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Views and Opinions.

QOlV  ir, T.T
By a S n H lgR PlaceB.

258 to 210 the House of Commons, on 
aices as*:! gave its assent to the Sundav Perform- 
>  of tE81llati0n) Bil1* one of the most cowardly, 
°ish(>nestle ni°St hypocritical, and one of the most 
H irn V  measiires ever brought before that body in 

t̂renlc lInes' The vote was a technical set back to 
'^’Icerit̂  ^hMarianism. but it was a fight in which 
li«ii(iit -v 3°ined forces with convinced bigotry, and 
t°l,rSe' 1ll0strained principle from asserting itself. Of

in5in‘,le Sabbatarianism, but it was a fight in which 
Siti-?rity joined forces with convinced bigotry, and 
CoVlrs‘ty ^strained principle from asserting itself. Of 
Hill C'’ l'lcrc stiH remains the committee stage of the 
bot niodifir-o4--ons may be made there, but I am 
1o\v et,y sanguine of anything drastic being done 
its,' ^ b e «  will be told that the House has given 
bre b^ 't to the main principles of the Bill, and these 

bad. The only word that adequately 
the measure is “ contemptible.’ It is 

Hud y in its refusal to face the actual situation, 
0,1temptible in the devices adopted in the hopes 

Mr 3 everybody.
fon ' ^lynes has acted with regard to Sunday per- 
for n llCes exactly as he acted with regard to the Bill 
He a 'e repeal of the Blasphemy Laws. In that case 
f°r th C'  to the repeal provided those responsible 
Blas, ^''1 would consent to the passing of another 

L aw which would reintroduce all the bad 
ally 1ts °f the common law of blasphemy, and actu
als ijtaVe ille position worse than lie found it. I11 
Ui„ ' tsent instance lie agrees to the removal of cer- 

ĥnaeStn'ctions, which no one keeps, on Sunday per- 
Hul 1 0s> and by way of making existing practice 

caves the situation worse than it is at present.

CenSo f 'JaQsor8hip.
ar a!S I am aware, none of those who have com-

tins ridiculous Bill have noticed that i 
)ecomes law it would leave the position o

f
of

affairs much worse than under the Act of 1781. Take 
clause one as an instance of this. It says : —

The Council of any county or county borough 
may by a licence granted under this Act . . . per
mit any place within their area to be opened and 
used for public entertainment or amusement or for 
publicly debating any matter on Sundays, notwith
standing that persons may be admitted thereto by 
payment of money or by tickets sold for money, 
but onty for such of the following purposes as may 
be specified in the licence, that is to say, the pur
poses of (a) musical entertainment: (b) cinemato
graph entertainments : (c) exhibitions of animals or 
of inanimate objects : (d) debate.

Now by the existing law any entertainment or ex
hibition or debate is quite legal provided there he no 
charge for admission. And while this is so, by the 
existing practice, founded upon legal decisions, any 
place may be opened on Sunday, provided admission 
is free, although by far the larger part of the hall 
may be composed of reserved seats, for which any 
price may be charged. The Queen’s Hall concerts 
have for years been run on these lines, almost the 
whole of the hall being made up of reserved seats, 
for which a charge is made.

Now under the Bill this procedure will be no 
longer possible. Whether admission be free or not, 
the entertainment, or the public meeting will be at 
the mercy of any local council. livery political 
meeting, every Freethought meeting, every enter
tainment of whatever description must hereafter 
be licenced. It places every public meeting and 
every exhibition, under the control of a council. It 
is the most rigorous censorship of opinion and prac
tice— on Sundays, ever attempted in this country for 
over two hundred years. If Mr. Clynes does not 
realize this he is— not worse than. I imagined him to 
be— completely justifying my opinion of him. A 
House of Commons that finally passes such a law—  
if it does pass it— places on record its own degrada
tion. If the British public will stand this kind of 
thing, it will stand anything.

* * *
The Rule of the Sabbatariat.

The remainder of the provisions of any importance 
are, (1) Every Council must operate under a general 
resolution that it is expedient to grant Sunday 
licences, (2) no such resolution may be passed un
less the council is satisfied that there is a “  sub
stantial demand ” in the locality for such licences, 
and the council before passing the resolution 
must publish notice of its intention to do so 
in at least one newspaper circulated in their 
area not less than fourteen days before debat
ing such a resolution, and must have regard 
to any representations made to them on the 
matter. (4) among the conditions granting the 
licence, it must be specified that all profits derived
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from the meeting or entertainment must be paid to 
some charitable object approved by the council, (5) 
no person may be employed in connexion with the 
entertainment on Sunday who has been similarly 
engaged during the remainder of the week, (6) a 
place that is to be opened for one day must make ap
plication seven days beforehand, and if for consecu
tive Sundays twenty-one days, (7) notice that such 
application has been made must be placed in a con
spicuous position outside the place it is intended to 
use. Did anyone ever see before in a proposed Act of 
Parliament such an absurd hodge-podge of coward
ice, hypocrisy, petty tyranny and injustice?

No council may move in the matter until it is as
sured there is “  a substantial demand ”  for Sunday 
entertainments. How on earth are they to deter
mine this ? Is a bare majority a substantial demand ? 
Or would the opposition of a few prominent Sabba
tarians, or a fashionable church or chapel, be enough 
to outweigh a genuinely large demand? It would 
be bad enough if the question were to be decided by 
a majority vote, but by a “  substantial demand ” ! 
Again, take an East end district where there is a 
“  substantial ”  number of Jews. Would their 
demand for Sunday performances be enough to out
weigh the demand of a minority Christian opinion. 
I doubt it. Or suppose, what would be in strict line 
with plain justice, a majority of the population in an 
area were Jews and they decided that Friday evening 
shows and Saturday matinees were objectionable 
since it outraged their notions of the sanctity of the 
Sabbath, would the wobbling Mr. Clynes consider an 
amendment to the Act, giving them the right to 
regulate on these lines. Could one trust a council to 
decide whether there was a genuine public demand 
or not? I doubt it. Why, Mr. Clynes, with millions 
of people scrambling for sweepstake tickets says he is 
not aware there is any public demand for these 
things. And with every cinema in London packed 
to the doors on Sunday evenings, he is not aware of 
any pubic demand for this kind of entertainment. If 
councils are as blind, or as timid as Mr. Clynes, 
what kind of justice can one expect from them in the 
administration of the Act ?

The only people to determine whether there is any 
demand for Sunday entertainments are those who 
supply them and those who pay for them. The most 
expensively produced plays are withdrawn when 
there is not a paying audience, and one may rely 
upon it that if the public in any area does not want 
Sunday entertainments they will not be kept open 
for long. Mr. Clynes is perhaps under the impres
sion— his innocence of the state of the law on many 
subjects and of the readiness of people to attend 
entertainments on Sunday excuses the assumption—  
that it is proposed to force the public to attend cine
mas and theatres under penalty of line or imprison
ment. All that is asked is that they who desire to 
go shall not be forcibly prevented from doing so.

* * *
L oca l Option and N ational Humbug.

As I said a week or two ago, the application of 
local option should have no place in the question of 
Sunday entertainments. In applying it, it is taken 
for granted that a majority— even granted its exist
ence— has the right to say in what way the minority 
may spend its leisure times, the available ways being 
legal and moral. A  district in which there are two 
hundred and fifty thousand people have, say, one 
hundred and thirty in favour of entertainments and 
one hundred and twenty thousand against. But the 
larger number have the right to say categorically to 
the minority, you shall not go to a cinema, or to a 
theatre, or to a concert, or play a game on Sunday,

because we do not wish 
things

to see you doing " 5

And this is done, not in behalf ^
discipline of social character, or in restrain! ^ ^  
form of anti-social behaviour, but in beha  ̂ (orin
is obviously, even admittedly, a narrow-1111111" „5
of superstition ! And all the time Mr. Clyuê  ^  
full well that he cannot stop men and "  o,,'eI]0llg  ̂
any of the things prohibited by his Bill, so , j,i
they- are prepared to form private clnbs, 01 ¡̂n-
an expensive way the things that public e ĵ y 
merits provide in a cheap way for the Relie -^ur 
of the people. And this Bill is fathered by a.flterests
Government, which professes to act in 
of the working classes ! It is the sanie

spirit
ofl

smiles on the rich man’s golf, and frowns 
poor man’s cricket or bowls in a public Par ‘ ¡s so 

The distinction between cinemas and thea  ̂
utterly indefensible that none but a man ^ peer 
mental make up of Mr. Clynes would ever / V ?  
impudent enough to father such a clause- ^ tl'e 
cinemas have been approved by the hea< • ps» 
police force all over the country as leading.^ 0n 
time spent in public houses, and better beUa ¡iih' 
the streets. Would, or could theatres w gin1' 
different result? You can see to-day the sa1 (̂ijt 
of play on both the screen and on the sta# 1̂ .je tb 
kind of a stupidity is it which says that 'v  ̂ tb 
one may be quite harmless or even bene c «jV
other can only be productive of evil results- 
pretence that if this were done actors wo11L ^  
seven days a week, is sheer hypocrisy-  ̂
can be prevented from working seven days Ve' 
in a cinema, what is there to prevent this bei" 
in the case of theatres ! Mr. Clynes knows th3 
is no difficulty at all. It is a mere excuse

The question of not making profits is l*ttle (b
1st1 ■■

slib

ill Itsof iniquitous. If it is meant that profits m11 
made on a Sunday, we have Sabbatarian#111 
most objectionable form. If that is not me3' . o; 
quite a new principle in English law to say 1

lit,

tain people may do a number of things on ‘
day, but they must labour for nothing, on no ** 
may they make profits. Railways, traniwa} F 
buses, ships, breweries, land, all these thin#’ oi'v. „ 1 . . . .  Aa\>’i .-ii
on earning profits on Sundays as on other 
earn it for the benefit of those who opP°se ff<r 
entertainments, but cinema proprietors and ĵoi1’ 
prietors of other entertainments and c* fiii'1- 
must work for nothing. There is one otbe 
that ought to be added here, which is th3 a )ji 
this Bill, T do not see that the man who le  ̂ je'1 
for an entertainment could legally clam1 jib 
above the expenses of lighting and clean1 ® 
caretaker for the day. If he can, then h e coii'1 
making a profit out of the entertainment. w jt 
submit to the “  no profit ”  condition wl,eI1. 
laid down by a number of councillors or m3* F1 
without any great understanding of the I3  ̂
for a government to lay down the same th 
governing condition of rational Sunday 3,11 
is too absurd for serious discussion. If

rb31desires to kill whatever respect is left for P3 
ary government, he is going the right way ¡̂tl>
ceed. No one will run Sunday entertainment’

‘ s° offout the prospect of making profit, that # r  
as it is his business to run them. And cine*3 fir
prietors have kept open because they did m3 1̂1 
fits, in spite of the charity clause. I have 1,0 
whatever of that.

* * *
Throw it Out.

The Bill is contemptible through and ^ffeF 
The Government might have declined to 111 pa'( 
hoping the Act would die of disuse. It m'ft ĵiic 
interfered by bringing forward a measUre
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''either thecourage, and statesmanship. But it has
to subbornness to stand still, nor the courage

ùl'\ard. It can only wobble, and has in theend take
Free Pi '* ltS lnstructions from the committee of 
fe\v w '"rch ministers who issued their manifesto a 
At the e S âc^- 1°  this it has run true to form, 
"fecke l°r<̂erS ^le narrower body of Christians it 
ka\vs 1 d'e Bill for the repeal of the Blasphemy 
have 'v l U:° ^ h a majority of its own party would 

For fear of the organized Catho-
on '*■ . aBowed an important measure of its own 
to «•- Ciitl0n to be shelved And now in obedience 
aboi
to the T 1UU t0 'Je shelved. And now in obedience 

°ut ° Vo*e if has brought forward a measure 
(lemi]n|'.' 'lcl1 no words could be too strong in con-
hi ‘ B°n. Jt professes to legalize things that have 

tliir~-S.tinctly

Ieen don» fn ~ — — —° -----  — ---- —  '
are m I0r a long time, and are being done, but
hiincro :ltlCt,y illegal. And it leaves by its Billungs j •' illegal. And it leaves by its Bill 

egal t h WOrse state than ever, by making things
coUra l!iat were previously legal. It has neither 
sible t0 enf°rce the old law nor to devise a sen- 
"°rd iCW °n.e *° take its place. The Bill is the last 
Von ln ” Political ineptitude. It says to the public, 
cause \y °n Being what you have been doing, be- 
as tiia, f  cannot stop you doing it, but we will place 
"'H do' ?Bstacles in the way of your doing what you 
Hient oj ^ t  or no Act. Sixty years ago the Govern- 
teachin • day* By giving local option for religious 
>ssue 111 State-supported schools, made religion an 
that tl/1 °Ur ecl"cational system, with the result 
tver s-e c evelopment of education has been hindered 
"lake C.?'. ^ r- Clynes is now doing what he can to 
electioue 'Sious bigotry a live issue in all municipal 
Bethel S’ -111 wBich tlie organized strength of little 
tht.llls,j "  be exerted to prevent people enjoying 
th'e cj ,VCS 'u a reasonable and healthy manner. In 
Dill ]'c',:ilstances, I should have been pleased if the 

a been defeated. The way would then befn
it, 11 r something better. If the Committee passes 
shrnvn those interested will ignore it. Events have 
conra "'tb. the 1781 Act, that if people have the 
A Cê  1° ignore a bad law, that law breaks down. 
B'Selv 111 y Freethought propaganda has been 
tarian,  r^P°nsiBle for the breaking down of Sabba
fiai

sm.
mfor

It is to be hoped that those who care for
taria^ )riI1> will not help to establish a new Sabba- 

1 a,id one that will be difficult to remove.
Chapman Cohiîn.

S o m e Freethought Editors.

‘ha

!" ' ,ear all naked truths 
And to 
f'hat ¡s 

" Mo,

envisage circumstance, all calm; 
the top of sovereignty.”—Keats.

st people have no more definite idea of liberty
n thatthev T u 't consists in being compelled by law to do as 

 ̂ 1ke.~/jni5,oic Bierce.

'Vheu the Freethinker has nearly completed 
bibut ae»tury>s regular publication, it is fitting that 
"ho 1)S admiration should be paid to its editors 
tirpes ,aVli guided its destinies through the troublous 

Q,n which it has been published. George Foote 
'1 is 0 ,ll'n'an Cohen share the greater honours, but 
i'TyjJ! y fitting that some place should be given to 
N ler( d e lin g  and Joseph Wheeler, both of whom 
"'Ost , ' yeoman service in that time when help was

Av eded-
t , "fib who. was a Doctor of Science, occupied 

torial chair of the Freethinker during the 
^ i cisi;»onths that Foote was “  in durance vile,”  for 

°rk , *fie Christian Religion, and he did the 
th6' fcB and truly. Wheeler was assistant-editor 

haper from its foundation in 1881 until his
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death in 1898, and he emptied many an inkpot in the 
service of the best of causes. His own literary con
tributions were always a most attractive feature, and 
his versatility was extraordinary. An omnivorous 
reader, he was ever ready to share his knowledge, 
and his bright articles on folk-lore, the history of the 
Freethought Movement, and allied subjects, were 
always welcome. In his leisure he haunted the book
stalls, and bought more sixpenny bargains, probably, 
than any other man in London. In his modest home 
he had thousands of volumes and pamphlets. 
“  Joe,”  said Foote once, “  is so kind-hearted, he 
can’t bear to see even a book in the wet.”  Unlike 
so many collectors, Wheeler read the volumes he pur
chased, and, booklover that he was, read at his 
meals, too. I have seen him so absorbed in his 
latest purchase, that the cat has dared to help itself 
from his plate. Foote knew Wheeler’s worth, and 
paid him the compliment of placing his name on the 
front page of the paper. Wheeler knew as much as 
anyone of the Movement, and his Dictionary of Free
thinkers is well known, but few know that he had 
prepared a history of Freethought which was unpub
lished at the time of his death. It would be interest
ing to know if the manuscript is still in existence.

Wheeler and Foote were real friends, and I know 
that Joe loved his chief “  this side idolatry.”  Foote’s 
own feelings may be guaged by the article he wrote 
in the Freethinker on the occasion of Wheeler’s 
death. The two had been comrades from earliest 
manhood, and young Foote had spouted Shake
speare’s verse on the hills outside Edinburgh, whilst 
his friend sat at his feet and applauded the golden 
voice that was to charm and fascinate so many audi
ences in later years.

Of frail physique, Wheeler did an amazing amount 
of work for Freethoughl- His activities were by no 
means limited to the Freethinker. Books and pam
phlets came from his pen, and he did journalistic 
work in many other directions for a quarter of a 
century. Maybe, one cannot make a great story of 
what he had done with his life. He was a working 
journalist, and not a famous author. Yet to those 
near him he had the qualities which are quite as 
precious as those which make for fame and reputa
tion. He had a light heart and a kindly one, and he 
possessed that vagrant, potent thing which men 
call charm. No wonder he took hold of one’s mind 
as he took hold of one’s hand, with a warm affection
ate grip that lasted.

Wheeler had the spirit of the idealist without the 
sharp edges that sometimes make the missionaries 
of ideas less attractive to the world than one might 
wish. He was, above all, sociable in his idealism. A 
truly modest man, he preferred the position of a com
mon soldier in the Army of Human Liberation. This 
is the kind of work which does a man honour but 
brings him none in a saucy world.

At the time that the Freethinker was launched on 
the perilous waters of Freethought propaganda, the 
National Reformer was, deservedly, well established. 
This publication, which proclaimed itself Atheist in 
every issue, was edited by the redoubtable Charles 
Bradlaugh, the Napoleon of the Freethought Move
ment. It was truly ‘ ‘a thunderous engine of revolt.”  
Although Bradlaugh was one of the foremost of 
living orators, he was not a distinguished writer. He 
made up for this defect, however, by the brilliance 
of his staff, whose weekly contributions made his 
paper an intellectual feast. In its pages James Thom
son first published his poem, “  The City of Dreadful 
Night,”  and John M. Robertson issued those articles 
which showed that England possessed a scholar and 
critic head and shoulders above all his contempor-
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aries. After Brad laugh’s death in 1S91, Robertson 
occupied the editorial chair, but the National Re
former survived only until 1903. The defection of 
Mrs. Annie Besant, and other troubles, affected the 
fortunes of the paper, and it died after an honourable 
existence lasting over a generation.

Nothing daunted, Robertson promptly founded the 
Free Review, a monthly periodical for “  intelectuals, 
which made the Nineteenth Century and Contem
porary Review appear as innocuous as parish maga
zines- It deserved success, but advertisers at that 
time were very shy of advanced publications. The 
Free Review changed into other, and less capable, 
hand, and died a lingering death from lack of circu
lation.

Besides editing the Freethinker, Foote published a 
brilliant monthly, entitled Progress. In its pages he 
told the story of his imprisonment, which he intended 
to republish in book form under the facetious title, 
Hew I Fell Among Thieves. Illness prevented this, 
as it did the revision of his articles on Shakespeare. 
Happily, Mr. Cohen rescued the unfinished manu
script from oblivion. Foote also edited for some 
years the Secular Almanac, which contained a most 
useful annual summary, and a number of interesting 
features. Foote's own activities as a publisher in
cluded the publication of over two hundred books 
and pamphlets. This, in addition to his own journ
alistic work, his numerous lecturing engagements, 
often at great distances, and the arduous work as 
president of a national society. Small wonder that he 
shared the fate of Bradlaugh and died from overwork. 
That the same fate has not yet overtaken Mr. Cohen 
is a miracle more marvellous than any associated with 
the Christian Religion.

With the exception of the Freethinker, all these 
periodicals fell on evil days at last. That they lived 
at all is a tribute to the animating power of convic
tion, and the talents of their editors, who, in every 
instance, were exceptional men. Lack of adequate 
financial support, unhappily, is one of the perils of 
pioneer work. As an example of the difficulties of 
conducting advanced periodicals, it is no secret that 
nearly ten thousand pounds was spent on Justice 
during twenty years. Even the arresting personality 
of Hyndman could not make the paper a commercial 
success. The Clarion had a much larger circulation 
than Justice, but even Robert Blatchford’s deserved 
popularity could not make his paper pay without sub
stantial subsidies from his readers. And if two such 
gifted men cannot make such papers a commercial 
success, how is the thing to he done at all ?

Journals of this kind have enormous difficulties of 
publication. They are literally starved by the neglect 
of advertisers, who are too stupid to realize that ad
vanced people are human beings with purchasing 
power. They are also handicapped by being rela
tively more expensive than their Fleet Street rivals, 
which exist by “  tickling the ears of the ground
lings,”  and pandering to the least educated portion 
of the community- The writers of this trash do not 
all believe it. They are not all monkey-skulls. It 
is not entirely due to fanaticism or sheer ignorance, 
but is simply done to promote huge circulations. It 
is, in the last analysis, simply a matter of money
making.

Fleet Street is full of men who sell their pens to 
the highest bidder, and who do not care a straw 
what rubbish they write. The Freethought editors, 
however, are a different breed. Humanitarians, 
idealists, dreamers, if you will, these men command 
respect. The unselfishness of their lives excites ad
miration. At a time where a greedy commercialism 
is rampant, their careers are an exception so rare as

to be scarcely credible. In an age of flabby 
mise these men have ever
principles; in an age of hypocrisy and .gve,i
they have cared only for what they honestly )C 
to be the truth. t jje

They are as the Poles asunder, these nien ° ¡ntel-
3-
of the

1- out. PUI
pled

iiit
and sensitive fibre, thése inheritors of 
lectual tradition, and those wielders 
Street muck-rake who, jTear in and yea| '^jr 
haloes on murderers’ heads, and prostitu ^
talents to the purposes of the gutter ® 5 to 
sewer. Yet both are journalists, and both P1 
represent the free press of a civilized country• ^  
that take the State seriously will say that sue ^¡¡. 
parison was never more necessary than inri'” ''
ation.

MlMNP-P

t h i s

Jtcs-

A Few Opinions.
— — * 1)6(1 

Not so very long ago the Sunday Observer ^.^e 
a series of nine interviews with leading men -elvef 
and literature, in the course of which the in ® 
elicited answers to certain questions of pm , c|iie> 
interest to the public. To the Freethinker 53d 
interest lies not so much in the detail of what' tj,e if 
as in the general impression which is given 0 to 
creasing credence accorded in intellectual c1̂  jtfoc 
beliefs which have long been commonplaces
thought. t appeaf

The questions put by the interviewer do no fot 
in any sort of fixed sequence; the form of "  ̂ jflter' 
the same question varied considerably in ea  ̂ ^ o'|e. 
view; while some questions which were askei^te 11 
interview were omitted in another. But m - i# f: 
this somewhat haphazard manner of obtain1'  ̂
mation, there was a sufficient similarity of r ri,iiicl 
to make it possible to form an abstract of the c 
nine interviews. onU"tfl1

The method adopted has been to find a 
denomination for questions which refer to t 1 ^k'1 
subject; and in cases where the question \vaS " pet’1’ 
directly, to gather what the answer would ba'^^i.- 
from the replies given to analogous *°
Answers to questions upon subjects of no 1" l 
Freethought have been purposely ignored.

The dramatic personal are as follows: gif
Eddington, Mr. H. G. Wells, Sir James Je;1 
Josiah Stamp, Mr. Aldous Huxley, Professor-'' 
dinger, Max Planck, and M. Painlev£, and tb® s0i',f' 
de Broglie. Every one of these gentlemen ba 
thing interesting to say, and one is left "  
why the net was not cast a little wider so as t° ¿jj#
at least another nine intellects of equal s  . .  V:d »O 

lie
Possibly the interest in the subject was deenie  ̂
waning; possibly the interviewer found that. tP 
not getting the answers he expected; PosS!.|l0 o’1' 
closure was effected for editorial reasons.
say ? . fS

The first question of interest to Freethiuke 
‘ ‘ Do you believe that man has an imrnorta 
It was never worded in this relatively una,n ¡.5O'1' 
manner, but the answers given show that the 1 
questioned were in no doubt as to the in*0
which their interviewer required. v0s i1"!

Of the six persons to whom this question ' ' ‘ ¡(d' 
only one answered in the affirmative. Three m prf 
did not believe in personal immortality, white t' (p1 
ferred not to commit themselves in any 'v:1> \  tl>‘ 
other expressed disbelief by implication, tli°* ■ j. i'1 
question was not put to him in any form. 
teresting to note that the one person who did 
in a soul admitted that scientific proof was imP09̂ - 

The next question of interest amounted t0
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• • , v> This questionu° you believe in Determinism • somewhat
"«  more often than not, masked un „  sc^eme
atI1biguous terminology. Thus, the 1*1 ,  ̂ ne

„  f t iL u t ly  m i ,  » * ? * $ £ ,  11«
"ere obvious antithesis of the 0 1 ' jt js
Contexts in which the phrase oceurret, intervie\ver 
.«st that by the term “  scheme die term
T m a”  intelligent creator, aiu ’-a at present 

ccident ” he meant the ordinal y , Tf the re-
!"? Wholly explained, laws of nature’ in t e r p r e t a t io n  
';,!es- too, it is clear that such was the ' ione(p

uP°n these words by the pem(M ■ answers 
Wither confirmation was provided >> _,g ,, p rin-

X |he r Sti° "  “  t0 whethCT tT h fre g a rd e d  as alit of Indeterminacy”  was to - 'a temporary 
‘Wudaniental law of nature or merely as vledge.
‘«ice of science rising out of incomp - ted the
, b’Ve out of the nine unequivoca > q{ this
t̂ertnihistic outlook. Four did not. »  ^  under.
,Ur’ bvo admitted that it was ” npo, ' there was; 

" the scheme of things,”  if bC { q{ h
e a third declared that no sciei _ somewhat 

,°udbe had. The remaining one 111 a determin-
J *  M ission that ”  of course ac-

i may come back-”  In viev' ,° . . determinism
.Wed determinism, the implication ■ cjence ap-
;ad definitely departed from the realms of scie

ltars somewhat premature ! interest might
1 'e °nly other question of 1 - it vou be-

worded somewhat as f ^ ore ^  or
. e that consciousness existc ere dearly

akr before consciousness?”  ” f* T e six believed 
■. Phoned on this point. 1 wo o ’one refused 
‘k  matter resulted from consciousi • > believed 

5> m it  himself to any definite answer, onelh»t matte- -Wild the Gr and consciousness had always co-existed;
k'fore  ̂ remaining two believed that matter existed 
"as notCousciousness. Of the remaining three, one 
tiv°> b .asbed the question in any form, and the other 
fidea' ’’’’Plication, favoured the view that matter pre- 

To an°nsci°usuess.
rU(3iIUe 0̂11e possessing something more than a merely
lions - ary knowledge of Ibp functions and limita-
absiird a” eua.ge> this last question is, of course, au 
,Jtte of T/6’ ^ or “  con sci ° usness ”  110 lnore than
iuist;,. ’°se verbal abbreviations invented for lin-

tiowledge of the functions and limita-

abstractions and it is

;v>f tho;
9 Ir ^otivenience, called
Hig  ̂. fallacy to regard such words as though they
a$lt *”.’b°ls which refer to real entities. One might
:iii^."’*’b as little hope of obtaining an intelligible
% s t '’ Ule question : “  Did nourishment exist before
ftar' ' or digestion before nourishment?”  or, “ Did
Al| before courage, or courage before feai ?
that Uc!l Westions bear a remarkable resemblance to
" \Vmr?blem so popular among junior schoolboys ;

\ ' c.' came first, the chicken or the egg?’ ’
krv,. ler point of interest to note is that of the five i„. -
’"'WprT1!0 unequivocally accepted tlie deterministic 
’beir ‘ “’bon of the universe, four were consistent in

face i<
g answers. The fifth stated that lie re- 

niatter as derivative from consciousness ”  
iates ev°rything that we regard as existing, postu-

. <  ;sm?usness-’ ’
V  u, c ”  e Ibe latter statement is true as far as it 
’be fajj’ 01 tunatcly it does not go far enough. Hence 
StiltemcaCy the first statement. For the second 

sbico^ Sb0uld bave ended with the words ‘ ‘in us” 
''«te j ’ t is clearly" absurd to suppose that, if we 
biijg ';°nscious, jvc would he able to postulate any- 
°iistj0 S. existing. We could not even postulate 

jWisoj()!’s” ess-” ®° that the capacity to postulate 
*Uess obviously postulates something anterior 

, s,,. C°nseic>usness ”  and unconsciousness and
bg* <, ‘’’cthing is “  us.”  If, then, it can be shown 

1 “ "sciousness in us ”  (or in anything) is pos-

sible without the “  matter ”  of which we are (or any
thing is), composed, we might be justified in assuming 
that “  matter is derivative from consciousness.”  But 
if, on the other hand, it can be shown that “  con
sciousness ”  cannot exist, and never has existed, 
either in us or in anything without the accompanying 
“  matter or if it can be shown that “  matter ”  can 
exist and has existed without “  consciousness,”  or in 
a state of “  unconsciousness,”  then the probability is 
that what we mean by ‘ ‘ consciousness ”  (and also 
“  unconsciousness ” ) is a derivative from “  matter.” 
(see Note below.)

Perhaps, when the functions and limitations of 
language are more thoroughly understood and the 
science of language has been placed upon a more 
stable and intelligible basis, we shall be spared the 
humiliating spectacle of great minds being made to 
look foolish by questions which are little better than 
childish riddles. The Freethinker, fortunately for 
himself, is not as a rule easily hoodwinked by such 
questions, little as some may know about the intri
cacies of linguistic science. For he insists upon referr
ing the proof of all problems to experience which can 
be tested and verified. And this, of course, is the basis 
upon which the future (and, let us hope, not long to 
be delayed) science .of language will build. 
For everyr word has its origin in the realities of ex
perience, and any word not capable of being explained 
in terms of such experience, or whose use is not re
lated to reality by" demonstrable ties, is nothing more 
than an empty sound or a senseless scribble.

Xotc. -The word “ derivative ” is apt to be misleading in 
this connexion. A child may be said to be “  derivative ” 
from its parents; oxygen may" be said to be “  derived ” from 
the air, or from water. But to say that “  consciousness ”  is 
derivative from “ matter ” (or the reverse) is to imply that 
the one is a material growth from, or a material component 
of, the other. This is as logically" incorrect as to say" that 
“ temperature is derivative from motion,” or that "  beauty" 
is derivative from sight.” A better phrase than “ deriva
tive from ” would be “ dependent, or consequent, upon.’

C. S. F raser.

The Book Shop.

C ertain public men appear to be, in their mental make
up, on no higher intellectual level than our worst 
samples of the Penny Press. Rank should carry its 
obligations; the obligations of those favoured should be 
to provide high standards of thinking, to set a good 
standard of values for those who require them, and, in 
short, to be worthy, leaders of the human race. Some few 
weeks ago, a fair number of prominent men took part 
in a demonstration against the importation of “  slave ” 
timber from Russia. The prominent men in question 
stated the case from their side. In the Times, March 
19, there is a report of au annual dinner given at the 
Park J.ane Hotel by the Timber Trade Federation of the 
United Kingdom. The President, Mr. 1?, P. Tctsall, 
replying to the toast, stated, that in reference to the 
Northern Timber Camps of Russia, to suggest that a 
system oi convict labour was in operation in the export 
timber trade of Russia was a serious misrepresentation 
which must operate to the prejudice of the British timber 
trade at the time when the opportunities for its ex
pansion were favourable. It could be stated on author
ity that the accommodation was satisfactory, and food 
supplies in those Russian timber camps were better than 
in the towns. Now it must not be supposed that Eng
land has 110 troubles*of her own, social, international, or 
political, or that the United Kingdom is safe for Free- 
thought. Far from it, ami any sensible Freethinker 
would not willingly add to them. But the point we 
cannot sufficiently emphasize is, that mis-statements, 
backed by the penny press, can be given a good send- 
off by the cream of society", and it takes several weeks 
for the accredited representatives of the Timber Trade to
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put right the titled shepherds of silly sheep. The year 
1931 will be eventful even for one item alone; the 
penny press is on the defensive. And all intelligent 
people, whilst resenting the worst type of yellow journal
ism, will say to every attitude or statement of that 
press, “ We know you; and before lending eyes or ears 
to your statements, you must prove them, for your game 
of assertion is up.” In the meantime, where possible, 
support might be given to the Times as it appears to be 
trying to carry on the best traditions of British journal
ism. It covers national activities, news can be found 
without digging into advertisements for baldness and 
ladies blouses, it gives reports of important lectures 
on science, art, letters, etc., and on the face of it, as the 
“  stunt ”  press lias now cut its own throat, there only 
remains the clearing of the bod}- away. The above dis
sertation is chiefly on timber ; transpose the word timber 
to Truth and its significance can be underlined in con
nexion with the movement for Freetliouglit. The ex
cuse for the inclusion of the above note in the Book 
Shop must be found in the fact that newspapers are 
frequently the outposts of the world of books, and there 
is always a time for discrimination in the matter of 
daily reading, some of which seems designed to destroy 
the benefit of popular education.

Miss E. Sylvia Pankliurst, together with her other 
accomplishments and activities has translated the 
Poems of Mihail Emincscu, Kegan Paul, Trench, Trubner 
& Co., Ltd., 7s. 6d. net. The author (1849-1889) a Rou
manian, was born in Moldavia, and he seems to have an 
affinity with the thoughts and sentiments of the late 
Edward Carpenter. He had a varied career, and accord
ing to the translator’s notes his work, after 1870, influ
enced all the subsequent literary expression of his 
country. “ Calin,” a Fairy Fantasia, is pleasing in 
form and matter and, in my mind’s eye I can see the 
pencil and brush of Mr. Arthur Rackham having a wealth 
of material for his imagination. “  Emperor and Pro
letarian ”  is a sustained and vigorous poem on behalf of 
the oppressed ; if there is one universal language it 
must be the cry of the down-trodden, and this particular 
poem once again provides the ancient conundrum of why 
any one who docs not subscribe to orthodoxy should be 
interested in any work of amelioration. To say that 
there are no rewards for Quixotieism only makes it 
more difficult—not of course for Freethinkers, but for 
the cock-sure crowd that inherit all the virtues. I must 
give one typical extract of the temper of the piece : —
“ Religion—’tis but phrasing, create for your deceiving, 
That by its lure enthralling, your yoked necks ye’ll bow ; 
For held the heart no vision of recompense relieving,
After your bitter labours and life of constant grieving, 
Would ye the curse still carry, like oxen at the plough?”

The volume is sponsored by Mr. George Bernard Shaw 
in a letter reproduced in facsimile; the substance has 
that intimate touch of fellowship from a man who is now 
wealthy enough to be himself, take with both hands the 
consolation of Voltaire “ to say what he thinks,” and 1 
believe that this is a privilege that is the open secret of 
Freethouglit. Eminescu, the poet, belongs to that 
category mentioned by Mr. W. B. Yeats in The Cutting 
of an Agate . . . ”  Providence has filled them with 
recklessness ” . . .  but very little of value is created in 
the world if bread and cheese is the sole consideration.
I triut that Miss Sylvia Pankhurst’s efforts in this trans
lation will meet with encouragement among those who 
know that poets also have a right of way to truth.

An admirable shillingsworth, the Adelplii, for March, 
continues to be a generous and vigorous antidote to all 
the press and periodical soft soap that fails to wash the 
face of humanity. There is, however, an article by I.eon 
Shestov “  Death and Sleep,” translated from the Ger
man text. Shestov, we are. told, is a remarkable 
Russian philosopher. That is nothing for or against 
him, but the article is full of fallacies, high sounding 
phrases, and Plato’s Cave, now a King Charles’ head in 
pseudo-philosophy is also brought in. The writer uses 
such words as “ super-terrestrial,” “ divine quint
essence,” slings about the word science without particu

larizing, and concludes with the following farrago
Those who coni]1'11 

wonder o'“ Who are the more practical?
earthly life to sleep, and look forward to the ^  
awakening, or those who see death as the final. 1 , |e 1 
less sleep and spend their days concocting 'reaf°,T1<flltal

and
as

and ‘ natural ’ explanations ? That is the fun l̂iaSters 
1 problem of philosophy, and he who masters if 1 

philosophy itself.”  It would be as relev"1  ̂
j humanly useful to pose the problem of philo?0? ^ ,,  
j “ Would the reversal to Aunt Jemima boots by ' js 

benefit the nation?”  Yes, the philosophy of S 'c-̂ 
remarkable— in the mere fact alone that it 1S 11 
It is a sample of that slippery mysticism th fl,or(l 
about from one category to another, using 1 ĵjjt 
science as an Aunt Sally, and making up in _soU r̂0thef 
it lacks in sense. What is the title but a litt*e to 
to an English penny sermon ? And it all boils 11 ^y, 
the fact that disguise the language as the W'1 
the explanation can be found in the origins of ^r- 
O11 the credit side of the Adclphi is a weighty a,1j ef..ay 
acteristic article by George Santayana, and a S^^igr. 
on Gaugin the French painter by John Gould ^  a 
There is a broadside for the Archbishop of ye"'1
fine contribution by John Middleton Murry. afi1 
Wine in Old Bottles,”  in which he writes, “ a re-
debate should take this different form : ‘ I haven  ̂
ligion, though I know the need of one. And put
ledge of the need brings me no nearer to a relig1 Y ia. 
rather takes me farther away. I.et me accept tl'c f̂Ciy, 
tion ; let me see if I can live, really live—full} ' p)f]i 
richly, positively— without a religion. If 1 caI1’]lie.’ '' 
life has solved one of its great problems through p,c 
There is nothing to prevent Mr. Murry from tah,llT g- 
plungc; there arc thousands who get along with0 ¡r. 
ligion, that is, accepting the word for its true a" 
eumscribed meoniug. In tlife correspondence
the barbaric penny press receives a few good &1iC ..¡plii 
deserved clouts on its thick head. We wish the - e to 
well, for there is a long way for the human 
travel before it is out of the jungle created by the ^  
War and perpetuated by the stupidities of relig10 
its idiot brother the “  stunt ” press.

for °vl'rI have been reading the writings of our Editor ^,4.

d oir' 
c o l<

twenty-five years, and regret none of the time 
In exposition he deals easily and lucidly with.1 ag 
subjects, and very frequently the difficult subj1̂  ̂ [of-
so owing to the uncertainty of those who put the»1c»1»
ward as serious contributions to philosophy. ( 1 j. fot
to the conclusion that Materialism Restated, a b° .̂¡p 
the pocket, slender, but worth its weight in g0'1 L(fSt 
his Magnum opus. After reading God and the e> .flfy 
I am inclined to think that it receives reflects 
from Materialism Restated. The substance in fhr^.^, 
book is used as an engine of criticism of sclC ,41' 
whose major troubles seem to be that of not riskU'b ?t.f 
popularity with the religious world. The'1' c)y 
troubles are the results of trying to choke nearly |)eir 
question into one category that happens to be 10 (1p
special field. Like a recurring decimal the wariiU'r ))(it
through Mr. Cohen’s book; vSir Janies Jeans 
allowed (on page 117) to ride away to victory 
assumption that mathematics is the one category 
interpretation of nature. On page 115, a gem w

tl'c
ti";

.•ortio'
•St"

a noble setting is to be found in the following l f - pr 
lization of the end and purpose of science . . • “  • ’ tI,ag  
main function of science is to provide man with py 
that will enable him safely to find his way ab°u  ̂ ¡1 
world in which lie is living.” Such fine writ"1.1„„.ri"1”
habit with the author; it would have made an 0 
thesis for a member of a university, or it could hav j0ir 
diluted to make three volumes by some indm- ; pg 
English or German professor. My copy of God 
Universe is well underlined, and if the study of 1i qjiii 
not give that hilarious and boisterous blown-out L  ̂ pu 
of personal importance pandered to by priests, 11 "  .¡il* 
used as an excellent guide book in conjunction 
Emerson’s declaration of “  One world at a time.  ̂ j- 
are 133 pages of compressed writing in the book .  ̂ ||t~ 
brief, and like good poetry, memorable. It is b '11 ,̂,ii 
cause the writer knows his subject, and for that a 
he deserves our praise and thanks. His clarity



, » ?  for rc:uIcr and writer, and it represents tlic 
the \vJ i ,  ,1,sil'tevested interest, a very rare quality in 

1 "here philosophy is sold.

way lies disaster; for so lazy a creed is, although you 
may not know it, due to the influence of your Christian 
environment, and is tentaniount to surrender.

C-de-B.

The F ew  an(1 The Many.

C “ “w *■> »
will “ 1 Vv’otllen

say that the overwhelming majority of 
love >> ’£“ ”.ever have nor, in all probability, ever

Tiutti « . i
 ̂historical fact. . tlic

iio'?'einents exposing superstition, uevcr be-
"Wchinery promoting the “ stunt“ press ^

Popular in The sense that Toe « « ^ y
i'̂ ants, mystic physicists and l h c D / r e‘u,nncr must 
a 's 18 *-he truth that every ardent f pmnan

,cPt Should he hold a visionary conception > .
! f Ur̂  position too often resulting *" S“ nd pis
opin-bCCOminF dulled- his enthusiasm q u e ^  ’wtre(1 Df
0r 1011 0|' his fellows twisted into - ^ er social 

Paralysing indifference towards a 
act'vities of life.

Plies,
f»rget i > » a“ ent ones, so quick to despair,
::vdi4 on ?:• » « y  overwhelmed the magnificent
'foSsic -il f' c"rcated and sustained by the glorious few of 
fo'fote o Uulu'ty. The few cherished the relics of know- 
tHeir ijvroukhout the Dark Ages of Faith in peril of 
"’ey toiMat *'''e hands of tlie many for whose freedom 
Pie ItaliC< a” d suffered. Again, during the period of 
talUes ‘" ’ .Renaissance the few inspired the exquisite 

5,i(l huntings, the fabrics and daring architecture, 
°1e of r feature which will forever mark that time as 
*liefevv.a' e flowering of the human spirit. And it is 
^ntroiij1” !taly and Russia to-day who are guiding and 
W  ,  ̂ the economic and political destiny of the 
l|ie t,.r ’?Wever mu 
;Urir/n" 110l°gy of

neglect or

”y—ii .
fl'n U».. .J" '  ier much they may try to conceal this in

In South,va . their political textbooks......................
’V forbid ?• " riler’s home, a few Boer parsons impose 
”Po„ t|j1< .Ulff rule of their repulsive ealviuistic religion 
I'licrp ĵ C ’"habitants of the smaller towns and villages, 
%  o u te r s -  spo, t is considered a crime, and natural 

Tlie 1,‘ e the Kerk a degradation. 
ll'e lions of “ heathen ” natives have little say inv. rnsnocit.: .
t a c t i o n  of their lives, although they form the 

Tli lrger proportion of the population, 
hit j* ’’’’expressed wish of the average citizen is to be 
Matt ‘ h’ ainless peace, especially if his material eireum- 
she.)s are monotonously comfortable. He works, eats, 
foiuJl 1 takes a desultory possessive interest in his 
to ,tn\, reads the paper which causes him the least effort 
SSiil erstancl, muses in a dull incurious fashion . . .  a 
i')ur Ptey to the mass suggestion of advertising 
PtObali ‘ lf he “ fought in the Great War,” lie will 
the m  ̂ read occasionally, in a mood of self-woislnp, 
'■ ¡s ,.°st advertised war novels and talk irresponsibly to 
'icte ,U”gsters about the “ next war.” To those who 
jnte,.^0.young to “ fight for civilization,” the current

Hi,
Sel, , War plays and novels is, in my opinion, 

. reeit j ,s îC- tt is the rare few who are moved by 
’llCerelv " ‘ar’s grim horrors to work urgently and 
T|,v • <)r permanent peace iii tlie world,

k' u unless provoked by outrageous tyranny,
. vil tj } h” g to change their selfish habits, averse to 

-  , e’r prej

t ’ a«a/or th
don,, /̂ J”’cjudices and patriotisms and gods, but if it 

cm, with manifest increase to their free- 
:'i: lw* x'’e"-being, they will come to accept and defend 

.So sta>'dards. 
ht. ôn*t •. cauSe K've up your subscription to the Freethinker 
Il''Jf or ■ fellows in the office or the workshop turn a 
JNuSç "'hfferent ear to your arguments for truth, or 

'"’Re R - Chesterton and millions of savages in
i'1'! lVaU'ts believe in the Immaculate Conception 
/'■ h. a.,” s” hstantiation in this year of civilized grai
foi f̂itie '.... . r •• ' - •'he battle of progress and liberation is between 
<:;r“ llt's keenly attaekimr or sullenly defendinp
s and

pnvi-
(""in superstition, and tlie desertions from the other
tr> •• are growing.o-"..‘ uK. And don't leave it to the next man 
‘ M|tl) . '  ̂ ®ti ’’ in the pious belief that the ideals of 

indestructible and inextinguishable. That

“ Let the victors, when they come 
When the forts of folly fall 
Find thy body by the wall.”

Johannesburg.
E. A . Mc Donald.

W h at is L ife  !

“  O ne touch of Nature makes the whole world k in !” 
You’ll find that Life is nothing more than this! 

No mystery or miracle herein,
Life is the simple act of Nature’s kiss.

And yet, there’s no such thing as Nature, so 
How can we say that she does that or this? 

Nature being nothing but a passing show!
Still while she dallies she imprints a kiss.

Life is only own sister to the kiss,
Love is at once the parent and the swain,

And thus, through Nature’s metamorphosis,
By love we live; and live to love again!

B. L. Bo w e r s .

Acid Drops.

A good commentary on the silly excuse for the oppo
sition to Sunday entertainments on the ground that 
there is no general demand for them is given by Sir A. 
S. Woodward, a Vice-president of the Zoological Society, 
lie  says the objection to opening the London 7.oo on 
Sunday is that if it were open “ there would be such 
congestion that visitors would ‘ not lie able to see the 
animals properly.” We assume this was one of the 
incidents that helped Mr. Clynes to conclude there was 
no general demand for Sunday entertainments.

We notice that Plymouth Navy Week is being held 
from August i to August S. Those who take their holi
days in the glorious West Country at this time would 
do well to include Plymouth, even if it is only for a day. 
Whether people object to armaments or not, they will 
he able to see how their money is spent, and how the 
policemen of the seas live and work, at the same time 
Freethinkers could let their opinions be known, and help 

j to bring the West Countrymen up to their sensible level, 
; because at present they are about ioo years behind the 
| times. We understand that Navy Week costs the 
' country nothing, and the charge for admission is in 

a good cause, viz., charity, and as things stand at 
present, it is the only way of helping the underdog. 
We have many friends in the Service who are willing to 
help us, so lets help them.

While in Chelmsford on an evangelical mission, a 
number of theological students were invited to inspect a 
large factor}’. All of them, we learn, were aghast at 
the monotony of the whole system of machine-tended 
labour. One of the students remarked that he would go 
mad, if for two hours a day he had to do what some of 
the factory employees! do for eight. We presume that 
the students are now more than ever determined to be 
parsons, in order that they may escape the monotony of 
productive labour.

The Rev. George Jackson, in a religious weekly, has 
been talking about some books lie lias found useful as a 
parson. lie  omits to mention any Frcethought
publications. Yet, if he is a modern parson, 
we feel sure he has benefitted by such works, 
in the way of having his ideas refined ns to the nature 
of his God. Freethouglit lias been a wonderful in-
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spirer of "progressive revelation” ! We are not op
timistic enough to hope that the debt will ever be 
acknowledged. That kind of gratitude doesn’t come 
easy to a Christian.

versions. On examination we have always f°ul ^  up 
the statistics were either fictitious or they weie ^issiof 
of those who were regularly converted at every 
that comes along.

A suggestion has been made that the inhabitants of 
Mars may be able to hear our wireless programmes. One 
fervently hopes the Martians will not judge the quality 
of civilization on the earth by the B.B.C.’s religious 
broadcasts; or our culture will be credited with 
being 2,000 years more backward than it really is. If 
the inhabitants, after listening-in, would like to imitate 
the B.B.C. and engage Sir John Reith, we should wel
come any discovery that would lead to his transportation 
thither.

“ Review the past!” says a reader of a daily paper. 
We don’t see the necessity. Reverence for the past 
leads to that hide-bound conservatism and petrified in
telligence which have a rooted objection to new ideas 
and any kind of progressive move. The best use to be 
made of the past is to analyse it, to improve on its 
good points, to avoid its bad ones, and to improve on its 
mistakes. To do this is impossible while reverence for 
the past is allowed to dope the critical faculty into 
slumber. Churches may thrive on reverence for the 
past. Nothing else does. Study the past, but be on 
your guard against it, is a much better rule.

Education in this country costs the taxpayers 
¿83,690,000 a year. I11 this connexion it may be noted 
that our popular newspapers and journals achieve 
million circulations by catering for— so we are told— 
“  the lowest common denominator of intelligence of the 
public.” Bearing this in mind, one may be pardoned 
for wondering whether this ¿83,690,000 is utilized to 
the best possible advantage. Another matter exciting 
our wonder is the popular fancy that, the greater the 
amount of money expended on scholastic administra
tion, equipment and instruction, the better the quality 
of education resulting therefrom. It doesn’t necessarily 
follow.

Tii the House of Commons recently, the attention of 
the members was drawn to the following items :—

¿1,250,000 is spent by the Government on poison gas 
research each year.

¿150,000 is spent by the nation on medical research 
for the people’s health.

Similar facts are no doubt to be noted in connexion 
with the other big Christian nations. One conclusion 
to be drawn is that the perfecting of means for destroy
ing human life is regarded as of far more importance 
than the discovering of means for preserving it. There 
is, however, nothing particularly remarkable in the fact 
that such a notion has enjoyed an undisturbed exist
ence in Christian minds for so many years. It quite 
naturally fits in with the Christian belief in war, and a 
God who helps to win wars. But now that Christian 
beliefs are losing their hold, there is a possibility of the 
nations acquiring a new and better perspective.

A couple of meetings were held in the Albert Hall, 
in connexion with the churches’ “  Youth Campaign ” 
in London, for the pur]>ose of thanking God for the con
version of 10,772 young people. We wonder why God 
should need to be thanked for temporarily deranging 
the minds of a number of young Londoners? At one 
meeting a speaker asked all the C. of E. adherents to 
hold up their hands, and then, in succession, the C011- 
gregationalists, Methodists, Baptists, Presbyterians, and 
Salvation Army members. And the “  converts ”  duly 
obliged. The vast majority of them were Christians 
before they were “ converted” in the campaign! They 
have merely been enjoying a religiously emotional bank- 
holidav. As the campaign was to capture the “  un
saved,”  God must have played a joke on the evange
lists, in sending Christian sheep into the folds instead . 
of unsaved goats. We have heard of these mass con- i

. .IgspOll'
Methodist Times does its best to cheer up tue v ^  

dent. It asserts that the Church of Chris ,jc jts 
greatest miracle in the world to-day. 9 l! / „dinji 
boundaries are enemies and critics. Notwitn ‘ ^  
the indifference of many people, Sunday recrea ^  
amusements, the call of the countryside, and 1 tl,e 
venience of travel, the aggregate attendance  ̂
House of God is a striking tribute to the vitality 
Church’s loyalty to Christ. Also “  vast sums of/yuiLy tu n ib u  v a s t s«»*- cUfV'
are being literally' poured into the Lords l ie . tofv

“ nevey ir! {J* poured
of the Christian Church was wealth so lavismy 1̂
Probably, says our contemporary, “  never in

out ” for Christian purposes. Home missions  ̂ arCgejJ, 
tinctly encouraging; and in the foreign niissio
“ in a remarkable way Christ is winning These afe

Fina'1/ ;
evidences of glowing and abundant life. 1 (..qiciai 
“ There is firm ground and abundant reason f°r ,e ¡1 
the Church up.” Our Methodist friend has 'T^fal 
really' gallant attempt at trying to convince the ^  
that things are not actually so bad as they seel’1- .  o)l 
art of “  talking the Church up ”  depends cllie^ er- 
ignoring or glossing over unpleasant facts, and eX‘ ^tlc

co*1’ating and inventing some pleasant ones. With s 
more practice in this art, there’s no reason why ""our

cecsstemporary' should not achieve even greater Sin 
boosting the Church.

• ,(>d H0*'A reporter of a religious weekly has interview1 j ¡pc 
S. F. Andrews I)ube, the only Christian member ^  
Servants of India Society. The professor was ‘ 
what he thought of Stanley Jones’ idea about t ' . 
mention of the whole of Indian life by Christian ,fy 
Mr. Dube replied that lie cannot agree on all n 
Jones’ conclusions. He adds :—  t 0f

Undoubtedly there is in India a large atll/JU 
opinion and thought that is consistent with t-j(j c1
ideals. Indians would admit it. But they woweat

on-
in

tend very strongly that these ideals were inher Cl, 
Hinduism. It is very difficult to define h°'/ 
is due to Christianity and how much to the 1 „̂fiA
growth of Hinduism. And I am not sure that yellianity has permeated into Indian thought so nT |VefH' 
British institutions have done through the pill1 
ment, etc. You see, the same ideas may be 
Hinduism and Christianity.

pH 11
A modern youth tells a daily' paper that, althoug jg 

loves to go to church, yet he disagrees with the -1 0n 
Day Society, that there is harm in going to a cine* ‘ p[ 
Sunday. After all, he says, that is only another " ‘ -pic 
reading a book. Perhaps so. The point is, 
Sabbatarian view, that anything which gives l)!cj.̂ . ¡1 
on Sunday is wrong. Why, the main reason .^l 
Christian’s going to church is that it is a., duty> 
the art of being a Christian consists in persuadmiWj.pl 
self that the disagreeable duties alleged to be rc<1 
of man by God arc really a pleasure! And the ■ 
mind doesn’t take kindly to this art, that is ' , lttglH 
parsons insist that this self-hallucination shall he tal' 
to the young.

In religious matters, says a writer in a Metbo1
journal, those who interfere with the faith of °thcra. j,t 
the greatest dastards of all. Our godly friend 1 ¡gji 
bear this in mind when asked to subscribe to 10 
missionary' societies. Their chief aim is to destroy j 
faith of the “ heathen ” in the creed they were tri* ¡i 
to believe in. We fail to see any difference bctWeLaI)l 
Christian trying to disturb the faith of a non-Chr1!’ j , 
and an Atheist endeavouring to disturb the belief ,ei\- 
Ohristian. The Atheist has certainly as “  good f 
thins ” as the Christian. But it is only the more 
ant type of Christian who refuses to see that. T«? . ,.c 
intelligent kind might do worse than take the e 
tion of their more ignorant brethren in hand.
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Our Jubilee.

llE Jubilee issue o f th e  Freethinker w ill  h e p "h  
'Shed on Hay 10.
two

Pages, instead of the usual sixteen, which will 
. U(le a reprint of the first number, and an account 
t̂ e history of the paper. No extra charge will be 

tl e for this double number, but we are suggesting 
lat barters should order at least two copies, using 

7. extl'a ones for distribution. They will be thus 
.! piQg to defray the increased cost of production, and 

help t0 make the paper better known, and so 
tue new subscribers.

t is important that those intending to take extia
°P'es should give their orders well in advance, as
.^agents have to order of their wholesalers some-

tre about ten or twelve days prior to the date o
‘ ''cation. By giving in their orders for extia 

C°pies by,

That issue will consist of thirty-

Sui(je ■ '* say> the end of April, we shall thus have a 

*S sPecial issue.

an * ----
of tjjj0 0 'yhat number we are justified in printing

ilitH Cthbrating fifty years of existence the Frec-
J ” iCr is setting up a record not previously achieved

b reethought paper in the whole of Europe.
to* our readers to make it an occasion worth 
^heinbering.

hi 1,
'n jy h i n ki , n . is supplied to the trade on sale or
,ePortea (!’V di®citlly tn securing copies should be at once

ht "■ '* to this office.pec ■
ĥect ll]ar s °cietv, Limited office is at 62 Farringdon

he N ' Londo>>, É.C.4.
reel °,nat Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon‘ l-Ondrtyi TP z-' .*h the

■ °Mon, E.C.4.
fcrvlces of the National Secular Society in eon- 

W * »  Secular Burial Services are required, all com- 
k. ft p°ns should be addressed to the Secretary, Mr. 

hli(t giving as long notice as possible.
a<t<tres!°̂  tlle Editor of the “  Freethinker ’ ’ should be 

h|c Ca to 6j Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.1 «s 7ii 7, _ Farringdo
”iarh~ Senî  1IS newspapers would enhance the favour 

cnUon>n̂  *he passages to which they wish us to call
by J  *’ho
«li,

Sugar Plums.

fy.,
thy a'°.just space to remind members and Branches 

Jb'c, national Secular .Society of the Annual Confer- 
(.Hl’bi/e1 's to held in Liverpool on Sunday, May 
1 "lenm Untlay- We hope to sec a record attendance 

' 1 s and delegates.

>1 arr.^ 011 branch of the N.S.S. lias been reorganized, 
i,1« Up,' g°"ients made for an active open-air season.
Ntf S becret.

Ss 'etary is Mr. R. Hartley, 241 Chapel House 
°n, Lancs. He is anxious to receive appli-

T membership to the Branch from all Free- 
ll,V(ii])ei 111 the locality with sufficient interest in the 

'' to join and help.
\  ----

W 1, Hr tsIrtlle re "0t here concerned with the political aspec 
T)1! t]j v'°hitioii in Spain, but the removal of Alfonso 
1 l:,UCe c°>mtry throws one’s mind back to the cordial 
ip'b, \vlpet'veeu the Church and the Crown in that 
pf of 'ipb together were responsible for the ninr- 
l '̂b errcr ia 1009, and the outrages on all

"ould-be reformers a few years earlier. I11 the ̂ “ U-UC lcunuiub ¿1 iCVY
bi under cover of an alleged Anarchist out-

0,''by ireelona, when a bomb was thrown into the 
" V l *  outrage was made an excuse for imprisoning 

' radicals, trades unionists, liberal teachers

and professors, and subjecting them to tortures fiendish 
in their cruelty, and revolting in their beastliness. We 
were connected with a committee which in this country 
was conducting an agitation for either bringing these 
men to trial or releasing them, the Committee secured 
certificates from London medical men testifying to the 
brutal and beastly tortures to which the few who had 
managed to get to this country had been subjected. In 
the end the international agitation compelled the 
Government to release the prisoners, and they were 
deported. But they were never brought to trial. In face 
of the international indignation aroused, the Govern
ment and the Church dare not risk it.

Ferrer’s sole offence was that in a country in which the 
Church controlled all education, and in which only about 
half the people could read or write, he set up a number 
of modern schools. When someone threw a bomb at 
Alfonso on tbe occasion of his wedding, the opportun
ity was again too good to he missed. Once more there 
was an attempt to crush all kinds of reformers by lock
ing them up wholesale, and accusing them of participa
tion with the offence. Ferrer was seized, imprisoned, and 
ultimately shot, on the strength of some forged letters, 
and manufactured evidence. Over fifty of the schools 
he had established were closed. Some will remember 
the thrill of horror that went through all liberal circles 
in Europe at this murder, but the majority of people 
have short memories, and the picture of Alfonso as a 
brave, dashing sportsman has been published so regu
larly in the papers, that the darker side of his reign has 
been forgotten with most. But others in Spain had more 
tenacious memories, and in his exile the ex-King, who 
so well exemplified the traditional picture of the Bour
bons, a family that neither learned anything new nor 
forgot anything old, may well feel himself haunted by 
the ghost of Ferrer and the obscene tortures of Mont- 
juicli and other prisons.

What is rather puzzling in all this is to find out what 
the Church is doing. There is 110 other country in the 
world where the Church is so strong as it is in Spain, 
but it appears to have been strangely quiet during these 
events— or it may he that the Roman Catholic influence 
on the English Press has been strong enough to prevent 
anything very derogatory to the Church appearing. 
There was a report that the new Government had dis
established the Church, but all that seems to have been 
done is to proclaim the freedom of religious worship. 
That will certainly not suit the Church, which has so re
cently protested against freedom of religious propaganda 
in Italy. We shall watch further developments in this 
connexion with interest. But anyone who knows the his
tory of Spain knows that it provides as clear an example 
as the world of a country which was brought to the verge 
of ruin by tbe Roman Catholic Church, and which re
duced Spain from the most enlightened and the most 
civilized country in Europe to one of the most ignorant 
and most retrogressive in the world. Those who wish 
to have a bird’s eye view of how this was done will find 
a sketch of the process in Mr. Cohen’s Creed and 
Character, in the chapter entitled “  A Lesson from 
Spain.”  It can he obtained from the Pioneer Press for 
fourpeuce.

London Freethinkers will be interested in ii perform
ance that is to be given to-daj’ (April 26) for the first 
time by the Taulioms Theatre Club, Sottldren Road, 
Brook Green, W. The play is entitled “ The Crucible, 
a Drama of the Inquisition,” and deals with Giordano 
Bruno. The theatre is not, of course, thanks to our 
absurd laws, open to the public in the sense that a 
theatre is 011 other days in the week, but membership 
is only as. 6d., and those wishing to be present may be
come members at once by application at the box office 
on the evening of the performance. The nearest railway 
station is Hammersmith Broadway, and buses pass the 
door from all parts of Loudon.

We are obliged to hold over for publication several 
letters until next week. We could reallv do with a much 
larger paper, hut do not see how that is to be managed 
at present.



Jesus and his Followers.

Most Christians take it for granted that the Jesus of 
the Gospels is a historical character. They have been 
told so repeatedly by their priests and parsons, and 
they come to believe it now without question. And 
yet ever}7 impartial critic who lias examined the evi
dence from profane sources knows how small it is in 
quantity and how unsatisfactory in quality. Jesus is 
alleged to have been born in Bethlehem of Judea in 
the days of Herod the King, and although his mother 
Mary, was espoused to Joseph, it was found tha't “ she 
was with child of the Holy Ghost.”  Certain wise 
men, we are informed, “  came from the East to wor
ship him, saying “  where is he that is born ‘ King of 
the Jews’ ” — and “ when Herod heard these things he 
was troubled and all Jerusalem with him.”  (Mat
thew ii. x to 3.) Further, we are told that Herod, 
fearing that the predictions of the wise men might be 
fulfilled, “  sent forth and slew all the children that 
were in Bethlehem and in all the coasts thereof ac
cording to the time which he had diligently enquired 
of the wise men.”  (Matthew ii. 10.) Fortunately for 
young Jesus, Joseph having been warned, in a dream, 
of what was likely to happen fled into Egypt with 
the young child and his mother and thus they were 
saved. It is, however, rather strange that this import
ant event is not mentioned by either Mark, Luke, or 
John, and there is no evidence from profane historians 
in corroboration of it. After the death of Herod, 
Joseph and Mary brought the child Jesus back to 
Nazareth in fulfilment of a prophesy “  that he shall be 
called a Nazarene.”  (Matt. ii. 23.) The Gospels are 
absolutely silent about the childhood of Jesus, but we 
are told that when he became twelve years of age he 
devoted some of his time in arguing with and answer
ing questions of learned doctors- (Luke ii. 46.) On 
the other hand, in the Apocryphal Gospel (The Gos
pel of the Infancy) there is a full account of how he 
conducted himself at school, and how to the astonish
ment of the masters and the boys alike, he performed 
miracles. Jesus, however, was about thirty years of 
age when he began his mission as a prophet and a 
preacher. He is alleged to have performed numerous 
miracles, some of them of a useful and beneficent 
character, but others of doubtful utility. For in
stance, Jesus may be admired for curing a man of 
leprosy, or, even for “  removing ”  a fever from Peter’s 
mother-in-law; but if Jesus were God, it is difficult to 
understand why such persons should be afflicted with 
these diseases at all, especially if their conduct was 
meritorious; and if such diseases were sent as a pun
ishment, it is equally hard to understand why Jesus 
should select these among so many for cure, and leave 
all other afflicted persons to deal with the diseases by 
natural methods or perish.

Jesus is said to have turned devils out of bodies of 
persons possessed. But as my friend, Mr. 
Cohen would say, “  what the devil is a devil?”  Some 
say devils are “  fits.”  But fils are not entities; they 
are a physical condition resulting from a derangement 
of the nervous system. It is alleged that Jesus walked 
on the sea on one occasion, and on another stilled the 
tempest, and although this latter may have been a 
meritorious performance, there were only a few dis
ciples whose lives were at stake. But if he could per
form such a miracle how is it that he as a God allows 
great vessels to-day heavily laden with human beings 
to be engulfed, when the sea is lashed into a fury by a 
storm or tempest and many lives lost ? The career 
of Jesus as a preacher lasted only a few brief years, 
and then we are told that lie was betrayed by one of 
his disciples, Judas Iscariot, tried for sedition and 
blasphemy, and condemned under Pontius Pilate. We

are further told that he was crucified but rose a £ 
from the dead. It is also said that there weie  ̂ ^  
hours of darkness over the land at the time 0 
crucifixion; an earthquake breaking open £raveS eá 
rending the Temple veil; and a number of c , 
came out of their graves and wandered about J ^ 
lem and showed themselves to a crowd of person5«  ̂
presumably had long or short conversation 
them, and finally Jesus ascended into heaven m û. 
daylight. (Matt, xxvii. 51-52-53-) But I” 1 great 
nately for this very dramatic story Gibbon, tlie 
historian, says that none of the historians of thf 
mention these alleged sensational events. W g2i. 
Decline and Fall, Vol. II., pp. 191-192. 7 1

* * *

Having given this brief resume of the main  ̂
dents of the life of Jesus, let us now consider s®

follo'ver„
tdvtcthis leading teachings and see how far his 

may be said to carry them out in their conm 
daiiy life. . „„t

Jesus was a poor wandering peasant who 
Where to lay his head.”  eCt?

Where shall we find his followers in this 1 £0ln- 
Shall we find them in our Casual Wards, in °lir  ̂pe 
mon Lodging Houses? or in our Prisons? f°r î p- 
understood that any persons without home 01 ‘ ¡$
tion, who is found wandering about the c°11" ,1tld 0 
described by the law of this land “ as a roghc ‘ r̂e. 
vagabond,” and is liable to be sent to prison- j,a)f 
say, now that we have over two million aim ‘ ^  
persons unemployed there are few magistrate |et 
are hard-hearted enough to enforce this law- 
us look more closely into some of the chief tea ^  (0 
of Jesus. Jesus said that it was “  blessed f01 11 of 
be ‘ poor in spirit,’ for theirs in the king4* . of 
heaven.”  (Matt. v. 3). Poverty of spirit is * 
much value in this hard world of struggle tO'd̂ y j^il 
those who are not prepared to fight against c 
odds, are likely to go under in the strife. flie

“  Blessed are the meek for they shall 
earth.”  Indeed? Look at those who have w()1 ¡̂|1 
the slippery ladder of success in life and 
assuredly find that ‘ ‘ meekness ”  is not one ° jjf 
characteristics. Jesus said “  Blessed be ye P°° ^ 0  
yours is the Kingdom of God,”  but he â S°c0tf0' 
"  Woe unto you rich for ye have received y0" 1 lic

hav‘
sarlation.”  (Luke vi. 21.) But suppose you 

come fairly rich by hard struggle— Jesus then 
“  Give to every man that asketh of thee, an, 
him who taketh away thy goods ask not again- ^  of 
vi. 29-30.) The poor man goes to heaven bct‘|̂  jjtd 
his poverty— and the rich man finds his way jjpt 
on account of his riches. (Luke xvi. iq-31)- v llti i'1 
according to Jesus it is no use to struggle to ge ( fjjK

reatlife, for if you become wealthy you run a g 'e £V,e 
of being consigned to hell-fire for ever and h’1 ,|v,ei> 
It’s a long time ! To-day many Christians bav’e ^  
up belief in the horrible doctrine of hell— ttn< e Ĵti' 
pressure of modern criticism and a more highE 111 
vated intelligence; but they still cling on to th 
attractive doctrine of heaven above hereafter, 41C 
they will meet the loved ones they have lost 
world below. But those who know anything 41 
astronomy are unable to even suggest whereab 10
among the myriad stars and suns they are h* 
find this heavenly abode. ,£l-tf7

Jesus constantly harps on this doctrine of P0'^ pc 
“  Blessed are ye that hunger now, for ve s'13 flic 
filled.”  (Luke vi. 21.) In a pamphlet written ’ eIr 
famous Charles Bradlaugh over fifty years a£°’-ecl> 
titled What Did Jesus Teach? he says on this 5’.'))(liiti 
“  The only intent of such teaching could be to 1 ..p'
the poor to remain content with the want and
attendant on their wretched state in this ife 1,1

tH*
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- » signer recompense in some future life, fs
K0Ck' to be content with poverty? Nay, ’tis better

' ’“vestigate the cause with a view to its cure anti invention,"

«... r'le doctrine is a most horrid one, which declares
4 t,le Poor shall not cease from the face of the

Poor in spirit and poor in pocket. luuragp +„ ..
„„ „ suau not cease v, „ „
‘r '• Poor in spirit and poor in pockc .

go to work for food or money to Purchase .
R U well expect the man who held these doctrines 

,. L'UlPty stomach also, and what does Jei,us ‘ 
J'Ksed are ye that hunger now for ye slia 

„,r  ? He does not say when the h ing s -  tlie
£ Ce’ but the date is evidently postponed until ^ ^
Urn 'Vl'en y°n have no stomachs to replenish.

J iesus Teach ?
Another P- 2.)

"try
tieigijb̂  °n *:be h>ce of it, “  Thou shalt love thy 
dictory Ur as thyself,”  but Jesus is often very contra- 

ln his teachings, for a little later on he says

!r»portant teaching of Jesus, which looks

‘hat.
"ho

if you
little later on he

are 'n‘ o the country and you find people
thou ci,'1,01 willing to accept your doctrine, then

hai] hfcS!‘,alt shake off the dust of your feet,”  and it
the 

S i e
‘and ni0re to‘erable in the day of judgment, for 

°f Sodom and Gomorrah than for these

'»Hier

" p ' s

piedUtaiin?llgh

who prefer to use their own judgment than 
the domination of priest or parson. (Matt.

for the present. I have already occu-
sPace at my disposal for this article. I— u i  m _ y  v i i o p ^ o c i x  a w i  t i J i o  m  u t - i

S o n ! ? «  the subject later. So far I have en- 
»f Je«,1C<, to demonstrate that the so-called “ followers 
w*etjc ; . ao not attempt to put his teachings into 
■ igs g,(. Ul lbe‘r daily life, and also that such tcach- 
Nnt ()j ° ut of harmony with the spirit of the age. In 
"»d u iact we require something more practicable 
"eli.be.e 4 ’ s°mething more conducive to human 
health sotl'ething that will add not only to the 
S q j atld happiness of mankind to-day, but also toHi »ges yet to come.

A rthur B. Moss.

O n Solomon : His Wives 
his Wisdom.*

and

i
Í  v°hi. °"e h.om which most of this article is taken

^Hl )1IC’ ’ *n our childhood we learned to call the
H d o ^ o k .”  We still read it, though with less
'W  , ls eyes than before. If anyone desires to 
of „ * °Urrose' ''1 dotations, or to attribute to us an amount 

a 1 Jrch to which we can lay no claim, he may find
3r¡a b»»dv i . 'y‘ ont now-a-davs little usedt> "gem

Wsio,, V4 the Old Testament, 
¡:Vss °f llle Polygot Bible ”  
">,.SUN;wel,-thumbed copy),

‘ chronological 
in “  The English 

(Bagster) (of which we
- „dV| -------  — . ..,, a very convenient and

i°t be rriemoranduin. Part of what follows may 
[ IVe to' 0lls'dei'ed suitable for childish eyes; but we 
r'r»i 0 tY)|ifess an acquaintance with it which dates 
lT °Ur tendI’irsf "-«uerest years.

/k> far’ .as to the birth of Solomon.
la°b into his genealogy, but 

" k'r\V:i U.r’ Saul, who is described,
''!"» anr< s belied the description, as “  a choice young

We will not go 
begin with his 

although he

% goodly; and there was not among the*1 „ r T ' J t ----  ------* -- -----—- —-- —o ----
fu.1. t Israel a goodlier person than he; from hisI "bier

ijl,)l)le >>S JJPWard he was__ higher than any of the
‘ bus his long neck may have accounted for'VJÇrVç* --‘ »O 1113 1U1.

, Ŝsp i°na‘ stiffness. 

st-
numerous sons, of whom David was the 

P,’> ” 1'he latter was “  a cunning player on an 
eSUmably of the Jewish variety; “  a mighty

^ l w  T
' aî  aSes in inverted commas, with one or two excep- 

quotations from the Bible, Authorized Version.

valiant man, and a man of war and prudent in matters, 
and a comely person.”  Good looks ran in the family. 
Prudence, however, seems to have waned early in the 
case of David. The birth of his son Solomon was on 
this wise.

“  David comforted his wife Bath-sheba, and went 
unto her and lay with her; and she bare a son, and he 
called his name Solomon; and the Lord loved him.”  
But David can hardly have been surprised at the 
reputation afterwards accumulated by this son. We 
will only mention in passing the little matter of the 
other Bath-sheba, “  the wife of Uriah the Hittite,”  
and how it led him to write “  a psalm of David ”  (51) 
“  when Nathan the prophet came unto him, when he 
had gone into Bath-sheba.”  Although, in this much- 
quoted psalm, and, it is to be feared after a canting 
and hypocritical fashion, he prayed : “  purge me with 
hyssop and I shall be clean; wash me and I shall be 
whiter than snow ” ; the “ purging”  and “ washing”  
did not have much effect. For, a good deal later, in 
fact when poor David was on his last legs, all that 
could be thought of for his senility was as follows : 
“  Now King David was old and stricken in years; 
and they covered him with clothes, but he gat no heat. 
Wherefore his servants said unto him, let there be 
sought for my lord the king a young virgin; and let 
her stand before the king, and let her cherish him and 
let her lie in thy bosom, and my lord the king may get 
heat- So they sought for a fair damsel throughout all 
the coasts of Israel, and found Abishag, a shunarn- 
mite, and brought her to the king. And the damsel 
was very fair, and cherished the king, but the king 
knew her not.”  It is not surprising that soon after 
this “  Davit! slept with his fathers,”  having reigned 
“  forty years,”  of which “  seven years reigned he in 
Hebron, and thirty and three years reigned in Jeru
salem.”

We must get back to .Solomon, who gives the title 
to this piece, and with whom we are mainly concerned. 
We continue, therefore, where we left off the last para
graph. “  Then sat Solomon upon the throne of 
David his father, and his kingdom was established 
greatly.”  If we are inclined to jib at the latter ad
jective, it is because Solomon did not come to the 
throne without a bit of a dust with one, Adonijah, 
who said : “  I will be king; and prepared him horses 
and horsemen, and fifty men to run before him.”  But 
Bath-sheba (Solomon’s mother, not the other one), 
turned up in the nick of time, and, although when 
“  she went into the king’s chamber ”  she saw “ Abis
hag the Shunanunite ministering to the king,”  she 
managed to remind the king of certain vows he had 
made about her son Solomon, and, by a great stroke 
of luck, “  while she yet talked with the king, Nathan 
the prophet also came in.”  Between them they 
dished Adonijah of his pretensions to monarchy. 
Solomon, “  riding upon king David’s mule,”  arrived 
shortly after, and, in less time than seems possible, 
Solomon was “  sitting on the throne of the kingdom,”  
as aforesaid. Poor Adonijah, who was meanwhile 
entertaining a few people on the prospects of succes
sion, heard the news, and, though that did not mend 
his fortune, “  he and all the guests that were with 
him made an end of eating.”

Solomon, although he “  loved the Lord,”  walked 
“  in the statutes of David his father,”  and, it may be 
added, in his footsteps. Like his progenitor, lie could 
not go straight. His judgment in the famous case of 
two ladies of easy virtue, who quarrelled over the 
possession of a child made a sensation at the time, and 
has often been mentioned since. Indeed, we are told, 
“  all Israel saw that the wisdom of God was in him”  
on that occasion.

There is a certain aspect of Solomon’s character 
that always reminds us of another biblical character,
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only mentioned once, but in rather striking terms, 
which, in their conclusion irrestibly turn our thoughts 
to Solomon. We refer to Naaman, and will quote the 
passage to clinch the point. “  Now Naaman, cap
tain of the host of the king of Syria, was a great man 
with his master, and honourable . . .  he was also a 
mighty man in valour— but he was a leper.”

Solomon’s life is full of “  but’s ”  Here is a 
characteristic one, which refers to the time when he 
was busy in the building line, building “  the king’s 
house ”  (i.c., his own), and, having done that, “  the 
house of the Lord ” {i.c., The Temple). All the men 
employed, and all the treasures used, they are all re
corded in great detail in the books of Kings and 
Chronicles, “  but King Solomon loved many strange 
women . . . and he had seven hundred wives, prin
cesses, and three hundred concubines.”  Yet, ‘ ‘for his 
father David’s sake,”  he was permitted “  to reign in 
Jerusalem over all Israel ”  for “  forty years ”  before 
“  he ”  also “  slept with his fathers, and Rehoboam 
his son reigned in his stead.”

Rehaboam had not a very cheerful inheritance to 
come into. It had been arranged, by way of punish
ing his father for bis erring and straying, that his son 
should reign over only “  one tribe.”  Ten were to 
go to Jeroboam, ‘ ‘a mighty man of valour,”  and what 
happened to the other one is a matter of debate in 
some obscure circles to this day. It is sometimes 
even suggested that the British race itself is the lost 
tribe, the “  remnant that remains.”  We hope it is 
not so. In these days pedigree is a matter of char
acter, rather than of privilege, and there are numbers 
of seat-holders in churches and chapels, established, 
endowed, or maintained by “  free-will offerings,”  as 
the case may be, who would do more than sniff at the 
suggestion that they are the descendants of the pro
miscuous Solomon.

We come now to “  The Proverbs of Solomon, the 
son of David, King of Israel.”  Whether he wrote 
them or not is a small matter, for they are like the 
majority of proverbs, either platitudes or lies. We 
had better give evidence in support of this statement. 
“  All that glitters is not gold.”  Was there ever a 
more fatuous assertion? And “  It’s a long lane that 
has no turning,” when, as everybody who is not blind 
or lame is aware, it is the short lane that has no 
turning— or turn in— which ever you like. The pro
verb is a lie and an abuse of language; not the 
same thing, but both properties of proverbs. Solo
mon’s are no exception-

One of the first of Solomon’s, proverbial observa
tions is a counsel to youth as to its temptations, which 
he was the last man to give with a chance of being 
believed. “  My son, if sinners entice thee, consent 
thou not.”  The author of this saying (if it was Solo
mon), as we have seen already, was not considered 
likely to take this advice when he was an old man, so 
the chances of his having followed it in his youth are 
slender, and contrary to the probabilities. Also he 
said, “  In vain is the net spread in the sight of any 
bird ”  ! And, though he had himself been the sub
ject of vengeance from high quarters, he tells other 
people to quake and tremble before a god who says : 
“  I also (f.c., with Solomon) will laugh at your calam
ity; I will mock you when your fear cometh,”  and, 
“  they shall call upon me but I will not answer ” ; 
they “  shall seek me early but not find me.”  Note 
the last eight words, turn over a couple of pages (if 
you should be following this with a Bible at hand) 
and you will read other words by the same author or 
authors : “  I love them that love me; and those that 
seek me early shall find me.”  If this contradictory 
trash is the wisdom of Solomon, the less said about it 
the better.

Next in order we come to “  Ecclesiastes; or, The

Preacher; the son of David, king in Jerusalem ,”  
it would seem, a jack of all trades. It contains a ß01* 
deal of what we expected to find to be the truth ab°u

For exai»Ple:the author. And more platitudes.
That which is crooked cannot be made 5 

and that which is wanting cannot be numbered. ^ 
that which is crooked cannot be made s tr a ig h t1 f 
apply to Solomon’s temperament, but, in ^
sense, it is a lie. It is followed, how ever, j0g

heaththing which, as we have suggested, has a more ge"
ring about it I commune with mine own
saying, Lo ! I am come to great estate; and have g1
more wisdom than all they who have been before

otte" 
me 
of

in Jerusalem; yea my heart had great expert11  ̂
wisdom, and knowledge. And I gave my heartt0 
wisdom, and to know madness and folly • • • 
to mine heart, Go to now, I will prove thee ^  
mirth; therefore enjoy pleasure; and behold t" 
is vanity. I said of laughter, it is mad; and 011 ^  
what doeth it?”  To which'we will add a P1,0̂ ^  
that, on the whole, is the truest we have ever jt 
namely, “  a guilty conscience needs no accusing^
is all very well for Solomon, as a preacher, t0 . 

__  • . . . .  , .... fnr aas ,

say»

be not hasty in thy spirit to be angry; for 
Hia" of

restetli in the bosom of fools ” ; but as a 
valour he does not seem to have lived in l>e ll3ine 
contemplation of his own dictum, that “  a g00<̂ ^c- 
is better than precious ointment,”  nor to have 
tised the serenity of mind which he preaches, ^¡fi- 

The last, and in a literary sense, the most ^  ^  
cant, of the works attributed to Solomon, ls 
Song of Solomon; the song of songs.”  And so

it 1
JÌefe

if eroticism counts for merit in judging theim e i0 
is an amorous poet who has personal expet1 ^  
draw upon, more such experience, if the recOl^f0te. 
to be believed, than any poet who ever lived or ^  
Nor has this song done much harm so far as ^  
been read and enjoyed as a love poem. 
truth is to be told— and that is what the I'Ttf G])(;cl
exists for— this natural, but not very reS ^ 
human emotion, and the glowing colours in âl1
is recorded have been the progenitor of a w l i p ’ 
of fanaticism, of cults of perversity, of “  spirl ctic 
teaching as a trap for robbery and rape; of the e% 
illusions of “  saints ”  of both sexes; of the a‘,a^ re’ 
lions of medieval clerical celibacy; and, in n\ S)to 
cent times, of the Mormons, and the Agapemo"1 
name only two of the better known sects tha up■ ( ( < \ P
been based upon the false and dangerous 
ism ”  of Christianity with regard to sex. f ujcif 

'i'he pious families of this country, who all°" v3rP' 
children to reach the age of puberty without " ol* 
ing of peril, or any clean and essential inf0" . fof 
about their bodies and functions, are respond’ ’ 
a large proportion of the high percentage of l
which is one of the saddest features of our *jj‘ mya <  

¡le"national statistics. And the Song of Solomon, 31 
and secretly pondered in convents, and in the ^ i-  
of rich and battening sects, like the mystical - j,to- 
a g e ” which is part of all Christian teaching» cjb• r1]ie>
testant and Catholic, are sources of untold niisc 
many sensitive and unconsciously affected nun - ?(). 

Apart from its presence in the “  canon ” jbc
called holy writ, the Song of Solomon, if it PassC 
Censor, might well find a place in the wind0'' 
display the novels of Mrs. Elinor Glynn, an< 
volumes supposed to be what they are not. J . cg\' 
by the standard of the best of what are a very 1 
laneous collection, from classics to lascivious .̂(,1) 
the Song of Solomon may be said for the readers  ̂
like such things to be just the sort of thing thO,^,^ 
Whether any author less familiar with the deity ¡1?
be allowed to have his work sold to, and 
school prizes to children, if it contained sue'C ^, :>
ages as that with which we close, is, in our opr"1
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nii>tter 0f
doubt. “  Stay me with flagons, comfort 

aPples; for I mn sick of love. His left hand 
tit t n'y ^ead, and his right hand doth embrace 
, • 1 charge you, O ye daughters of Jerusalem, byrnpo - - « - ’

l"e With 
h under

not 6S’ and by the hinds of the field, that ye stir
llP, nor awaken my love, till he please. 1 be 

1Ce of my beloved ! behold he cometh leaping upon 
, e fountains, skipping the hills. My beloved is like 
joe, or a young hart; behold he standeth behind our 
3  llc looketh forth at the windows, shewing him- 
tJ  duough the lattice. My beloved spake and said 

Rise up, my love, my fair one, and come away. 
*r?r’ !°> fbe winter is past, the rain is over and gone.The «owe
°f bird * ,CrS a^^ear 011 e a r th , th e  t im e  o f th e  s in g in g  
in tlie V S cotlle> an d  th e  v o ic e  o f  th e  tu r tle  is  h e a rd  
figs  ̂ aiub T h e  fig  tre e  p u tte th  fo rth  h e r  g re e n  

s in j Ca '’I12 v u ie s  w ith  a  te n d e r  g r a p e  g iv e  a  go o dA . ..................... ..........  1 a
n r ise, m y  lo v e , m y  fa ir  o n e , a n d  co m e  a w a y . ’

A I, an Handsacre.

*h.6 Inadequacy of Christianity,
UI]? fr
gists f <|Ucnt changes of ground made by the apolo- 

Christianity show that many of them have 
hist,
Cl:

a b ou t th e  h o ld  o f  tra d it io n  a n d  re lig io u s  
T h e  w o r ld  h a s  h a d  2,000 y e a r s  o f  o rg a n ize d

0111

peS i l,ni1ty,. and the man in tiie street advances the 
nieaJ J  Jihtiniate criticism that there is as yet very 
to*# Cvidence of the practice or operation of its 
'vfetc, C( Principle's, particularly when the present 
tiii,u1 ‘Cdness (>f so many human beings is kept in 
stren’ Han<1 " dlen one has regard to the numerical 
C'hisp ' Christianity in the World. Numerically, 
Uriel ]'aUS ôrm a very small— if confident, insolent 
Ponm °niIrieeririg— minority of the world’s religious 

Ration.
KranNStianity has miserably failed to reach and 
„ PPle witr, (-1....... ., ___Uiqp',.-0 "b b  the root causes of human disorders and
con,

£ * w „ 0l
!Cei'ns i

O n e  o f th e  re a so n s fo r  th is  is  th a t it  o n ly
'tself with effects. It is always shutting the 

TlirJ :'°0r a t̂er tpie stee<' bas escaped or been stolen.
hitldly

is "'by representative Christians are always 
'¡fcijj'' Southing about the examples of Christian 
Eeavi'Cence furnished by hospitals for instance. 
I*lj K aside the point that unbelievers, Jews and 

ts Hi other creeds also take a share in provid- 
siipporting hospitals, why is it that we can-"ot

and

j 'luire the higher and wider view?
bo c S JAainly right that the sick and maimed should 
&01T| J ” "y and efficiently treated. But need we have 
ci,re 'Jsick and maimed? Prevention is better than 
tioUs we get down to really fundamental ques
ts  ,"e Would realize that the humanistic solution is 
he °ue— that from infancy human beings should

'bed and taught in accordance with and in 
th*ience to those great silent, unerring monitors- 
are J ' ' s °f Nature. After all Hospitals in themselves 
t!ii„,, ln°re pleasing objects of the landscape to 
toi-jeJ 'k  People than prisons, workhouses or refornra- 

r̂iiv be many seem to regard them as neces-
li,  ̂ D0rrhn.--- - ..1:............1 ... it. _hoPfcs Permanent institutions, while the Freethinker 

Ut

Raws of Nature. Laws of Nature forsooth !

C6S 11 ----  — •>  ..... - —  * — .........
•Hilt t'w'y are only temporary and provisional

’’Pon J ' ' e C h r is t ia n  s n e e rs  a t  an d  h e a p s  c o n tin u a lly  
r, u the T - - - -  - - -

> 1  a'he J  a civilization like ours have been evolved on 
hi °f the Laws of Nature?

'hie far as civilization is a success, it is entirely 
1 horfe . co-operation of Naturalism and Humanism. 
'>?ht Ho possible understanding between the en- 
ht:ii1;>oleh natural men and suppositious supernaturalgs. As Paul puts it: “ The natural man is 

5 C|‘ against God.’ ”  God was made by man in 
* days of his ignorance and fear and weakness

— when science was unknown, and when in his terror 
under natural cataclysms like thunderstorms, earth
quakes and unseasonable darkness, man could only 
attribute these terrible happenings to the actions of 
superior powers of whom he knew nothing. Man 
was then entirely at the mercy and dictation of his 
emotions uncontrolled and without direction by a 
trained intellect.

As Grant Allen observed, another cause of belief 
in supernaturalism among primitive peoples was the 
coming of death. When the head of a tribe actually 
died his people did not know that all his powers 
were extinct so far as they were concerned. They 
regarded him more as being asleep or in a coma or 
trance, involving suspension of the exercise of his 
powers. They did not know he was dead as we 
know now. So these people put their dead chief in a 
cave and placed beside the corpse food, drink, gar
ments, staves and other things that he might need 
when 1ns consciousness was restored. How illumin
ating are these customs when we come to examine 
the Christian doctrine of the Resurrection ! There 
is probably no more complete answer to the doctrine 
than that given by the great apostle of common sense 
Thomas Paine to- Paul, who used the simile of the 
seed sown in the earth as representing the buried 
dead body of a believer. Paine conclusively demon
strated that a dead seed could never germinate, and 
if a man lived and died and then lived again, there 
was no reason why he should not also die again. Yet 
the Christians to-day regard as one of the irrefragable 
bases of the doctrine of the Resurrection this foolish 
falsity and false foolery of the apostle Paul !

After all it is only common decency that any com
munity should see that every member of it is ade
quately fed, clothed, housed; and if ill in health, 
tended and treated. It is no magnificent generosity 
of spirit that is required for what after all is a social 
duty for the conservation and health of the body 
politic. How elementary and petty is the Christian 
idea of brotherliness and neighbourliness ! Many 
Christians who style themselves “  advanced ’ ’ and 
“  liberal ”  have subordinated the idea of “  redemp
tion ” to what may be described as “  Institutional 
Ethicism.”  They want to change the centre of 
gravity, and to develop a religious system which 
shall be one of ethical sanctions and ethical reforms.

And does this fact not testify to the failure of 
Christianity in its essentials? Once you belittle, you 
may as well discard wholly, original sin, the atone
ment, salvation by faith and the Resurrection. Who 
believes in the virgin birth idea to-day? And what 
moral or bénéficient purpose can be read into such 
doctrines as the Virgin Birth and the miracles of the 
New Testament?

Search the Scriptures and you fail to find any 
declaration of principle higher than you can find in 
the teachings of persistent creeds and philosophies. 
Christian would have us believe that their faith is the 
only true faith; that they only have the true God 
(though his nature and attributes are hazy and 
undefined); and that their faith provides for all the 
needs of humanity. Is it altogether cynical to ask 
why therefore the needs of humanity remain to such 
a tremendous extent unsatisfied and unheeded? Why 
do we see so many human wrecks around our very 
doors ?

No, the whole trouble is due to the want of know
ledge and the lack of sensible and efficient organiza
tion of ourselves and of our resources.

We are content to grope along in a state of un
scientific muddle. The quacks, the exploiters and 
the clever gamblers who so reverentially genuflect, 
cross themselves, and bow on Sundays in the great 
Churches are the modern workers of the oracles of
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Hod. Did we speak of the misgivings of Christian 
apologists about the enduring hold of tradition and 
custom ? Do not let us be too sanguine. Yet, surely, 
■ when we survey the world— showing great unrest 
wherever we turn— which is evidently the prelude to 
mighty organic changes— we are justified in believ
ing that men and women will learn thoroughly to 
test all things and cleave to that which is good and 
true. If we can depend on that, the fetters of super
natural tradition will surely if slowly be filed away—  
for behold “  old things are passing away : all things 
are becoming new !”

Ignotus.

National Secular Society.

R eport of E xecutive Meeting hei.d A pril  17, 1931. 

T he President, Mr. C. Cohen, in the chair.
Also present : Messrs. Quinton, Clifton, Wood, .Silves

ter, Corrigan, Hornibrook, LeMaine, Rosetti (A. C.), 
Ebury, Mrs. Venton, Miss Rough, and the Secretary. 
Minutes of the previous meeting read and accepted. The 
financial statement was before the meeting.

New members were admitted to the Liverpool, W. Lon
don Branches, and Parent Society. Permission to form 
a Branch of the N.S.S. to be known as the Brighton 
Branch was given.

Correspondence was dealt with from Birmingham, 
Burnley, Liverpool, Eastbourne, and Montreal. In 
accordance with the votes received from Branches, the 
Executive declared the Annual Conference of 1931 will 
be held in Liverpool, and the Secretary was instructed 
to proceed with all necessary arrangements. The 
audited Balance Sheet for the year was before the meet
ing, and passed. Motions for the Conference Agenda 
were passed over to the Agenda Committee, consisting 
of the President, Mr. Quinton, Miss Rough, and the 
Secretary. Final details concerning the Social on the 
18th were reported, and the meeting closed.

The next meeting of the Executive will be held on 
May 15, at 7 p.m.

R. II. R osetti,
General Secretary.

N.S.S. Social.

T he N.S.S. Social at Caxton Hall last .Saturday was a 
very successful gathering. A large and merry party 
danced to the excellent music of the Somerville Band, 
which, with other items made an enjoyable programme. 
Walter Newman’s humorous character sketches were 
clever, and provoked much laughter, and Miss Somer
ville’s delightful violin playing thoroughly deserved the 
hearty applause. The Marvelles gave a much appreci
ated entertainment of thought-reading and card manipu
lation. A “  Few Words ”  from the President is always 
demanded at such functions, and with our President’s 
happy knack of making his remarks fit the occasion, the 
“  Few Words ” are always a marked addition to the 
programme. Mr. II. R. Clifton was again a kindly and 
efficient M.C. The refreshment arrangements were in 
the capable hands of Mrs. E. Venton and her band of 
voluntary workers, and the result of their efforts may 
be summed up as quality, quantity, efficient service, and 
generally expressed satisfaction. Among those missing 
was one whose absence was quickly noticed, and many 
were the expressions that the wife of the President was 
not well enough to be present. We wish her a speedy, 
complete, and lasting recovery, and assure her our 
warmth of feeling towards our President will always 
include the President’s wife.

R. II. R osetti,

General Secretary.

SUNDAY LECTUBE NOTICES, Etc.

will noi V
t.ci lure notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street,

E.C.4, by the first post on Tuesday, or they 

inserted.

LONDON.

OUTDOOR. .
0,

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) j j-’uSoOI
B. A. Le Maine; 3.30, Messrs. C. E. Wood and •  ̂ y  
6.30, Messrs. A. H. Hyatt, A. D. McLaren and ' j »of 
Maine. Every Wednesday at 7.30, Messrs. C. E. and
C. Tuson; every Friday at 7.30, Messrs. A. D.
B. A. Le Maine. Current Freethinkers can he ol) go«1'1 
posite the Park Gates, on the corner of EdgW3 
during and after the meetings.

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (comer of w 7,30. 
Road, North End Road, Walham Green): Satur 
Messrs. A. Frank, G. Haskell and W. Aley.

INU00R- , *****  
TIighgate Debating Society (Winchester Hotel 1

Road, Highgate, N.) : Wednesday, April 29, at 7 . j f r '
—“ Would Socialism Restrict Liberty?” Affi1'"
Eagar; Neg.: Mr. G. Head. , pi0»

South Place E thical Society (Conway Half e e L" 
Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, C. E. M. Joad, B.A.—‘  ̂
flections on Psychical Research.” .̂ ool,

South L ondon E thical Society (Oliver Goldsin'jl’ ii' 
Peckham Road) : 7.0, Henry S. Pollack—“ The Sn> 
India.” 1̂#

- 'E h
Society for the P ractice and P ropaganda of \\’rj 

cal R esolutions.— Emerson Club, 6 Old Queen strjv.’ L • 
minster, Sunday, April 26, at 3.30, lecture by - j 
Payne, on “ The Root of Goodness.” All are inv> 0 .̂ ¡tv

T he Non-Political Metropolitan Secular SoCI,! 
of London Hotel, 107 York Road, Camden Road, F-7’ 0{ ‘l(l 
The Brecknock) : 7.30, Mr. C. E. Ratcliffe- “ l‘idl’f 
Society.” A General Meeting will follow the leotu'1

COUNTRY.
outdoor.

Bradford Branch N.S.S.—Sunday, April 26, 
Ogden. Meet at New Victoria Cinema at 2.15 P

pan’,1.1«
,111.

■ iff'
______ __ _______..  . A ! »

T. Brighton will lecture in Bigg Market, Newcastle
S.D.F.—St. James’ Hall, Burnley, Sunday, Apr ,¡9'' 

11.0, Lecture by Mr. J. Clayton—“ This SabbatM'

INDOOR.

N ewcastle-o'n-Tyne B ranch (Socialist Club. £  jn* 
Pilgrim Street) : 3.0, Members Meeting. At 7’.3°' nn.'fs.oil'

ril

YOU W ANT ONE.

* V «K
N.S.S. BADGE.—A single PaflSy{ 
size as shown; artistic and Uefl 
in enamel and silver. This en\ ^  
been the silent means of introdllcl 
kindred spirits. Brooch or Stud *
I’rice gd., post free.— From 

The G eneral Secretary, N.S.S., 62 Farringdon S*

UNWANTED CHILDF1
In a Civilized Com m unity there should 

U N W A N T E D  Children.

Of 
It* »0

trol Requisites and Books, send a ijid. «{amp u
ri

For an Illustrated Descriptive Lisi (68 pages) of

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantag«
(Established nearly Forty Yeart-l

P
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i “ A Book every Freethinker should possess.”

j The True Story of the Roman 
I Catholic Church
I By Joseph McCabe.

n Xo fiction, no work of drama, no fabulous tale of terrific or fantastic imagination could ap- 
( jr ac 1 in amazing interest The True Story of the Roman Catholic Church, as told by Joseph 
1 « 17, .in six double volumes— altogether, 360,000 words that are packed to the last “ i ”  and 
1 win startling pictures of Catholic history, which is interwoven by broad crimson threads
( , 1 l*le history of our western world. For centuries Catholicism dominated Europe. The dog-

a ® °f the Roman Catholic Church prevailed as powerful law. Catholic intrigues and Catholic
1 i,nbiti°US were carried through releirtlessly. Through all the great events of history trailed the ) 
I ncnse and Aminnnc nf flip» OVmrrll of "Romo v

It is more than a general understanding of the role of Catholicism in history that Joseph
tlense and ominous policy of the Church of Rome.

« X *  Sives in this important and complete story of a religious institution which has represented 
vj . ’nerely faiths and beliefs but tremendous political, social power. True, McCabe impresses 
Thv  ̂ uP°n the reader the broad sweep of events and the vast, surging tides of conflict and feeling, 
lo ' s envisaged as a whole, as a series of events and struggles and revolutions which are

I 
I 
!
i I0gic„ii ' ---------0 — ------ ---------- ’ —  --------------------------- -----  - -  -0 0 -—  - - -  -----------------  -----—  ;----
) kn 'V C011nected. But going to make up this whole— to make it effective and convincing 
I abl f ôr ^le reaflcr— is the most detailed, careful, exact chronicle of happenings. Iunumer-
I in *acts °f the most vital significance are for the first time made available to a popular audience 
j n this '

!
immense, scholarly work by McCabe.

Catl i^*le following are the titles of the twelve books (two in a volume) : x. How the Roman 
, !°hc Church Really Began. 2. How the Roman Catholic Church Became Wealthy and Corrupt.
Ag l0'V PoPe’s Power Was Made and Enforced. 4. How Rome Made and Ruled the Dark 
to t f  J*’ f f ° w the People Were Made to Submit to Papal Power. 6. The True Relation of Rome 
8 |e Revival of Art, Letters and Learning. 7. The Height of the Papal Regime of Vice and Crime. 
jL ttow Rome Fought Attempts to Reform Morals. 9. The Truth About the “  Reform ”  of 

* Ri,”6' I0, The Last Alliance of Church and State. 11. Roman Catholic Intrigues of the
I 1(;teenth Century. 12. The Roman Catholic Church As It Is To-day.

S I X  DOUBLE VOLUMES 10/ 6d. (Post Free) Inland Postage only
Im perial and Foreign Custom ers m ust add E x tra  Postage.

O R D ER N O W  ON TH IS FORM .
THE LITTLE BLUE BOOKS, 82, Bridge Road, Thornton Heath, Surrey.

of ^  Enclosed is xo/6d. for which send me, post free, the six double volumes of “  The True Story
Roman Catholic Church,”  by Joseph McCabe.

(BI.OCK LETTF.RS, PLEASE.)

1

--- ------------- -------- - f

I lie Foundations of Religion | ] Christianity &  Civilization1
BY

j PaPep

i

CHAPMAN COHEN.
Nineponce

Postage id.

A Chapter from “ The History of the Intellectual 1 
Development of Europe.” I|

By P r o f .  J.  W.  D R A P E R .  j
P rice  - T W O P E N C E . Postage id . jl

pRESS> 6l Farri„gdon Street, E.C.4” i J Th* Pione*r Pr8SS> 61 Farringdon Street, B .C.* j
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I
| ^ th e n ’s Thoughts on Christianity j
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