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Views and Opinions.

j Qday aud the Sabbatarian.
t]le° llQt think an apology is needed for recurring to 
ifcas l̂lndaY question. It is important for many 
jî ;°lls- Pirst, it is one indication of the influence of 
Civir-h°Ui?ht propaganda. The movement for the 
0 • .«»« of the day of rest is wholly Freethinking in 
llr r and OnET in proportion as the strength of 
ruti'S1 ^ristm nity was weakened was it that a more 

°ual and a more moral way of spending Sunday 
So *" l,P- This weakening of Christian belief is to-day 
S / * * « !  that even the defenders of the Puritanical 
0]) <lay refrain from resting their championship of it 
se 9 ’JlfPous basis. They are concerned, they say with 
a lritlg freedom from toil for the working classes, 
to O-816 deadly nfraid lest if people are permitted to go 
Ini]llle,llas and Theatres on Sunday they will be coin

ed to work seven days each week. Of course, this 
leer humbug, and none know it better than those

is 
"ho>hi l°rward the plea. Secondly, the question of 
(j|J lay being wholly a religious question, it offers 
])]h °f the clearest indications of the evjl of per- 
 ̂ . lllg religious questions to intrude on social or 

Sq ' Ical ones. I hasten to add that, so far as I can see, 
aV( .°u  ̂ as People have religious beliefs they cannot 
js n'd applying their religion to political and social 
e ' es> and that the only way to prevent this evil is to 
,j 1 rehgious beliefs altogether. The notion that a 
I can have a genuine belief in Christianity and yet 
s h it from influencing his actions in politics and 
. c>°l°gy is about as reasonable as to imagine that the 

J  a n’ce ât baby will not aiïect the salivary 
rC].re.tlons °i a hungry tiger. The only good form of 

'Sion is a dead one.

6 G overnm ent and the B igots.
° Ur most squeezable of Governments where organ-

izecl religious interests are concerned, has decided, so 
runs the political news in the papers, to introduce a 
Bill to amend the Sunday Observance Act that will 
leave matters pretty much where they were before the 
judges informed the London County Council that it 
could not legalize burglary by compelling the burglar 
to give a proportion of his plunder to a selected charit
able institution. After profound consideration, Mr. 
Clynes has decided— with one may presume the agree
ment of the Cabinet— to leave matters where they are 
by bringing in a Bill which will regularize what was 
the practice before the Court took the L.C.C. to task. 
Local authorities are to be permitted to licence enter
tainments and to lay down conditions under which 
they are to be conducted. But it is also1 to be a 
measure that will be left “  open,”  that is, it will be 
put forward for discussion, and members will be left 
free to vote as they please. In parliamentary parlance 
there will be a “  free vote,”  members being allowed 
to vote according to what they believe to be right—  
which is a rather curious reflection upon the character 
of the ordinary voting. This, it is said, will enable 
Parliament to interpret every phase of public opinion 
-—or to promise the Government the largest measure 
of support or avoid a most dangerous form of opposi
tion. Political leaders must be quite sure that they 
ai-e faithful followers of their supporters.

*  *  *

The C lerical P rotection ist.
If the forecast of the Bill is dependable, it is evident 

that the Government has taken its directions from the 
Churches and Chapels. P'or the forecast follows a 
recent manifesto issued by “  The Council of Christian 
Ministers,”  and signed by a number of the bishops 
and others of the Church of England, and by a body 
of representative Nonconformist leaders. The docu
ment has been widely printed in the press, and is in 
any case too lengthy for reproducing here. All that 
one need say is that it is frankly, almost shamelessly 
candid in its pi'ofessional outlook, and saturated in 
the hypocrisy that has nearly always been associated 
with Sabbatarianism. It takes shelter behind the ob
jection of some actors to theatrical performances on 
seven days in the week, to advocate the closing of 
theatres on Sunday, but ”  if Parliament deems it 
necessary to replace the Act of 1781, the decision as to 
whether Cinemas are to be open should be left to 
local governing bodies” ; the local authority should 
also restrict the hours during which they should be 
open, and profit-making should be prohibited. All 
profits should go to approved charities. No employee 
may be permitted to work seven days a week, and 
must have a certain number of Sundays free. The local 
authority should also exercise a vigilant supervision 
over the entertainment offered, which should “  appeal 
to the best moral sense of the community.”

Now this programme not merely leaves matters
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where they are, for it is certain that if nothing is done 
the Act of 17S1 will he ignored on an increasing scale, 
but it consecrates all the absurdities and humbug of 
Sabbatarian legislation in a new Act of Parliament. 
Observe that the Council graciously agrees that 
Cinemas may be open on Sunday, providing the local 
Council permits, but not theatres. Why not theatres? 
What reason is there that will justify the opening of 
the one and not the other? With consummate hypoc
risy the reply is that a seven-day working week must 
not be permitted. But if with regard to Cinemas, it 
is enough to guard against this by providing in the 
Act that no one shall work in one week more than six 
days, why may not a similar provision be made with 
reference to theatres? Of course, the real reason for 
the distinction is that the Council of Christian mini
sters does not care a “  twopenny damn ” about the 
hours of labour or the conditions of labour. What it 
does care about is the opening of places of amusement 
which may serve as counter-attractions to their own 
places of business. The instinct at work here is 
aggressively commercial, or it would have denounced 
Sunday entertainments of every kind. It knows that 
all its pretests will not stop people having some kind 
of Sunday amusement, so it seeks to limit the compe
tition under a hypocritical profession of concern for 
the employee.

*  *  *

N o  L o ca l Option.
The application of local option to such a case as 

Sunday entertainments that are run on a business 
basis is monstrous. It implies that the question of Sun
day entertainment is a question which the majority 
can properly and satisfactorily settle. That is 
most decidedly not the case. It is not a question 
of the rule of the majority but a question of coercing 
the minority. Those in favour of a healthy 
civilized Sunday have no desire to make others do a 
single thing they do not wish to do. They do not 
desire to force anyone to go to a theatre, or to a 
cinema, to listen to a band, to play games, or to go 
on an excursion, or to prevent their going to chapel 
three times a day. They merely ask that Sabbatarians 
shall do to them as they would do to Sabbatarians—  
that is leave them alone. It is the Sabbatarians who 
say to the others, “  We do not want any of these 
things on Sunday, and because we do not want them, 
tlierefdre you shall not have them.”  I11 many places 
it is extremely probable that the number of people in 
favour of a humanized Sunday would be large enough 
to compel local Councils to grant the necessary permis
sion but in very many instances, it would mean that 
the most unenlightened, the professors of a form of 
religious belief, disowned by even educated believers, 
would exercise an intolerable tyranny over a more en
lightened minority. And it would introduce, a re
ligions issue into all local elections. Men and women 
would be elected to serve on Councils as they stood 
with regard to this question not because of their ad
ministrative ability. A  united chapel vote would be 
enough to throw local affairs under the control of the 
most bigoted section of the population. I doubt 
whether even the salvation of the present Government 
is worth paying this price.

The provision that there shall be no profit made out 
of Sunday performances is ridiculous. That, of course, 
was the provision insisted upon by those who set 
themselves above the law and issued a permission they 
had no legal power to grant— or refuse. But it may 
be imagined that “  expenses ”  received a rather 
liberal interpretation, and that the day’s work was not 
quite free from yielding the proprietors some profit. 
But the new proposal is that the accounts shall be 
audited by a certificated accountant, so as to ensure

that no profits arc made. But why? Why s''oUj|j 
men pursuing a perfectly legitimate occupation be*0 
that they must work for nothing if they choose to°Pe 
on Sundays? Railways run trains on Sundays, FaIt> 
and omnibuses run on Sundays, public houses a111 1 > 
freshment places open on Sundays, even the PalV 
I »lies his trade on Sunday. On what ground is 
be decreed that if a man wishes to give the Pubbc 
decent entertainment on Sunday, he alone must j* 
it for nothing, and if there happens to be a loss,111

To forbidmust pay that out of his own pocket? ^v 
! entertainments on Sunday is quite absurd but 11,1 
1 or ooflfstandable. If they are wrong, religiously

ligiously there is a reason for their suppression- ^  
how does the not making a profit out of a tlufl£ ( 
denly transform it from being bad into something ^
is good? Of course, the reason here is, again, that

tlicfreal desire is to stop Sunday entertainments 
and to- bring the country back to the dreary de'11 
ization of the early Victorian period. The re- ^  
should be “  Let us keep Sunday miserable, f°r 
we may hope to keep the people religious.”

A  Tim e; forj A ction.
Admittedly these Sunday laws never had any 

purposes save those of the forced observance of a 1”

other 
,ec«* 

rot̂ ”liarly narrow form of Christian belief, and the Pl ^  
tion of the Christian religion. They had not 
remotest relation to the prevention of men being 
worked or of preventing dissoluteness, or impr°  ̂
morals. The seventeenth century Act plainly ha 
other purpose than to prevent the desecration of - . 
day; and the 1781 Act as plainly aimed at preve11̂

esb1'
coslFreethinking discussions. The opponents of 

lislied Christianity were mostly poor men, and tl>a  ̂
of the meetings at which religion was discussed ¡. 
paid by a small charge for admission. So it s 1  ̂
the promoter of the Act, that if such meetings 
made illegal, these poor Freethinkers could not  ̂
on. The entertainment part of the Act was a • ^
sidiary thing. But the meetings went on in sp'te
this peculiarly mean, but quite Christian policy- - j, 
like Carlile, Pletherington, Watson, and Bradla^
were not to be frightened by an Act of this descrip1tio"'

They treated the Act with and if P110contempt, ana u i"^ct 
entertainers had followed the same policy the 
would have been repealed long since, or would a‘ f 
been quietly wiped oil the Statute Books. Even a  ̂
it is not too late for entertainers to reconsider 
policy. of

I began by saying that this most squeezab*
to the relifPgovernments will certainly give way
that there 15pressure unless it receives assurance mai mci^ (lf 

strong body of opinion in the country that is in faV' t 
of a brighter and better Sunday. I repeat here "  j, 
I have previously said. There is a tremendous jt 
ume of anti-sabbatarian opinion in the country, aIL  ̂
should make itself heard. The thousands of W0lV,|,t 
class organizations up and down the country 
pass resolutions and so let the Home Secretary see  ̂
the voice of Chapels is not the only voice in Eng*11  ̂
Every Cinema in the country should have a roll at .jC 
doors asking for signatures. The opinions of P11, , 
officials as to the beneficial moral effects of Sua ^ 
games, Sunday recreations, and Sunday enter1®.,, 
ments should be kept well before the public. : . 
right of young men and women to use the public P *” . 
ing fields on Sunday on the same conditions as * ' 
are used on week-days should be asserted. If 
sary the tactics used at Manchester should be foil0'' ,, 
elsewhere. Fines inflicted by religious magistrfl,K
could easily be paid, and the infliction of them v'0’1, 
not be persisted in for long. There is no time t°
lost. A  new Act on the lines foreshadowed will ai;l
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"'Hi -°i Mberating Sunday much harder than it
(lav 011 Acts to fight. The English Sun-
ized 11S êen a byword and a jest to the civil- 
„ " orld. It has done more to demoralize the 
that} 'Joĉ y the people than any other institution 
hj- !as fis te d  during the last tliree hundred years. 

s llne it met with the fate it deserves.

Chapman Cohen.

Fifty Years of Freethought.

1 take up the task eternal, and the burden, and the 
p. lesson,

,eeis! o Pioneers!”— Walt Whitman.
More life and fuller that we want.”—Tennyson.

the task of the twentieth century is to discipline 
le chaotic activity of the nineteenth century.”

Frederic Harrison.
Tt

.¡J most important provincial association connected 
j 1.1 bie British Freethought Movement is the 
l̂ eicester Secular Society, which, this month, cele- 
Tr,ates the fiftieth anniversary of its inauguration. 
r 16 record of this Society is really one of the 
fiances of Freethought. Its . story actually dates 
ail -t0 t,le “  stormy forties” of the last century,
'' u 's an inspiring record of small beginnings, of 
0r;U:?^ es, and of ultimate brilliant victory. The 

'ffnial society sprang from a discussion class in the 
("coster Mechanics Institute, a leading spirit of 

' I!0'1 was George Brown, one of the small but 
ijiant hand of pioneers who carried the flag of 
<1)erty in those bad, old days when pioneers were 
° °nly pariahs, but too often prisoners for con- 

scionce sake.
Among the young men who gathered about him 

Josiah Gimson, the father of Sydney Gimson.
I le intellectual subjects discussed in the class soon 
ueanie the talk of this provincial town. Afterwards 
 ̂ school was carried on during the week, with lec- 
'■ 'es on Sundays, and a lending library was formed.

le advanced views of progressive thinkers were dis- 
1̂,ssed constantly, and Leicester thus had the oppor

tunity of listening to new thoughts, and of widening 
1 s mental horizon. Out of this evolving institution, 
''mieli adapted itself readily to changing circum- 
S unees, was organized the Secular Hall Company, 
<lm) the site of the present hall was purchased. In 

the memorable year of the birth of the Free- 
. i!nkcr, the hall was completed from the design of 

• Earner Sugden, an architect, one of whose hobbies 
!',as the publication of pretty little booklets of a 
Mecthought character. It is a handsome structure 

°n °ne of the best roads of Leicester, with ample 
Accommodation for improvement and pleasure.

At the opening a large number of notable Free- 
finkers were present from all parts. That shy 

«mins, James Thomson, the author of The City of 
. rei*dful Night, contributed a poetic address at the 
maiigurai ceremony. This poem showed the vigor
ous Freethought of the poet, whose talents have won 
0r him an imperishable name in his country’s liter- 

ature :_
‘ So, all the lands wherein our wandering race 

Have led their flocks, or fixed their dwelling place,
To till with patient toil the fruitful sod,
Abound with altars to the unknown god,
Or gods, whom man created from of old,
In his own image, one yet manifold,
And ignorantly worshipped. We now dare,
Taught by millenniums of barren prayer,
Of mutual scorn and hate and bloody strife,
With which these dreams have poisoned our poor life, 
To build our temples on another plan,
Devoting them to god’s creator, man;
Not to man’s creature, God. And, thus, indeed,

All men and women, of whatever creed,
We welcome gladly if they love their kind;
No other valid test of worth we find.
Who loveth not his brother at his side,
ITow can he love a dream deified?”

Another illustrious name associated with the 
Leicester Secular Society is that of Professor T. H. 
Huxley, the fiery apostle of Darwinism. Not only 
was he in agreement with the objects of the organiza
tion, but he was one of the financial supporters. This 
places Thomas Henry Huxley in complete accord 
with the principles of Freethought, and should clear 
away any misapprehension on the subject.

In the hall itself are portraits of Charles Brad- 
laugh, George Holyoake, James Thomson, and Josiah 
Gimson. The name and fame of the Gimson family 
can never be forgotten in the history of this society, 
or even in the records of the Freethought Movement. 
Another name for long associated with the Society is 
that of Frederick J. Gould, who was secretary and 
organizer of the Society from 1889 to 190S. His re
marks on the Society and its work are of moment: —  

I doubt if any hall in Europe, or America, or else
where, quite fulfils for its social environment just 
such a function, both intellectual and municipal, as 
this at Leicester. Perhaps it would be difficult 
now to establish another of like pattern. When it 
was founded movements which are now strong— 
labour, free libraries, Sunday lectures, and the non- 
theological press—were then relatively weak, and 
eager spirits discovered in the hall at Humberstone 
Gate, a unique centre for learning and discussing 
new ideas on religion, history, literature, economics, 
and the rest.

The lesson to be drawn from the inspiring record 
of the Leicester Secular Society is that “  Unity is 
strength.” Forgetting trivial distinctions in the face 
of entrenched and wealthy ecclesiasticism, these 
brave Freethinkers closed their ranks and stood 
shoulder to shoulder against the enemy. It is pre
cisely’ because the hearts of these pioneers were aflame 
with love of liberty that their work has had such 
vital and permanent effect. They deserved well of 
their generation, for they hastened the day when 
the world will be one country, and to do good the 
only religion. If peace hath its victories no less re
nowned than war, this gallant exploit at Leicester 
surely deserves its due place among them.

M im nekm us.

T h e  T r u a n t.

Why art tliou sad ?
Because thy mistress thee forsook?
Take heart; few things are quite so bad 
As they may look.

A little rest
From one another may do good :
Abstention gives an added zest 
To the best food.

She will return
If only thou wilt play the man;
For courage she will never spurn—
No woman can.

Be not cast down;
Nothing is gained by looking glum ;
For if thy mistress see that frown 
She will not come.

Just wait—and smile ;
And yet more kindly think of her;
Then wilt thou see in a brief while 
Thy truant fair.

Bayard  S im mons.
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William Harvey and his 
Predecessors

T he natural history sciences participated in the pro
gressive movement initiated by the Italian Renas
cence. In picturesque and liberty-loving Switzer
land, Konrad Gesner, despite various disadvantages, 
became a pioneer in Alpine studies, and composed 
one of the most monumental treatises ever published 
on biological science.

Issued from the press in four imposing folio vol
umes, Gesner’s Historia Animalium ran to 3,500 
pages. A  work of encyclopaedic range, embracing 
all then known, or conjectured concerning animal 
life, it appears to have been the earliest scientific 
publication in which pictorial art was utilized to illu
strate the text. Gesner obtained the finest wood- 
cuts the time afforded, and was most solicitous to 
secure their accuracy. Indeed, the great drawing 
of the rhinoceros is attributed to the mighty Albrecht 
Dürer himself.

Aldrovandi of Bologna (1522-1605) was another 
devoted servant to science. He also was a volum
inous author and industrious observer, whose labours 
exercised a beneficial influence on biological studies. 
Rondelet, Belon, Vesalius, and others made import
ant discoveries. Among all, Vesalius must ever re
main immortal in the realm of anatomical research. 
A born innovator, he incurred bitter hostility when 
he criticized Galen, and gained first-hand knowledge 
by dissecting human bodies. His contributions, both 
to anatomy and physiology proved invaluable to his 
successors.

Nor must the potent influence exercised by Leon
ardo da Vinci be forgotten. Supreme artist and 
mechanician alike, he pursued a conscientious study 
of human anatomy, and the figures which he drew 
for the instruction of his pupils induced painters and 
sculptors in general to examine and compare the 
skeletal framework of man and the lower animals. 
The knowledge thus obtained exerted its influence 
on medical research throughout the sixteenth cen
tury.

Physiology made small progress from antiquity to 
the seventeenth century. The dicta of Galen and 
Aristotle still dominated the minds of men. While 
the anatomy or structure of the animal body became 
more clearly defined, the physiology or functioning 
of the organism was little investigated.

Galen himself had exposed the auciefit error that 
the arteries and left ventricles of the heart were dis
tended with air. He proved that these structures 
contain blood of a somewhat different character to 
that circulating in the veins. But he perpetuated 
many time-honoured illusions, and physiology re
mained much where he left it, so late 'as the sixteenth 
century.

Many physicians must have felt dissatisfied with 
the accepted doctrines, clouded as they were in 
mystical misconceptions. The discoveries of Ver- 
salius and Fabrizio plainly rendered many current 
assumptions untenable. But mechanical and 
materialistic explanations of the circulation of the 
human blood would have been received with a howl 
of religious indignation. Men of science would have 
been promptly charged and convicted of the heinous 
offence of casting doubt on the existence of man’s 
immortal soul. The theologians were athirst for 
heretical blood, and the Inquisition was ever ready 
to their call.

Yet, a strange speculative Spaniard appeared who 
was prepared to grapple with the vexed problem cf 
vascular movement. This was the theological

mystic and martyr, Michael Servetus. In liis frst
published essay he propounded doctrines concertn®j> 
the Holy Trinity that scandalized Protestant 
Romanist alike. He denied the dogma of the 1 
gods— Father, Son, and Ghost— and asserted tha 
Son was not eternal. To avoid persecution, 
escaped from Strassburg and sought safety uiHe 
assumed name at Lyons. Here he was sheltered J 
sceptical physician who interested Servetus >u 
science of medicine. Journeying to Paris, he j 
there instructed in anatomy by Vesalius hi®5 , 
But his daring astrological speculations soon ar0 
a host of sacerdotal enemies, and he deemed u 1 
dent to depart. For a few tranquil seasons he P 
ticed as a doctor at Vienne on the Rhone. Pur)[1, 
this period he resumed his religious studies, a,,i ^  
successfully endeavoured to convert Calvin 1° 
views.

lus

I11 an anonymous work, his Chrislianis-nn Resi1"

tulio, Servetus penned a hitter attack on n 
which that dour Protestant deeply resented. , j (0 
tus was arrested and imprisoned, but he contriv 
escape to Geneva, where he trusted to find u' 
among the discontented Calvinists who were P 1 
ing the deposition of the autocratic teacher °* P ̂  
destination. But Calvin saw to Servetus’ safe ^  
tody, and the astute reformer utilized the long 1 
of the intensely hated heretic to strengthen his 0 
despotic rule. Aided and abetted by several Pr°  ̂
tant councils, the Court of Geneva sentenced the 
starred Servetus, and he was burned alive in Octo 
1553. This was a Protestant crime against huniaf^ 
hut as the Catholic Inquisition at Vienne was n»a 
to burn Servetus in person, it had, just previous'-' 
his execution in Geneva, spitefully burnt hn" 
effigy. One of the little ironies of religious his 
is revealed by the circumstance that Catholic'S 1 .. 1 it J"pretend to honour the name of Servetus, mainly» 
presumed, for the purpose of exasperating the Ca1' 
ists. Statues of the martyr now stand both in 
and Madrid. . ^

In probing the secret of man’s immortal sp'r 
Servetus contended that it became essential to m1( 
stand the wondrous workings of his bodily orga j  
In his searchings into the structure and function8^ 
the human organism, he more and more realized  ̂
importance of the blood stream in sustaining h 1 
Various of his findings were vague and visionary, a 
his researches were inspired more by a desir°  ̂
estilhlifih n rnvQtiral thonlncriVol tlton to c -establish a mystical theological theory, than to 
to practical knowledge. Nevertheless, he proponn 
a theory of the pulmonary circulation which

fled
pa8

been amply confirmed by the studies and experimeI1 
of modern medical science. _ .

.Several generations rolled away before the vie _̂ 
of Servetus became common knowledge. The tl® j 
ise which expounds his doctrines was penalized a (

IMpractically suppressed by the authorities. In so 
truth, a century and a half elapsed before the J'1 
covery of Servetus attracted any serious attend01' 
Still, a few of his contemporaries seem to have eidf _ 
tained similar ideas, and in the later years of the SlN

ridteentli century pioneers were unconsciously clear
the road for Harvey’s momentous demonstration

A brilliant pupil of the renowned Vesalius, Reaah10
T 0Columbus was also a pioneer in this fertile field, 

his researches Harvey makes honourable mend0"’, 
and Realdo indubitably assisted in the solution of 
problem. Csesalpino, who studied under Realdo ‘ ̂  
Pisa, was another Italian who very closely approach0 
the truth concerning the circulation of the bl°° 
Indeed, some of his countrymen claim that he andcJ 
pated Harvey. But it must be conceded that Cc0811 
pino, although he held sound opinions concern!1  ̂
the passage of the blood through the lungs, remah,c
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la> but being in the Papal service the intervention
'nflucntial friends saved him from the chronic foes ot

ancje a to ^ e teachings of Hippocrates and other 
ateiyn authorities. Some suspect that he deliber- 
evidg C.°mPromised with orthodox errors, but lie 
eolat„n I helieved that at least some of the blood per- 
v,as  ̂’rough the walls of the heart, although he 
from IVare that tlle venous blood pours into the heart 
cjrci le V{;ins alone. Yet, Csesalpino, with all his 
tin. ’"Section, fell into the clutches of the Inquisi- 

being i ' 
j  lnfluential frie 

^hghtennient.
t]lejr " e *'ave seen> many students of Nature made 
prob] C°ntr^h'iti°ns towards the final solution of the 
CHiar̂ 111 structure and functioning of the vas-
q^ ti^ tem . The far-reaching importance of the 
circle n 'V3S universallT recognized in medical 
truthS’ /Hlt ^eshite a'l endeavours to elucidate the 
liiv>r' 1 2 Pr°blem remained a problem still. But an 
(iesti? 1,n'au " as studying at Padua in Italy, who was 
great'a- t0 ma^e an imperishable name with his 
ilatlir (ISc°very and demonstration of the mechanical 
bis C, . ^le circulatory system. For an account of 
aiv.nC llevon|ent we must crave the indulgence of

ttler article.

T. F. P almer.
(To be concluded.)

6 Story of an Ex-Jesuit.

No

***** ino tor-cyclist, eight months ago, as some of 
n'y readers surmised.

not die of my encounter with the

C w Y - r s  surmised. Neither have I joined the 
.\r]]1Cl Rome, the Fundamentalists, the Salvation
¡m<i v’ °r been “  washed in the blood of the Lamb,” 

a I a1,e.\ir ~ 3111 1H>"  resuming my pen to continue a con- 

bv .'ears ago, my readers have to thank, if so dis-
l'iirt
hosed

1,11 with the Freethinker, which commenced

am] ’ °Ur worthy Editor, who has made it possible, 
y^as I hope, to continue to the end.

Pubi.e story of an Ex-Jesuit is told in a book just
(0 ,

■shed
°clfrev

entitled Ex-Jesuit, by E. Boyd Barrett
i'°ol- ^-es> I0S- 6d.). 'i'hose who search this 
ill, ' revelations of the Maria Monk order, or for 
tilfca lations of the maxim that the end justifies the 
Siam S time-honoured methods of Protestant as- 
fiut s 0,1 the Society of Jesus— will be disappointed. 
JfcSl]. ,l0Se who wish for a truthful picture of modern 
t]jjs tlsnt as it really is, cannot do better than read 
tliv *r“e and moving record of one who has been 
t„ ni?h the Jesuit mill, and here makes public his 
*. "felloe
Wc 1Ce'

‘'at,: y truthful, because the author gives the
\V] ,lljs °f all the characters he came in contact with, 

r good or had- There is no Mr. A- or
«r X — For instance, he tells the following

til  ̂ Francis Hackett, the author of a recent pop-"ar ,
|le '°rk on Henry VIII, which happened while 

" ere at boarding-school : —
I blaekett and I sat at the same desk in the study 

a > although he was a class or two in advance of 
JUc‘- He was a clever, dour, sarcastic hoy, studious 
‘"f unpopular, for he never played games. One 

''ening on reaching iny place in the study hall I 
( 'fed Frank some candy, for I saw he had none 
1 b's own. He eyed me suspiciously for a moment 
a"d asked, “  What are you offering me this for?” 

hen he added, “ Don’t you know' that I will never 
•s've you any?” I told him that it didn’t matter, 
N° be took the candy and ate it with relish. lie  
"as true to his word about never offering me any in 
°hirn. He did not envisage life as a good-will 

tOnie among friendly, generous folk as I did. Senti- 
’Rent seemed to him at the time sheer nonsense.

"Inch, and the worldly ways of some of the

other boys, he says, his “  dream-bubble ”  of, the 
ideal college boy, was rudely pricked.

Mr. Barrett’s father, a barrister-at-law in Dublin, 
died four years after marriage, leaving three boys, of 
whom Mr. Barrett was the youngest, they were left 
well provided for. Being the most impressionable of 
the three, he says, “  piety gripped me more pro
foundly than it did the others,”  and his mother had 
a little altar to the blessed Virgin set up in his room, 
at which he kept alight for six years a little red 
lamp. He used to kiss, and pray, before the statue 
many times during the day; and when he began to 
read about the saints and their scourgings, he says : 
“  I made a cruel little instrument of torture, a cord 
with a hard chestnut at the end, and with this I 
would at night whip my bare shoulders.”

At the age of eleven he was sent to Clongow’es 
Wood, a boarding-school in charge of the Jesuits, the 
foremost and oldest school in Ireland. Although so 
religious, the boy was no milksop; he u'as good at 
games, and so became popular, and became the best 
bat in the school. He could also take unmerited 
•punishment without a murmur. One day a boy 
named Ryan, who had never been punished, it was 
said to be due to the influence of wealthy parents, 
was called out for punishment which consisted of 
slapping with a heavy leather strap. He seemed to 
be terribly frightened and Barrett tried to comfort 
him, when suddenly

came a lottd shout from the dean. “ What is this 
I see?” he cried. “  One boy, laughing at another 
poor boy who is going to be punished. Go back 
to your place Ryan ! Come out here, Barrett.” 
And without more ado he gave me forty hard 
pandics....I sensed that I had been made a scape
goat for the son of rich parents, but I took my 
punishment without complaint . . . Then I said : 
Thank you, s ir !” when it was over, which was the 
Clongowes w7ay of playing the game.

Another instance of punishment he gives, was that 
of a thin, delicate, nervous boy named “  Cooly ”  
Dolan, who endured a most ferocious and cruel lash
ing without a sign of fear. “  The master was in
furiated, and apparently bent upon breaking his will. 
As each brutal blow fell there was just a slight spas
modic twitch on Cooly’s lips. Thè lashing went on 
for an interminable time, but Cooly stood it like a 
hero to the end, upright and fearless. At last the 
master was exhausted and departed hurling a threat 
of further punishment. Cooly quietly, and very pre
cisely, for he was that kind, wiped away the blood 
with his handkerchief, and disdained even to discuss 
the matter later. He was a boy of about thirteen 
years at the time, and had a wizened little face.”  

These are the only two cases of punishment men
tioned, and they may have been exceptional. It is 
to be hoped they were. Mr. Barrett himself, makes 
no complaint about the punishments indicted. As in 
other schools, there were kind and sympathetic 
masters, and harsh and austere ones. It must also 
be borne in mind that the religious fanatic is always 
more severe in his punishments, because the offender 
not only breaks human laws, but he does worse, he 
offends God by breaking the divine laws. There
fore in punishing the sinner, the fanatic is earning 
the divine approval, and laying up credit for himself. 
That is w hy he punishes the heretic so severely when 
he has the power.

The nearest we get to the Novelist, as distin
guished from the Protestant, idea of the Jesuit, was a 
priest who was destined to exercise an important in
fluence upon the boy’s life : —

He was the prefect of the higher line, and by far 
the best preacher in the school. Father Henry 
Fegan, “ Tim,” as he was nicknamed, was under 
medium size, thin, dark, and half-bald. lie  had
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bright penetrating eyes, a most expressive face, and 
an inexhaustible source of nervous energy. He was 
a great story-teller, a great actor, and a shrewd 
judge of character. In a sense he was a religious 
fanatic; in a sense a leader of men. He could 
arouse to boiling point the emotion of any audience 
that he addressed. He could be exceedingly witty, 
marvellously courtly in his manner, diabolically 
sarcastic and lavishly generous. He was keenly 
alive to every phase of boy psychology, and could 
win boys to the state of almost worshipping him. 
. . . He was very observant, and before long he 
noticed my solemn earnestness in religion, and my 
transparent innocence. Probably he counted upon 
making a saint out of me, and he began to show me 
in various indirect ways that he had me in mind, 
and that he expected great things from me. Pie used 
to find occasions to say a few kind words to me in 
order to win me to him. And he succeeded For 
years he was my hero.

Towards the end of the boy’s last term, Father 
Fegan asked hint : “  Arc you not ready to fight and 
die for Christ?” To which he replied, “  Father, 
I will never cease striving to enter the Society of 
Jesus until I succeed or die.” And, he adds, “  No 
vow was ever more sincere. None was ever more 
frankly or spontaneously made.”  Somewhere, he 
adds pathetically, “  that offering must have been 
registered . . . but in the mysterious dance of life 
much remains obscure.”  It certainly does if we try 
to reconcile it with an over-ruling providence.

It was during his second term at Clongowes, at the 
age of thirteen, that his “  vocation,” or call to the 
priesthood came. It happened during a three day’s 
“  spiritual retreat ”  (a period cf retirement dedicated 
to meditation and prayer). A  Jesuit missioner—  
what we should term a revivalist— came to conduct 
it, named Father Tom Murphy, who had the art of 
telling dramatic stories, with telling effect. He took 
for his te x t : “  What doth it profit a man to gain the 
whole world if he suffer the loss of his soul.”  The 
boy was ripe for conviction, and says : “ It was an 
easy conclusion for me that the right, the only thine: 
for me to do was to give my life, to the service of 
C.od as a Jesuit. My vocation was thus irrevocably 
fixed at the age of thirteen.”

This is the mystical process, known among Pro
testants as “ conversion,”  or a change of heart. The 
present writer can quite enter into the feelings ex
perienced during this crisis, for he also went through 
the same thing, at the same age, and at a boarding- 
school at Epping, presided over by a Nonconformist 
clergyman.

No one can understand the feelings experienced 
during this crisis, except those who have been 
through it. Any more than one who has never ex
perienced the pains of neuralgia, or indigestion can 
realize the sensations of those who have, and is in
clined to be somewhat sceptical of the pains for which 
he can see no visible evidence.

But there is nothing supernatural about it. It is a 
time of vague longings and yearnings for we know 
not what. The feelings are there right enough, but 
they are not due to spiritual influences. They are 
due to the coming into activity of certain ductless 
glands at the period of adolescence. We are the 
slaves of our ductless glands. Religion seizes upon 
the sufferer at this crisis and declares these feelings 
are messages from God, and urges him to dedicate 
his life to God’s service. This conversion, in my j 
case, lasted several months, but in less than a year it j 
had completely faded away, and I became normal I 
again, but this Catholic boy continued on the path, 
only after many years, to be disillusionized, and j 
forced out of the Society to which he had vowed and j 
dedicated his life. W. M ann. j

(To be continued.) I

The Book Shop.

giidi
A small but interesting book has come our . ; '  .|l0<e 
bulk for bulk, it compares very favourably with 
heavy tomes, the reading of which, is like tin a* ,
straw. It appears to be the chief publication of the

Trc-
posl

Christo-Buddhist Union of Non-Ritualists,” a,1( . c 
is entitled The Roadbook, compiled by bcil 
Hastings, and printed in France by M. Geo. 
mont, 29 Rue de L ’Argonne, Paris, 19c. is' aj 
free. The contents are devoted to the 1 
teachings of Guatama, the fourth Buddha, and f . 
of Jesus Christ. There is a vigorous foreword, but " 
was of especial interest was the compressed and c0l ^ i 
version of the teaching attributed to Buddha. I ® 0 
be forgiven in the present dispensation, when the " ,
is bulging over with battalions of books, when a se.* re
type of education is caterwauled over the wireless, "  . l 
penny sermons have been supplanted by wome11 . 
trances, when the only thing left to do with gold aPl1L‘.s. 
to be to drop it in the Atlantic together with gon 
perts, I repeat, I shall be forgiven for snipp111# j() 
following good advice from Buddha on what not to 
By a process of elimination the reader will be in a 11 
better position to use energy on the things that xna j 
and in addition have a sound standard of criticiSt11, . 
that giant of painted lath—Superstition. Here d . ,c 
“  Do not believe anything bv hearsay. Do not be K  ̂
by faith in traditions, or because these have been tf» , 
mitted by many generations. Do not believe a ”  
because it is said and repeated by many persons.  ̂
not believe a thing on the witness of this or that atjc* 
sage. Do not believe a thing because the probabm 
are in its favour, or because, long habit leads }'oU j 
accept it. Do not believe what you have imagja 0 
thinking that some superior being has revealed u t 
you. Do not believe a thing on the simple authority  ̂
your elders or of your teachers.”  This categori ^  
clout’s is an excellent foundation for arriving at so j 
thing approaching the truth; if taken to heart it " ’°l 
allay much heart-burning. Sir Edwin Arnold, m 
Light of Asia, the circulation of which proves the i"1» , 
love of many folk for something a little better  ̂
Christianity, introduced Buddhism in a popular f°rI1’ .1. 
the English speaking people. Even the poetical Prt'  .flt 
tation of Buddhism is an effective answer to the i'iaF  
form of verbal humbug— Catholicism. Buddhism 4 s 
not agree with the shedding of blood. Buddhism teac ;1 
a truth that some of us may arrive at by other WaP 
reconciliation to ones own self. And in that lS
strength. The Western world will not, hoW0'^  
swallow all of the doctrine that has only one ilaW
that of salt. Under the heading of Christ is given tl>e

•t t°doctrine ascribed to him. There is very little in 11 |j 
which serious criticism could be offered, and one sfl1®

it»'
extret shall complete this paragraph . . . “ As 
Gregory wrote to his friend St. Jerome— ‘ Nothing .
looses on the people so well as verbiage. Our fathL j 
and doctors have often said not what they thought, ’V 
what circumstances imposed on them.’ These fatl>c' , 
and doctors who fought and kicked each other at 1 j 
Councils, and for nearly two thousand years comp0''1, 
by their acts the awful records of the Christian Church1 ' 
have now bad their day. Their verbiage can impose 1 
more.”  A Freethinker’s Amen.

The Morning Post has very obligingly collected a 
statistics for me that make me thank the author of th*1̂ 
famous saying about hope. You will remember Mih0̂  
in his venture, that hope springs eternal in the linn1 ■ 
breast— it has always been my impression these last h' 
years that more books were being read than forme1' ' 1 
and I find it confirmed by a leaderette in the daily P»!11, 
mentioned above. Sheffield public libraries, we are to» ̂  
lent in 1930, nearly as many volumes in excess of 
year’s (1929) figures as were issued during the }’c‘ , 
1921. Another notable feature in connexion with “  
reading of more books was the growing demand for ig.! 
portant contributions to the knowledge of our age. Th1 
is all to the good, but what 1 should appreciate hi1’
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.Î!Ü e if we couldmg that ' "c '"oula lna^e it a fair conclusion by assum
ing ®ore books read meant less newspapers bought. 
ence '  ̂ atter newspapers by overestimating their influ- 
PublicU -̂ le in,^bc; their influence for good with the 
able -nf n’  ̂> their power for bad is incalcul- 
of htll la  ̂ they splash headlines on the sorriest side 
ejjcug112.? nature, that they live on advertising, that they 
What It lenise v̂es by saying that they give the public 
sih]e ,Wants> stamps them as being utterly irrespon- 
iiatio U a reijroach to anything as the nature of civil-

Look̂ 1̂ ' b>ent & Sons, Ltd., have published One/»I vj ~ — — —  ; f x
\yarre nt Russia, by Henri Barbusse,, translated by 
lish e “ • Wells, price 6s. net. These well known pub- 
mans, i 'v’bose books are always a credit to sound work- 
on u.'T an<i general excellence, are to be congratulated

tlieiria~ r co>irage for bringing to the eyes of the think- 
afitiiUb ia> M. Barbuss

Needless to say this version does not bear any
affairs. 
l?Semblani
the

sse’s version of present Russian 
>es not bear any 

ce to published accounts in our newspapers;
^ c r  will remember in this connexion, the inca- 
rectL one English newspaper correspondent to cor-
4  V report the speech of the Chancellor of the Ex- 

After reading One Looks at Russia, I have 
liui]( 0 the conclusion that the author is one of the 
Was 'lrect tew who have remembered that the Great War 
has i °u8bt to make -the world safe for democracy. He
^ ..^ la te dcriti, the words into action, and, as only hostile
tliorCls’n is allowed in newspapers the author has very 
tooeuU®bly ignored it all, and set down what he saw, 
is lei with very comprehensive statistics. The book 
ireat- reacEng, and a commentary on one of the 
ver ŝt experiments in the world. The problem of uni
te IE ’s> to paraphrase Mr. Chapman Cohen, how 
taj-j'0 with nations from whom we may differ, instead of 
iijg br UP the stupid and pre-historic standpoint of try- 
aPpr0, ê-Str°y them. Henri Barbusse, in this generous 
ti(ioteeiatio* °i the Russian situation, acts as a good an- 
Uqj. e. t° the English evangelical type of mind that can- 
la(j ''sunlize Russia as containing one tenth of the popu- 

the world. For that reason alone, the public,
b,>ook access to reliable information, should give this
tieifl a . bearty welcome. This volume will be of par- 
critiar interest to Freethinkers, students of economics, 
lit(J S bankers policies, and those only interested in 
Sifmat’*rc- In one chapter, entitled “  Beware of lllu- 
rt.aj '.’ bbe author, in a vigorous style has something of 
l)0o]-"t'P°rtai'ee to say, and it is worth the price of the 
of • barbusse is in deadly earnest about the purpose 
a c t in g .  He warns Russia of certain types of French 
lie °.rs’ Marcel Proust, Girandoux, and Cocteau, and 
I'll *̂Ves bis reasons, which are as sound as a bell, 
tl, Sa Writers are more or less mistletoe on the oak, and 
Tip C°"ld be matched by many of our modern best-

U'Ulnr They are in no sense life-furtherers ”— they
Vfarg uo red blood to their work—to teach, instruct or 
1, 11 the human race. One Looks at Russia is whole- 
t'irttcdly recommended; Barbusse gave the world Under 

< one of the best war novels. He is to be admired and 
3 5 » .  ‘in a sick age for his enthusiasm, his faith, 
ltl  ̂ “ is belief in a better world order than that which 
of, ’bs doom in 1914-1918. And in his book, this man
b Ie new age, does not overlook the significance of the

- - - - - - -  - -cr and the priest; and for that he will not be for- 

be dark ages of 1930-31.
of l<:n by the hosts of newspapers and newspaper writers

C-dk-B.

Acid Drops.

b)f ^  Week we mentioned the trade in magic cords, 
S!leci> by proxy, by the Pope carried by the Union of 

Ce'Joseph. We see that one of the three gangsters, re- 
]>ro . sbot dead, in New York, had in his pocket the 
i,lt'uise of the “ grace of a happy death” through the 

trcessi°n of St. Joseph. Of course, his prayer may 
V been, answered. One cannot say. Certainly so 

U, '.lstian a man deserves consideration. We suggest 
11 *'he Union of St. Joseph should add to its advertise-
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ment some such legend as “  Greatly used by all the lead
ing gangsters of America.”  A1 Capone himself might, 
as a good Christian, be induced to write a testimonial.

Budapest barbers have warned the world that self- 
shaving is contrary to the principle of civilization. Well, 
a similar kind of warning is periodically issued by priests 
and parsons. Nations will decay and civilization will 
perish, if the people neglect religion and refuse to patron
ize the professional savers of souls. While duly appreci
ating the sincerity of both the face-shavers and the soul- 
savers, we reserve the right to point out that the same 
instinct— self-preservation— is responsible for both warn
ings. As a postcript, we express the hope that this en
lightenment will not be resented. Revelation of truth 
should be welcomed, uo matter whence its source.

The Bible is, says a writer, the most superb story-book 
in existence; the Old Testament is packed with stories 
for children, which are unequalled in the literature of all 
time. It is as well to add that we are glad other literature 
has never attempted to equal many of the grossly coarse 
and indecent stories of Holy Writ. It is significant of 
the kind of culture professed by most Christians that 
the Bible should still be retained as a reading book for 
schools.

A new book is described by a reviewer as “ a colourful 
piece of imaginative fiction.” One wonders whether the 
reviewer could improve on that if a Bible was placed be
fore him as something he had never read before.

“ The Narcotic Menace” is the title to an article in a 
religious weekly. Drugs are indeed a menace. We have, 
for years in the Freethinker, been warning people about 
the dangers attendant on one potent drug— religion. As 
a result, quite a large number of persons have ceased to 
be addicts of this dope. And since the sale of it is un
restricted, all we can do is to go on warning people 
against it.

From Skegness a parson tells a daily paper that Mr. 
Charlie Chaplin’s favourite hymn is “  Praise the Lord, 
the heavens adore Him,” and that the comedian has loved 
this hymn ever since his Sunday school days. This is 
worth knowing. It probably explains why a well-known 
journalist .hails Charlie as the world’s greatest English
man.

A parson solemnly argues : “  Man finds it as hard to 
walk on all fours as does a brother beast to walk upright. 
Is he not meant for higher things?” This is very con
vincing. The monkey can climb tall trees better and 
faster than man. So presumably the monkey is designed 
also for “  higher things ”  than man. And perhaps, when 
a group of monkeys are chattering together, they may, 
for all one knows to the contrary, be gravely discussing 
the possibility of as hereafter and the goodness of God, 
and other " higher things.”

The Rev. E. C. Urvvin says that “  Men like to live to
gether, but they don’t know how to live together; the 
reason for this is that the “  social ” instinct is weak 
compared with the instincts of sex and self-preservation.”  
One might retort that religion and the Churches have 
never shown men how to live together, anyway. The 
proof of this fact can be gleaned from ‘Christian history.

The Rev. F. Clifford Taylor is a flexible religionist. He 
thinks that the first requisite in meeting the call of the 
future where religion is concerned is in an attitude of 
adaptability. He attributes much of the present slump 
in religion to the failure to appreciate flexibility in re
gard to an ever-changing environment. Well, it was once 
said that the Bible was a “ nose of wax ”  to be twisted 
as was thought desirable. The flexible religionists of 
to-day are improving on that. They are inventing an 
india-rubber religion that automatically shapes itself to 
any ideas which modern thought may press against it. 
Religion of the'twentieth century will go down in history 
:is the india-rubber creed, for its wonderful elasticity in 
fitting itself to its environment. Religion, of course, has 
always had to adapt itself or perish. But the remarkable
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tiling about twentieth century Christianity is its sensi
tiveness to the need for adaptation.

The Rev. F. H. Gillingham wishes people would “ give 
up talking about religion and try to live it.” His prayer 
is already answered. Thousands of Sabbatarian bigots 
are trying to live their religion by compelling other 
people to abstain from amusements and games on Sun
day. They are making a really gallant attempt to put 
into practice what they believe. It is" rather discourag
ing to note, however, that this “ practical Christianity ” 
is much resented by a large number of the bigots’ fellow 
citizens, who foolishly imagine the}- have a right to ex
ercise their own judgment and choice in regard to the 
use of Sunday.

The Rev. Bardsley Brash has been speaking about the 
“  Challenge of Youth.” Youth, he says, is lawless with 
the lawlesless inevitable to progress. He adds :—

There are those who say that youth will not submit to 
authority and is lawless ? So it ought to be. That is the 
law of progress. The call to leave things as they are does 
not appeal to youth. It questions, it cross-examines; it 
cannot see why it should accept many of the ideas of its 
fathers. It will not be dragooned or bullied into accept
ance . of any dogma. It is not convinced by merely ex
ternal authority. This is not wild Bolshevism, but 
youth’s way of marching towards a richer and fuller truth.

Much of this is true enough. But what requires to be 
added is that youth has not acquired this new independ
ence of thought from religion, or the churches, or the par
sons. It has come through the influence of Freethought 
— either direct or via well-known writers who have been 
stimulated by Freethought philosophy. Mr. Brash and 
other parsons of his kind may profess to welcome this 
independence of youth, but we have no doubt that they 
find it deuced awkward to handle. And they spend a 
considerable amount of their time devising plausible 
answers to youth’s questions, and trying to find ways 
and means of bringing youth to heel.

Tn the opinion of a pious contemporary, “ there is no 
real evidence yet of a widespread desire for Sunday 
cinemas.” Indeed ! Then how does one explain the fact 
that wherever cinemas have been permitted to open on 
Sunday they have full houses? What is really needed, 
however, is not merely cinemas open on Sunday. If this 
is eventually permitted-, there is not much advance made. 
Instead of the public’s alternatives being church or pub, 
we have merely church or pub, or cinema. Such “ meagre 
alternatives are not ” good enough for twentieth century 
intelligence. There should lie on Sunday every facilitv 
not only for rational entertainments and recreation, but 
also for education and culture.

The National Sunday School I'nion, the Free Church 
Council, the Lord’s Day Observance .Society, and the 
Alliance for the Defence of Sunday are all agreed that 
“ definite opposition ” must be made to any contemplated 
legislation, local or national, which “ menaces the sacred 
character of the Lord’s Day.”  Quite so. It is the preser
vation of Sunday as a taboo day which is the chief in
terest of these pious organizations. Their talk about Sun
day labour, the preservation of the national health, etc., 
is mere clap-trap to catch the sympathy of the un
reflecting. One of the arguments of-these bigots is that 
there is ample opportunity for recreation and amusement 
during the week, now that the hours of labour are so 
much shorter. Anyone might fancy that the shortened 
hours of labour and the increased hours of leisure were 
brought about by the efforts of these Sabbatarian bigots !

Apropos of what we said a week or so ago, with regard 
to the general character of the popular newspaper, the 
following by Mr. Gerald Barry, Editor of the Week-End 
Kcview, writing in the World’s Press Xcies for February 
j8, is interesting : —

The popular papers of to-day show a hopeless topsy
turvydom of values. They select and emphasize what is 
trivial, and suppress (if it does not suit them) or at all

it dull, whatevents minimize because they consider it uim, ---- ..
be of genuine importance. In a newspaper a few " eê  
ago I observed that the main double-column lie\ 
“ ’story ” on the front page was devoted, with gi£0'j|ieon the front page was devoted, with gigan, 
headlines, to a sensational story of murder. n
bottom of a comparatively insignificant column o11 £ 
inside page, a few lines of undisplayed W 
were devoted to the bare statement of a speech at ,
Round Table Conference, which, in point of f3̂ -

liai
ivuuiiu luuie woiuerence, wail'll, m pumi v" — . fet. 
marked the turning point in the history of the  ̂ ^  
ence, and for that reason perhaps in the history 
country and India, and indeed of the world. Iillt . or 
is not news unless an Indian extremist drops a bo 
Mr. Churchill drops a brick; the relations of one 
greatest Empires in history with the greatest es ■ 
Empire do not count beside what the Duchess of - ^
at Lady Y ’s cocktail party, or what the latest Ho )' ^¡j 
star said when she divorced her sixteenth husbam ■ ^
class of paper vulgarizes all it touches—even noble .
Miss Amy Johnson did something remarkable f»K‘  ̂ t]]f 
ageous; and the papers made her look a fool, h,u'̂  
majesty of death is not immune, as we learnt or 
disaster of the R ior. . ^

It sounds almost a quotation from Mr. Cohen’s a* ¡s 
and we are pleased to see it from the pen of one w 
thoroughly acquainted with the world of journalism-

The Rev. Dintsdale Young, however, thinks the Prt 
“  amazingly good, in the ethical as well as i" °^,s 
senses.”  We are not surprised, for does not the 1 .)t 
generally permit parsons to write as stupid a sen»1’ ^  
its columns as they preach in their pulpits, and, 3 
same time, protect them from all real criticism • .jv. 
what more could they ask? Now, if the press rc‘ ' 
gave both sides of the question we should in all Pr  ̂
bility hear a deal of the lack of spirituality of the rn° 
newspapers. We hope we shall not hurt the feeling1’ , 
the more sensitive of our readers if we sav that Wnen J

tlC™wants an example of falsification of facts no one 
search further than the pulpit.

The vicar of Clifton-ou-Tome, Worcester, in his W> 
voked certain gifts for religious purposes because 
parishioners had refused to relieve him of paying ^  
dilapidations. The good man only had ¿42,000 to -c‘ 
as a consequence. Still, lie could solace himself will' 
reflection that his Lord and Master had not where to k. 
his head, and ¿42,000 would have bought Jesus aim 
twelve disciples several times over. But things 
better now. It was once said that the great distine . 
between Jesus and the “  dignified clergy ”  is that he 1 
on the cross and they live on it.

A very knotty problem has been facing the monk-s , 
Mount Atlios. This is no less than the questio"  ̂
whether monks can keep female animals, to wit, h''V 
without committing a spiritual sin, or make thenisc 
spiritually unclean. No female animal of any ki»1 
permitted within the monastery, although travellers l,l*'f 
placed it on record that this did not apply to bugs

tlm"fleas. But it was recently discovered that some m° 
had been keeping hens for the purpose of enjoying 
fruit thereof. Hence numerous discussions, and gatl'l’.| 
ing of councils, and citations of authorities. Then ‘ 
hens were banished the monastery as from Novcmbei / 
last. But some monks resisted the decree, so the I>rC' 
dent of the Greek Republic interposed, and liens are to 
allowed and the monks will get their eggs. If the ql’.e . 
tion had been referred to our Government, we imag1’1 
the decision would have been that hens might be toF 
ated if they were first baptized.

,rifi^St. Barnabas’ Sunday School, Derby, has struck a brig 
wheeze for catching the young. Instead of award»1” 
prizes in the usual way, the school gives each child j°'"j
ing the kindergarten class a present as “ a token 0

tlF
itfriendship.” Another “ token ” is awarded when 

child is promoted to a junior class, and again, when 
ascends to a Bible class. This new system of enterta»  ̂
incut seems rather suggestive of “  rice Christianis»» 
And; in all probability will prove.as successful as that' 
and for the same reason.
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TO C O R R E S P O N D E N T S .

0\v
n10n • ° l̂e editor’s absence from London from Saturday 
°tl ln® until Tuesday mid-day, a number of letters, anil 

A. r,, niâ ers have had to stand over until next week.' iV.'UJI T?vr iTr ,
a|] ' — VVe are not surprised. the B.B.C. is substanti- (
Chri eV̂ °wed Christian institution, it aims at protecting ! 
bristd''f'T aU<' Pr°Pagating it, and you must not be sur- 
pr0t_... 11 declines to publish letters from licence-holders j 
pn ,?s n'g against the dose of religion given with nothing | 
Can *C s'de. How otherwise could it make the lying ! 
thev l̂e Present arrangement is satisfactory, and
0( re]1ieceive but a few letters objecting to the propaganda 

F, Shv lf’ lon’ Still, it is good to keep the protest going, 
trouble™' *̂ *anks. But it is not serious, although a little

The " p
fetur >ee ^ n êr ”  ,s suPPHe<̂ to the trade on sale or 
rebnri a difficulty in securing copies should be at once

The s l° tMs ° * c£ ’
Stri,f,cular Society, Limited office is at 62 Farringdon 

n  m ■ London, E.C.4.
Str â/ '°"al Secular Society's Office is at 62 Farringdon

London, E.c.,.
nevi >e services of the National Secular Society in conCX,0n Will, ..............a .,1"Uiiii n jfUL Secular Burial Services are required, all com- 

Mlions should be addressed to the Secretary, Mr. 
I ell R°Setti' 8'v'nK as ,onS notice as possible.

J :  f°r the Editor of the “'Freethinker" should be 
Cssed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.q.

by,l1s 711,10 send 11s newspapers would enhance the favour 
attc'nt7kinS t,lC f assaSes t° which they wish us to call
icrs t

°l tl °r . l,crat“ re should be sent to the Business Manager 
n„,j 'c Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4,and

The not to the Editor.
Hslii rcc,,l,nLer "  will be forwarded direct from the pub- 
qiicH’i' office at the following rates (Home and Abroad):— 

1 cct yCar’ *5/•»' half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.
Eq C notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
'nsert t̂ ' Rle ^,S* 0̂Ŝ  0n ,ucstiay' or they will not be

<Ul
¡Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 

11 c Pioneer Press," and crossed ““ Midland Bank, Ltd., 
lcrhenu’ell Branch."

Sugar Plums.

(March 8) Mr, Cohen will lecture in Man- 
T0\y tl :,t 3-o, and in the evening at 6.30, in the Chorlton 
\vi,lU IIa11, Stretford Road. The evening lecture, which 

¡̂U' al " 't li Professors Eddington and Jeans and the 
tliai 1I!̂ S their writings 011 religion should prove more 
Mr ' !ls,lally attractive. On Sunday next (March 15) 
lily’l l  le" will lecture in the Co-operative Hall, Ply-

the'p ^/"'Chester Branch is holding a Social evening in 
M;ir jn£'necrs’ Hall, Rusholme Road, 011 the evening of 

1 7- The function will commence at 6.30, and Mr.
I,. tn will leave London earlier than usual in order to be 
1 wsent,

Mr.
lay 1
gaj[] la-st, the hall being cpiite full for the evening
(lyy' . t-olien had two good meetings at Glasgow on Sun- 
8ath, .st« the hall being quite full for the evening 
\vit]ieri,,8T- Mr. Cohen always faces a Scotch audience 
nQt P|easure. They provide a keen critical attention 
Islesasily equalled, and nowhere surpassed in the British 
Iij j A contingent came over from Perth and Paisley, 
he i°th places a band of energetic young men seemed to 
reC(| . ."'li'wd to make things go. And they will suc- 
*''hii 1 ^'cy bear in mind the tremendous power of 
¡>q, ' !* -Stupidity. This will prevent their being dis- 
Hiii] e< :'t ,10t making an impossibly rapid progress, 
ai-v- n*ake them content with whatever progress is 

ev°d. “  Its dogged that does it.”

Van ," ^ l0P Manager regrets that owing to the heavy ad- 
s0|)) v orders for God and tlic Universe, there has been 

1 delay in despatching the book. All the advanced

orders are now discharged. We are glad to sat- that 
the orders since the date of publication have been un
usually large. The book evidently meets a want.

Judging from the comments made at the last Social in 
Caxton Hall, there will be general satisfaction in the 
announcement that the same hall has been booked by 
the Executive of the N.S.S. for a Social to be held on 
Saturday, April 18 next. There will be dancing, and 
musical items from 7.0 until 11.0 p.m. Tickets, including 
refreshments are as. 6d. each, and may be obtained from 
the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, or the offices of 
the N.S.S., 62 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

A course of three lectures has been arranged for the 
Labour Hall, Eastwood Street, Mitcham Lane, Streat- 
liarn, beginning on Sunday evening, March Í5, at 7.0 
p.m., when Mr. R. H. Rosetti will lecture. Mr. G. 
Whitehead will follow on the 22nd, and Mn C. E. Rat- 
cliffe will complete the course on the 29th. We under
stand the hall is a very comfortable one, the meetings 
are being well advertised, and the help of all local saints 
is solicited towards making the meetings a success.

Subscriptions to the N.S.S. have been coming in quite 
good, a notable feature being the number of eases in 
which the subscription has been increased. The 
financial year ends on the 31st March, and the Executive 
hopes that where the annual subscription has not yet 
been forwarded, those members will do so in order that 
they may be included in the accounts for the current 
year.

We hope that the larger question of Sunday liberty 
will not lie lost sight of in the attention being paid to 
cinemas and theatres. The whole question of making all 
public institutions, playing fields, etc., on Sunday must 
lie borne in mind. It is monstrous that young people 
should be shut out of their own recreation grounds, and 
others out of museums, libraries, and art galleries because 
a number of bigots decide that their superstition demands 
it. And if the unwarrantable plan of local option is 
adopted by the Government, there will be a greater need 
than ever for all Freethinkers to work to kill the idea of 
a “  sacred ” day. It is the Freethought fight against 
superstition in general that has led to the present state of 
public opinion on this matter, and we must see to it that 
the essential issue is not overlooked. The liberating of 
Sunday is only an item in the war against Christianity, 
and in particular to superstition in general,

I11 War, Civilization and the Churches, Mr. Cohen ven
tured the opinion that not many journalists would care 
to issue to-day their war-time articles. At least one 
writer, Mr. Edgar Wallace, has been frank enough to ad
mit this. He is a representative of the News-Chronicle.

There are propaganda novels I wrote during the war 
that I should be very sorry to see republished.

Most writers of that period trust to the forgetfulness of 
the general public.

To the same interviewer to whom Mr. Wallace ex
pressed himself as above, Mr. Bernard Shaw said : —

Supposing a writer in his early days were an Atheist 
and later became a devout Roman Catholic, the repub
lication of early work containing Atheistic views would 
do him a great deal of damage.

We suppose it might. In view of what he once was, the 
public might regard his later work as showing senility or 
insanity. Otherwise it is difficult to conceive him becom
ing a devout Roman Catholic.

By the way, we are glad to be able to report that War, 
Civilization and the Churches has proved one of our best 
sellers. And it has sold almost as well in the United. 
States as here. In addition to other sales, some hundreds 
of copies have been ordered for America during the past 
three or four weeks, and we are advised that further 
orders may be expected. Jt looks as though the work 
may have to be reprinted soon.
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The weather provided the only flaw in Sunday’s pro
ceedings for celebrating the 50th anniversary of the open
ing of the Leicester Secular Hall. Snow and slush made 
the streets very cheerless and naturally effected the num
bers present. Still the attendance at both meetings was 
good, especially in the evening, when the ball was com
fortably filled. Enthusiasm ran high, and the condi
tions prevailing outside were soon forgotten. Speeches 
were delivered by Air. John M. Robertson, Air. H. Snell, 
AI.l’ ., Professor Graham Wallas, ALA., Air. 
Charles Bradlaugh-Bonner, Air. R. H. Rosetti, Air. 
F. C. C. Watts, and an address written by Airs. Brad- 
laugli-Bonner was read by her son, Air. A. Bonner and 
Airs. Bradlaugh-Bonner were on the platform at both 
meetings. The musical part was provided by Airs. W. 
II. Scott, songs, violin solos by Aliss Alary Ashmell, 
and piano solos by Aliss Alice Stacey, L.R.A.AI. Air.
E. H. Hassell presided at the afternoon meeting, and 
Air. S. A. Gimson, President of the Society, was chair
man at the evening session.

Afonday evening was given up to a dinner, given to 
the members and . associates of the Society by its 
President, Air. Gimson. Airs. Bradlaugh-Bonner, Air.
F. C. Watts, and Air. Cohen were present, the President 
of the Leicester Society occupied the chair. The attend
ance was a large one, the dinner excellent, the speakers, 
brief and to the point, the entertainment all it should 
have been, and the whole rounded with a dance. The 
number of young people present gave excellent promise 
for the future of the Society. The Leicester Society 
deserves well of the whole city. Its influence has been 
wholesome and inspiring. Afay it long continue so.

Air. George Whitehead will lecture for the Birmingham 
Branch to-day (Sunday), in the Bristol .Street Schools, 
at 7.0 p.m., on “ Bernard Shaw, Alan and Superman.” 
Now that the Branch is getting into its stride again, we 
hope the local saints will give every possible support.

The West Ham Branch N.S.S. will hold a social on 
Saturday evening, ATarch 14, in the Earlhnm Hall, Earl- 
ham Grove. There will be dancing, games, and musical 
items, and all Freethinkers and their friends are invited. 
Admission is free. Commence 7.0 p.m. sharp.

The Three Trials of George 
William Foote.

—1^«—

1.
T he one thing always associated with the name of 
George William Foote is the twelve months imprison
ment he suffered for “  blasphemy.”  People who 
have never read a line of his work, or who never 
even saw a number of the Freethinker while he 
edited it, seem to know all about the twelve months 
and why he was sentenced, and it is surprising how- 
hoary old legends stick. We know, of course, how 
tremendously difficult it is to catch up a Christian 
lie; it will go round the world with you hot at its 
heels, but it invariably gets there first, and the lie, 
promulgated by that pious old bore, Sir William Har- 
court, whose pomposity and silliness easily out-jixed 
the Sir William of our generation, comes to the tip 
of a Christian’s tongue directly Foote’s name is men
tioned.

Foote was, of course, sentenced for blasphemy, 
and there is no doubt whatever that, as the law7 
stands he was positively blasphemous. He never 
denied it, and in that wonderful address of his before 
Lord Chief Justice Coleridge, he proved to the total 
satisfaction of that great man, that he sinned in very 
high company. And that lie was very little, if at all, 
behind most of them, in those qualities which are so 
near to greatness.

Foote was always of an independent nature. The 
glamour of big names meant nothing to him. He

judged the work associated with them and took l"s 
stand 011 his own judgment. He was out for truth, 
and often fought a lone battle, but he would stake 
all on right and justice and humanity. Freethoug1 
was his stirring battle-cry, and he perpetuated it 111 
his own journal, the Freethinker, so soon to cee 
brate its jubilee. What a proud and happy man he 
would have been had he lived to see i t !

When Foote came to London from his nathc 
Devon, in the ’ 70’s of last century, he was alreaE' 
equipped as a fighting Freethinker. It took hi«1 
very little to “  know the ropes and those who W£r!j 
privileged to meet him then could see he was bom1 
quickly to make his mark at the top of the Frte' 
thought movement. Before me lies one of his eiir - 
pamphlets, dated 1874, entitled Secularism Restate 
As his famour successor has done with Alaterialis«1’ 
so Foote, in his youthful and audacious ardour, f® 
he ought to do with Secularism. He was not sab* 
fied with the positions taken up by either Brad lam'

ith«r 
“  il»'

or Holvoake, and felt he could do better than e 
of those giants, and he invited a reply to his 
partial and unsparing criticisms.”  I do not ki 
whether he got one, but though Foote was will'11?  ̂
admit both his youth and inexperience, there is ' ; 
little of the amateur quality in- his vigorous and 
tremely precocious pamphlet. He seems indeed U 
Air. John AT. Robertson) to have started with a tea 1 
made pen instead of having to go through a pa*11 
apprenticeship like most of us, but he knew wind 
wanted to sav, and he knew it was worth saying. a11 
I am not sure if his pamphlet would not be worth 
printing at this day. Bradlaugh and Holyoak1“
famous debate on “ Is Secularism Atheism?’ tin5

was not the exact title by the way— was worth 
holding if only to define clearly what two such o1"̂
nent protagonists of I'reethought meant by

cis
Foote carefully examined their positions with
words as Secularism, Atheism and Scepticism, aIV

IF 
al'

seems so to me at any rate, a twinkle in his eye. jj 
never lost that twinkle. It distinguishes almost a 
his work, and he revered the men who had it aI' 
used it, like Voltaire certainly, and Swift sometin1̂  
It was only when genuinely roused he would 
change it for something denoting sardonic contend’ ’ 
but the real Foote is the author of Bible RomaiF1*1 
that masterpiece of wit and knowledge.

F'oote wrote his pamphlets and started one or t'v 
journals, but he was hungering after someth111" 
into which he could put himself, and in 1881 
found it. Mid-Victorian Freethought seemed a ht 
too frightened of humour. Be as serious as you 1'^ ’ 
take your opponents seriously, declaim your c°’", 
plete adherence to morality and ethics, but don’t, ‘C 
heaven’s sake, poke fun at sacred things— even t 
you know they are not sacred. One has an uneas-' 
suspicion that some of our noted Freethinkers " el. 
positively afraid of being funny. Was it because tl'ri 
thought it might be supremely vulgar ? They l’3 . 
no hesitation in pointing out such absurdities a 
Jesus being carried about by a devil, but to poke t' . 
at the absurdity was a different matter. Perhaps 1 
real reasons were the abominable laws against blm 
pliemy which could be put in motion at any niome 
and which, in the ultimate, were not worth fightinE

liri1After all, what was 
no difficulty in showing it was really

blasphemy”  ? Foote - , 
our old frR'E

Heresy in disguise,”  and lie knew, in the eyes 0 
the pious, there were few sins worse than heres)' 
Heresy used to be punished in the torture chanm 
and by the stake, and when that was impossible hi 
rigorous imprisonment and heavy fines. The Richaj 
Carlyles are few, but Foote was willing to risk ,l| 
Into the Freethinker he put the whole of his uniQ’’ 
individuality. It was to be “  a relentless war agah1’’
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superstition in general, and the Christian ^

t'0n. in Particular,”  and he ' V̂ U ™ sm that might 
employ any weapon of ridicule or n  sense.”
^  borrowed from the armoury of conmP no*--- *

en-
its

roote’s success justified his bold and *lli i
hire. The Freethinker made its m a r ^  when 
circulation steadily and triumphan . „ilr;caHstn in 
heo Taxil started his famous attack on ‘ {
France, Foote felt justified in borrowing some 
'be hard-hitting Frenchman’s weapons. . L a
J axil was publishing a serial ^ork l0

rimusante, full of what must ia .fl ppis- 
a"y orthodox person, as dreadful ant s artistic, 
'rations. It can be admitted they " er® ¿Iraughts- 
Iiuleed, the artist was an extreme y F\od_engraved, 
”’an- FI is drawings were also ba t q{ economy
' le Fault due perhaps more to firms perfectly
"'an to anything else. But the object u -------
Uam. If n e*-̂ ——-  a story was, in itself, genuinely ridiculous, 
\{]y shouldn’t it he illustrated? Why should an ob- 
' l0Usly Siny yarn> at xvhicli you were bound to 
au8b when merely read, directly you came to illus- 
rate it, i,e surrounded with a halo of reverence?

'be hopeless anthropomorphic conceptions of deity 
t0Un‘l in the early part of the Bible were naturally 
®nd Particularly vulnerable, and the French artist 

the most lie could out of their gross absurdities. 
e "ould have done the same with Jupiter had that 

(le'ty been the titular head of the Orthodox Church,and it 
hetip . ' ' as °bvious lie could see no difference between
^antics of Jupiter and those of Jehovah. 

l0jrj ( "  seems to me his position was perfectly 
|Juo]/1 ' Not a word would have been said had any 
a„ " "batsoever been published containing almost 
Or q .- . °F caricature of Jupiter or Juno or Adonis 
"lev iS11IS’ and to make any difference of Jehovah 
pv ' because Jehovah was vouched for byT our 
it,, . > which, after all, cannot establish its autlior-
\ ,s S e r o u s .
l)c,f( i events, Foote thought so, and it was not long 
J(ls) e 'be very religious people began to sit up. 
to j*S 'n 'be old days, the Church found it expedient 
dC]yt Uca' c the illiterate masses'with Bible stories as 
tile 'bT the great painters, with the result that 
S0ln vulgar,”  as they were called, began to know 
i,'ree b'ng about the Bible, so the sketches in the 
W;isl !,,ifecr made the bigots take notice that there 
bej a Frontal attack, and a very hefty one at that,

ses.
n0s *Uade on their sacred beliefs under their very 

A- reverant attack was bad enough, but,Hank i
one V Ueaven, it could be ignored; but an irreverant 

grossly blasphemous one, was a different•> a
'"atte,-
'ak,KC And Authority fully armed, determined to

actum.teui What that action was, we shall pro-
t(1 to show.

II. CUTNER.
(To be continued.)

i„:„ , '°11'  justice we can have no guarantee of per- 
Unassn Peace. With justice the peace of the world is 

•affable.— Lord Courtney of Penwith.

Man icaiiij 1S certainly stark mail; he cannot make a flea, 
• he will be making gods by dozens.— Montaigne.

\
best r are n°t very good if you are not better than your 

1 lrir- 1 -lends imagine you to be.— Lavatcr.

AH fr„
ree governments are managed by the combined 

1)111 anti folly of the people.—James A. Garfield.

The , . ----first • b1Cat man is the man who does a tiling for the 1 
1Illc-~—Alexander Smith.

10 s a prince or beggar in the grave?— Otway,

Ambiguous Agnosticism.

One of the chief drawbacks to rational thought and 
discussion lies in the shipshod use of ambiguous and 

| abstract terms, as though their meanings were self- 
evident. Dictionaries cannot help us much, for their 

! purpose is to give either the most usual meaning or 
else all possible meanings; and this is seldom an 
accurate guide to the particular meaning, or mean
ings, intended by any given speaker or writer.

The only satisfactory method of ascertaining wliat 
a writer means by an ambiguous term would be to 
ask him personally for an explanation. But, apart 
from the impossibility of answering all queries which 
would be certain to arise in this way, there is always 
the risk of rousing the writer’s resentment. For to 
insinuate, no matter how politely, that a person's 
language lacks clarity is little less than an open in
sult. So we find that the lavish use of vague terms 
is a popular pastime amongst writers on all subjects, 
and it is one which can safely he indulged in by 
those who are unable to think clearly, and yet wish 
to give the impression that they are thinking pro
foundly.

In the very few cases where inquiry is not resented, 
the game is merely prolonged without definite result. 
For one is generally presented with a pseudo-explana
tion of the vague term in words which arc no less 
ambiguous than the original. Few, indeed, are the 
users of language who realize that abstract or am
biguous terms can never be made clearer by defini
tion in terms of other ambiguities or abstractions.

To define “  God,”  for example, as a “  supreme 
being ”  still leaves it open to question whether the 
word refers to a theoretical supposition or to some 
real individual like Mussolini. The only truly ex
planatory definitions of abstract terms are those 
which can lie referred to the realities of experience. 
And when a writer uses words which he is unable to 
define in this way, it is conclusive proof that lie does 
not know what lie is talking about, or that he is 
deliberately trying to hoodwink the reader.

This preamble is necessary to a proper understand
ing of our objection to the continued use of the am
biguous terms “  Agnostic ”  and “  Agnosticism.” 
And their ambiguity is clearly evidenced by the fact 
that they are used in both derogatory and favourable 
senses by the friends as well as the foes of rational 
thought. The only use— if such it can lie called— to 
which these terms is now put is to confuse or evade 
important issues.

The Theist interprets the term Agnostic in the 
favourable sense as “  one who is.unable to deny the 
existence of God ”  ; and in the derogatory sense as 
“  one who denies the value of all religions.”  The 
Atheist, on the other hand, interprets the word in 
the derogatory sense as meaning “  one who is an 
Atheist at heart, but who is afraid to confess the fact 
in public ” ; while the favourable interpretation for 
him is much the same as the derogatory one for the 
Theist. The Agnostic himself is in the comfortable, 
though equivocal, position of being able to choose 
whichever meaning may best suit the company he 
finds himself in.

As illustration of this we may take the broadcast 
pronouncement of Prof. Bronislaw Malinowski, of 
whom— from a logical standpoint— one might he led 
to expect better things. “  Personally, I am an 
Agnostic,”  said the professor. “  1 am not able, that 
is, to deny the existence of God : nor would I be in
clined to do so, still less to maintain that such belief 
is not necessary. But with all that, I am unable to 
accept any positive religion -Christian or otherwise.
I cannot positively believe in Providence in any sense
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of the word, and I have no conviction of personal 
immortality.”  It is such pronouncements as these 
which make the logical thinker laugh and weep at 
the same time. For if we substitute the word “ dare” 
for the two words “  be inclined ” — a not wholly un
warranted substitution seeing under what conditions 
the declaration was made— there is little to choose 
between the professor’s words and a pretty mixture 
of the derogatory and favourable interpretations pre
viously given. Like most Agnostics the professor is 
obviously making the best, and at the same time the 
worst, of all possible worlds.

Prof. Malinowski is unable to deny the existence 
of “  God,”  but he is unable to believe in “  Provi
dence ”  in any sense of the word. Yet what is 
“  Providence ”  in every sense of the word, when 
spelt with a capital P, and when used in reference 
to religion, but “  God ” ? And what is the precise 
difference between an inability to deny the existence 
of something and the ability to believe in its exist
ence ?

It is, of course, perfectly clear from his use of the 
terms “  God ”  and “  Providence,” that he is using 
the first in the sense of “  Something about which I 
am hazy and that the second refers to “  one attri
bute (of this Something) about which I am 
not hazy.”  And all he is doing is to repudiate 
just one definable attribute of an otherwise logically 
impossible conception. The pity of it is that he 
avoids stating what credence he gives to the many 
other attributes which have been ascribed to “  God ” 
by those “  positive religions ”  he is unable to accept. 
We can hardly credit the professor with any genuine 
haziness concerning these, nor in regard to the fact 
that without them the word “  God,” as used by be
lievers, would be utterly devoid of meaning.

It is this indeterminate attitude of Agnosticism 
which makes foolishness of the word itself and of the 
arguments employed by Agnostics. For the question 
is not whether we can possibly find something to 
which we can give the name “ God” ; but whether the 
name, as defined by any religion, does in fact refer 
to anything in reality which can be proved to exist.

As long as there is no more evidence for the exist
ence of “  God ”  than there is for the existence of 
the dead and gone “  gods ”  of past religions, it is a 
quibble to declare that one is unable to deny “ God’s” 
existence. For the state cf being unable to deny the 
existence of a given thing is not created by the ab
sence of disproof, but by the presence of proof— that 
is, of verifiable evidence— of its existence. Were this 
not the case, then no one would be able to deny the 
existence of any fantasy which the simplest brain 
might invent. The existence of the god “  Boobali ”  
would be as undeniable as the existence of the god 
"  God.”  C. S. F rasur.

S u p e r s t it io n .

Ix a recent article upon the superstitions from which 
Ilean Inge is himself free, he says, “  I cannot understand 
how any one can believe in a God who is angry if thirteen 
people sit down to table,”  and so on for other supersti
tions. But has Dean Inge no superstitions of liis own? 
We know how he boggles at transubstantiation—turning 
bread and wine into flesh and blood— it is not in his con
tract as a priest with his church, and within his limita
tions (like all of us) he is a sensible man, and is not 
going to swallow more magic than is necessary to retain 
his pulpit.

But the virgin birth and resurrection from the dead 
are in a different category; he cannot deny these and re
main a Christian even if it does look like straining at a 
gnat and swallowing a camel. His mode of attack, how- 
eve-, can be carried further. Suppose we ask what sort

of a god it must be that would ask us to belie' c’]iell 
the word of a lot of ignorant, superstitious fis‘ierlj a 
and their womeu-folk who lived 2,000 years ago, t 
man was born of a virgin and rose from the dead? 
Dean luge must believe that his god was guilty 0 ,
incredible folly of working such a miracle and expe . 
us to believe it without providing a scrap of e " c . 
that the thing ever happened, and' even leaving l' ,j 
the dark as to whether the victim of it ever lived a ^  

I am afraid the Dean only shows up badly again; .s 
servant-girl and her baby he was telling us about in ^ 
Sunday night’s broadcast talk. She had at leas  ̂  ̂
grace to excuse it on the ground that it was 0 A s 
little one,”  but the Dean boggles at the little "lira ^ 
and swallows the big ones as though they were a 
order of nature. The Dean and the girl are in the s 
boat, and he and a few more like him. Dr. Barnc=> j 
instance, would probably be well pleased if they e j 
get rid of all this miraculous (awkward theolog 
babies) their church at least requires them to Pr0 eh Li 

In that talk the Dean said that the educa  ̂
Christian accepted all the scientists from Copernic"5  ̂
Eddington, and would accept Einstein too if he c  ̂
understand him. But one does not need all this sc*e „ 
common sense is enough. Let Dean Inge apply nlS 
method; let him put himself in his God’s place
years ago. Would he then, as God, have expct'.,

fool'’1'people 2,000 years later—even if he had been
enough to act as stated—to believe he had worked -ssite'1

sei,?e
rofesS

a miracle ? Dean Inge would not. He has more 
than he gives his God credit for, and for him to p,c , 
to believe this miracle is either to rate the intcll*Sc n 
of his God very low, or to show his God as rating 1"’|, E 
intelligence below even that of the “  sensible goriUm ^ 
speaks about. Mankind is likely enough to be on . 
earth for millions of years to come; can anyone t" 
that men will then still believe in a million 3'ciir. 0ii 
cock and bull story of the virgin birth and resurret 
from the dead. ...1

Then we had Dr. L. P. Jacks, the editor of the W l,[w
Journal, the following week. He led off by saying tbat
God was the God of clear thinking (science) as W£ . s 
the God of right living. But why should we ncC‘ j 
God for these things at all, and even so, such n 
ought at least to set 11s an example of clear thinking- 

Once, during a course of lectures by A. J. Granl 
the Roman Empire, the lecturer said the Romans l';l.( 
god for everything, even a god for correct promtnciat' 
though he said he didn’t know that it made them a  ̂
more careful about their h’s. At that time the pre6 fl(j 
writer no doubt thought that the principal use of a j1 .. 
was to look after people’s souls, and see to it that t" 
were duly damned or saved as the case may be, and, , 
the lecturer, only smiled- at the idea of a god bothc* £ 
about pronunciation. After hearing Dr. Jacks, hovve' 
it would appear that the Romans were right, the o'1̂  
difference between Dr. Jacks and the Romans being, ; d, 
instead of having a lot of little gods, one for every  ̂ . 0 
thing, lie has got an omnibus, all-in sort of god '' 
looks after everything big and little alike. Unemp'^p 
meat, one might imagine, must be bad among the g jt 
too, and would undoubtedly be worse than it is we' -f 
not for the Roman Catholics who still contrive with 
saints and Santas, to keep quite a lot of minor gods • 
goddesses on the go. These old gods die hard; 1  ̂
seem to have the vitality of microbes; you kill then' '
the gods and goddesses of Greece and Rome; they crop 
again as saints and santas in Christianity, and now

Ul’ 
, tliO'

are worming their way into modern science, posing E 
Gods of Clear Thinking. It’s enough to make a c‘ 
laugh.

There may be a God of clear thinking, but it is 1 ^ 
tainly not the “  Father of our Lord and Saviour Jc' 
Christ.”

C. Porter-

For me has Homer sung of wars,
Avschylus wrote, and Plato thought,
And Dante loved, and Darwin wrought, 

And Galileo watched the stars.
Patrick Me frill ■
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f lo g g in g  A  D e a d  H o r se . T h o u g h ts  o n  C ou rage.

The f
‘ “S freethinker and the National .Secular Society appear 

the two institutions in the country existing in clefi-
;,nce ot the laws of survival. The only hope for both of 
the® is r e w - j i ......  * - -ad\isers re')ef teclly revealed by well meaning critics and 

s'xty-fo'n °U* s'leer cussedness, one has weathered

S on 1 • -------  J —  ----------- 0
SoiT>eho\v 31K IUfd- as nrany times, not acted upon. Yet

jubilee uum ers~ a  
an<l tar> and both—  will continue to defy the prophets, 

& ow stronger.

c°!"e'a '1RVe" e been told the N.S.S. will never be- 
vice '

5 i" te ,he

ce until it adopts a political label. As the ad- 
" mes from non-members of the

gratuitous solicitude for our welfare, but
Usually comes from non-members of the N.S.S., we 

gratuitous solicitude for
vtely for our Society, for Freethought, and for Eng-

a"T our leaders judged the value of the advice correctly, 
*"‘l While the National Secular Society retains its lndc- 
V'Hk-nce, dignity, and fighting traditions, its sugges ti

, T-'r parent is rapidly becoming the Judas of the 
P°litical world.

Tli. le ‘‘ Economics ” enthusiast was another who fount
,lUCe 'n a tilt against our propaganda. To him, all the
i,,1 •' Work had been done. They had killed Christ wit '
vonoinics, had knocked all life out of the church and

'l-uon with the same prescription, and we were morel>
h'g'.ng a dead horse. That dead horse statement served uiem -

lie 'veil.
sonieti
It
dice

It looked and sounded as though there might
” "g in it. And best of all, any fool could use 
'hi be flung about without the least supporting 
°r appeal to knowledge. The dead horse seems 
'"g  a cruel revenge upon those who killed it,

’|iterest* ’̂ e<' ^le C01~Pse- about. We can now say with 
l°°ks ..’„what was said a few years ago. It certainly 
to - to Hog a dead horse, but it is more silly still 
did jo.' 1 dea(1 horse to the labour wagon, and most silly, 
^ » o m in io u s , to be gradually swallowed by a dead 

can repeat again, as before, if Labour leaders 
< “ «>«* are going to use the church for the futhcr- 
th0l, - 1 'e Cause of Labour, they arc more stupid than we
use ^ U liey were. If it is a question of Labour making 
Cln,rcj * le Church in the interests of Labour, or the 
Cliyrpj' h’aking nse of Labour in the interests of the 
master’• *)at'h fhe priest every time. He is a past-
think a< fhe game. We can now see what every Free- 
Wili n* hvedicted, that the price the Labour Movement 
dene,, T  ôr Church votes, will be the sacrifice of its in- 
r|layinfCtlce> a"d its principles, That dead horse is now 
only ].'" he'l with the Labour Government. It has not 
into s ei?11 ahle to defeat th at Government, it has got it 
did . a tangle, and is making the escape so painful 
0n(] .. ""hating, that the Government cries out for mercy, 

e “ Head Horse ”  fn nrixro ifrefuses to give it.

R. H. Rokktti.

TO A COMRADE IN THE CAUSE.

lot , '
"ot y°ur heart be troubled, nor vet your hopes too

X’or
too much, nor yet devspi.se this poor humanity. 

llest* the parson, paltry things, they must hot own 
^hile , , ?  lU'kRles,

,low but sure they pass and change in spite of all 

^etho 1 strnSR'1es-
"gilt around, and in their hearts a strong Free-

V h T "  Rt!ows’ ̂ 1 't a while by pious guile of outward forms and
A„t1 sh°ws;

1 "°t the least, their livelihood they cannot, dare 
Ailt] "̂°f| stake;

"°f alone the priestly breed, there’s man a lesser 
°"r B ako-

,ll(l has said an honest man is from ten thousand

'"rely still intelligence awakens in the brain ;is en
Kt \v,
*U j, 10,1 >t does, let shine around, impartial as the sun, 

' PPy task from day to day, though ne’er the task
's done. Andrew Millar.

It has often been said, both by Freethinkers and liberal- 
minded Christians, that it requires more courage to be 
an Atheist than a Christian.

Looking back over nearly half a century, I have come 
to the conclusion that in some respects this is a mis
taken view, for when men are tempted to stray from the 
path of righteousness it must require far more courage 
for a Christian to suecunib to the temptation than an 
Atheist, and as it would appear from prison statistics in 
this country, that many more Christians do succumb, we 
may reasonably conclude that there is a greater measure 
of courage among our Christian friends.

Take my own case : As a boy I was brought up in tlie 
faith of the Church of England and sent to Sunday 
school, where I was taught, and devoutly believed at the 
time, all the fables and fairy tales which go to make up 
that faith. I knew for a fact, then, that the Almighty 
had got his left optic focussed on me when I was on my 
way to Sunday school; did lie not know and take note 
if even a sparrow lost a feather? and yet, knowing this, 
I had the courage, nay the audacity, to defy him by 
playing truant and, what was worse, spending the 
money given to me to put into the missionary box, on 
riotous living. (At least, 1 usually bought monkey-nuts, 
a delicacy 1 was partial to in those days.)

When, as sometimes happened, my parents wanted to 
know how f had come by the monkey-nuts, I would run 
still further risks of divine punishment by perjuring my 
immortal soul and declaring that a boy friend had given 
them to me.

Now that I have renounced the Christian faith I am 
amazed at the courage I must have possessed in in
curring those risks, and am perfectly sure that I dare 
not invoke the displeasure of an almighty God by 
robbing his disciples of their dues, yet when I was a be
lieving Christian 1 did it without turning a hair.

I believe.it is a fact that the majority of the inmates 
of our gaols profess some brand or other of Christianity. 
They know, when they do wrong, that their every act 
is under the direct surveillance of their “ Father which 
is in heaven they are aware, before they embark on 
their criminal career, that their intention is known to 
their “ m aker” beforehand, and yet they have the sup
reme courage to defy the deity and get on with the job.

Sometimes, no doubt, they think to escape divine 
punishment by sharing the swag with God, like the 
leading light of a certain chapel, who was sent to prison 
recently for frauds in connexion with the income tax, 
and who contributed largely to the funds of his church 
out of his illgotten gains.

But after all, the erring Christian needs far more cour
age than the Atheist who goes astray. The latter has 
only the earthly authorities to consider, and has a sport
ing chance of not being found out, but the Christian has 
not only the possibility of punishment by bis fellows 
here, but the certainty of divine wrath to come.
’ So I want to suggest that we who are Atheists should 
not be too prone to pride ourselves on possessing courage 
superior to that of our Christian friends, although we 
may find some consolation in the fact that so few of us 
are found among the sinners, when by all ordinary 
reckoning we should expect to see a greater proportion 
of Atheists than Christians in the ranks of the wrong- 

I doers. F eed H obday.

Reading furnishes the mind only with materials of 
knowledge; it is thinking that makes what is read ours.

Locke.

Nature knows no pause in progress and development, 
and attaches her curse on all inaction.— Goethe-

- The desire of appearing clever often prevents our be
coming so.— La Rochefoucauld.

Nature has given us the seeds of knowledge, not 
knowledge itself.—Seneca.
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Correspondence.

March 8, «J1

To the E ditor or the “  F reethinker.’1

THE SINCERITY OF PARSONS.
S ir ,—Mr. C. V. Lewis asks that parsons should be 

credited with sincerity. The sincerity of parsons, how
ever, will always be open to suspicion. For they are fed, 
clothed and housed by their followers; their very exist
ence depends on their being able to convince people that 
parsons are essential. Therefore, they will teach, either 
explicit!}' or implicitly, the necessity for parsons, whether 
or not they sincerely believe in the doctrines they ex
pound. This being the fact, some scepticism as to the 
sincerity of parsons quite naturally follows. That scep
ticism will disappear only when the teaching of religion 
ceases to be a whole-time profession, and is done entirely 
as a spare-time occupation. D.P.S.

S U N D A Y  L E C T U E E  N O T IC E S , Etc'

LONDON.
OUTDOOR.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 12.0, îles*'?'
A. I). McLaren and B. A. Le Maine; 3.30, Messrs. 
Wood and C. Tuson; Every Wednesday, at 7-3°> .¡eSsts 
C. E. Wood and C. Tuson; every Friday at 7-3°> .¿pi 
A. D McLaren and B. A. Le Maine. Current FrcC f d 

j  can be obtained opposite the Park Gates, on the eo 
Kdgware Road, during and after the meetings.

t cViorr0
Fulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (corner of .0, 

Road, North End Road, Walham Green) : Saturday, r
Messrs. A. Frank, G. Haskell and F. Day.

N a t io n a l  S e c u la r  S o c ie ty .

R etort of E xecutive Meeting heed February 27, 1931. 
T he President, Mr. C. Cohen, in the chair.

Also present : Messrs. Gorniot, Clifton, Corrigan, 
Easterbrook, Le Maine, Rosetti (A. C.), Ebury, Mrs. 
Quinton, Junr, and the .Secretary.

A number of apologies for absence were read. Minutes 
of the previous meeting were read and accepted, the 
monthly financial statement was presented.

New members were admitted to Bradford, Perth, Bir
mingham, Paisley, Chester-le-Street, N. London, and W. 
London Branches, and the Parent Society.

Progress was reported in the Montreal Blasphemy Ap
peal Case, and satisfaction expressed.

Correspondence from Liverpool, Burnley, Chester-le- 
Street, and Nelson was dealt with. Details of work for 
the coming season, and general items were discussed. 
The next meeting of the Executive will be held on March 
27-

R. H. R osetti,
General Secretary.

S o c ie ty  N e w s .

WEST LONDON BRANCH N.S.S.
Mrs. Isabel K in g sle y ’s lecture on “  Spiritualism,” at 
the Conway Hall, last Sunday evening, attracted a large 
and attentive audience. Airs. Kingsley was unsparing in 
her criticism of Materialism and lack of knowledge on 
the part of many Rationalists of Spiritualism, and her 
remarks gave vise to a most interesting discussion. She 
was heartily applauded at the end of the meeting. To
night (Sunday) Mr. H. Cutncr will deal with “ The 
Other Side of Spiritualism.” — H.C.

FULHAM AND CHELSEA BRANCH N.S.S. * 
P robably owing to the weather the attendance to hear 
Mr. J. H. Van Biene fell short of the usual number. But, 
those that were present were certainly given something 
to think about on Education. This Sunday, Mr. R. II. 
Rosetti is the speaker, and his subject will be “ Nature, 
Man and God.”

Rationalist Press Association (Glasgow District)
M cL ellan  G alleries, S au ch iehall Street, 

Sunday, March 15th, at 6.30 p.m.

Professor G. ELLIOTT SMITH,
M.D., D.Sc., Litt.D., F.R S., Professor of Anatomy, Univer

sity College, London.

“  N ew  L ig h t on P rim itive M a n .”
(with lantern illustrations)

’Cellist ... ... G asparjni.

Questions and Discussion. Silver Collection.

INDOOR.
ic(J'

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (London Co_
tive Society’s Hall, 249 Dawes Road, Fulham) : 7’3('
R. H. Rosetti—“ Nature, A Tan and God.” j nv»(

H ighgate Debating Society (Winchester Hotel, Ar; j|r, 
Road, Highgate, N.) : Wednesday, March 11, at 7-V’
C. Ii. Ratcliffe—“ Some Spiritualistic Experiences. 5)

Hampstead E thical Institute (The Studio TheatF„): 
Finchley Road, NAV.8, near Marlborough Rond St!)  ̂,«1
11.15. Dr. Stanton Coit—“ The Pope’s Recent Encyc11 
Christian Marriage.”

South L ondon E thical Society (Oliver Goldsmith 
Peckham Road) : 7.0, Henry S. Polak—“ India and 
tutional Reform.” ¡̂fl

South London Branch N.S.S. (Winter Garden, 37 „p 
Street, Clapham, near Clapham North Underground Sta' , t|r
7.15, Mr. J. Turner—“ I>. Kropotkin—His Life and
ings.”

South P lace E thical Society (Conwav Hall, Kf ‘L.L 
Square, W.C.i) : n.o, Prof. David S. Aluzzev (Gy. fi< 
University)—“ America’s Share of the Responsib'1' • 
World Peace.” f riff

T he Non-Political Metropolitan Secular SociKTV.,y' 
of London Hotel, 107 York Road, Camden Town, 
facing The Brecknock) : 7.30, Mr. J. H. Van Biene'' 
do we Know?” , jjfl*

W est London Branch N S.S. (Conwav Hall.
Square, W.C.i) : 7.30, Mr. H. Cutner—“ The O t h e r  ■ 1 
Spiritualism.”

COUNTRY.

I

*'ai

indoor.
Birmingham Branch N.S.S. (Bristol Street 

Schools) : 7.0, Air. George Whitehead—“ Bernard
Alan and Superman.”

E ast Lancashire R ationalist Association (28 ,¡1
Street, Burnley) : 2.30, Mr. Jack Clayton—“ The Me8*" ‘ 
Ereethought.” Questions and discussion. All weU’°"' j.)/ 

G lasgow Secular Society.— City (Albion Street] ^ (illn

jl#
at 6.30, ATr. Reid, .Sec., Scottish League for the U-s 
of Land Values—A Lecture.

L iverpool (Alerseyside) Branch N.S.S. (Transport f  
41 Islington, Liverpool—entrance Christian Street'
Dr. C. H. Ross Carmichael (Lii'erpool) Current Erect ‘ 
on sale. (of]

L eicester Secular Society (Secular TTall, Hvtnihfr„yi 
Gate) : 6.30, Dr. Norman Haire, Ch.M., ALD." 
Control.” | y

AIanchester Branch N.S.S. (Chorlton Town Njitj
Saints, Alanchester) : Air. C. Cohen (President N.S.S" j y"

“ Godof the Freethinker) : 3.0 p.m. “ Ghosts” ; 6.30, " 
the Scientists,” Profs. Eddington, Jeans, and ■ 
Huxley. . . f

Paisley Branch N S.S. (Bakers Hall, 5 Eorbes Place
Air. Jas. Kerr—“ Holy India.”

P erth B ranch N.S.S (Secular Room, 122 Canal 
2.0, Secretary’s Report of Glasgow ATceting.
Air. Jas. Wingate—“ Evolution of the Gods.” 
and discussion.

Stref
Lect«fji# 

fWeS

UNWANTED CHILDR^
In  a C iv ilized  C om m unity there Bhould 

U N W A N T E D  Children.

(/
For an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of B'rtb 

trol Requisites and Books, send a iyid. stamp t0 '

J . R . H O IM E S , East H arn ey, W antage, &
(Established nearly Forty Years.)
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FREE-WILL ?
I DETERM INISM OR
| Exposition of the Subject in the Eight of the 
| Doctrines of Evolution.

| By Chapman Cohen.

|  a&lf'cloth, 2/6, S 3 V Postage 2id.
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i Christianity & Civilization
J  ̂Chapter from “ The History of the Intellectual 
| Development of Europe.”

By P r o f .  J.  W.  D R A P E R .
( Fricce .  T W O PE N C E . P ostage jd.
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Book Bargains.
A SHORT HISTORY OF CHRISTIANITY. By Salo

mon R einach, 1922. An important Work by a 
Leading French Freethinker. Translated by Flor
ence Simmonds.
Published at 10s. 6d. Price 4s. 6d. Postage 6d. 

THE ROSY FINGERS. The Building Forms of Thought 
and Action in the New Era. By D r . A rthur 
L yncii, 1929.
Published at 7s. 6d. Price 3s. Postage 4d.

COMPLETE POETICAL WORKS OF ROBERT 
BUCHANAN. The Poet of Revolt. 2 Vols. 
Published at 15s. Price 6s. 6d. Postage gd.

TABOO AND GENETICS. A Study of the Biological 
and Psychological Foundations of the Family. 
Published at 10s. 6d. Price 4s. Postage s'/d.

PERCY BYSSHE SHELLEY, POET AND PIONEER. 
By H. S. Salt.
Price is. 9d. Postage 3d.

A CANDID EXAMINATION OF THEISM, By S. J. 
Romanes.
Published at 10s. 6d. Trice 3s. 6d. Postage 4d.

THE ETHIC OF FREETHOUGHT. By K arl Pear
son.
Published at 12s. 6d. Price 4s. 6d. Postage 6d. 

KAFFIR SOCIALISM. By Dudley K idd .
Published at 10s. 6d. Price 2s. 6d. Postage 6d. 

THOMAS PAINE.
Published at 4s. 6d. Price is. 9d. Postage 3d.

j The Christian Sunday : Its History j

*— 4.

| Heathen’s Thoughts on Christianity j
BY
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B y G. W. FOOTE. i

A careful examination of the Relations of the Bible I 
and Christian leaders to the Drink Question. *

1
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I T he Pioneer P ress, 6i Farringdon Street, E.C.4, j
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! GOD AND THE UNIVERSE
EDDINGTON, JEANS, HUXLEY & EINSTEIN

—  B Y  —

C H A P M A N  C O H E N
With a Reply by Professor A . S. Eddington

This is a work that should be in the hands of every Freethinker and  ̂
many Christians as can be induced to purchase it or read it. It 
enable all to gauge the value of the new apologies for religion that afe 

being put forward in the name of recent science.
C O N T E N T S:— Chapter I— God and the Universe— Religion and Science. Chapter II— Profe55̂  
Eddington and the Scientific Approach to Religion. Chapter I II— The Nature of the Physical Woy . 
Chapter IV— A Rejoinder to Professor Eddington. Chapter V— Professor Julian Huxley— Religl°\ 
Without God. Chapter V I— Sir James Jeans and the Mathematical God. Chapter V II— Einstein and

P aper 2s., P ostage 2d.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

Cloth 3 s , P ostage 3d.

T he Pioneer P ress, 6i Farritigdon Street, E.C-4-

OPINIONSI
*
(

| R a n d o m  R e fle c tio n s  a n d  W a y s id e  S a y in g s
| BY

j CHAPMAN COHEN
( (With Portrait of Author)

( Cloth G i l t ......................................3s. 6d.
( Superior Edition bound in Full Calf 5s. Od.
( P ostage 3d.
( Mr. Cohen’s Witisst and Wisest Work.

i T he Pioneer Press, 6i Farringdon Street, E.C.4.
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i GEORGE WHITEHEAD
r
j Author of “ A n E asy O utline  of P sycho-An alysis ,"
:  “ S piritualism  E xplained ,”  etc.
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t The above forms the concluding part of “ Religion 
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j BIBLE ROMANCES
I By G. W. Foote
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