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Views and Opinions.

cannot be expected to accept an 
others as settling the matter.

^Qligious Bogies.
| , ]<ir.\p,s I am very peculiar. Perhaps it is other 
t iJ°Ple who are peculiar. Obviously I cannot be ex- 
.*cte<l to give a decisive answer, and it is quite 

c °ar that I 
jTswer from 
I *• there are certainly many things on which 
j 'her from the other fellow, even when he happens 
° ' ,e> generally, with me. For example, I could 

p Vfcr Quite appreciate the furious indignation some 
p1 eethinkers displayed over the famous watch story. 
Ip i"aS sa*ĉ *^at 011 a Part'cular occasion Ilradlaugh 

pulled out his watch and challenged the deity 
j]i hrove his existence by striking him dead within 
 ̂ lte minutes. I heard Christians repeat the state- 

hi horror-stricken tones, and Freethinkers re- 
yit *ate ^ whh voices quivering with indignation. And 
| J ’ a11 1 colhd ever extract from the story was a 
ll,|!th. Bradlaugh challenging the deity in this way 
J h d b e  on a level with my offering to box the 

;UI)pion of the world— provided he was. never made 
1 ar° of my proposal.
^"d the story was such an old one. It began with 

ir°I'le merely offending God, and for that he choked 
p blinded them, or paralysed them, or affected 

e'n hi some other of the pleasant little ways in which 
,'i^ held intercourse with his people. Or, worse 

the ill-doer got converted and died a Christian. 
I" no one at that stage believed that a man could be 

p daring as to challenge the existence of the deity, 
j lL‘ wicked Atheist story could only originate at a 
l(, lc" when God was believed to do something. Now
a y s  Christians appear to believe that God is mainly 
YcUpied iu doing nothing. He did something a long 
j 11e ago. To-day he has retired from business, and 
, 0 'Roney spent in his worship may be regarded as 
v Very handsome old-age pension. At any rate the 
^t(-‘h story left me untouched. If the story had 
^  Tue Bradlaugh would only have been offering 
* b'Pd the kind of challenge Christians used and in

vited when they really believed in his activity. And 
if God had really existed he would have been justi
fied— as gods go— in striking him dead. For Brad
laugh had done him irreparable injury. Thousands 
might have gone on believing, and have died as silly 
as when they left Sunday school had it not been for 
Bradlaugh. To have killed Bradlaugh would have 
been much more sensible than allowing him to live, 
and rob heaven of its prospective denizens. Finally, 
I can assure anyone who cares to repeat the watch 
episode that he is quite safe. If he announces his inten
tion, there is not an insurance company in existence 
that will count it as an extra risk. The odds are in
finity to one on his safety.

* * *
Death Beds.

Another thing on which I appear to differ from a 
great many is with respect to death-beds. I still re
ceive many letters from different parts of the country 
asking whether Bradlaugh, or Foote, or some other 
well-known Freethinker died a Christian. Of course, 
I do not like to hear these stories about great Free
thinkers any more than I care to hear that they all 
got drunk, or beat their wives, or indulged in some 
other form of rascality. But if all the stories were 
true, I do not know that I should be very much con
cerned, except to try and discover why so many men 
having lived sensibly died foolishly. Certainly it 
would not affect my own opinions. For one really 
ought not to hold an 3̂ opinion because the other 
fellow does. John Smith ought onhr to agree with 
Plato when Plato agrees with him. That does make 
it quite clear that Smith and Plato are two persons. 
On a question of fact we are often compelled to take 
another man’s word; but opinion is quite another 
matter. That I must form for myself, and in that 
case the opinion I hold must be my own. So that I 
was never very much interested as to whether F'ree- 
thinkers did or did not die shrieking for Jesus to save 
them. I have heard of Christians who were reduced 
to that same pitifully low level, and as we are all 
human, it might be just possible that owing to the 
disintegrating influence of disease some Freethinkers 
might be reduced to the level upon which so many 
fervent believers normally live. I always hoped it was 
not true in the case of the Freethinker, I was afraid 
it was true in the case of the Christian. He might 
naturally be expected to face death with the same 
pitiful outlook he had retained during his life. It is 
bad for the Freethinker to forget what one has 
learned, but it is beyond expression regrettable for the 
Christian never to have learned at all.

* * *
Edison’s Beliefs.

I really commenced these notes apropos of the 
death of Edison. English newspapers have published 
paragraphs concerning his opinions on religion.
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Similar paragraphs have also appeared in American 
papers. But in one respect the American papers 
seem to be better than our own. In England the 
newspapers generally aim at telling people what they 
think it is good for them to know, with the results 
that in all matters of religion the general rule is to 
keep out anything that looks like a direct attack 
upon religious beliefs. The consequence is pure dope. 
It illustrates the most cowardly and the most con
temptible form of lying. The American press seems 
to adopt the policy that so long as an item is “ news”  
it may have a place. The result is that whereas in 
England we have only known that some of Edison’s 
friends think he had a belief in religion, in America 
there have been statements from the other side assert
ing that he had no religion at all. In England the 
desire is to create the impression that the man who 
gave us the earthly gramophone ought to be a’> 
authority on heavenly harps, and if a man helps in the 
development of the electric light, he ought to be an 
authority on the immortality of the soul.

Thus, in a copy of the New York Evening Post, 
dated October 19, I find a summary of opinions on 
the subject. Some of Edison’s family say that he 
had an open mind on the question of immortality, 
which means nothing at all. Edison’s doctor, Her
bert S. Howe, as evidence of this open mind, cites 
him as saying, “  Well, if there is a hereafter it doesn’t 
matter, and if there isn’t a hereafter it doesn’t matter 
either.”  That certainly doesn’t sound very impres
sive evidence on the part of people who want to make 
Edison religious, if they can. It is also stated that 
the inventor’s well-known Agnosticism was not 
Atheism. The kind of Agnosticism and what is 
meant by Atheism are not stated. Anyway, we are 
quite familiar with this kind of thing, we know how 
often it is used by those poor timid souls here who 
do not care to have it known that they really are 
Atheists, and who must bless T. H. Huxley, who so 
thoughtfully provided a respectable alias for them—  
and for himself.

On the other hand, Air. Joseph Lewis, President of 
the New York Freethought Association, repeats what 
was said to him some time back in the course of an 
interview, by Edison himself, and which was pub
lished soon after in these columns. Edison wished 
Mr. Lewis well in his work, he said that the worst of 
it was that “  Preachers got hold of the children from 
six to seven years of age, and then it is almost im
possible for others to do anything with them.”  He, 
moreover several times contributed to the work of the 
Freethought Association (Mr. Lewis has been 
thoughtful enough to retain photographic copies of 
the cheques) and contributed to the fund for sending 
Paine’s Age of Reason to schools and colleges. 
Decidedly the Freethinkers appear to have the better 
of the argument. And as the world goes it is safe to 
assume that any public man who publicly expresses 
himself against religion, is likely to be expressing 
only a little of what he feels. Christianity may not 
have done much in some directions, but in that of 
coating public life with a slime of sheer hypocrisy it
has met with unquestionable success.

* * *
The Paralysis of Piety.

So much for Edison and his religious beliefs. As I 
have already said, I don’t care the value of-a brass 
button whether Edison, or Bradlaugh, or Foote did 
or did not believe in Christianity before they died. 
And the kind of man who will go on believing in a 
God because on his death-bed someone told him that 
Edison thought there might be one, is quite safe from 
anything that I or any other Freethinker may do. 
He will never cease to be religious, and being what 
he is, he is probably less of a nuisance in a churclj

or chapel than he would be out of it. After all. e' e 
fools have a right to some bit of ground they 
call their own; and a man of that stamp stands as 0 
of God’s children, and nothing that one can do 
him or to him will ever accomplish more than 
change the form of his stupidity. .. j

My personal interest in the man who is horn 
at the watch story, or who finds himself convn>ĉ  
that there is a God, or believes in the resurrection 
Jesus because someone who was trained a Chris 
reverts to his infantile beliefs just before death, m - 
men interest me only' as studies in mental pathol°P-’ 
or as illustrative types of undeveloped human1 
When the domesticated dog wishes to lie down t>e ^  
a fire in a modern dining room, he tramps round a1̂  
round before settling down with a satisfied grunt, 
is a survival from the time when the wild dog tramp 
the grass in order to be sure that nothing danger 
was concealed therein. So with men. "  jj 
ago crouching in their forest lairs they sbiver 
and shook before the wizardry of their medicine-m^j 
and carried about them to their death the meI' 
scars caused by their education. The years r°U  ̂
the forest clearing gives place to the cathedral or 
chapel, the nredicine-man to the priest, the congie®‘j 
tion sings hymns to the music of an organ, 
of droning songs to the beating of a tom-tom. 
the type remains substantially unchanged. It lS o

unreflective, mentally t'1"^

IN

primitive incurious,
type unchanged in all its essentials. They ca” 
seen on all sides, more numerous than many t 
lieve, and highly resistant to genuine improv'd1 
And each one of them has a vote.

C hapman CoHEri-

Undiluted Eeligion.

“ Speedy, end to superstition, a gentle one if y°lt 
contrive it, but an end.”—Carlyle. j

“ Rough work, iconoclasm, but the only way t° £ 
truth.”-  Holmes.

“  Liberty’s chief foe is theology .’ ’—Bradlaugh-

A  salvation army circular, distributed in the 
of London, states that this organization is the

sole

repository of “  undiluted religion,”  and, of C°.U. il) 
invites support on that account. It is a large c * 
but religious bodies have seldom been remarkable 
modesty or sobriety of statement. . ,jau

The first Salvation Army, according to Chrm^jj 
tradition, was not a conspicuous success. It lS 
to have been “ sold up,’ including its manaP

TweD -director, for “  thirty pieces of silver. starte4
centuries later another Salvation Army was S“*- j 
by William Booth, which proved so very succès 
that it celebrated its jubilee amid the plaudits 0 0{
press, and the blessings of distinguished membc ¿ 
The Royal congratulations were fulsome»  ̂ a§ 
almost as much stress was laid on the social vvo j (1. 
the religious activities of this Salvation Army-^ jj0t 
deed, the Royal congratulations were fulsome, 
sentimental. King George referred to the ^  -ts 
tion Army’s “  mighty achievements,”  and 0 
“  works of love and mercy whilst Queen A le3ca jj- 
dwelt on “  the great and bénéficient work f°r . 
kind, initiated by its first General.”  The “ S r¡Jl 
free press ”  of England took up the 
refrain, and thousands of columns of the^
colossal silliness appeared in print concerning k-
Salvation Army and its so-called philanthropic 

The plain truth is that this Salvation Army 
most reactionary religious body, save the R g, 
Church, in England. The Army’s trade-1 Ji»' 
“  Blood and Fire,”  proves it beyond all cavil an

l
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ûte- It is “  gross as a mountain, open, palpable.” 
country pretending to culture and civilizationIn a

j.lL' motto should be sufficient to make the bronze 
>ns m Trafalgar Square roar in indignation. It 

"jeans, in plain language, that all must wash in the 
llo°d of Christ, or fall into the fire of everlasting 
e *■ It may be Christian teaching, it may even be 
e quintessence of the teaching of Jesus, but most 

Certainly it is not “  great and beneficient work for 
Mankind,”  as the newspapers of this country pretend.

So much for “  undiluted religion.”  The value of 
le social work of this Salvation Army is exaggerated 

°l’t °f all proportion. Salvationists have all to be 
tetotallers? What real effect has that on Britain’s 

jj'msumption of alcohol ? Salvationists have all to 
c abstainers from tobacco. The sale of tobacco and 

Cl&arettes has more than doubled during the past few 
years. As for the alleged restoration of tens of 

lc,usands of women and girls from lives of vice, it 
as not affected the condition of our towns, or the 

Satisfies of prostitution. Royal persons and the 
Cophantic press may bless the Salvation Army 

Reiters and the “  beneficent work ”  at Hadleigh 
,arni Colony, but what have Trade Unionists to say 
0llt these matters? There is no “ charity,”abi

Ch:
Hr

tistian or otherwise, in the very business-like 
mgration Department of the Salvation Army. The 

Migrants pay their fares, and the Army officials 
’ake the usual commission from the railway and 
"kipping companies. The boasted “ Suicide Bureau” 

the Salvation Army is almost as farcical as the 
Suicide Club,”  so happily described by Stevenson

Hi
fro,

le former is supposed to have saved thousands
°in self-murder in its many forms, but it does not 

"I’pear to have affected the annual statistics concern- 
"'g suicide.

I'iie flamboyant journalists claim that the Salva- 
’otl Army took religion into the slums. Just s o ! 

“ n<I the slums are no better for it. The 
jjkole country is seething with industrial unrest, 
yorking men and women are no longer to be cajoled 
l"*-0 giving other people money in order to fight an 
’"Aginary devil. They are looking askance at the 
greedy, and probably Christian, landlords, slum- 
°Vvtiers, and profiteers. They have been bullied long 
j'n°Ugh with the lullaby that “  the earth is the 
fi°rd’s.”  They have discovered that in this country 

le earth belongs to the ground landlords, a distinc- 
'°n with a difference.

People have been hypnotized by the big drums, 
j'ffiiipets, and tambourines of the Salvation Army. 
<0°k at the figures concerning converts in any issue 

j. fi'e IFar Cry, and then add them together from the 
ln>c that periodical first added to the gaiety of the 

""bon and disputed with Punch the position of a 
C°n>ic paper. The grand total is simply enormous, 

the number of Christians grow steadily less. 
th^Pite tlle testimonials from the “  upper circles,”  

10 thing is a riotous jest.
It is a bad joke also for the Salvation Army to 

°0tffine its output of “  undiluted religion ”  to the 
)v°rking-class. If its officials are really interested 

social problems, let them go to the West-end of 
London, and tell the idle folks there that it is im- 
!!°'al to draw rent from slum property, and to draw 

j lvidends from sweated labour. Let them go to the 
°Hieries and railways and notice that men are ex- 

!‘°sed to death and mutilation in earning royalties 
jl',(I dividends. Let them tell their titled patrons 

lat >t is immoral that women should sew fashionable 
foments for a few pence each, and that half-starved, 1 

children should roam the streets night and day. 
-lree millions of men and women to-day are unable 

0 find work to do, and are living from hand to I

mouth in the richest country in the world. Endless 
recitals of the “  old, old story,”  coupled with threats 
of hell and hopes of paradise, will not satisfy people 
in these serious times. And all the artful aids of 
showmanship, the drums, trombones, and tambour
ines, will not hide the stark fact that Christianity is 
an evangel for slaves, and no longer suited to the re
quirements of the citizens of a free country. England 
will never be civilized whilst it has a Christian 
majority. An educated democracy will never stand 
in silent adoration before the highly-coloured litho
graph of a saviour who never lived. Such an action 
may be “  undiluted religion,” but it is also undis
guised superstition.

M im nerm us.

Masterpieces of Freethought.

x.
T he O rigin  of all W o r sh ips .

By Du pu is .

Before me lie three thick quarto volumes. They 
are the first edition of one of the most learned works 
ever written by a Freethinker; indeed I am not quite 
sure if it is not the most learned work. The title 
page is as follows : Origine de Tous les Cultes ou Re
ligion Universelle par Dupuis, Citoyen François. 
Tome Premier a Paris, Chez H. Agasse, rue des Poite
vins, No. 13. L ’an III. de la Republique, une et 
Indivisible. Liberté, Egalité, Fraternité.

This first volume has 556 pages and sixteen pages 
in the Preface. The second volume is divided into 
two parts, 302 pages and 304 pages, and the third 
volume, also in two parts, has 367 pages, 355 pages, 
an index of 104 pages and sixteen pages explaining 
the numerous plates in each of the three volumes. 
Such a monument of industry and learning leaves 
one breathless— for though almost unknown to the 
present generation of Freethinkers, it is safe to say 
that no anti-religious work has had such a profound 
influence on the study of the history of religion as 
this famous Origin of all Worships.

As I turn over its pages with its enormous wealth 
of classical allusions, its constant reference to his
torians, travellers and philosophers of all ages, I 
simply stand aghast. I can find no words to describe 
a work which must have taken the author years and 
years of writing and correcting. It appeared in the 
full tide of the French Revolution, at a time when 
the whole world of moral values was changing, when 
an almost complete break with the past, in history 
and custom and ideas, was taking place and when, 
almost for the first time since Christianity had con
quered the world, the challenge of the people to king 
and priest resulted in a blow to established things 
from which they have never recovered.

Dupuis himself was one of those wonder children 
that appear now and then in this extraordinary world 
of ours, and had he put his genius to the service of 
Christianity, he would, no doubt have taken his 
place with the greatest Christian scholars, with Jer
ome and Augustine, Bossuet and Bellarmine, New
man and Manning and Lightfoot. But his attack on 
Christianity embodied not only an explanation of 
many of its principal characteristics; it went further, 
it actually denied the historical existence of Jesus 
Christ and, than that, no more deadly sin could 
happen in the eyes of the priest.

Charles François Dupuis was born in 1742 and died 
in 180g— the same year as our own Thomas Paine. 
He very early showed signs of scholarship, and like 
his father, might have been just an ordinary school
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master. He attracted the notice, however, of the 
Duke de la Rochefoucauld, who sent him to the Col
lege d’Harcourt with brilliant results. He soon ob
tained his M.A. degree, and at twenty-four years of 
age became Professor of Rhetoric in the college of 
Slseux. He married in 1775 and received a Chair in 
the College of France, and his fame was almost com
plete when he delivered the funeral oration in Latin, 
for his University, of Maria Theresa of Austria. He 
is said to have invented at this time a sort of telegraph 
with which he could correspond with signs, with a 
friend living in another town, at Bagneux. He des
troyed the apparatus, however, when the Revolution 
took place.

His particular bent was for mathematics and as
tronomy and he studied these subjects with Lalande 
and two priests, Leblond and Barthelemy. The re
sult was that lie commenced making notes for his 
great work and published in the Journal des Savants 
a few fragments, and in 17S1 gathered them together 
in one volume. His ideas were received as much 
with enthusiasm by his learned friends as they were 
bitterly criticized by those sharp-witted enough to 
scent the heretic. In 17SS he was elected a member 
of the French Academy, and in spite of his critics, 
was able to bring out in 1794 the work which forms 
the subject of these articles. It should have appeared 
in Prussia under the auspices of Frederick the Great, 
but the death of this King deprived Dupuis also of 
the Chair for Literature in the Academy of Berlin. 
Unfortunately, though the work caused a profound 
sensation, especially among priest and scholars, it 
did not have quite the success its author expected 
among the people— for whom, in the main, it was 
written. Dupuis was under no delusion as to the 
cause. 2,220 pages require reading, no matter what 
the subject, but when it happens to be a terrific 
thesis, a polemic against the established religion with 
new ideas, and the complete negation of a God who 
had reigned supreme as a sort of Divine Person for 
over 1,200 years, it really was too much. Such a 
work requires nearly unlimited leisure for study. It 
requires a certain scholarship in advance. However 
much one would like to dispute statements, there is 
no time to prove what, to a man of immense learning, 
is already proved. Dupuis took for granted something 
of his own vast knowledge in his readers— an im
possible position.

He therefore issued a popular abridgement in 1798 
— though one can read between the lines of the Pre
face to this abridgement that he was terribly disap
pointed. He still felt that the little work should 
conduct the reader to the big one, but in case it 
did not, “  they will have,”  he says, “  an extract of 
the principles of the newr system and a detailed- 
enough explanation of the discoveries to which it led, 
and a new route opened to a study of antiquity. There 
will also be a few new things not found in the original 
volumes. And I have,” he adds, “  left out as much 
as I could of the necessary high scholarship, so that 
the book will attract a greater number of readers; for 
to instruct my fellow-men and add to their happiness 
has ahvays been the aim of my studies.”

Dupuis retired, at the approach of the worst ex
cesses of the Revolution to Evreux, but he was elected 
a member of the Convention, and he invariably was 
on the side of moderation. During the trial of Louis 
X V I, he showed great courage, and with Paine 
and a few others, voted for the imprisonment, but 
not the death of the King. He spoke as follows after 
sentence of death had been pronounced : “  I hope 
that the majority vote will make for the happiness of 
my fellowr citizens, and it will do so if the sentence 
can survive the severe examination of Europe and 
posterity.”  Brave words at such a tim e! It is good

to think, like Thomas Paine, lie had no hand in.c°̂ ]1 
derailing the unfortunate Louis to death, and it IS 
record that, in spite of the risk of the guillotine 
limself, he managed to save many victims fr°ITI 

fury of the revolutionaries. .
Against his wish he w'as made secretary to ^ 

Convention, was given the post of looking after 
laws relative to public education. He spoke ot 
and in particular should be remembered f°r 
championing of the liberty of the press with 
famous (or infamous) Louvet de Couvrav, the aiF1 
of Faublas, the work which roused the ire of Cam _ 
but which surely is amusing and typical of the mu 
which preceded the French Revolution. j

He took part in the politics of his day, wisely 3 
temperately till 1S02, and was then .given the d^01̂  
tion of the Legion of Honour. Then came sever̂  
Academical posts in literature and fine arts, and 
publication of several other works on his pet subj ’ 
and finally, in 1S09, he retired to Bourgogne, wl> j 
he died at the age of sixty-three. He left sever‘3 
manuscripts, but in spite of his great fame di£L 
poor man, his widow receiving a pension of 01 
1,200 francs from the Institute.

I have dealt at length with the life of Dupius  ̂
cause so little is really known of him. His  ̂
book is referred to often, but who has re!i 
it ? I frankly admit I have not— the first mV
thought masterpiece I have not read, dealt with i11 j 
series. But as I turn over the pages and stop to rC 
some, I can only repeat my amazement at such U1' j 
tion. Dupuis left nothing to chance. He ransac 3 . 
ancient literature to prove-his thesis, and he T10 ... 
fully and generously. Mr. John M. Robertson T  j. 
Short History of Frcethought, says Dupuis “  t 
an important step, not yet fully reckoned with  ̂
later mj’thologists, towards the mythological ana 
of the Gospel narratives.”  He is right, many °f ? „ 
own Rationalists have not yet arrived at anyth1!, 
like the position of Dupuis. They have not read n 
or made the least effort to find out what he stood ^ 

What was the origin of all cults? Is thete ‘  ̂
answer to such a question? Has Dupuis, if 
actually solving the problem, provided us with a 

I shall try and deal with these questions i11 
following articles.

II. C uTN'T'
(To be continued.)

Rondeau.

I c a n  make you dream; this art I know;
Just how to take your hand and lead you— so— 
Away from this grey world of grime and toil 
Unto a land of honey, and sweet oil,
Of warmth and sunshine, where soft zephyrs bio"'- 
Words are our chariot; by them we g o ;
Words, cunning words, that cause the eyes to gl°'v' 
With words, and well-placed pauses as a foil,

I can make you dream-

Behold my servants; marshalled in a row 
They wait my orders; I command, and, lo,
They storm your fastness; they proceed to coil 
Around the heart and set the blood aboil—
What magic from a poet’s pen can flow!

I can make you dream- 
Bayard

Hope ever urges on and tells us to-morrow 
better.— Tibullus.

.will

Death and taxes are inevitable.— Haliburton.
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Metaphysics for the Materialist.
It iv ls n°w time to retrace our steps. In Freethinker
No,
>S a

°- 19, it was shown how the concept of self-existence 
Necessity of thought. In No. 24 it was held that a 

^taphysics based on empirics could worthily supple- 
lent the latter, and that the Materialist should com- 

j e with his metaphysicist rivals in their own field. 
1 26, 27 and 31, these rivals were discussed, and 
aIIy I aimed at indicating how a metaphysical tenet 

•Sht better orthodox Materialism. Let us now see 
^  What lines the Materialist (by which term I shall 
fc,1ceforward understand, Emergent Materialist) 
^dd frame his metaphysic, 
having in mind those rival theories already dis- 

2'issed, and basing our observations on the behaviour 
1 substance given in empirics (i . e science and 
fcVeryday life), we assert : —

1- Substance is not a tool in the hands of God, 
nor does it show signs of being pulled to an 
End.

2- It is monistic, deterministic in behaviour, and 
constant, and therefore is not inoculated or 
acted on, or in any way concerned with other 
alleged principles of existence.

3- It has self-existence, phenomena not being 
merely the eject of mind.

I- It is not intelligent or purposive, and so can 
neither be benevolent (pro-human) nor male
volent (anti-human).

5- It is active and creative, and among its (formal) 
creations are mental and living events.

Ny the first assertion we join issue with transcen- 
(ental teleology, with the second we oppose Inter- 
■ Wtioiiism; the third and fourth meet Idealism, in its 
(!'icctive and substantive aspects respectively; the 
!nal assertion contends that substance, single, crea- 
lVe and relatively unintelligent, is all that is re- 

T'Wed as datum for a workable metaphysics, 
j I or the moment these assertions are in dogmatic 
UT%  but every hypothesis can be viewed, in that 
"ay. prior to experiment. How are we to show they 
'lre true? Obviously, what is wanted is a criterion
j'l Iruth, and, according to the standard of truth used 
T science (see Freethinker No. 9), we proceed to in-
Tiire whether our assertions are assumed and acted 

ui everyday life— which is the final court of ap-°n
!'l'al as to whether we are talking sense or nonsense, 

one true philosophy is that which is in practical1 lie
Use
«1,

and the philosopher’s task is to reconstruct in 
°Ught, and then in words, the world he finds in 

'.Quality; this after he has consulted the report of 
s behaviour given by science. To minimize the 

'Ish of error he should then refer back to empirics, 
see if his speculative corresponds with the actual. 

; 0Uld his reconstruction, lifted from paper to prac- 
lce, meet with the same reward in the realm of 

'‘('•ion? Would action be prosperous and consecu- 
,'Ve? Would the beliefs which preceded action be 
'"Equate and not redundant? Would anything in 
l,lu' experience be left permanently isolated?

It should not be too difficult to specify which pliilo- 
(SfThy is established in practice. For these thousands 
I** >'ears some philosophy has been working. Which 
I as it been? Was it the primitive savages? No; his 
ypothesis passed away. It only remained so long 

<ls he, owing to fear and insufficient knowledge, was 
"‘able to test it thoroughly. Likewise, all philo- 

J>nhies pass that do not permanently satisfy the 
g la n d s  of practice. They are rehabilitated, modi- 
, 6<q developed— as Vitalism may be said to bear 
'U'alogy with primitive animism— but all to no avail, 

^terniinism is the only principle that lias been at all

serviceable, and Determinism suggests Materialism.
With regard to the above assertions : —
(1) We exert our will, thus asserting it to be an 

item in the web of causation. And so we refute 
transcendental Teleology and Fatalism.

(2) Science has no evidence that substance is 
tampered with, or has something pumped into it from 
an outside source, or -that one of its offspring has 
sprung so far that it has quite broken bounds, and 
now inflicts on it a special causal law of its own. 
Determinism demands that all phenomena are interre
lated; there is no gap anywhere, and this is supported 
in contemporary science, with its new law of conser
vation. Matter, light, electricity, energy, are merged 
one into the other, so that we can no longer speak of 
the conservation of this or that or the other. We 
can speak of the conservation of the whole. What 
is lost here is gained there. To quote J. S. Huxley, 
“  We assume that the universe throughout is com
posed of the same matter, whose essential unity, in 
spite of the diversity of its so-called elements, the 
recent researches of physicists are revealing to us.”  
lEssays[. Confirmative of this, Prof. Thomson 
says, “  As men of feeling, our prejudices tend to 
pluralism; as men of science, to monism.”  We know 
that the elements in living bodies are not different 
from those in non-living; we note known elements in 
stars and other bodies (e.g., iron in aerolites) and so 
we might go on.

' (3) We act as though substance existed in its own 
right, and not as though its phenomena might be 
withdrawn at any moment by the mind which ejected 
them. Something must exist in its own right, and 
we have no need to go further than substance. And 
so we proclaim the redundance of Idealism.

(4) We do not approach the universe as though it 
were going to help us, or as though it were going to 
hinder us— systematically. The universe is neither 
benevolent nor malevolent. It may wreck us as a ship 
is wrecked, but it is not systematically malevolent. 
It may yield a good harvest here and there, but it is 
not systematically benevolent. The substance of the 
universe is treated as unintelligent, and holds no brief 
either for optimism or pessimism. Thus we reject 
the spiritualistic or mentalistic theory.

The fifth assertion requires an article to itself. (See 
Freethinker 42 and 43.)

Yes, Materialism has no lack of adherents in prac
tice. It is the philosophical doctrine which is in 
daily use— in Piccadilly, in the science laboratory or 
in the Christian pulpit. But its popularity on paper, 
and in theory, is not wide, and this is not difficult to 
understand.

To return to the questions, what, how, and why, 
we might answer thus : —

What?— Substance; active, creative, self-sufficient 
and (relatively to some of its creatures) unintelligent.

How ?— Determinism.
W hy?— No validity, apart from animal behaviour.
To a purely hypothetical and omniscient observer 

outside the universe the process is monotonously 
fatalistic. But within the process (and that is all we 
are concerned with) Fatalism has no application; it 
is merely a pose. Fate is not made entirely, but is 
in the making, for man has part control of his own 
destiny. Every object, in fact, in virtue of its size, 
shape and composition, has part control of its own 
destiny.

Materialism rules out religion and fatalism alike. 
Both teach dependence, one complete, the other 
partly active and partly passive. The one says, “ God 
will provide,”  or, “  Do this and God will provide ” ; 
the other says, “  Poor, pitiable, impotent man. Your
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doom is fixed, a slow, sure doom, pitiless and dark. 
Of what avail are you against the mighty Power that 
tolerates you for a moment ? Blind to good and evil, 
reckless of destruction, omnipotent Matter rolls on its 
relentless way, a trampling march of unconscious 
power.”  The fallacies of Fatalism are obvious, and 
do not require a ios. 6d. book on them so late in the 
day.

The Materialist avoids both. He is not going to 
land safely in the lap of a loving heavenly father. 
Nor is he going to lie down to fate. Man he regards 
as an item in the cosmic system, not as a fly on the 
wheel. He is part of the continuum of cause-effect; 
he has will— not “  free ”  will, but will. He does 
not wait cringing for the inevitable blow of fate. 
Neither does he, normally, expect answers to his 
prayers. Nature has dealt him cards; he must play 
with them. But he must use them rationally, sanely. 
He must orient himself. He must try to realize ex
actly how unimportant, and exactly howT important, 
he is. To be buried beneath the debris of a universe 
in ruins? Not if he can help it! Yet probably so.

Religion calls us to dependence— active or passive. 
Fatalism calls us to resignation. Materialism calls 
us to action.

G. H. T a ylo r .

Your Gramophone.

The recent reduction in the price of records will have 
been welcomed by all music lovers, for it is now possible 
to get a regular concert in the home at quite a small 
cost, and as the pleasure can be repeated again and 
again, and shared with friends and visitors, the wonder 
is that everyone has not a gramophone.

One of the most remarkable series of records is un
doubtedly the Sterno 12-inch records, each priced at 
2S. 6d. Among the best of these are some to suit every 
taste.

On No. 8015 Louis V. D. Saude, baritone, sings the 
Toreador Song from Bizet’s opera Carmen, while on the 
other side Alexander Kirchner, tenor, sings Lohengrin’s 
Narration.

On No. 8013 the orchestra of the Städtischen Opera 
Berlin plays selections from Carmen itself, and the same 
orchestra on No. 8008 plays the overtures to II Seraglio 
and Marriage of Figaro.

Among other 12-inch records are renderings of Fin- 
gal’s Cave, Hungarian Rhapsody, Light Cavalry, II 
Fagliacci, and Tannhauser.

To me 12-inch records are always more satisfying 
than 10-inch, because one does have time to settle down 
to enjoy onself before having to rise to turn a record 
over.

For that reason H.M.V. records Nos. C 2210 to 2213 
appeal strongly to me, for they are the Royal Choral 
Society’s rendering of Coleridge Taylor’s Death of 
Minnehaha.

I don’t know how many Freethinkers read their Hia
watha, but there are some instructive passages in it. 
On these records the Royal Choral Society sings and 
tells us horw Hiawatha rushed into the forest crying to 
Gitche Manito the Mightv to give food for the starving 
Indians. Gitche Manito takes no notice, and Minne
haha dies leaving Hiawatha sorrowing.

Very different are the three records D 1735-1737, which 
record Haydn’s Symphony commonly known as the 
Surprise played by the Boston Symphony Orchestra. 
These records are the kind one could play until they are 
worn out and still not tire of them. The Surprise Sym
phony (so called because of the sudden unexpected drum 
taps which come into the quiet slow movements, and 
which Haydn intended to wake the sleepy English audi
ence to attention) has been called “  plain sailing for the 
unmusical man ”  and the description is not inapt.

Glorious melodies abound and the grace and delicacy 
cannot fail to delight even the veriest lowbrow.

Of the 10-inch records much may be said, but neat. 
all of them make me wish they were 12-inch. .

H.M.V. B 3830 has the Coolies of Sumatra and 
Caravan, and played by Marek Weber and his orcb es 

contains all the magic of the Orient. . ,
McConnack singing the Garden Where the Fra 

Grow and The Harp that Once Through Tara’s Ha  ̂
enthrals all who hear H.M.V. DA 1171; while Lily P®11” 
on DA 1190, singing the Bell Song from Delibes’ Lakin̂  
astonishes the listener with her crystal clear yet me 
voice.

The best of the Stemo recent 10-inch records are eas1 - 
758 Leggett’s String Orchestra playing Mendelsso 
Spring Song and Grieg’s Anitra’s Dance, and No-  ̂
The Pagan Three playing and singing two fox trots, 
which The Song of the Islands is a waltz rendered ma 
vellously effective by the Hawaiian guitars. ^

To finish, allow me to list some other records act  ̂
ing to the types, so that readers will be able to P,£ 
good selection. Every record mentioned is worth D - 
ing, but space forbids a detailed account of each 

Bands:—
Sterno 737 Gladiator’s Farewell and En - 

of Gladiators.
Sterno 8009 March Hongroise and H!'r' 

Militaire.
H.M.V. C 2228 Selections from Dorothy- ,
H.M.V. C 2092 Selections from Tal£S 

Hoffman.
.Songs :—  r.

H.M.V. C 2177 Peter Dawson singing R,n 
fisher Blue and Jhelum Boat Song-

H.M.V. B 3888 Raie da Costa Sing1̂  
Would you like to take a w a l k  
the only new song worth hearing) a 
The Match Parade.

Stemo 700 Robert Carr singing that

cb

sophical song from
pin'0'

-o---'- . ,  i  tbe the Maid of
Mountains, “  Live for to-day,”  and tim1

other sentimental gem, 
Gay.”

Orchestras and Instrumental

A Bachd°r

Sterno'699 Meyrowitz’s Octette play'11» 
Barcarolle from Tales of H o ff m a n , 

the Cavalleria Rusticana.
H.M.V. DA 1157 Kreisler playing Sere1’0' 

Espagnol and Jota.
JUV

the
Aai1'

ad*-

CONSISTENCY.
The world of nature is consistent. Summer follow 

spring and autumn the summer with precision ^ 
promise is always kept : were it not so it would be  ̂
possible for men to rely upon anything, and the "  
would become a futile and empty thing. We, hoWcŴ  
pass through life without thinking very much of 
fact. We take it for granted that things always 'vl JP, 
on as they always have done; that the sun will r,.*e vj]l 
next day in the normal course of events and the rain 
fall and harvests ripen. Yet if for twenty-four hours’ ^

t)lC
The
inn

laws of Nature failed in their consistency no porver
cotfhi

man, In spite of his undoubted mental capacity, - 
move the universe to yield those things that it ^gji 
yields so easily and so willingly. Whatever has ^  
said bv Nature through her actions will be fulfiHec1-
does not make rash promises or rash threats. Sh£ 
not suggest to men who are unruly in their cond'jGj.
who neglect her laws unnecessarily that she will

of

,0"
them by cutting off their supplies; the rain fall” ^  
the unjust as well as upon the just, and the sun s )tjlCr

atupon the most recalcitrant of sinners. It ty  
strange when we contemplate these things to re a lty  0f 
there is no such thing as punishment in this 
Nature’s laws. We iti our smallness of mind n,ia” ).c- 
that we can bring our fellow-men to some sort of :|F  .,„t 
dation of our own limited views by making threats, jy 
of which we do not intend to carry out. This nu*}  ̂ of 
be said to be contrary to Nature ; it is not the - \,]e
thing that is done universally, and if we attempt to  ̂ 0i& 
our normal happenings by natural laws we shall  ̂
this inconsistence’ and trivial method of expression .,,- 
dissatisfaction . . .— A. Stephen Noel (in “
Journal, September 5, 1931.)
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Acid Drops.

llr- Arthur
says

Porritt, editor of the Christian World,

I have an instinctive feeling that whatever was truly 
Patriotic in the verdict of the nation last week had its 
Aspiration in an exaltation of spirit that amounts 
almost to religious emotion. Such an uprising of the 
national spirit might conceivably be transmuted into 
°ne of those waves of religious fervour that time and 
again in English history has swept over all classes and 
Adeemed the soul of the nation.

11 the same journal (“ Topics of the W eek” column) 
1 'vr'ter avers that :—

three dreads entered the public mind and explained 
the result of the election—the dread of Trade Union 
domination of Parliament, the dread of political inter- 
erence with the banking system, and the dread of 

the £ following the German mark down the vicious 
spiral through inflation necessitated by over-spending. 
I'1 the wholesome fear of these three perils the election 
Cast aside party affiliation and loyalties, and gave the 
National Government its almost unhealthy overwhelm- 

' ■ lng majority.
’ ° ]t appears that three dreads, or great fears, not un- 
W] Ilee*;td with the electors’ personal welfare, produced 

lat Mr. Porritt calls an exaltation of spirit that 
,„'Anted almost to religious emotion. That is quite 
„  1W—we would leave out the “  almost.”  For the 
ti'/’^ncutal basis of the religious emotion created by 

Christian creed is fear— the believer’s personal fear 
y ."'hat may happen to him in a here-after. We have 
; to be convinced that there is anything exalted about 
WI a'1C the emotions and actions it gives rise to, 

'ether that fear be political or religious.

I ° U'by M
r scepticism of the efficacy of prayer is not abated 
r- Arthur Porritt. Premising that “ Both Macdonald

,t)|( f̂r. Baldwin are high-minded men, deeply religious 
t 11 ’ poor Sir Herbert Samuel!— Mr. Porritt goes on 
„  S:iy that these gentlemen “ will be sustained in the 
p^'harge 0f their duty in they are conscious that the 
tli ■ rs “ °°d men and women are being offered on 

Clr behalf.”  Then comes a little stor\\ Thus : —
One day in 1915, when the war was going badly for 

oe Allies, the late Sir Stephen Collins chanced to meet 
‘ Ir- Asquith in the inner lobby of the House of Com- 
Aons, and, drawing him aside, told the heavily-burdened 
, tune Minister that thousands of simple Nonconform- 
lst people all over the country were praying for him.

fluith, who was really an emotional man at heart, 
,°oked at Sir Stephen through tear-dimmed eyes, and 
'n a broken voice replied : “ That is indeed a comfort 
0 Ac, Sir Stephen. My burden is almost too much for 

man to carry; but I assure you that it is made 
. khter, if I know that good men and women are pray- 
Ag for me.”

and to misrepresent their opponents.”  Well, God had 
to get the right people in Parliament somehow, or else 
the faithful would think he was ignoring their prayers. 
And so one sorrowfully concludes that God was inspired 
by the Jesuit excuse that “  the end justifies the means.”

prom a religious journal we learn that at no time in 
the last thirty years has the Free Church element in the 
House of Commons been so small as now. “  Save for a 
small handful of stalwarts, the members whose Free 
Churchmanship might be relied upon in any question 
affecting Free Church life and interests have failed to 
hold their seats.”  We hope we are not expected to in
fer that Parliament is any worse off because many re
ligious cant-mongers, pledged to watch over the interests 
of Free Church ministers and pastors, are now missing ? 
For ought we know to the contrary, the clearing out of 
much of the Free Church clement may be a part of God’s 
plan— in answer to prayer—of succouring the nation. In 
any case, there is wealth of consolation in that typically 
Christian piece of philosophy— “ it’s all for the best.”

The assumption of the humble Christian that the 
earth was created specially for man is not so believable 
as it once was. A contemporary points out that :—

It is still an undecided question whether men or in
sects will ultimately rule the Earth; sometimes, as we 
look round and survey the world, it must seem that the 
insects have a chance of winning.

But there is hope. It appears that out of 60 British 
insect pests 21 have been attacked in vain so far, 17 
with promise of success, and 22 with complete success. 

One may add that if man wishes to survive on the Earth, 
he will have to depend on his own ingenuity to defeat 
his insect enemies. Naturally, he can hardly expect 
help in this direction from his Heavenly Father, seeing 
that God is supposed to have created these insects and 
endowed them with the capacity of being “  pests ”  to 
man. By the way, should a truly Christian man, such 
as the editor of our contemporary is known to be, des
cribe the insects as “  pests ” ? Of course, from the point 
of view that the insects have, during human history, 
caused appalling suffering, misery, and death to man
kind, a non-Christian might do so. But in view of the 
assumption that God lovingly designed and fashioned 
the insects to be as they are, to call them " pests ” 
savours of Blasphemy in a Christian.

Film Weekly suggests that film-producers are being 
“ reformed” ; sexy, “ naughty,”  and over-sophisticated 
films are slowly being eliminated in favour of “  nice ” 
pictures. Our contemporary expresses the hope that the 
producers will not go to the other extreme. .Screen 
drama, it is suggested, should have some recognisable 
relation to real life ; sex films had the effect of bringing 
real people, with human emotions and weaknesses, into 
pictures. Film Weekly adds : —

W  Asquith (Lord Oxford) was never lacking in 
Co„-Csy- He may have made this remark to Sir Stephen 
t0ri i1S‘ wh°> like the former, is dead ; but in his Ree
ling Address to the University of Glasgow, he ex- 
tlj(t / 'A  another, and we think firmer resource in human 
\V(, 1., Ni when he said : “ it matters little whether 
'Mm 11 a high °r low view of what man’s efforts can 
S])„(|1 O’ achieve. There is a noble optimism which, in 
to j|t °* all disappointments and misgivings, holds fast 

lc faith in what man can do for man.”

die ',n"n g  that the result of the election really was 
l'as t|JS'Ver prayer asking God to help the nation, one 
'klij,,  ̂ assume that the means by which the result was 
liak '  ̂ a' so reveal the hand of God. So one has to 
rc*ae]tr b'1e obvious inference from the complaint of a 
(k-ir, °f a pious contemporary who says : “  May we not 
•n p . a better standard of manners and truthfulness 
1'oq lllcs ? From the day of the beginning of the (elec
ting CaApaign, newspapers and politicians, at other 

evel-headed and fair, began to distort the truth 1

It would be a great pity if the advantage were sacri
ficed in silencing the parrot cry of “ cleaner films ” 
raised by some critics of the cinema who detect evil 
when none is intended or implied. Get rid of un
savoury people and incidents by all means, but stick to 
human characters.

Cinemas are, of course, primarily intended as places of 
entertainment. They will cease to be that if the films 
are to be made to conform to the narrow notions and pre
judices of the Puritan who solemnly imagines that the 
cinema is a medium for inculcating “  moral lessons ” 
and “ uplift.”  It is to be devoutly hoped that Puritan 
influence and agitation will not be allowed to de-liuman- 
ize the cinema.

Dr. Herbert Gray says that those who love Christ 
enough to follow him must accept the company that 
gathers round Christ. It has always been a motley com
pany, and was so, he says, from the beginning. He 
adds, “  Notoriously Christians are a queer lot. But 
those who follow Christ must accept their friendship. 
There is nothing else for it for they are round our
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Master.”  Quite so; and if anyone should be interested 
in the reason for the “  queerness,”  we may suggest that 
Jesus never said high intelligence was commendable in 
the sight of God nor glorified it into a virtue. Added 
to this is the fact that the virtues he did commend are 
primarily slave virtues. Naturally, then, those that 
gather round Jesus seem a queer lot to anybody who 
really values intelligence, and the attributes of cour
ageous and independent men and women.

God’s one attempt at authorship, the production of the 
Holy Bible, was— as we have said before— a sorry failure. 
Apparently we are not alone in coining to such a con
clusion. For the Rev. Dr. A. Herbert Gray says : 
“  Think of the amazing number of laborious days theo
logians have spent in trying to attain to some successful 
statement in words of its living truths. And then 
realize that most of these statements aré irrelevant for 
the man of to-day.” Now, on the assumption that the 
human mind is an echo— albeit a faint one—of the Great 
Mind which created it, one may well suppose that as 
man has the capacity for making and enjoying a joke 
so has his Creator. Naturally, a Great Mind could con
ceive only a gigantic joke. How uproariously comic 
must have been the long drawn out spectacle of man try
ing to elucidate the exact meaning of the Holy Bible. 
Then there are the squabbles, the feuds, the persecu
tions, the tortures, and the murders— all adding to the 
humour of the original jest. Christians claim various 
attributes for their God, and we see no reason why a 
superlative sense of humour should not also be included. 
The evidence of it has been on view for nineteen hundred 
years.

According to a reader of a pious weekly, “  Man is a 
spiritual creature, placed in a physical world tempor
arily, and given a physical body to meet the demands 
of his environment . . . Man’s work in this world is to 
prove himself a spiritual creature by bringing the 
physical side of his nature into complete subservience to 
the spiritual.” Presumably, then, man’s experiences on 
earth are purely in the nature of a training to fit him 
for Heaven. And that training consists entirely of 
struggles with his physical environment and physical 
body. What a queer sort of training that is ! In Heaven 
man will have no physical body and consequently no 
animal instincts and feelings. And as all his "  spiritual” 
experience has been gained here in connexion with such 
instincts and feelings, what manner of use can such ex
perience be to man (or his “  soul ” ) in Heaven ? As 
this is a Christian conundrum, there is no hope of finding 
an intelligent answer to it.

The late Rev. “  Profit ”  Baxter is as dead as the dodo; 
but his ghost, in the form of cheap publicity for the 
paper which lie founded, still walks the earth. A 
Holders Green reader sends us a handbill which he 
rescued from a heap of them which had been left by a 
not very conscientious bill-distributor on the floor of an 
omnibus. It is a single sheet, printed on both sides. On 
the front an advertisement for the Christian Herald. On 
the reverse, the following : “  A man once said to Moody :
‘ T can’t believe,’ Moody replied : f Whom can’t you be
lieve.’ ”  That is all. The man’s answer is omitted ; but 
no doubt the answer was “  “  You ’ ’—hence the omission. 
The danger of asking questions is that you may get an 
unexpected reply. Another Christian Herald leaflet had 
on the front page “  Unbelief in the Dock.” O11 the re
verse it read : “  Put your unbelief in the dock for a 
moment. Has it brought you happiness ? Has it given 
you a Moral uplift? Has it answered the problem of 
your sin? Has it settled the question of eternity? No.” 
This answer, unlike that to Moody’s question, is 
printed. Why? Because the answer of any intelligent 
“  unbeliever ”  to these four questions would be in the 
affirmative. Religious prophets always have more 
cunning than humour.

The higher clergy have been active in the recent 
troubles in Cyprus, and we have noticed that, as Cyprus 
is a British possession, the newspapers have adopted 
a different tone with regard to the clerical hooligans of 
t .vprus than they adopted in tin'; case of those of similar

1fcf
character and dignity in Spain. Circumstances 31 
cases, but the piety of this nation is the same cveO

fia”)
thewhere, and so is its most scrupulous (and Chris 

officialdom. So we read: “ Sir Ronald Storrs, 
Governor of Cyprus, with the approval of the Mi”1 
for the Colonies (Mr. J. H. Thomas) has decided that  ̂
cost of repairing Government property destroyed dun”p 
the recent disturbances, must be made good by 
Greek Christian inhabitants of Cyprus, excludes 
Government officials.”  This is a good example for ^ 
authorities in Liverpool and Belfast to follow 11 * 
July 12.

It is awkward for the Anglo-Catholics that the Pra- Cj 
Book describes masses as “ blasphemous fables 8,1 
dangerous deceits.”  But this is mild language c(” 
pared to some used by' predecessors of the Anglo-Cat 
lies who would have dispised that name in what ‘ 
called “  the spacious day's”  of the Virgin Queen. I 1 
ington, one of Elizabeth’s bishops thus describes 
ritual of the mass

“ How many toys, crossings, blessings, blow ini’” 
kuockings, kneelings, bowings, liftings, sighings, h°"̂  
ings, turnings and left-turnings, mockings, mow'”Pj 
slecpings, and apish playthings, soft whisperings « 
loud speakings, have we to consecrate our own deVi 
withal or [before] it can be gotten, done.” .

(Pilkington’s Works (Parker Society) p- 
Nor is a rhyme found in an Elizabethean Comtnonpl” 
Book once the property of the Lady Elizabeth Cope, u>° 
reverent. It runs as follows :—

“ O presumptuous undertaker,
Never cake could make a baker 
Yet a priest would make his maker 

What’s become of all ye Christs ye priests have made 
Do those hosts of hosts abide, or do they fade?

One Christ bides, ye rest do flie 
One’s a truth, the rest’s a lie.”

In this (as will be seen by the last line) we have “ poetry 
and piety combined.

Fifty Years Ago.

at
A fid

L ord R andolph C hurchill talked great nonsense
the Conservative banquet in Hull last week
demolishing Mr. Gladstone and the whole Liberal e‘‘'
inet, he finished his magnificent oration with a rcferc'”
to Mr. Bradlaugli. This is what he said :—  ^

It should not he forgotten that the contest with -.- vi>Bradlaugh, which was the one great parliamentary 
tory which the Conservatives'could boast of till now, 
initiated by Sir Henry Drummond Wolff, and tli”1'
thanks to the undaunted attitude of the member 
Portsmouth, our ancient House of Commons has ”

for
()t

yet become the platform for the disloyal, a lecture-r 
for the immoral, or a temple for the Atheist and 
hideous crew. cjf

Now there is not a word of truth in this passage- ■  ̂
Henry Drummond Wolff’s attempt to keep Mr. Bi*  ̂
laugh out of Parliament was defeated by Mr. Gladsto” 1 
resolution that the member for Northampton should ' 
allowed to affirm at his own risk ; and Mr. Bradl”’1- 
actually sat in the House for months, during which t” 
the Wolffs and Churchills never wagged their impum . 
tongues against him ti,
Northcote, in violation of his public pledge, and "

It was only when Sir Staff“^

the assistance of the Speaker, raised fresh obstacles ” d 
the decision of the judges as to an Atheist’s rig- ^dit t‘>

affirm, that Mr. Bradlaugh was excluded from his sc8. 
Further, Mr. Bradlaugh never once used his positio11 11 
the House of Commons to advocate his views on 
questions except those dealt with in Parliamentary Bim' 
nor was he recognized there as particularly innnoi” ■ 
lUs name is not notorious in questionable circles of 1 
West End of London. And as to the “  hideous ere"'' 
Mr. Bradlaugh looks more of a man than Lord Church'
although he owes less to the tailor and spends less t"1 
on the cultivation of hair on his upper lip. \R”"f'.
Randy should not provoke personal comparisons, fo1 , 
is about as insignificant a whipper-snapper as one sLj, 
in a day’s march, and if lie were not a Lord he mV- 
he taken for a barber’s clerk.

The "  Freethinker,”  November J3< 199’ '
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TO CORRESPONDENTS.

E ndowment T rust.—Bishop W. M. Brown,
IIS .

^R- F- J. Maynard writes, “  It has perhaps not escaped 
y°ur notice that after the Church offered up special 
prayers that the nation should be ‘ guided aright ’ in the 
•election, all the six clergymen who were in the House of 
Fonimons were ‘ chucked out.’ ” We had noticed the 
act, and if it was an act of the Lord, it should be placed

p to his credit. <
■ Lawes.—Yes, even in the most strongly entrenched 
Christian positions the old superstition is weakening. But 
'■here is still a great deal to be done before we can rest in 
security that what has been won will be retained. It is 
J-he spirit of foolish compromise and timidity that w

p ilave to be on our guard against.
■ Ajiery.—Nothing would please us more than to be able 
to re-issue a series of the old Freethought classics at a 
Popular price. It would show where the real work was 
(h)ne, and how much the world owes to men and women 
Whose names are now practically unknown. But it would 
'Bean considerable loss in cash, and at present we are un-

j able to face it.
'• Hutchings.—We have pointed out time after time, but 
Without avail, apparently, that the Freethinker stands on 
hs own. It does not benefit in the slightest degree from 
legacies to either the National Secular Society, or to the 
Secular Society Limited. What losses are incurred in the 
"laintenance of the Freethinker has to be made good in 
other directions, and as best can be done.

A. W. Davies writes that in his new edition of the 
Mysterious Universe, Sir James has corrected some state
ments apparently to remove misinterpretation placed upon 
certain of his statements by the pulpit and religious 
Writers. It is a pity that men in the position of Sir 
Janies takes so much trouble to provide ground for mis
interpretations. These men ought by this time to know 
their parsons and the general press.
R- W. C. E nsor writes protesting against the deliberate 
misrepresentations of Socialism bv its critics. We sym
pathize with Mr. Ensor, but what we have said concerning 
Sir James Jeans applies to this case. Socialists have not 
always been careful to free their statements from am
biguities.

-Your quotation from the Catholic Encyclopedia 
telling one. But the most telling things are 
Tt is under Christianity that war has increased 
and in destructiveness. It is the Christian 

nations of the world that have moralized war as they have 
things.

our letter would lead to discussions 
rather out of our line. Many thanks for your offer to do 
What you can to make the paper known.

Hie "Freethinker" is supplied to the trade on sale or 
return. Any difficulty in securing copies should be at once 
reported to this office.

Secular Society, Limited office is at 62 Farringdon 
Street, London, E.C-4.
le National Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon 
Street, London, E C-4.

betters for the Editor of the "  Freethinker ’ ’ should be 
addressed to hi Farringdon Street, London, E C-4.

" hen the services of the National Secular Society in con
nexion with Secular Unrial Sendees are required, all com
munications should be addressed to the Secretary, Mr. 
R  j j , Rosctti, giving as long notice as possible.

'ricnds who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 
bV marking the passages to which they wish us to call 
aftention.

°rders for literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
°f the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4, 
and not to the Editor.

C_ Ai.tman.-
a very 

Ihe facts, 
'n range

moralized other evil 
’■ Beeson.— A fraid VO

Th

n Freethinker ”  will be forwarded direct from the pub
lishing office at the following rates (Home and Abroad):— 
One year, 15/-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.

Sugar Plums.

afternoon, and overcrowded in the evening. If other 
meetings are arranged it will be well to seek a larger 
hall. There were many visitors from the towns around 
Sunderland, and among these we were glad to note such 
old stalwarts as Mr. J. Bartram, of Newcastle; and Mr. 
Ralph Chapman, of South Shields. There were numerous 
questions after the lectures, but it was evident from 
these that Freethought propaganda has been much 
neglected of late years in the town. On the other hand 
the interest with which the speeches were followed was 
most marked. Mr. J. Brighton, who has been giving 
open-air lectures in the town with considerable success, 
took the chair at both meetings.

The Leicester Secular Society is making a bold at
tempt to clear off the mortgage on its hall by way of 
raising a sum of ¿2,000. One of the efforts it is making 
is to hold a bazaar on November 14 and 15. It invites 
gifts of money or articles for sale, and we hope that a 
generous response will be forthcoming. The Leicester 
Secular Society has done good work for the movement, 
and although the present is not a good time to raise 
large sums of monej7, still, even if the whole of the sum 
is not realiz.ed a very good step should be made towards 
clearing of this burden. We hope the wealthier mem
bers of the Freethought Party will make due note of 
what has been said.

Early in December there will be published a new 
book by Mr. Cohen, entitled Selected Heresies. The 
book consists of selected arguments— not mere passages 
— from Mr. Cohen’s writing over the past thirty-eight 
years. In addition to the numerous books and pam
phlets he has written, there are about 2,000 articles from 
which to choose. It thus presents arguments on all 
phases of Freetliinking, with numerous excursions into 
the regions of ethics, science and sociology. The book 
should be useful to all as a guide, philosopher and 
friend, and in addition will make an excellent gift book 
for Christmas and the New Year. The published price 
will be 3s. 6d. Orders received before date of publica
tion will be discharged post free.

Three Things that Matter, by W. G. Bond (Walls & 
Co. 5s.) is reminiscent of the curate’s egg. The three 
things that matter are science, religion and philosophy. 
The first, which covers the largest chapter in the book 
is excellently done, and the reader is provided with a 
clear sketch of the work of science. The second gives 
a good outline of the present standing of orthodox re
ligion in relation to modern thought, although we do not 
see why, when cathedrals and churches have been 
divorced from their present uses, they should be devoted 
to “  Meditation on the Great Mystery.” That sounds 
much like exchanging the bamboozlement of the present 
religion for the bamboozlement of a religion of the same 
kind. The chapter on philosophy, might profitably have 
been omitted altogether, for it is splendidly inadequate. 
Mr. Bond does not appear to have first-hand acquaintance 
with Spinoza, and evidently finds it difficult to under
stand one who is a clear but severely logical writer. To 
take Spinoza’s use of the term God, anti his »identifica
tion of God with the universe, as being more than a con
cession to the philosophical vocabulary of his day, is 
not to understand Spinoza at all. It may surprise Mr. 
Bond to learn that Spinoza’s philosophy is as Atheistic 
as it could be. As to philosophy in general Mr. Bond 
does not seem to be alive to the fact that the great 
and indispensable work of philosophy is co-ordination 
and not Hint of spinning cobwebs out of one’s own inner 
consciousness. And the fundamental, concepts of 
science are really philosophical in character, and often 
enough in origin. In fact, if scientists were better 
acquainted with this there would be less foolish talk in 
scientific cireles than there is.

To-day (November 15) Mr. Cohen visits Glasgow, and 
"T l lecture in the City Hall, at 11.30, on “  Freethought 
'"'d Reform,” and at 6.30, on “ The Disease that Kills 
Religion,” The usual good meetings arc expected.

The two meetings held by Mr, Coital in Sunderland 
'Vc'e a great success. The hall was quite full in the

Two other small volumes come from Messrs. Watts 
(Seeing Ourselves, by Dr. Bernard Hollander, and The 
Search for Man’ s Ancestors, by Professor Elliot Smith, 
each is.). Dr. Hollander’s essay takes more the character 
of a number of shrewd observations upon frames of mind 
and aspects of character rather than a formal scientific, 
but will probably prove of greater value to a number of 
readers 0» that aeeount. Professor Elliot Smith's book
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is one that none should miss. Its purpose is well set 
forth in the title and the story is told with remarkable 
thoroughness, considering it is told in less than sixty 
pages. Nothing material is, so far as we can judge 
omitted, and the author has given us a genuinely scien 
tific treatise in a way that makes it as fascinating as a 
novel. The manner in which from a tooth, or a piece of 
bone scientists track down the earliest ancestors of mail 
kind is as “ intriguing ”  as a novel by Edgar Wallace 
The book lias a number of illustrations which adds to the 
attractiveness of the work.

A debate will take place in Todmorden Town Hall 
Lancs., on Tuesday evening, November 17, at 7.30. The 
subject for debate is “  That State Education should be 
entirely Secular.”  Messrs. J. Clayton and E. Clapham 
will take the affirmative, and the Revs. H. B. Brain and 
H. Burnley will take the negative. Mr .J. Clayton will 
open the debate. It is hoped the local Freethinkers will 
make the debate well known, and see that their Christian 
friends attend.

Birmingham saints are reminded that Mr. A. D. 
McLaren will lecture in the Bristol Street Council School 
to-day (Sunday) at 7.0 p.m, on “ The Mythical Christ.” 
The subject should tempt every Freethinker in the dis
trict to take at least one Christian friend. Mr. McLaren 
has a pleasing way of giving a scholarly lecture in simple 
language.

It is not often that Mr. G. H. F. McCluskcy is heard 
from the N.S.S. platform, it is therefore with pleasure we 
note his lecture on “  Religion and the Poets,”  on behalf 
of the Plymouth Branch N.S.S., at Plymouth Chambers, 
Drake Circus, at 7.0 p.m. to-day (Sunday). We are sure 
the lecture will be interesting, and there should be plenty 
of discussion.

Mr. B. A. Le Maine will lecture this evening for the 
Fulham and Chelsea Branch, Co-operative Hall, Dawes 
Road, at 7.30, on “  Religion the Enemy of Man.”  We 
hope there will be a good gathering of local Freethinkers 
and others.

The new Wembley Branch is making headway. As an 
evidence of its activity we are glad to see a number of 
reports of its meetings have appeared in the Wembley 
Observer, and also letters bearing on its propaganda. 
We hope the success of the Branch will continue.

The Literary Lord of Twickenham

(Concluded from page 699.)

Pope’s Essay on Man was his most ambitious per
formance, as Stephen notes, and it gave the poet a 
Continental reputation. It was translated abroad, 
was extensively imitated, and created considerable 
discussion. Pope’s imposing endeavour to justify the 
Divinity in his dealings with mankind proved a dis
mal failure. Philosophically, the poem is farcical. 
Pope veers from Pantheism to Deism without any 
attempt at reconciliation. Stephen’s strictures on 
the didactic aspects of the Essay are warranted. He 
asserts th a t: “  The reasonings of the Essay are con
fused, contradictory, and even childish. He was 
equally far from having assimilated any definite sys
tem of thought. Brought up as a Catholic, he had 
gradually swung into vague Deistic belief. But he 
had never studied any philosophy or theology what
ever, and he accepts in perfect unconsciousness frag
ments of the most heterogeneous systems.”  Still, 
with all these disadvantages, Pope has presented the 
world with a poem of enduring power.

The famous lines on superstition recur to the 
memory : —
“  Force first made conquest, and that conquest, law;
Till superstition taught the tyrant awe,
Then shared the tyranny, then lent it aid,

And gods of conquerors, slaves of subjects made :
, She ’midst the lightnings blaze and thunder’s sound, 
When rock’d the mountains, and when groan’d the groan 1 
She taught the weak to bend, the proud to pray,
To Power unseen, and mightier far than they;
She, from the rending earth and bursting skies,
Saw gods descend and fiends infernal rise;
Here fix’d the dreadful, there the blest abodes;
Fear made her devils, and weak hope her gods;
Gods partial, changeful, passionate, unjust,
Whose attributes were rage, revenge, or lust;
Such as the souls of cowards might conceive,
And form’d like tyrants, tyrants would believe.
Zeal then, not charity, became the guide;
And hell was built on spite, and heaven on pride.”

Pope’s theology was more a matter of emotion than 
of firm belief. Vague and indefinite, lie lacked that 
fervour of stern conviction which promotes perseefi' 
tion. The Romanist teaching of his family a® 
school life was humanized by the poet’s contact wit»1
the secular world. During the eighteenth century 
dogmatic creeds had rapidly disintegrated in culture' 
circles. Even Pope’s clerical acquaintance, Swift 
was a sceptic in disguise. Bolingbroke’s herética 
opinions were notorious. Tindal, Toland, WoolstoU 
and Collins were all active; and Shaftesbury certain'-' 
influenced Pope. Moreover, as a leading biography 
says, ‘ ‘ as a member of a persecuted sect he hat 
learnt to share that righteous hatred of bigotry wine > 
is the honourable characteristic of his best conten1' 
poraries. He considered the persecuting spirit of h¡s 
own Church to be its worst fault.”  Again, in l"5 
youthful Essay on Criticism he noted that the Cath° 
lie claim to the exclusive possession of the keys t0 
heaven’s gates inflames the spirit of persecution. TblS 
protest led to estrangement with contemporary Cath0' 
lie friends.

Pope may have dimly divined the unknowable whe’1
he surmised an underlying reality in all modes c’
faith. Although he never seceded from his father *
creed, and remained a nominal Romanist till the en< >
he was truly Catholic only in the sense of being 11
nniversalist. When Atterbury suggested PoPe J
conversion to the established religion on the death
his father, although in his reply Pope acknowledge
the social advantages to be gained, he nevertheless
feels that the change would cause pain to his motínr
with whose peace of mind he is more concerned than
with any religious speculation whatever.

Pope corresponds with Swift in a- similar strain 111
1729. “  I am of the religion of Erasmus, a Cath°
lie,”  he writes. “  So I live, so shall I die, and hopc
one day to meet you, Bishop Atterbury . . . Dea"
Berkeley, and Mr. Hutchinson in that place to whit,
God in his infinite mercy brings us and everybody-
And without question Pope would have welcome1
Bolingbroke to the same celestial abode.

A  man of Freethinking tendencies, Pope had 1117
desire to incur the charge of having abandoned
prescribed Catholic religion to obtain worldly adva11
ages denied to all members of the unreformed coi'1
munion. Several eighteenth century Protesta'
divines display deistic sympathies, but they
frowned on those who were more advanced tha ^
themselves. Pope did no more than certain supe*
fine sceptics of a later day who held their skirts whe ^
Bradlaugh or Foote were present, when he stig111'̂
tized Toland and Tindal as shameless enemies of
ligion. Pope’s timid disposition forbade him ^
countenance open unbelief, and he was the last 111 il. ,

liri
to

to
a«

on earth to sully his respectability by lending 
support to unpopular opinions. It was one thing, 
favour Freethought in secluded discussion 
trusted intimates, but quite another to publicly F ’̂. 
claim dissent from current beliefs. The first, at 
worst might be considered an amiable weakness, w*1 j 
the last appeared quite criminal to convention’ 
minds.
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Net, even those who most carefully screen them 
selves from sectarian suspicion, are not merely sus 
Pected, but openly accused of infidelity. Several 
Passages from the Essay could be declaimed by seen 
lar advocates without anyone supposing that the 
author was anything save a Freethinker. Moreover, 
die general attitude of the poem is non-Christian, and 
't might have been composed by a Pagan monotheist.

Pope was horrified when he was assailed as 
c°nfederate of the Freethinkers.

As we have said, the Essay had been translated and 
''as widely circulated on the Continent. Voltaire and 
|''s colleagues were eagerly spreading scepticism in 
1' ranee. A Swiss professor, Crousaz by name, read 
l)’c Essay and charged its author with wicked unbe- 
lief- On the other hand, the humanist Lessing in 
Germany dissected Pope’s metaphysics in truly philo
sophical style. Voltaire, for the moment, eloquently 
acclaimed Pope’s optimistic effusion. But the Lisbon 
earthquake and other disasters shook the French 
l i s t ’s faith in the theory of the best of all possible 
"orlds, and Candida still constitutes the keenest 
satire on placid optimism ever penned by mortal man.

When Crousaz’s attack was published in English 
Pope became seriously alarmed. Bolingbroke was 
o'er the water, so help was denied from him. But 
Providence, still moving in a mysterious way, fur
bished a timely if incongruous champion in the notor- 
,QUs Bishop Warburton. A  pushful, domineering, 
and unpolished man, Warburton started life as an at
torney’s clerk, and while in humble circumstances
he
fo,

"as associated with Theobald and Concanen, two 
0 tI.Ilau Pope’s. A t this period he was contemptu- 
* . Y critical towards Pope's achievements. The 
ritiiigs of Warburton, notably his Divine Legation, 
°U him recognition, and from 1736 onwards he was 

C()Usi(lered a leading theologian.
When the Essay on Man was originally published 

. arburton is said to have spoken very’ disparagingly 
' 'ts merits as literature, and to have denounced its 

fe llin g s  as Atheistic. Yet, when Crousaz censured 
 ̂°Pe for his impiety, Warburton strode forward to 
ls defence. The blustering theologian became ful- 

s°tiie in his flatteries of Pope, and naturally' the 
"ervous poet was enraptured at this unexpected sup- 

Warburton was eagerly invited to enter the 
p'V'ckenham circle, and was never tired of extolling 

ope as the most penetrating critic of his age and 
gantry. The pleased poet made him his literary- ad- 
Artf*’ an<P him his copyrights when he died. His 

bS. ]le bequeathed to Bolingbroke. 
p warburton was not a time-server for nothing. 
KW s  praises lent prestige to Warburton, which his 

eraiy abilities would not otherwise have gained.
, ler advantages accrued to Pope’s dictatorial 
e‘ender, for the poet introduced him to Allen— the 
'J’kinal of Squire Allworthy in Tom Jones— and 

array, later to become Lord Mansfield. Leslie 
‘ tfcPhen reminds us that : “  Tlirough Murray lie was 
^Pointed preacher at Lincoln’s Inn, and from Allen 
I e.derived greater benefits— the hand of his niece and 
f tlress— and an introduction to Pitt, which gained 

’’ him the bishopric of Gloucester.”
"  lien Pope felt death approaching he had just com- 

I cted his fifty-sixth year. The worldly-wise Boling- 
attended the poet’s dying hours on one side of 

le bed, while the truculent Christian, Warhurton,
Jftched 

'Ph equanimity.

Pope was no more. Bolingbroke was ever regarded 
as an affectionate friend. Pope’s real sentiments re
garding the pious Warburton are more equivocal, as 
he refers to him in a letter as “  a sneaking parson,”  
and this probably represents his considered judgment 
of the man.

Pope cannot be placed in the first rank of British 
poets. Still, his influence on the later development 
of English prosody was very- considerable. The late 
H. D. Traill’s judgment is well worth citing. “  The 
position of Pope,”  he contends, “  in the history of 
poetry- is easier to fix than his rank among English 
poets, for the importance and splendour of Pope’s 
contribution to the development of an English poetic 
art are beyond the denial of anyone conversant with 
the facts . . . But one must admit that to the taste 
of the present age there occurs a certain coldness and 
artificiality in his portray-als alike of the face of nature 
and the passions of man.”  T. F. P almer.

Holy Shop.

on the other.

"linistrations of

Pope contemplated the end 
One zealous Catholic recommended 

iloi U1 priest. Pope replied : “  I do
fi l̂ s"I>pose that it is essential, but it will look right, 
it >,  ̂ heartily thank you for putting me in mind of 
(;> A  priest administered the last sacraments of the 

p'Ucb, and Pope died the following day-.
°liiigbroke and Warburton quarrelled bitterly now

(Concluded from page 717.)

One of the most famous of the pilgrimage places was 
the Holy- House of Loretto. (We say was because 
these places come into, and go out, of fashion. Lourdes 
seems to be the most popular place to-day). These 
mad-hatters were told (and believed) that this house 
was the very house in which the Virgin Mary lived 
in Nazareth along with such incidentals as her hus
band Joseph and the children (Joseph’s “  virgin ”  
wife had several children). This house was trans
ported by angels to Loretto— at least so they say, and 
so people, lacking sense, believe.

(We quote from an ey-e-witness’s account.) . . . 
“  They have erected an altar in the very place where, 
they say, the Virgin was on her knees when the 
Angel Gabriel entered (to tell her something) and 
upon the altar is an image of the Virgin, of wood 
about four and a half feet high, which is the mirac
ulous statue . . . She has changes of clothes for 
working days, holy days and Sundays— all sorts of 
colours— and mourning clothes for Passion Week. 
They shift or change her clothes with abundance of 
ceremonies. I was there one Saturday when the 
priests undressed her. They- took away from her the 
suit of purple she had on in order to dress her in a 
green gown. They first took off her veil, then her 
Great Robe or Mantle Royal. Afterwards her gown 
and upper and under petticoats. Last of all, with a 
great deal of reverence they pulled off her smock to 
put on a clean one. I leave you, Sir, to guess what 
thoughts this may probably impress on the imagina
tion of those who perform the ceremony- and the 
spectators. The people that are present upon their 

nees all the time beat their breasts and nothing is 
heard but sighing and groaning, with words and 
ejaculations, Holy- Virgin of Loretto help me ! and 
such like. As soon as the image is quite naked these 
sighings and groanings are doubled, but decrease 
again as they dress it. I cannot imagine what should 
be the cause of this change of tone except it should 
be this; that when the statue is quite undressed it 
more strongly affects their imagination, and makes 
them think that they are the very Virgin in person, 
and that this therefore is the nick of time for them to 
pray with the greatest fervour. They dress her in a 
green suit of apparel extremely rich— the veil they 
put on her head is much more costly, cloth of gold, 
all powdered with great fine pearls. After this they 
put upon her head a crown of gold thick beset with 
precious stones, Next they put on her neck jewels,
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her pendants and bracelets of diamonds, and many 
great chains of gold about her neck, to which were 
fastened abundance of hearts and medals of gold 
which are the presents which Queens and Catholic 
princesses have bestowed on the image out of devo
tion, in testimony that they have resolved to be its 
slaves. The whole adorning and furniture of the 
altar was equally sumptuous. Nothing could be 
seen but great pots or vessels, lamps, basins and 
candlesticks, all of gold and silver and beset with 
precious stones. All of which by the light of a vast 
quantity of candles afford a lustre whose beauty 
ravished the eyes . . .  it is 110 wonder to me that 
many do aver themselves to be sensible of an extra
ordinary devotion . . . this effect being by some 
ignorant people supposed to be a particular grace of 
God appropriated to that place . . . no less than a 
continual miracle. But the extravagences committed 
here are a sufficient argument against this opinion. 
They kiss the walls all round about the chapel, they 
lick the bricks with their tongues, they rub their 
beads against them, they take thread and having 
compassed the chapel with it, make a girdle of it, 
which they say is very efficacious against witchcraft 
and all manner of ills. The priests in the meantime 
are not unmindful of their gain; they have persons 
placed everywhere in the chapel, who press the people 
to give alms and to have masses said for them to our 
Lady . . .  a crown a piece for every mass, and they 
promise to say them all at our Lady’s altar. ’Tis 
certain that the priests recover money for about 50,000 
masses per year . . .  it is impossible for them to say 
above 10,000, so that all the rest must be chouced of 
their money. Those that are rich bestow great pre
sents on the wooden statue— necklaces and bracelets 
of pearls and diamonds, hearts of gold, medals, 
candlesticks, lamps embossed, pictures of gold and 
silver and prodigious weight and bigness. Many 
present her with rings and most precious jewels as a 
token of their espousing her— she has above fifty 
gown and is the most sumptuously dressed piece of 
wood in the world.”

Wall kissing and brick licking are nice hygienic 
pastimes, eh? Holy Shop .calls them piety. What 
you like to call Holy Shop f leave to your own fancy. 
Obviously, only semi-lunatics will part with their 
cash to such obvious swindlers as the Vatican gang, 
and it is the gang’s policy to produce feeble-minded
ness by its ritual, etc., so that the poor dupes will 
pay, pay, pay.

Coming down to recent times there was c.g., the 
swindle of selling the straw of the Pope’s pallet. 
Every person of ordinary knowledge knows how, 
when Italy became a united nation the Pope was left 
with just the Vatican. Here he was independent and 
wealthy, living in the tremendous palace like a 
millionaire. But he sulked in it and refused to come 
out of it. Holy Shop set up a legend about the Pope 
being a prisoner. The tale told to the ignorant 
chattels was that he was a poor persecuted prisoner 
living in a dungeon with only a straw pallet to sleep 
on. And the Shop sold tons of the straw !

Dr. Robertson in his book The Roman Catholic 
Church in Italy (published 1903) tells of some curious 
things he came across. lie  has a chapter entitled 
The Church; “  The Pope’s Shop.”  There have (lie 
says) actually been coin-in-the-slot blessing machines 
(may be there now for aught I know.)

“  Specimens were to be seen in igoo in the Corso, 
Rome, about half way between Piazza Colonni and 
Piazza del Popolo. You put your coin in, the cine
matograph goes round, there appears a procession of 
courtiers, the Swiss Guards, and attendants bearing 
the Pope in a Sedan chair. When in front of the 
spectator the attendants stand aside, the Pope turns

J  towards the window of the chair, raises his hand a" 
j gives his blessing. There is an inscription to t 1 

effect that this blessing is equivalent to that g>ve11 
personally by the Pope in St. Peters.”  “  CheaP 
Blessing Pictures ”  of the Pope, similarly guaia11 
teed are a kindred novelty.

Then lie tells of the St. Anthony Bank. It issUeS 
shares, on which is written, “  Mortgage obliga*101"’ 
for five francs divided into ten coupons of fifty cel1̂  
times, each founded upon the spiritual treasury 0 
good works, prayers and holy masses of the lnstitut>- 
of Bethlehem . . . On the coupon it says, “  Coup011 
for 50 centimes payable here below in cash and 
payable in heaven at the Bank of St. Anthony-’

Pie gives a description of the Santo Bambino, h11" 
famous doll-image of Jesus, “  a doll about three feK 
high on a cushion in a glass case—-clad in rich rob<-S 
a crown on its head, a regal order across its breasb 
and embroidered slippers on its feet. From head 1(1 
foot it is one mass of dazzling jewellery, gold chaHW 
strings of pearls, diamond bracelets, and rings, wmc 
not only cover the neck, arms, and fingers, but a*c 
suspended, intermixed with crosses, stars, heai' ĵ 
monograms and every' kind of precious stone to a 
parts of its body. All this display of wealth, grcil]j 
in itself, is really only suggestive of that unto*1 
quantity which it has brought and is daily bring*11/’ 
. . . people are continually kneeling before tl"* 
dumb idol, offering petitions and leaving gifts, whu-s 
letters containing requests accompanied with Ppst 
office orders and cheques to pay for the same arrivii 
by post.

One Church had a babv Jesus, i.e., a wooden do 
of some sort representing Jesus, and it got old all< 
shabby'. So they had a raffle, and sold the old bafiv 
Jesus and bought a new baby' Jesus.” — probably "Fh 
a bit of profit accruing.

“  Every village has its Madonna, and the to'vllS 
and cities scores. All these Madonnas have differc" 
names and are credited with different powers so th;lt 
their worshippers are sure to find byr applying to oOe 
or another the article that they want. Each of the1" ’ 
in a silk or satin gown, and gay ribbons, a tinse 
crown on its head, a sceptre in its hand, a puppet 0,1 
its knee and a money-box at its feet is simply/ a 
dummy' salesman in the Pope’s Shop, parting 'vlt 1 
pretended powers to credulous customers for val"c 
received in cash.

An Italian said, “  Whenever the Church wa"th 
money' it pulls out another saint. For every 1lC" 
saint means a new festival day, and all such days alL 
as the Italians say ‘ priests’ market day's.’ ”

“  Tons of candles and oil are sometimes got by a 
church on the festival of its saint. On such an occa' 
sion I have seen the church itself surrounded, and :l1 
the roads leading to it lined by the stalls of deal"'1’ 
in candles. These were bought by the poor people 
carried into the church and handed to the priests- 
A  certain number were consumed on the altars, but 
have seen cart loads being afterwards removed ■ • 
to be turned, I am assured by those in the know, i"*1’ 
cash. The candle trade is a profitable branch " 
Papal business. Divorce and liberty to marry with11' 
the forbidden degrees of consanguinity are still so" 
byr the Pope for money . . . the Duke of Aosta 
permitted to marry his niece for a fee of some h"" 
dred thousand francs, and 1 personally know undtf’ 
and nieces who were similarly allowed to marry' ° ‘ 
their disbursing sums supposed to be proportional 
to their means.”

Latin countries nowadays are dealing with tl" 
Vatican gang more as it should be dealt with tha1' 
are Nordic countries. Dr. Robertson fells of th/ 
“  New Penal Code ”  of Italy, which threatens seven 
punishments to those priests who abuse their office
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 ̂ damage of the nation and its free institutions. A 
hdest has not to disturb the peace of families ” — if 
a '»an finds that a priest is frightening his wife by 
talk of spiritual pains and penalties (say for sending 
t]'e children to a school not approved by the priest 
l'le man has but to lodge a complaint and the priest 
has either to stop his annoyance or stand the penalty, 
ihere is a clause about “  damaging legitimate and 
Private interests,”  under which falls any attempt by 
a Priest to get hold of a dying mail’s estate. (This 
Sort of scandal had to be legislated against as far back 
as the Roman Empire). Dr. Robertson says: “ I 
know a case of a peasant in a Riviera village being in
duced by a priest to leave his money to the Church, 
kiis sons returned from America and took the priest 
to court, the will was set aside, they receiver! the 
"hole inheritance and the priest was sent into penal 
Seivitude . . .  an almost analogous case happened in 
Ireland with very different results. On the death of 
their father two sons returned from abroad. They 
found that a priest had, when visiting their dying 
Parent, taken a lawyer with him, who then and there 
drew out a will in favour of the Church, setting aside 
°ne already existing in their favour. They took the 
Priest to court, but lost their case; they then appealed 
against the decision but lost again, and had the ex
penses of both trials to pay . . .  a Dublin banker 
fold me quite recently that so great is the spiritual 
and physical terrorism and constami exercised by the 
Priests at the death beds of Irish people of means, 
Hiat as a rule such persons do not make wills at all. 
d hey prefer to die intestate and allow the Govern
ment to make the division of their estate. That is 
f°Und to be the only way of keeping these brigands 
°f priests from enriching themselves.

In Priests and People in Ireland, Mr. McCarthy 
says that one of the main objects to the achievement 
of which thè concentrated energies of the priests are 
directed is “  terrifying the enfeebled minds of the 
Sedulous, the invalid, and the aged, with the result 
that the savings of thrift, the inheritance of parental 
Industry, are alike captured and warnered into the 
sacerdotal treasury.”

C. R. Boyd  F reeman.

Semper Idem.

f lirt proposition that man has within himself every 
duality necessary for his regeneration, and that he 
needs no supernatural assistance to attain his fullest 
development is one whose truth is constantly being 
demonstrated to the observant. It is one, however, 
to which no parson will assent, for it destroys at a 
stoke the basis of his existence.

To combat such an assertion and to reinforce his 
Professional prestige, the parson is in fact quite ready 
t° sacrifice (not himself— that is never part of the 
contract) but those fine expressions of human affection 
Which, he would have us believe, he attempts to 
f°ster.

Toe H is a case in point, as a brief study of its 
history will show.

Probably the only legacy of the Great War of 
"hich we can be truly proud is the brief glimpse we 
Rot of the potentialities of human brotherhood— of the 
strength of the bonds that can unite men of every 
class whose faces are turned towards a common ob
ject, Here surely lay the hope of the future— the 
Promise of limitless progress. But how to preserve 
this camaraderie and to transmit it to the generations 
^ t  to come? The most notable attempt was made 
hy Toe H, an association born in the War, and re
formed shortly afterwards under the standard of

I 11 Service,”  quickly attracting to its ranks men of 
all degrees, without distinction of class. The 
average member was completely untroubled by the 
“  spiritual ”  side of the movement, and paid it only 
a formal respect. He had nothing odd or quaint 
about him—mo soulful yearnings or morbid desires—  
lie was the average man in fact— no churchgoer eager 
to experience the ill-bred joy of “  doing good ”  to 
those unable to resist, but a man rejoicing in the 
light-hearted company of his fellows and anxious to 
increase the happiness of everybody he met.

Work was eagerly undertaken among the young, 
the blind, unemployed, sick and all who had not had 
a square deal from life or had played their hands 
badly. And the movement in its early stages flour
ished exceedingly— drawing its strength from the 
love of humanity inherent in all men, and sinking 
all its differences in the common ideal of service. All 
its differences, that is, but one. The priest was there, 
and introduced the first element of discord. Although 
social barriers were levelled, the religious barriers 
were as high as ever, and each sect worshipped its 
god after its own fashion. This, so the parsons said, 
by a process of thought too involved for a layman to 
follow, made only for a greater essential unity— what
ever that may mean.

Not content with the preservation of his identity, 
in a movement where so many other identities had 
been so willingly abandoned, the parson next viewed 
with considerable misgiving the undoubted fact that a 
basis of simple humanity seemed quite sufficient to 
ensure great and lasting success to the society. To 
counter this, the suggestion was broadcast that true 
love of man was only possible when it was a reflection 
of the love of God— an outrageous statement which 
was accepted because it apparently meant nothing 
practical.

Growing bolder, the parson then said that service 
to man must not be mistaken for an end in itself— it 
was merely a means (one of many) of bringing men 
into closer touch with God, and its value was to be 
estimated by the extent to which this object was 
realized. This code of selfishness— a direct negation 
of the original purpose of Toe H as understood by its 
members— was emphasized by the appointment in 
branches of an official called the “  pilot,”  whose duty 
it was to feel the spiritual pulse of members and to 
advise them in matters affecting the soul.

The members, thus encouraged to gaze into the pit 
of their stomachs, quickly became less effective in 
social work, and a neurotic tendency became evident. 
Earnest young men went into “  retreat,”  sentiment
ality became rife, and “  spiritual reactions ”  were 
talked of with relish. More frequent religious ser
vices were held and regular church-going was en
joined upon all members— each to his own church, 
upan the principle, it is presumed, that any church' 
is better than none.

At last the cloven hoof appeared without disguise. 
It is the custom for each branch to elect its own padre 
or chaplain— who at first could belong to any of the 
Christian sects. But a dreadful day came when it 
was discovered that some branches had chaplains who 
believed in one God only instead of the orthodox 
three. This, of course, was not to be tolerated for a 
moment, and an outraged professional pride deprived 
the men of office. They could be ordinary members if 
believed in one God only, instead of the orthodox 
their consciences permitted (for Toe H was still open 
to all comers, duke and dustman, rich and i>oor alike 
— provided they were Christians. What a basis for 
human brotherhood !) but the spiritual leaders must 
only be men of the pure undiluted faith.

To such a sorry pass had the movement now come 
that members were scarcely surprised to hear that it
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could liardly be expected to survive by God’s help 
alone, and that this unorthodox society, formed to 
view the relations of men from a new angle, proposed 
to assist the Eord with the orthodox power of the 
purse. An appeal was immediately launched, spon
sored by no less a personage than the Prince of 
Wales, for £250,000.

Test there should be any argument afterwards, the 
parsons let it be known without delay that this money 
was not to be devoted to the propagation of any social 
work, as members might reasonably have expected. 
The servants of the Christ who said “ sell that thou 
hast and give to the poor,”  knew better than their 
master. They claimed the lot, for the endowment of 
chaplaincies! What devastating naivete! What a 
tribute to the members’ intelligence !

And so a movement, full of promise, a movement, 
it seemed, at last based upon something fine and 
lasting in human nature, and calculated to1 unite men 
in the service of humanity, has become a tool of the 
professional parson, who, when faced with the en
thusiasm and greatheartedness of youth, eager for the 
adventure of life, can do nothing but take a collec
tion. “  A i.pha.”

Correspondence

To the E ditor or the “  F reethinker.”

A CORRECTION.
S ir ,— 111 my article for November 8, the word 

“ workshop,” in the quotation from Lecky’s History of 
European Morals, should be “  worship.”

I noticed the error, and corrected it in the proof, but it 
seems to have been overlooked. However, I must say, 
this is a very rare occurrence, it has only once hap
pened before—many years ago— during the thirty years 
I have been contributing to this journal.

W alter Mann.

Society News.

NEWCASTLE BRANCH.
In spite of the many wet Sundays and unusual incle
ment weather in the early part of the year, which made 
the customary outdoor meetings on the Town Moor im
practicable, an active propaganda was carried on in the 
Bigg Market, where up to the present forty-four lec
tures have been given, to large audiences, six of which 
were given by Mr. George Whitehead, the remainder 
being due to the efforts of Messrs. Brighton, Keast, and 
Atkinson. To all of these special thanks are due for the 
strenuous efforts required to be heard amidst the 
clamorous din characteristic of an open market place, 
where all manner of views are advocated, and where fre
quently passing trains, and huge busses, are apt to 
detract from any eloquence of voice, or words of wisdom 
the speakers may have to offer. Yet our speakers have 
been attentively listened to by large crowds, and hun
dreds have doubtless heard the gospel of Freethought for 
the first time. A fair amount of literature has been dis
tributed and sold. Many deep impressions, and some 
conversions, are known to have been made, the full 
results of which time alone may reveal. The work has 
been carried on by a few ardent workers, while many 
unattached Freethinkers who might help financially, or 
otherwise, appear to be quite indifferent, whilst the octo
pus that has destroyed two civilizations is steadily 
spreading its tentacles around us and buying 
many valuable sites, building churches, schools, con
vents, etc. Should a similar state of lethargy and in
difference of Protestants and Freethinkers prevail in other 
towns as exists here, it may not be amiss to remind them 
that Catholicism still holds to its dictum of “  death to 
the heretic.”  So that it would be well to hearken in 
time to the words of the poet who wrote : —

“ Hear a word, a word in season, for the day is drawing 
When the Cause shall call upon us, some to live, and some

die.”
J.G.B.

Obituary.

Mr s. Sarah A sh .
On Tuesday, November 3, the remains of Sarah 
were cremated at Golders Green Crematorium. i j 
some time her health had given anxiety to members 
the family, and eventually the end came through Can 
at the age of seventy-seven. To the very last she ie 
mained faithful to her Freethought beliefs, and by 1  ̂
death the Cause loses a loyal comrade. Simplicity aD 
affection marked the last farewell at the Crematoria’1' 
where a short service was read by Mr. R. H. Rosetti-

SU N D AY L E C T U R E  NOTICES, Etc’

LONDON.
OUTDOOR.

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (corner of Shorr0'^ 
Road, North End Road) : Saturday, November 14, at 7̂ 0’ 
Messrs. F. Barnes, F. Day and C. Tuson. ^

North London Branch N.S.S.—Every Tuesday evening 
8.0, Mr. L. Ebury will lecture outside Hampstead He? 
Station, L.M.S., South End Road. Every Thursday even*!1 
at 8.0, Mr. L. Ebury will lecture at Arlington Road.

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 12.0, ® £ 
B. A. Le Maine; at 3.30 and 6.30, Messrs. Bryant, H)’3 j 
Tuson and Wood. Current Freethinkers can be obtain ̂  
opposite the Park Gates, on the corner of Edgware R°3 
during and after the meetings.

INDOOR.

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (London Co-oper^1' 
Hall, 249 Dawes Road, No. n  bus) : 7.30, Air. B. A Le 
—“ Religion, the Enemy of Man.”

Hampstead E thical Institute (The Studio Theatre, ■ , 
Finchley Road, N.W.8, near Marlborough Road Station i( 
11.15, Mr. John Russell, M.A.—“ The Alcestis of Euripi«^ 

South Place E thical Society (Conway Hall, Red H-e 
.Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, S. K. Ratcliffe—“ Equality : B° 
Wish It?”

South L ondon E thical Society (Oliver Goldsmith Scb°.j 
Peckham Road) : 7.0, R. Dimsdale Stocker—“ The ¡iCH 
Conspiracy Against the Individual.” , :

Study Circle (N.S.S. Office, 62 Farringdon Street, E-C'4 
Monday, November 16, at 8.0, Mr. A. D. McLaren Aviff °‘ 
a discussion on “  Clericalism.” „

South London Branch N.S.S. (New Morris Hall, 79 : 1ll, 
ford Road, Clapham, S.W.4, Hall No. 5, near 
North Station, Underground) : 7.30, Mr. C. Bryant— 
Myth of Immortality.” , ¡0u

T he Conway Discussion Circle (Conway Hall, Re4 
Square, W.C.) : Tuesday, November 17, at 7.0, J. P- 1 jc„i 
(Chairman of Board of Directors, R.P.A.) “ The P1 }i,‘ 
and Philosophy of Pain.” .pjtv

T he Non-Politicai, Metropolitan Secular SocieTV 
of London Hotel, 107 York Road, Camden Road, N-7> 
minutes from the Brecknock) : 7.30, Mr. G. Whitehe 
“ The National Situation in Industry.” ,0o

W embley and District Branch N.S.S. (Zealley’s 
High Road, Wembley) : 7.30, Mr. E. C. Saphiri
Phallic Element in Religion.”

COUNTRY.
INDOOR. :|

C'CBirmingham Branch N.S.S. (Bristol Street . t ’ 
Schools) : 7.0, Mr. A. D. McLaren—“ The Mythical 
On Thursday, November 19, in Shakespeare Rooms, L‘ 
Street, at 7.30, the Rev. J. W. Povah, B.D.—“ Am05 
his Successors.” Discussion, no collection. , jj3ll>

Birkenhead (Wirral) Branch N.S.S. (Boilermakers^ ^  
Argyle Street, entrance in Lorn Street) : 7.0, J. Paul (Fc- 
—“ Religion and the Child.” toV-''

Burnley (Barden House Club).—n.o, Mr. J.
“ The Christian Myth.” ■ iff

E ast L ancashire Rationalist A ssociation (28 
Street, Burnley) : 2.30, Mr. J. Clayton—“ Religious F"s 
ence.” Questions and discussion. All welcome.
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Glasgow Branch N.S.S. (Saloon Hall, Candlerigg) : 11.30, 
Chapman Cohen, President N.S.S. and Editor of the 

freethinker— “  Freetliought and Social Reform 6.30—
I he Disease that Kills Religion.”

. Liverpool (Merseyside Branch N.S.S. (Transport Bnild- 
'ngs, 4! Islington, Liverpool, entrance Christian Street); 
~,0> Sam Cohen (Manchester)—“ Christ-i(ns)anity.”

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone 
'ate).—Tlie Jubilee Bazaar of the Secular Society. Open 
aturday and Sunday at 3.0.
Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Engineers’ Hall, 120 Rush- 

'elnie Road) : 3.0, Mr. S. Wollen (Liverpool)—“ The Story 
°‘ Eden 6.30—“ A Ghost and his Baby.”

Perth Branch N.S.S. (Independent Labour Party Hall, 
'non Lane) : 2.30, Special meeting (members only) to dis- 

c"ss important business. Full attendance requested. 
Plymouth Branch N.S.S. (Plymouth Chambers, Drake 

lrc«s, Hall No. 5) : 7.0, Mr. F. _H. McCluskey—“ Religion 
a»<l the Poets.”

Paisley Branch N.S.S. (Baker’s Hall, 5 Forbes Place) : 
” 3o, Mr. Robert T. White—“ Secularism and Politics.” 

Rationalist P ress Association (Glasgow District), Grand 
Central Halls, 28 Bath Street) : 3.0, Professor Lancelot 

• Hogben, D.Sc., M.A.—“ Materialism and Modern 
Science.”

ioiiMORDEN (Town Hall).—Tuesday, November 17, at 7.30, 
. ’'bate—“ That State Education should be Entirely Secu- 
'lr” Affir.: Messrs. J. Clayton and E. Chapman; Neg.: 
vev- PI. B. Brain and Rev. H. Burnlev.

Ci

W ILL someone adopt bright healthy baby girl. Full 
surrender, no premium. Good home essential, Free- 

Hiought for preference.—Box 35, F reethinker, 61 Farring- 
(l011 Street, London, E.C.4.

Nationalist Press Association (Glasgow District)
Grand Hall, Central Halls, 25 Bath Street, 

Sunday, November 15th, at 3 p.m.
r̂°fessor Lancelot T. H o g b e n , D.Sc., M.A., University 

College, London.
“  Ma t e r i a l i s m  ano  M odern  S c i e n c e .”

Violinist— Miss May Russell.
Questions and Discussion. Silver Collection.

Ac a d e m y  CINEMA, Oxford Street,
( Opposite Waring &  Cillows).  R e g e n t  4 3 6 1 ,

Sunday, November 15, for One Week 
The Magnificent Synchonised Version of 

“ THE HUNCHBACK OF NOTRE DAME.” 
with Lon Chaney and

“ THE MAN WITH A MOVIE CAMERA.” 
(Soviet).

asf days Rene Clair Comedy, “  The Italian Straw Hal, 
and Emil Jannings in “  Faust."

L

K
I A. Book every Freethinker should possess:

The True Story of the Roman 
— Catholic Church —

By JO SEPH  M cCABE 
Volumes 10 /6  Post Free (Inland Postage only)

THE LITTLE BLUE BOOKS 82, Eridge Road, 
Thornton Heath, Surrey.

Unwanted children
■‘■ b a C iv ilized  Oom m unity there should be no 

U N W A N T E D  Children.

°r an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of Birth Con- 
trol Requisites and Books, send a i£d. stamp to :

R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berks
E S T A B L I S H E D  N E A R L Y  F O R T Y  Y E A R S .

i ! l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l ! ! l l l l l l l l l l l l l i l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l ! l ! l l l l l l l i n i l ! l ! l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l |4

L E I C E S T E R  
S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y .I J ubilee . B azaar |

I November 14th and 15th : 1931 i

| Held in ce lebration o f  the
| 5 0 t h  A N N I V E R S A R Y

o f the Opening o f  the Secular 
Hall, and to  assist in raising 

1 funds fo r  the paying off the
:: :: debt on the Building. :: ::

|  O V E R  £ 2 , 0 0 0  R E Q U I R E D .  |

Gifts of Saleable Goods ,  Books ,
|  etc. ,  and Subscriptions to the E

Bazaar Funds will be gratefully 
|| received by the Secretary—
1 H e r b e r t  E. A n d e r s o n ,

I  Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate,
= Leicester.

i  FIFTY YEARS OF FREETHOUGHT PROPAGANDA |  
|  •: :: HELP US TO CARRY ON THE GOOD WORK. :: :: |

♦ l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l i l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l

F S H A K  E S ?E A  R E j
. . and other . . {

LITERARY ESSAYS J
BY [

G. W. FOOTE
With Preface by C hapman C ohen  [

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.) |
Price 3s. 6d, Postage 3d. |

iT he P ioneer P ress, 6 i Farringdon Street, E.C.4.

j MATERIALISM:
l Verbatim Report of Debate between I

i Chapman Cohen and C. E. M. Joad. i
\ One Shilling Net. 5t 51 Postage \

| Revised by both Disputants. j
| T he P ionkkr P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. j

i 3 A 3 1
j Grammar of Freethought.

By CHAPMAN COHEN.
Cloth Bound 5s. Postage 3\d. 1

I T h e  P i o n e e r  P r e s s , 6 1  Farringdon Street, E.C.4, j 
-------- -------------------- *
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THE

SEARCH 
FOR MAN'S 
ANCESTORS

By Professor G. ELLIOT SMITH,
M.A., M.D., D.Sc., Litt.D., F.R.S.

IN addition to a full and first-hand 
account of the significant dis

covery of Peking Man, this book 
describes the “ finds ” in the caves 
at Neanderthal and Spy, the sands of 
Heidelberg, the gravel of Piltdown, 

and the river-bank at Trinil.

Well illustrated; clothette,
ONE SHILLING NET

(by post Is. 3cl.)
Paper cover, SEVENPENCE NET

(by post 9d.)

(Full p art icu lars  o f  the Rationalis t  Press  Association Limited, 
complete  cata logue, and specimen copy of the " L i t e r a r y  

G u id e”  free on application.)

London : WATTS & CO., Johnson’s Court, Fleet St., E.C.4

GOD AND THE UNIVERSE
EDDINGTON, JEANS, HUXLEY & EINSTEIN

BY

CHAPMAN COHEN
With a Repiy by Professor A. S. Eddington

Second Edition.

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

Paper 2s 
Cloth. 3s.

Postage 2d. 
Postage 3d.

T he P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4- 
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Christianity, Slavery 
and Labour

BY

C H A P M A N  C O H E N

«CD*

R E V IS E D  AND E N L A R G E D .T H IR D  EDITIO N .

Paper
Cloth

I s . 6d. Postage 2d. 
2s. 6d. Postage 3d.
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A  Book Worth Having. Just Published.
!

FOOTSTEPS OF 
THE PAST : : :

By J. M. WHEELER
With a Biographical Note by VICTOR B. NEUBURG

C O N T E N T S : — E a rly  Religion; A n im is m ; Fetishism and I d o la t r y ;  T o te m is m  ; W ere 
the  Jew s S a va g e s? ;  Religious Dances; Sym pathetic  Magic; Kings, Priests and G o d s >

Killing the G o d ;  etc., etc.

Joseph Mazzini Wheeler was not merely a populariser of scientific studies of religion, he was
a real pioneer in the field of anthropology. His present work is rich in ascertained facts, but
richer still in suggestions as to future lines of research. It is a book that should be in the

hands of all speakers and of students of the natural history of religion.

Price 3s. 6d. 228 pages. B y post 3s. 9d.

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