circuit Court against the city 
of Hoboken under New Jersey’s so-called “  Riot Act of 
1924.”  The case did not continue until Paul Rlansliard, 
attorney for the plaintiffs and former New York Commis
sioner of Accounts, assured the court that lie was neither 
an Atheist nor an Agnostic.

Mr. Blanshard, who said he was a former Congrega
tional minister, failed to win his point that the court’s 
question regarding his belief in God was “  irrelevant,” 
but he scored the major legal victory of the day when 
Judge Brown denied a motion for non-suit by counsel 
for Hoboken.

The suit was brought by Hermann and Elizabeth Mat- 
sou of 405 Fourth Street, Hoboken, who seek damages for 
injuries suffered in a riot September 15, 1938, in a Hobo
ken park. Mr. Matson, who is associated with the 
Workers’ Defense League, and who is regarded as a foe of 
the McFeely administration, charge that the place deliber
ately avoided protecting him from a mob when he at
tempted to deliver a speech.

At the outset of the day’s session, which was adjourned 
until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning, Carl Gelman, at
torney of record for the plaintiffs, asked Judge Brown to 
allow Mr. Blanshard to act as trial attorney for the 
Matsons.

“  Mr. Blanshard is a member of the New York bar?” 
asked the Court.

“  Yes,’ ’ replied Mr. Blaushard.
‘ ‘ And a believer in God, I hope—is that so?” in

quired Judge Brown.
“  It seems to me, Your Honour, that this is wholly 

irrelevant,’ ’ replied Mr. Blanshard.
Judge Brown rapped with his gavel and rose.
“  Well,”  lie said, “  you cannot be admitted to practice 

if that’s your opinion. We are of the opinion that New 
Jersey and the Constitution are built on Christian founda
tions. We also do not believe that any witness, nor any

1 c theparty who is an applicant for public office, ha? 
to take oaths unless he can swear to God.”  ,\ljout

The judge then walked out of the court roolll^]r" qel- 
three minutes later he returned to the bench.  ̂ to 
man then told him that Mr. Blanshard did not 11 ,̂cjj 
say he did not believe in God.”  Mr. Blanshart, a ^  
as his father and grandfather, had been a minis < ^  
Gelman said. He declared that Mr. Blans ia^ vant. 
wished to show that the Court’s question was lrre. ej;eye 

‘ ‘Mr. Blanshard,”  Judge Brown asked, “ do }’oU 
in God?”

“ Yes,”  said Mr. Blanshard. . . j  to
The judge then asserted the Court “  does not m ^  

have this case made a circus,”  and the trial was res ))
From the New York “  Truth Sctikt

S U N D A Y  L E C T U R E  NOTICES, E tc’

Lecture notices must 
E.C.4, by the first 
inserted.

, LOI
reach 61 Farringdon Street, ¡g
post on Tuesday, or they tu

LONDON

OUTDOOR
,yictoda

Bethnal G reen and Hackney B ranch N.S.S. '
Park, near the Bandstand) : 3.15, A Lecture.

K ingston-on-Thames B ranch N.S.S. (Market Place) •
Mr. T. II. Elstob.

North L ondon B ranch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, 
stead) : 11.30, Sunday, Mr. L. Kbury, Parlianie» 0(
Fields, 3.30, Sunday, Mr. L. Ebury. Highbury Corner, / 
Friday, Mr. L. Ebury.

1 • iI-30’S outh L ondon B ranch N.S.S. (Clapham Common) • 
Sunday, Mr. F. A. Ridley. Brockwell Park, 6.30, Sun* 
Lecture. Rtishcroft Road, opposite Brixton Town Ha > 
Tuesday, Mr. L. Fbury.

Pl)UfS'
West L ondon B ranch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 7-3°> 1IlCJay, 

day, Mr. E . C. Sapliin and supporting speakers, bn 
3.0, until dusk, various speakers.

COUNTRY
OUTDOOR

Accrington Market : 7.0, Sunday, Mr. J .  Clayton.
T-

Darlington (Market Steps) : 7.0, Sunday, Mr- I  
Brighton.

E dinburgh Branch N.S.S. (Mound) : 7.30, Mr. S»1’4'1 
A Lecture

Huncoat : 7.15, Wednesday, Mr. J. Clayton.

Manchester B ranch N.S.S. (Bury Market) : 7.0, SaW” “ ,. 
Stevenson Square, 3.0, Sunday. Ashton Market, 7-3° ’ 'j-eb 
day. Blackburn Market, 7.15, Monday. Chorley 
8.0, Tuesday. Mr. W. A. Atkinson will speak at these 1,1 
ings.

fia11’
Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Stevenson Square) : 7-°’ 

day, Messrs. G. Taylor, C. McCall and S. Newton.

N ewcastle-on-Tyne (Bigg Market) : 7.30, Friday, Mr- I  
Brighton.

R ead : 7.30, Thursday, Mr. J. Clayton.

ROSSENDALK (Scoutbottond : 7.30, Friday, M r. J. Clayt"1'

Realistic Aphorisms and | 
Purple Patches

B y  A R T H U R  F A L L O W S , M .A .

330 pages.

Paper Covers 3/6. Postage 4d*
(All Cloth copies sold).
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BOOKS WORTH READING |
Some Pioneer Press Publications )

l
BOOKS BY CHAPMAN COHEN \

A GRAMMAR o f  FREETHOUGHT. a  Statement 
p ^le Case for Freethought, including a Criticism of 

undamental Religious Doctrines. Cloth Bound, 3s. 6d., 
Postage 3«4d.

PRADRAUGH AND INGERSOLL. Cloth, 2s. 6d., 
Postage 3d.

DETERMINISM OR FREE-W ILL? An Exposition 
°. the Subject in the Light of the Doctrines of Evolu- 
tlon- Second Edition. Half-Cloth, 2s. 6d., postage 2j/id. 
ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING. First, Second, Third, 
fourth and Fifth Series. Five Vols., post free 12s. 6d., 
each volume 2s. 6d., postage 2yd .

FOUNDATIONS OF RELIGION. A Lecture delivered 
at Manchester College, Oxford, with Appendix of Illus
trative Material, Paper, 9d., postage id.

f o u r  l e c t u r e s  on  f r e e t h o u g h t  a n d
LII'E, Price, is., postage I'/id.

CHRISTIANITY, SLA VERY AND LABOUR. Fourth 
Edition. Cloth, 2s. 6d., postage 3d.; paper, is. 6d., 

postage 2d.
GOD AND THE UNIVERSE. With a Reply by Prof. 

A- S. Eddington. Cloth, 3s., postage 3d.; paper, 2s., 
Postage 2d.

f e t t e r s  t o  t h e  l o r d , cioth, 2s., postage 2d .;
Paper, is., postage 2d.

FETTERS TO A COUNTRY VICAR. Containing 
eiSht letters in reply to questions from a South Country 
v icar. Cloth, 2S., postage 2d.; paper, is., postage Ijid .

G. W. FOOTE
UIBLE ROMANCES. 2s. 6d., postage 3d. 
SHAKESPEARE & OTHER LITERARY ESSAYS. 

Cloth, 3s. 6d., postage 3d.
THE BIBLE HANDBOOK. For Freethinkers and 

Inquiring Christians. (With W. P. Ball). Seventh Edi
son 2s. 6d., postage 2jid.

THE JEW ISH L IF E  OF CHRIST. Translated from 
Hie Hebrew. Preface by G. W. Foote. 6d., postage yd.

THE ’ PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. 2d., 
Postage yd.

WILL CHRIST SAVE US ? 2d., postage yd.

G. W. FOOTE and A. D. McLAREN
INFIDEF DEATH-BEDS. Cloth, 2s., postage 3d.

Col. R. G. INGERSOLL
ABOUT THE HOLY BIBLE. 3d., postage id. 
m i s t a k e s  o f  m o s e s . 2d., postage yd.
ORATION ON THOMAS PAINE. 2d., postage 'AA. 
ROME OR REASON ? A Reply to Cardinal Manning. 

3d., postage id.
Th e  CHRISTIAN RELIGION. 2d., postage '/A. 
THE HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH, id., postage yd. 
THE TRUTH ABOUT THE CHURCH. id., 

Postage y d .
WHAT IS RELIGION? Contains Col. Ingersoll’s 

Confession of Faith, id., postage '/id.
WHAT IS IT WORTH. A Study of the Bible, id., 

Postage yd.

Dp. ARTHUR LYNCH
BRAIN AND MIND. 6d., postage id.

MATERIALISM RE-STATED. Contains chapters on : 
A Question of Prejudice—Some Critics of Materialism— 
Materialism in History—What is Materialism ?—Science 
and Pseudo-Science—The March of Materialism—On 
Cause and Effect—The Problem of Personality. Cloth, 
3s. 6d., postage 2jfd.

OPINIONS : RANDOM REFLECTIONS AND WAY- 
SIDE SAYINGS. With Portrait of Author. Calf, 5s.; 
Cloth Gilt, 3s. 6d., postage 3d.

PAGAN SURVIVALS IN MODERN THOUGHT. 
Cloth, 2s. 6d., postage 3d.; paper, is. 6d., postage 2d.

RELIGION AND SEX. Studies in the Pathology of 
Religious Development. 6s., postage 6d.

SELECTED H ERESIES. Cloth Gilt, 3s. 6d., 
postage 3d.

THE OTHER SIDE OF DEATH. A Critical Examin
ation of the Belief in a Future Life, with a Study of 
Spiritualism from the Standpoint of the New Psy
chology. Cloth Bound, 2s. 6d., postage 2 jjd .; paper, 
is. 6d., postage 2d.

THEISM OR ATHEISM? The Great Alternative. 
An Exhaustive Examination of the Evidences on Behalf 
of Theism, with a Statement of the Case for Atheism.- 
Bound in full Cloth, Gilt Lettered, 3s. 6d., postage 2'/2d.

WOMAN AND CHRISTIANITY. The story of the 
Exploitation of a Sex. is., postage id.

W. MANN
MODERN MATERIALISM. A Candid Examination. 

Taper, is. 6d., postage ij4d.
SCIENCE AND THE SOUL. With a Chapter on 

Infidel Death-Beds. 3d., postage id.
THE RELIGION OF FAMOUS MEN. id., 

postage y d .

THOMAS PAINE
THE AGE OF REASON. Complete edition, 202 pp., 

with a 44-p. introduction by Chapman Cohen. Price 6d., 
postage 2jjd. Or strongly bound in cloth with portrait, 
is. 6d., postage 3d.

JOHN M. ROBERTSON
THOMAS PAINE. An Investigation of Sir Leslie 

Stephen’s criticism of Paine’s influence on religious 
and political reform. An indispensable work for all 
who are interested in Paine and his influence. 6d., 
postage id.

BAYARD SIMMONS
FANFARE FOR FREETHOUGHT. A Collection of 

Verse, wise and witty, filling a gap in Freethought 
propagandist literature. Specially and tastefully printed 
and bound, is., postage 2d.

F. A. HORNIBROOK
SOME CHRISTIAN TYPES. 4d., postage id.
WITHOUT RESERV E. 2s. 6d„ postage 4yd.

Write for Catalogue, to the Manager, Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon
Street, London, E.C.4
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Almost An Autobiography
By CHAPMAN COHEN

CHAPTERS

x. An Apology for this Book 
z. How I Began
3. On Books and Reading
4. Freethought Propaganda
5. My Education

6.
7-
8.

9-
10

The 11 Freethinker ” 
Unchanging Absurdities 
Modes of Approach 
Gain and Loss 
Here, There and Farewell

This Book does not easily fall into the usual category of Auto
biographies, It sums up the experience of fifty years continuous 
work on the Freethought platform and in the Press. It will prove 
of interest to religious, non-religious and anti-religious readers. 
The author does not hesitate to criticize presentations of the 
Freethought case, as well as attacking with his customary logical 

precision religious theories and points of view.

Price Six Shillings. B y  post Fivepence extra Í
I

CLOTH GILT FIVE PLATES j
i

___ if

HUMANITY AND 
W AR i

i

BY
i
i

CHAPMAN COHEN 1
i

Forty pages, with cover. T h r e e p e n c e , 
postage id. extra. This is a Freethinker’s 
view of the whole subject of war, fearlessly 
and simply expressed. In order to assist 
in its circulation eight copies will be sent 
for Two Shillings postage paid. Terms 
for larger quantities on application.

i

1
1

Send at once for a Supply i
Ì

Issued for the Secular Society, Limited, by 
the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon St., E.C.4 

LONDON

i
i
1
1
1

FASCISM & CHRISTIANITY
Chapman Cohen

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

This is a timely and appropriate propa
gandist pamphlet, and should be circulated 
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