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-ToTa a 1,
About the Sunday Question.

By th
l)ail, e Brne this copy of the Freethinker is in the 

S n re£ulers the New Sunday Bill will have 
sec r°ught before the House of Commons on a 
the * re^ *nR debate. The Government is leaving 
e v ^ - t io n  to a free vote of the House— that is 
'■ tslfcV. !1101nl>er may vote as “  his conscience dictates,”  
his U °^v°ting as the party whips order, and “ damn 
^ ¡ s c i e n t o u 8 convictions.”  This is one of the 
rifraj(j y Ways in which ministers act when they are 
of jn lo R‘vc a responsible lead in a matter which is 
ir̂  P^tance. The other method is that of appoint- 

1 r' ' ' enquire. This latter
of
,nelh commission
<>f hir \ v 'a!? ^een adopted with the Sweepstakes Bill 
a ltn ti 1 âm Davidson. The Commission sits over 
‘‘ tl|(  ̂ ,:y Period, it spends a lot of public money in 
the nv "  3 1 1 *he time it reports, interest in 
Both 1 l̂as waned, and the question is shelved. 
irieilt ,1,ia,iods are adopted when either the Govern- 
W  - -  not wish to do anything, or because it 
Use an ^  Soniething ought to be done, but fears, to 
into c t ‘̂ ress’ on of the Evening Standard, “  to come 
ThCre°n lc* with an organized repressive minority.”  
about ' 'lS 110 need to appoint a Commission to enquire 
^avinJ^’̂ Pstakes, aU(i there is no justification for 
il<XIS(: i e Sunday question to the free vote of the 
Cojujjii . Be facts about both are well-known, and no 
¡iop. q?jlotl can add to our knowledge on either ques- 
i'here . e Government is simply shirking its duty. 
tahUHent B° athr|Unent against the provision of enter- 
V d ay .s 011 Sunday, save the purely religious one. 
saiilt, * s a day of religious taboo. It belongs to the 
Nothing 1 g Primitive beliefs as taboos on food, or 
GLoq  ̂ Bere is nothing else but the argument of
ofthe can make what is permissible on six days
Proven ?\’ 11 ot Permissible on the seventh. The im
peding. c 111 Public conduct where a rational way of 
iut We V  lII1day is the vogue is marked and universal. 

rt% 0lls ‘lVe to fight an organized and unscrupulous 
rn,n°rity. That minority is bombarding

members with postcards written by many who falsely 
pretend to belong to the constituency of the member 
to whom the cards are addressed, and many of them 
written by the same person in different names. Poli
tics is never a too clean business. As Meredith said, 
“  Politics is like climbing the greasy pole. Mutton 
or no mutton, you get the grease.”  But when re
ligion and politics are combined, then one may say 
good-bye to what little honesty is left in the political 
make-up.

* * *
N o Compromise.

The other day I received an invitation to visit a cer
tain Lancashire town to deliver a lecture against the 
existing Sunday restrictions. The proprietor of a 
large cinema had offered to place the building at my 
disposal on the following conditions. There must be 
no charge for admission, the staff of the Cinema would 
give their services free, the whole of the proceeds were 
to go to a local hospital. All these arrangements were 
subject to the consent of the Associated Cinemas, 
Limited. Now I should have been pleased to deliver 
the lecture, and without payment— my friends know 
that this is nothing new in my life. But the other 
conditions are not fighting Sabbatarianism, they are 
temporizing with it; and that way nothing worth really 
gaining can be obtained. For years I have pointed 
out to Cinema proprietors that all the applications 
made to Councils and magistrates to give an enter
tainment for which a charge for admission was made, 
were all bunkum. No authority in the land had the 
power to give permission. Then T urged upon these 
same people that if they would take their courage in 
both hands and open their places they would create a 
situation that would lead to a practical repealing of 
the Act. These men lacked the courage to do this, 
and when the question came before the courts, the 
judges swept all the permits on one side quickly and 
easily enough. But the soundness of my advice to 
the Cinema proprietors was proven when the mere 
threat to open as usual, and the complaints of those 
who were deprived of their entertainments, compelled 
even the Labour Government, by way of a temporary' 
Act, to make Sunday opening legal in places w'here 
Sunday opening had been the rule.

But I object wholly to legislation that selects 
Sunday for special attention. I no more believe in 
sacred days than I do in sacred books or boots. It is 
simply ridiculous to say that a man may open his 
place of business provided he gives the profits to a 
hospital. If he cares to do this, let him do so, but it 
must be a free-will gift. Moreover there is no law in 
England that can prevent a matt opening a hall for a 
public meeting on Sunday provided there is no charge 
for admission. There is no need to ask the permis
sion of anyone to hold a public meeting on Sunday. 
No magistrate and no Council has the power to pre
vent it. You may have music at the meeting, and
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still no one can prevent it. You may exhibit pictures 
and still no one can prevent it. Provided there is no 
charge for admission no one can prevent these things 
being done. Moreover, a licence that permits a man to 
do a certain thing during six days of the week, and 
under certain conditions, simply cannot prevent his 
doing something else, under different conditions, on 
the seventh day of the week. I decline to play to Sab
batarianism by voluntarily submitting to the condi
tions laid down. I will go anywhere in the country 
to speak against Sabbatarianism, but it must be in 
circumstances that really challenge this primitive re
ligious bugbear, and not in circumstances that do it 
honour. When Freethinkers like Hetherington, and 
Bradlaugh wished to fight the tax upon newspapers 
they did so by ignoring the law on the subject. It 
was a bad law; it deserved to be broken; and when the 
Government found those who fought it were 
not to be intimidated, the law was repealed. 
If we wish to do away with these stupid Sunday laws, 
this is the only attitude to adopt. Ridiculous bodies 
such as the Lord’s Day Observance Society, and the 
different Councils of Free Churches, bully local 
authorities into submission. Those who wish for 
freedom must be equally insistent. I  am not sure that 
these bigots are even in the majority, they are merely 
better organized and more insistent. It is a queer 
thing that so often people should be more active in 
the maintenance of tyranny than they are in the 
achievement of liberty.

* * *
Political Bunkum.

I have pointed out many times one new danger in
dicated by the Bill before Parliament. It places 
“  debates ”  as one of the subjects which on Sunday 
must be held only under licence. Now the Secretary 
of the Metropolitan Secular Society writes me that he 
has written the Home Secretary on the question of 
the Bill, and he has replied that the Act will not apply 
to Sunday debate. I have now seen the 
amended Bill. It contains all the bad features 
of the old one, and the clause concerning 
debate is still there, and debate must mean 
debate, no matter what the Home Secretary says. Be
sides, if a case is brought before the Courts the task of 
the judges will be to determine what the Act says, not 
what the Home Secretary said he thought it meant. 
This occurs over and over again in the courts. Debates 
such as are carried on by two or more people publicly 
discussing a subject are clearly barred in a meeting 
that is not licensed— that is, unless our language has 
lost all meaning, and unless judges take the word of a 
mere politician instead of being guided by the words 
of an Act. And, as I have before said, it is not clear 
that a debate, to be a debate, must be carried on be
tween two or more people. While in common usage 
it does usually imply this, if anyone will take the 
trouble to trace the significance of the word "debate,”  
he will see that it may easily mean discussing a debat
able subject whether in the course of a speech delivered 
by a lecturer, or between two persons. And, when we 
bear in mind that this Bill owes its entire existence 
to the principle that certain things which may be 
proper on week-days become improper on Sunday, I 
do not think that very much reliance can be placed 
upon the reply of the Home Secretary to the question 
as asked. Readers will remember that not very long 
ago I had to point out the misdirection of the then A t
torney General to a House of Commons Committee—  
it was the Bill for the abolition of the Blasphemy 
Laws that was under discussion— on a point of law 
with which any “ office boy in a lawyer’s firm”  ought 
to have been better informed. No one will be greatly 
influenced in his judgment of the Bill by what the

Home Secretary has to say to a correspondent- 
is really no need to ask the Home Secretary "  13 
printed statement means.

Reviving Sabbatarianism .
If the Sunday Bill becomes law it will mean 

instead of having an Act which applies to the co •

that

,bliviou

the
as a whole, and which is fast sinking into oi 
because it is so widely regarded with contempt 
shall have a new Act which surrounds  ̂
question of entertainments with a number of ® j 
strous regulations and by the institution of 0 
option places the more intelligent and the 11 
enlightened section of a community at the m 
of a number of organized bigots, and we shall be 
iug Sabbatarianism the cachet of an up-to- 
measure. It is one of those measures which w®1 
parently yielding to a demand for a much needec  ̂
form actually places the retrogressive forces 111 
much stronger position than they were. It enab 
bigoted and well-organized minority to say l*0" ... 
majority shall not spend their leisure time. '
All over the civilized world the trend of affairs lŜ  ̂
wards the secularization of the State. In our 
country for several generations this movement 
been most marked. It is true that we still hâ e 
England a State Church, and we still have PrlV1.eilS 
granted to religion and religious organizad0 
In other directions we have seen a marked tendeos 
base legislation upon the principle of civic efl®8 . 
without any regard whatever to religious convict10 
Not merely have all public offices but one e j 
thrown open to all religious sects, but an ay°"^£ 
Atheist may attain any office in Parliament, l® . 
judiciary or elsewhere. It is true that religions 
otry is still strong enough to place obstacles l® ^  
way of his filling such offices, but there are 110. i¿. 
obstacles. In this new Sunday Bill we once aga®1. 
turn to the bad old principle of specially legisla 
for the protection of religious opinions. By co®Pe 
ing those providing entertainments to .give a P ̂  
tion of their profits to some designated chard-^ 
which may be a .Salvation Army organization 11, 
licencing body so decrees— and by drawing a disd ( 
tion between what is permissable on Sunday au(l " [Q 
is allowable on other days in the week, we retur®i m i u  VI UMiV Vll V/kUVl o 1U uo- WV̂ vrV) '' > • <lj>
Sabbatarian legislation and the principle of rehi?1 fd 
intolerance. The Bill is an example of what b j| 
Morley called compromise in the wrong direction- 
that the Bill gives us that is good we were £et:-o!i 
without it. What we get is a slice of legist-1,^

a®1,d
designed to strengthen upon sectarian bigotries.
Bill really affirms a principle that is bad in essence 
out of touch with the best liberal thought of the ® t 
It is not a modification of Sabbatarian legislation 
is needed but its abolition. We want a free j  
not a Sunday which affords scope for the exercise 
puritanical bigotry.

Chapman CoS®1*’

The Ebb-Tide of Theology-

“ Nought may endure but mutability.”—Shelle 
The creed of Christendom is gradually melting 

like a northern iceberg floating into southern seas-
G. XV. F°ot

“  So far as a man thinks, he is free.”—Emerson' 
“ More life, and fuller, that we want.”—Tcnr>)'s ,

rComment is often made of the enormous, never' 
ing output of books, of the indigestible glut o1 ^  
literary market; but with all the activity of a®  ̂
and scribblers there is one department of literfl̂ fl, 
which shows a falling-off. During the past half c . 
tury a steady and continuous decline has taken P ‘

\
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i'i the production of theological and religious books  ̂
'vEat is this decline due? There are se\eia 

■ tasons, the first and most potent being the indiffei- 
cuce of the wide reading public towards religion itself. 
u his day Macaulay noted with an ironic smile, the 

•''ngular periodic manner in which the British public 
had spasms of religion and sentimentalism. To-day, 
J°hn Bull no longer remembers that he has a soul to 
f®Ve! indeed, lie appears indifferent as to whether lie 
ha? a soul or not. Meanwhile, he reads novels, peri- 
"dieals, and newspapers, especially newspapers. And 
Newspaper editors use all forms of religion as simpl} 
so much news. They will publish pictures of Mor- 
™on missionaries, 
the —
latest

. and report a clerical scandal with 
same zest as they record a divorce case or the

murder. Their affection for the dear Bishop
London is largely due to the fact emBles

' sPills the beans,”  and in full war-pain v jew
au African witch-doctor. From a news P 
he means no more than a pole-squatter.

Another reason is the lower ^
Present-day clergy. There are no ^  that the 
ecclesiastics and it certainly canuo t :m s- of 
contemporary Christian churches show «  " Qoks
intellect in the production of modern religi 
Not for ci

Jeremy Taylor, the subtle cadencies of Milton, the
1 mstened utterances of Newman. They cannot even
echo Baxter or Bunyan. There is not one original
!dca in their hooks.' Everything is twenty-second
'‘"'d, bug-eaten and most threadbare, and the poverty

r> Ihe prose emphasizes the emptiness of their heads.
Let another cause of the continuous decline of re-

'Rious literature is the steady growth of Freethought. the '"•J-

contemporary clerics are the rolling harmonies

e ordinary citizen is no longer content to be blindly 
V  the no 
Christiar
that of a generation since

’ed by tlie like 
,S1« has

Even the left wing ofthe nose by the parson.
,, lllstian Churches no longer makes an appeal

The force of Puritan- 
°nly . a* âs*: sr*er|t itself, it no longer inspires but

Perspires.

^Tthd decd*ue amJ Legan a half century ago. 
takal t a ôut: that time there was a real and unmis- 
ham f  *nterest in devotional literature. The second-

booksellers,luin . fourpenny boxes’ ”  were then sel-
l{arvVVl, out copies of Zimmerman On Solitude, and 
new ?y s Meditations Among the Tombs. In the 
forcmo^ksh°PS the Rev- J- R - Macduff rivalled the
lo8>cal 
Stiffs, 
b'or ■

novelists in popularity. The tale of his theo-
works was to be reckoned in hundreds of thou- 

, ur Le was, in fact, the Dickens of Orthodoxy. 
%iou6ais Lean Goulburn’s Thoughts on Personal Re- 
bisho n an annual sale of many thousands, and 
conf0l> : Xenden’s works were equally popular. Nou- 
the ' nusts shared the limelight and the applause with 
Eali>slests.°J tbe Government Religion. Newman 
geoti> Publications ran into a sale of millions. Spur- 
ti0n S Pennons sold like hot rolls for a whole genera- 
of aj i'”.u his rival, Dr. Joseph Parker, had an army 
itig t}lrllers vvho bought his books eagerly. In look- 
surprj -°Ugb the old publishers’ catalogues it is truly 
*’ nS to notice the number of works of a devo-tioi
eratiornature- Familiar as household words a gen-]on
Name t o '  S° at'° ’ how many of these are known by 
Was a tk.e. Present generation? The Victorian era
>i]i(i(||J,a' achse for the well-to-do, a purgatory for the
Was ass> and an inferno for the workers, but it 

a goldenNo? lancl-
W°rks 0°fnly Was there a

hi tj,„ TJiuen age for religion, and priests waxed fat

re a constant demand for the 
Die ’ndividual authors but for such libraries as 
t ^nily j C.a  ̂ Cabinet, Sacred Classics, The Christian 
f°r Slj . Mr ary, and many other series. The taste 
ever, hterary provender has gone, let us hope for 
Siveu 01 *s it to be supposed that fresh life can be 

0 superstition by the silly publications of the

Christian Evidence Society, or the still more con
temptible propaganda of the Catholic Truth Society. 
These things serve a temporary commercial purpose, 
and, having served it, pass to the dust-destructor.

The change of public opinion towards religion in 
this country, during two generations, is highly sig
nificant, and illustrates with startling clearness the 
changed attitude of the reading-public towards an 
Oriental superstition which has been foisted on this 
country by the machinations of Priestcraft for so 
many centuries. Based on Eastern fables, supported 
by brute force, trading on sheer ignorance, Christian 
priests at long last find the conscience of the race 
rising above their abracadabra. The voice of reason 
has been a still, small voice, almost inaudible, though 
never quite stilled; but now it is swelling into a vol
ume of sound which will overwhelm and overthrow 
the din of sects and the threats of the priests. It is 
well done, and Freethinkers look beyond the 
tumult and shouting of the day, and are touched by 
what Shakespeare calls “  the prophetic soul of the 
wide world dreaming on things to come.”

M imnerm us.

A Story of Departed Times.

Centuries before the City States of ancient Greece 
were established, highly civilized urban communities 
flourished in Mesopotamia. Imperfect as our know
ledge of ancient Sumer still is, there is ample evidence 
to prove that many hundreds of years before the 
Christian era races, both cultured and refined, occu
pied the now almost desolate lands lying in the 
valleys of the Tigris and Euphrates.

The imposing centre of Sumerian civilization was 
the holy temple of the gods. Each city was dedicated 
to the service of its special divinities. The earthly 
ruler was a priest-king, whose authority rested 
on divine right derived from the great gods them
selves.

From the temple emanated all commands to the 
people, including everything that related to the con
struction and maintenance of those remarkable works 
of irrigation which provided the soil with moisture so 
indispensable to the crops upon which the dense pop
ulation of Babylonia depended for its sustenance.

Within the temple itself a leisured priesthood culti
vated philosophy and science. A  calendar recording 
the succession of the seasons of the agricultural year 
was devised, and this led to a study of the correspond
ence of the spring, summer, autumn and winter 
months with the starry constellations appearing at 
their appointed time in the vault of heaven, and to 
observation of the movements of the planetary bodies.

The ancient land of Sumer was situated in a re
stricted area in the lower reaches of the great Oriental 
rivers, the Tigris and Euphrates. Nippur was its 
leading city famous for its temple of the Earth God 
Enlil. This sacred city was- the Rome of Sumeria 
and the capital of Mesopotamian culture.

The earliest Sumerian cities were clustered together 
along the banks of the Euphrates. But as the com
munities multiplied, colonies were established at ever 
increasing distances from the more ancient settle
ments. All the many city states were environed by 
their artificially watered cornlands and gardens. Rich 
pastures furnished food for the imposing flocks of 
sheep and herds of goats and cattle. The generous 
soil yielded crops in abundance. Wheat and other 
cereals, sesame, melons, cucumbers, vines and, above 
all, the date palm which furnished fibre for ropes, 
wood, wine and fruit, ministered to the wants of the 
people.
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The prosperity of the community was entirely 
dependent upon the irrigation of the alluvial soil, and 
the great canals constructed to convey water to the 
crops were recorded by the Greek traveller and his
torian Herodotus as among the marvels of antiquity. 
Mesopotamia’s population probably exceeded that of 
ancient Egypt, both in number and in wealth. Yet, 
this powerful civilization was doomed to perish by 
military aggression. Its system of irrigation became 
utterly neglected, and the once proud and prosperous 
country has now declined to a stagnant, insalubrious 
desert-land.

The Sumerians and their kindred were a divinity- 
ridden stock. Each of their cities had its patron 
deities— male and female— who were revered as the 
sovereign lords and ladies of the State. The city 
walls, watercourses, streets and gates all bore sacred 
names, while from the sacred temple itself issued the 
chief influence of mental and emotional life. Within 
the temple were the dwellings of the priests and 
State functionaries; as also the schools, libraries and 
granaries, while, rising above the city the solemn 
state temple proclaimed the supremacy of the gods 
who must ever be consulted when any enterprise of 
public importance was projected.

The Sumerian and Babylonian polity was purely 
theocratic. The secular ruler was pontiff as well as 
king. The great monarch, Hammurabi himself as
serted that when the divine beings laid the founda
tions of Babylon they specially named him as priest 
king. As the mouthpiece and representative of the 
mighty god Marduk the king was all powerful. In 
his famous Code Hammurabi declares that he has 
been divinely appointed “  to establish the welfare of 
mankind, to create justice in the land, to destroy the 
wicked and perverse, that the strong may not oppress 
the weak.”  Hammurabi’s celebrated Code, which 
has been justly termed “  the masterpiece of ancient 
jurisprudence,”  proves beyond all doubt that he was 
one of the supreme legislators of the world.

In addition to the high State divinities there were 
the household gods, presumably the ancestral spirits 
of the family in which they were worshipped and ap
peased . Yet, despite the ubiquitous influence of the 
gods, the Sumerians remained a practical people in 
secular life. Apart from its sacred associations, the 
temple formed the centre of the industrial activities of 
the community. For the Sumerians were a great com
mercial people who traded extensively with neighbour
ing nations. As Prof. Sayce points out, the poverty of 
Mesopotamia in metals, timber and other utilities early 
led to the establishment of trading relations with other 
communities. Silver and lead were imported from 
Asia Minor, and copper was obtained from Cyprus.
“  Originally,”  as Dawson reminds us, “ the State and 
the temple corporation were the only bodies which 
possessed the necessary- stability and resources for 
establishing widespread commercial relations. Temple 
servants were sent on distant missions provider! with 
letters of credit which enabled them to obtain supplies 
in other cities. Moreover, the temple was the bank 
of the community through which money could be 
lent at interest, and advances made to the farmer 
on the security of his crop . . . The temple and the 
palace remained the centre of the economic life of the 
city, but by their side and under their shelter there 
developed a many-sided activity which found expres
sion in the guilds of the free craftsmen and mer
chants, and the private enterprise of the individual 
capitalist.”

All this happened thousands of years ago, and yet 
how very modern it appears. Then, as now, business 
transactions were regulated by law, and were duly 
witnessed and sealed by the principals con
cerned, and the clay tablets of the time provide conclu-

sive evidence of the high efficiency of the Babyloi'>a" 
systems of banking and credit. ^

•hikTrade was carried on by- means of caravans 
Media and Persia, Bactria, and probably India, 
cargoes were shipped on the Persian Gulf to Ara ^ 
The commodities dealt with were numerous, a

working co n-
of theamong the many occupations of the 

munity mentioned on the clay tablets are those
carpenter, builder, smith, dyer, weaver and pottei- 

Education was widespread and the script that tW 
Sumerians had developed out of their primitive P^0"

schools. • * 
bake« 

was
inortat

» iu u iv n u u j rroei \-i\_ V UUL V/l Liitli. "
graphic writing was taught in the temple 
stone and minerals were almost absent clay, 
into brick in the intense heat of the summer sun

Asphalt served as i 
fed with reeds. Elay 

lets, again, with their records of the manners and
thousand

used for their buildings. _,___
and the dwellings were roofed with reeds. Elay

rs and c«5
toms of the people have been discovered in »**- âVe 
Even the exercises of the pupils in the schools ‘  ̂
come to light while clav-inscribed dictionaries 1 
grammars bear witness to the existence of hng 
attainments. Land surveying, a system of 
and measures, and text books in use in the <- 5 . 
days of Hammurabi which deal with geometrical^^ 
lems testify to the practical character of these - 
potamian pioneers. ^

Out of astrology and divination there emerge 
Babylonia the beginnings of the astronomy' of 
antiquity, for it is now conceded that the Ef
- - - - -  r * * *

\vefC 
the

watched and their movements recorded, aim » 
eclipses were earnestly- studied. The precessm11 ^ 
the equinoxes appears to have been discovered» , 
the chief constellations - - A û scri

derived much of their science from their 
tamian predecessors. The planetary orbs 
matched and their movements recorded, an

were named and deset 
The Babylonians thus laid the foundations of fl’01. 
science, and had circumstances proved prop11 
might have proceeded far. But this sP £c0ti- 
culture was destroyed by military invasion and c , 
quest, a calamity destined to be many times repeJ 
throughout the world during succeeding centutieS'

T. F. Palme»•

,dJcJ
Thomas Paine.

[The following sketch of Thomas Paine will be ol a ^
interest to our readers as it conies from the pen of a i11Ll

, Tip.Jof the Church of England. Times have changea*""

T iik name of Thomas Paine does not convey- llllK|-'ttle
the average person now-a-days. I was asked
while ago by someone otherwise well-informed, " ^  

Thomas Paine was. Nevertheless Paine playet; 
important part in events which altered the dest  ̂
of two great countries in the Old and New ,, 
Nothing in his origin or early- life fore-shadow u

jl!career in the least out of the ordinary. He was 
in the small but very- ancient town of Thetm1 
Norfolk on January 29, 1737. His father had a s> ^ 
farm and also followed the trade of a stay-uiake1’ ()f 
which the boy- Thomas was apprenticed at the a£V 
thirteen. His father was a Quaker and in the s 
tenets of that branch of the Christian religion the

’trict 

cen-
• ■nT’oJ}”'

tury it was a distinct handicap to belong to any jjy
conformist sect, and the Quakers were espeCUJ)llt
marked out, not only by their method of worship» ,

w h icb *
SSC'\ 
all)tial. So the little lx>y Quaker did not have M’/Y] 

friends to play with in the ancient Grammar Sc 
at Thetford to which he was sent— by the self-deUri^ 
efforts of his parents who were very poor. He  ̂ 0[ 
to have had a very- precocious mind. At the aSe

was brought up. In the middle of the eighteenth

also by their distinctive sty-le of dress, in 
avoidance of all bright colour or ornament was cs5'
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eight he composed the following epitaph 
crow which he buried in the garden

" Here lies the body of John Crow,
Who once was high but now ,s 
Ye brother Crows take warning (>
For as you rise, so must you

Shut out front many of the p'more'leisure to
°f other boys of his age he had all the Close
reflect upon what was going on arount Gaol,
'>>• the Quaker Meeting House was e ^s, both 
111 front of which were the pillory am _„,in;ed. In

which Thomas no doubt often saw scarcely
f l i g h t  of the present day those tune* 
cvilizcd. The penal code was m ac - tively
Capital punishment was inflicted for compara .fptri\ * j 1
f e n c e s .  Sentences were carried out in public. 
l>et lesT°̂  criminals swung in chains on roadside gib-B°flies of

hr Thomas’s thirteenth year a girl of seven-'een Was

K.Ctfo,(l> i01' the murder of her husband and this was
Theft " i f  l;xecute(i at Eh’ , twenty-three miles from
the

manner of it. “  Her face and hands were 
Cleared with tar, and having a garment daubed with 
Piteh, after a short prayer the executioner strangler 
ler’ and twenty minutes after, the fire was kindled 
a”d burnt for half an hour.”  This in the very shadow 
01 the Cathedral.

thetford was a chartered borough with a mayor and 
C(Jrl>oration, although the population was only about
2>0oo, and returned two members of Parliament, boththe
is “bsolute nominees of the Duke of Grafton. There 
0j w ( ol,bt that the subsequent author of The Rights 

'n^,z Pondered all these things in his heart.
occupation of making stays did not long 

*at“ fy the aspirations of Paine. In his seventeenthVeov 1 1y e a r  . - " ' p j i u w u u o  x  a i u c .  x u  i n o  o c . v c n i e c n w i

" T . . le endeavoured to enlist for service on the ship 
etnble,”  whose captain bore the ominous name

°f Dr*
shi °at;b' but was discovered by his father before the 
h()u. saded and taken home. Two years or so later, 
of .jtVcr; bo succeeded in joining the privateer “ King 
His Ussia>”  England being then at war with France. 
f0r ^Porience on board soon cured him of any liking 
The ll11 kind of adventure, but he did not return to 
¡)l°vJ >t(b We find him at the age of twenty em- 
f0r , '  by a stay-maker in London where he remained 
spj yoars, attending philosophical lectures in his 
thP i j lUlle aud becoming acquainted with Dr. Bevis of 

i> > ’ul Society.
Han'i"11.1 London lie went to Dover and from Dover to 
latter" 1C1’ St^  following the same trade, and at the 
lla,.,1. b'uce he married, at the age of twenty-two,

l̂ar&nf ’ --------- - --—----- ' --- r, J —— » “ /--r --
Mar,“ t where young couple had gone to live. 
Hie Lambert’s father had been an excise-man, and as 
>̂lvfc(i T making business did not flourish, Paine re

lic q,'. .becom e an excise-man, for which occupation 
aHer some months study in London, and 

eisedV11 *lis «ative town, Thctford, that he first excr-
‘ ut-v as a supernumerary excise officer. 

abeiV an excise-man he was sent to Grantham and 
f°UnciarClS to Alford. At the latter place he was 
duly RUllty °f slackness in duty, passing premises as 
sPecii examitie(l without having actually inspected 
l U i ^ s o f  goods as required. For this he was dis- 
'n geffjj1" *765, but a year later succeeded on appeal
"•'‘self C ~ ‘ “ ■ âLtr” 
Hsli )y stay-mak
lie

Hi
got

n,R re*instated. In the meantime he supported 
ing again and by teaching Plng-

a School in Goodman’s Fields, London, where
Hi Salaty of £25 per annum.

vve find him settled at Lewes, still in the 
feSpo , ail(l he had then attained a position of some 
l a b i l i t y  in the Service. His lodgings were at 
<la”gli?USe Samuel Ollive, a tobacconist, whose 

Ife U ’ Elizabeth, he married in 1771.
"1th h"laĉ e a number of friends in Lewes, members

111 °f an evening club held at the White Hart.

It seems to have been a kind of literary and debating 
society, and they had a rather curious custom. An 
old volume was kept which was called the “  Head
strong Book,”  and it was sent the morning after a 
debate to the member who had shown himself to be, 
in the opinion of the members, the most vehement 
and obstinate arguer. Paine achieved that distinc
tion at least on one occasion that was recorded.

The marriage was not a success. At the time it 
took place, Elizabeth’s father, the tobacconist, had 
been dead two years. Paine opened a shop and took 
over the old tobacco mill w;hich Samuel Ollive had 
owned. In 1774 he went to London and was engaged 
there for some time, pressing forward a memorial on 
behalf of excise-men for better pay and conditions of 
service.

Shortly after his return to Lewes he received notice 
of dismissal for the second time, the reason given 
being quitting duty without the Board’s leave of ab
sence. This time it was final, and his grocer’s and 
tobacconist’s business, not being a success, was sold 
to pay debts. At thirty-seven years of age Paine 
found himself penniless, and later the same year, a 
formal separation took place between him and his 
wife. The reason for this neither of them ever 
divulged. There were no children of the marriage.

Paine went to London and in some way became 
acquainted with that great American, Dr. Franklin 
who was then resident there. The latter gave him a 
letter of introduction to his son-in-law. Richard 
Bache, of Philadelphia, and on November 30, 1774, 
Paine sailed for America, where he was first to exer
cise his true vocation.

Thanks to his introduction Paine soon found em
ployment at Philadelphia. Early in the following 
year we find him contributing articles to a new pub
lication called the Pennsylvania Magazine, articles 
which largely increased the circulation of the paper, 
and a little later he became the Editor, acting in that 
capacity for eighteen months at a salary of £50 per 
year. Paine’s arrival in America coincided with the 
eve of the protracted struggle with the Mother 
Country which ended in the complete independence of 
the colon}'. It was in April, 1775, that the smouldering 
fires first broke into flame with the armed clashes at 
Lexington and Concord. A t first there was no 
thought of complete separation, but that idea was 
soon to originate and gain strength. In the autumn 
of 1775 Paine published a lxx>k which immediately 
found acceptance and popularity. It became in 
demand throughout the length and breadth of all the 
States. Its title was Common Sense, and there is no 
doubt that it exercised an enormous influence in deter
mining the distinction and the utimate issue of the 
struggle between America and England. Probably 
the main reason of the fervour with which the argu
ments and principles set forth in the book were 
acclaimed by the mass of the American people was 
that they recognized in them what they had already 
felt, but had never seen expressed. In Common 
Sense all their grievances and discontent were crystal
lized in strong and vigorous English which went 
straight to the point, without the slightest ambiguity 
or waste of words. Its style is such that it can be 
read with pleasure after a lapse of 150 years, instead of 
passing into oblivion like the majority of literary 
productions which owed their popularity and influ
ence to current events. All Paine’s writings are dis
tinguished by the utmost clearness of thought and ex
pression, however one may differ from some of the 
conclusions lie arrives at, and it is a matter for sur
prise as to how he acquired his literary gifts, consider
ing his very limited scholastic education. The little 
gtannnar school at Thetford should have some of the 
credit. The teaching there must have included a
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thorough grounding in English, although Paine had 
to leave at the age of thirteen.

The causes of the American War of Independence 
are a story by themselves— and a long one— but when 
it is remembered how the various settlements com
menced; made up for the most part by people who 
found it necessary to leave their native land owing to 
persecution, either religious or political, Pilgrim 
Fathers seeking a country where they could worship 
their God in their own way, Quakers, Puritans, 
Roman Catholics, Cavaliers, Jacobites, it is easy to 
see what a fertile soil there was for grievances, and 
how relations between the parent country and the 
States became.strained to breaking-point when the 
young King in England, whose ambition it was “  to 
govern as well as reign,”  and his equally stupid min
ister, Lord North, passed measures which the colon
ists considered injurious to their interests, besides 
being an unwarrantable interference, and utterly 
transgressing the cardinal principle of “  No taxation 
without representation.”

One of the first articles that Paine wrote in America 
was against slavery. In it there is the following 
passage : —

How just, how suitable to our crime is the punish
ment with which Providence threatens us? We 
have enslaved multitudes and shed much innocent 
blood.

Anti-slavery was a new doctrine then and met with 
no general response in the minds of the colonists. It 
is an illustration of the fact that seed will not flourish 
in ground which is unprepared. Nearly a century 
was to pass before slavery was abolished in America. 
It had gone in the Northern States before then, but it 
is open to doubt whether that would have been the 
case if negro labour had been as essential or profit
able there as it was in the cotton and tobacco states.

The Quakers of Philadelphia were generally speak
ing against the War, ostensibly, because the tenets of 
their religion forbid the shedding of blood, but per
haps also because it threatened their business dealings 
with the Heme Country.

The following quotation from Paine on this phase 
of the question is interesting : —

I am thus far a Quaker, that I would gladly agree 
with all the world to lay aside the use of arms, and 
settle matters by negotiations; but, unless the whole 
world wills, the matter ends, and I take up my 
musket and thank Heaven he has put it in my 
power. We live not in a world of angels. The 
reign of Satan is not ended, neither can we expect 
to be defeated by miracles.

F. M. Read.
(To be continued.)

Acid Drops

*1— *

The Oath question in the Irish Free State has little 
to do with the fundamental question of oath-taking. Mr. 
W. B. Yeats, the Irish Poet, has [Minted out that the 
London County Council, which governs more people than 
the whole population of the Irish Free State, is not an 
oath bound body. Neither Mr. De Valera, nor ninety 
per cent of his followers, nor Mr. Cosgrave and the 
same proportion of his followers, have any objection of a 
religious or theological sort to an oath as an oath. Their 
objection is to taking an oath which is supposed to ex
clude Republicans from the Free State Parliament. But 
since it does not exclude them, any more than an oath 
excluded Bradlaugh or Dilke from the English Parlia
ment, the whole matter would seem to be much ado 
about nothing. We onlv wish we could believe that 
there was a strong feeling in Ireland against anv

Afril 17. *93:

oath or test of a religious character; but all the evident 
is the other way. Anything more preposterous than t" 
suggestion that there is something revolutionary 01 atb 
istic in the Irish opposition to the oath could «ot 
imagined. It is enough to make cocks and liens laugb-

with. the. ^
ntly formed Church Self-Government League, 111C
Thc Christian World in. a leader dealiur

tioned here on its first appearance, notes that the 1  ̂
gramme of this body not only anticipates the Rel _ 
the Commission appointed by the Archbishops, bu 
pletely ignores “  the rights of the most important F .. 
concerned, viz., the State.”  It adds : “  The Sta ■ ^  
scarcely likely to remain dumb if the Church step5 
of all obligations which have been laid upon a» 
still seeks to retain the privileges attaching | 
established position, and to continue to be fina  ̂
through endowments which hitherto she has enjoy e  ̂
virtue of her officially recognized national stand o 
What the State, as represented by a Parliament sue  ̂
the present may do is, we think, incalculable. , 

iss crisis in the relations he " pfclear that a first unw Luaia ah cue iunuv— 
Church and State is imminent, and it was in the G.^£)I 
that probability that Air. Alan Handsacre has n  ̂
his book The Revenues of Religion, which " i  ̂
published on April 21. It will, we believe, be I°llIT 0), 
be a timely and informative examination of a <ll,c'  ̂
which, if it is to be justly settled, must be sett ^   ̂
the interests of the community as it exists to-day, ' ^  
it was when the present relations between Churc 
State were last settled, in the sixteenth century-

We gather from some comments in the Nonconi0 , 
Press that those they represent are not too easy 1 . 3j 
the Anglican movement for self-government f°r ,[ 
Church. The Christian World, as we have pointed 
rightly refers to the State as the body principal!' j,, 
cerned in this business. In the past, for examp* 
matters relating to education, it has often tumec ^ 
that an appearance of concern for the public inters . 
Nonconformists was only a blind for a desire for <-tll -|1iy 
of privilege with the Church. Public money, ostei . tv 
devoted to education, is still being spent to a lai-A^g 
tent annually for the teaching of religion in the 
under the pseudonym of “  simple Bible teaching, 
we have never noticed any anxiety in dissenting ĉ pli'- 
to prevent this imposition on the minds of the na 
children. One of the incidental advantages of ¡4 
endowment and disestablishment of the relig10 ^  
present established is that it will do something t0 j. j,i- 
home to the public the enormity and the expense 0 
direct as well as direct .State patronage of religion.

We recall that at the very time when the j|u' 
Clifford was eloquently denouncing “  Rome 011 teJ 
Rates,”  the Paddington Free Church Council Pre?Ljj 0( 
a demand to the Borough Council for the lemiss*0 
the rates on Paddington Chapel. .Since then all P ^  
of worship have been exempt from rates, and ^ 
not aware that the ratepayers, whose Sunday recreu 
are now to be controlled by a few local busy-bodies, 
ever afforded the blessed privilege of “  local optioj* . a|l 
to whether it was their corporate desire to subsid12® .fl)1
the churches and chapels in their areas by a contri
from the rates. It would seem that "  deinoct*'1 j.', 
machinery', like religious "equality,” is a case of ' 'v 
yours is mine, what’s mine’s my own.”

If the Bishop of London’s condemnation of Tariff 
recent sermon at St. Paul’s does not prevent it 'vc. o' 
the Religious Tract Society might call the attei't11’1 i)t, 
the Tariff Commission to the following advertise j)ir 
Surely imported Tracts are as fit for taxation aN e)t' 
ported broccoli. And in the case of the fornici 
is no lack of the British made article :—

“ Best Evangelical Literature.”—Books f°r pel1' 
Lovers, tracts, book-marks, mirrors, blotters, rulej31 ,ap. 
cils, pins, all with Bible texts. Write for c'T<Lr0ot' 
Valentine Gebhardt, 1732 Summerfield Avenue, 
lyn, N.Y.
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''' Peasant-sounding title is “  The Devil’s Camera 
•Icnace ot a Film-Ridden World, written by two authorsOf flip Tv
:iuthfcntî WOr̂  1 (Methodist) Press They seem to be the
Archil 1,1 Successors of that defunct divine, the Rev. 
r0111 ,a d H. Brown, who, more years ago than we care to 
,k^  ’ Produced a much-boosted work entitled The
diffei-JL 0/ Amusement. There is one notable
'uiicrence between the present authors and Mr. Biown. 
T, latter thought that the Christian should regard'•'lieatresCs- Music Halls, Dancing—and in fact all

Worldly pleasures ”  as “ untouchables.”  The Cinema 
.lad hardly started in his time, but it would doubtless 
,ave been on his Index. He would, we fancy, turn m 
Us grave if he knew that it is now proposed in order 
" dean up *> the cinema trade, that the Churches 

should save the films by having cinemas on their pre- 
'7 ^ , and, to avert risks by fire, only use “  non-flam 
1 m* The author’s at least deserve a little credit foi the*ast Sliorr̂ i.:-
•’ll hissuggestion, for the Lord, whose tender mercy is over
T‘ uls works, cannot save children in a cinema fire un- 
«s he has the assistance of suitable exits, and a human 
re brigade and its proper equipment!

i[r- Isaac Foot, M.P., 011 liis way to the House of
'̂Unions every day, raises his hat, he says, to the

of Oliver Cromwell. This moves a newspaper to 
^lain that "Ki"gs.1

ilia:

Cromwell set us free from the divinit) o 
I,, »”• When our newspapers and other journals get a 
.j e less timid, perhaps the)- will give public recogni- 
0,1 to the men who have gone one better than Cromwell 

„ hose who set us free from the divinity of priests andParsons.

, l’1 the opinion of a pious scribe, an All-loving Father 
as given flowers for his delight. Ibis, we pie-

. Uue> >s as a sort of off-set to the various things— such 
s germs, diseases, earthquakes, tempests, etc. which 

ing Father has 
— ght. It is av 

’er to balance things so nicely.

I In the Daily Sketch a reader says : “ We have iai tor) 
ha  ̂ associated Christianity with the long face, which 
e, s ‘lone more to empty our churches than anything 

Humour is both the salt of life and of true re- 
I R'on.” 0n thig hypothesis, then, the quickest and 
W 1 Way °i making the Government religion of Eng- 

" true religion ”  is to appoint P. G. Wodehouse 
y 1, George Robey as Archbishops of Canterbury and 
[a k; The only drawback to this scheme is that we
Uii. '  0llr humorous friends would object to performing£ Solem- • -

'¿'All-loving
delight.

Father has given man for something other 
It is awfully good of our All-loving

«fir inn antics associated with these high spiritual 
J*» - H such is the case, we greatly fear that this 
" , 1 *7 will have to jog along as best it can without 
i he religion,”  and that Christianity will have to con- 
v  e f° be associated with mule-like faces. After al ,
tr„ .a,Ssoc'ation is not surprising. The thoughts of the

‘  believe- * ‘

bn
Hie assoc-t)<i. associatcd with mule-like faces. After all,

• v 7 VCr sb°uld be directed to humourless ideas such 
flloo(iv *. ' ,’s a pilgrimage, “ am I saved?” Christ’s 
:>h(j ^ rifice on the Cross; the deaths of the martyrs, 
I'liere p s :l'riul majesty and his “ all-seeing eye,”  etc. 
fill S 'N "°fbing here to tempt the Christian into a cheer- 
S T ;  J i ?  man who has learnt to laugh at
diag j s Hie Freethinker. One might truthfully claim 
"'bid, ; .m?Ur 's Hie salt of life and of Freethought

Hie sanest philosophy of life.

'Mile 0cS Hie Daily Mir ror have been discussing the 
1 I rave- - 

.,0f Hie bo«,
o|°[, I'rayer, especially in connexion with “ luck.” 

'"onj . le best letters, from a Mr. W. Foster, of Rich-
f°llo\vin1S .ca,eulated to set the pious thinking. The 

18 a Portion :—
spar ‘ religions says God is omniscient. “ Not a 
Whv° Y a»s.”  etc. Surely, then, all prayer is illogical? 
Hvf.i,aS . Hod to waive his infinitely better judgment in

afraid God might misdirect them ? 
e suggest that the pious had better merely

;v°ur of 
t,:e the 
‘"this
v Hod 1

thPreriate ii, . ------------------------- j-----  - - -  .....
' li Sfhpid'f 6 lmPHed compliment, while he smiles at. 
"'"'iso ‘ U,y of those who address such a petition to an 

a,ltl all-just Being.

are n one’s own? Even with prayers for guidance, 
” ter ti f ese Petitioners afrai(

,lsb G0(1'S,’ We suggest that
'ipPtee,-!r.to do what he deems best and just. God will 
the „ . ate th» ;.— u. . <• -

Apropos of the Sunday Cinema Bill, the Daily Herald 
pleads for a “ Rational Sunday.”  It explains that

On the grounds of liberty, of morality, and of sane 
recreation and variety in life, the case for the Sunday 
opening of Cinemas is unassailable.

The Herald might explain why, if the proprietors of 
cinemas are doing the nation so great a service, they 
should need be fined, by a compulsory contribution to 
charities for rendering such service. And the service 
rendered, we may add, appears to be all the greater for 
the fact that the Churches have reduced Sunday to the 
dullest and most depressing day of the week.

Someone in a pious weekly has been deploring the fact 
that the custom of giving thanks to God before meals 
has greatly declined in this country. We are not told 
why. Possibly the people realize that there is nothing 
to thank God for. A man has to work to earn his food. 
He gets his food only by working for it, not by asking 
God to send it. In many lands, indeed, men work to 
produce food, but God often destroys it wholesale, leav
ing them to starve in most instances where they cannot be 
helped by men in other lands who have stored food. It 
is just as well that people have ceased to thank God for 
their food. For it suggests a change in their way of 
thinking, due to the realization that for the necessities 
of life they must rely on themselves alone. Man self- 
reliant is a superior being to man waiting for the favours 
of a God.

Having referred to the drastic changes which have 
taken place during the twentieth century, a writer re
marks that to-day people arc increasingly called upon to 
modify their ideas and habits. He adds that “  the 
young people have a great advantage over the older 
people, since they are growing up with the age and so 
accept with equanimity changes that perturb older people 
who have to modify many of their cherished ideas and 
ideals.”  For our part, we suspect that the older people, 
especially those who are in the churches, will not regard 
it as an advantage for the young people. The older 
l>eople oppose those changes and those modifications, and 
they regard the young people’s attitude of acceptance as 
indicating that the young people are lacking in prin
ciples, morals, and convictions. Of course if one’s ideas, 
beliefs, customs and habits are based on a Holy Book 
and divinely inspired truth, that stupid point of view as 
regards new ideas and changes is quite natural. And 
that is but another way of saying that the religious mind 
is the most stubborn obstacle to change, without which 
there could be no such thing as progress.

Sir Frank Smith, Secretary to the Department of Scien
tific and Industrial Research, has been telling readers of 
a daily paper that but for Science, the people of this 
country would still be “  racked and decimated by dis
ease, scratching a precarious living from an unwilling- 
soil, with tools laboriously fashioned, working long hours 
at hard and thankless tasks.”  We may as well stress 
the fact that it is Science to which man is indebted for 
maving been lifted out of the state in which God—on the 
Christian hypothesis— was pleased to place him. It is 
Science, not prayer nor priests nor the Church, which 
has improved man’s lot. Meanwhile the Church has been 
supplying spiritual encouragement, in the shape of ex
torting the people to be contended with their lot and to 
count their blessings, and of assuring them of the cer
tainty of recompense in another world.

Fear, says a contributor to a weekly paper, is the 
most insidious disease known to m an; and the great 
majority of people suffering from it would indignantly 
deny that they are victims of the disease. At a guess, 
we are inclined to think that this writer has been observ
ing the people going into a Roman Catholic Cathedral. 
Of course they would all deny that it is fear which bring 
them there. The priest has told them that it is re
ligious feeling and love for God, and they believe what 
they are told. Whereupon a philosopher might well sur
mise that a disease which is thought to be something 
beneficial is all the more deadly.
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A Nonconformist journal has been presenting its 
readers with a disquisition on the ancient doctrine, 
originally propounded by religious knaves for religious 
fools— “  No salvation outside the Church,”  and the later 
constructions put on that doctrine. The reason given 
for this discussion is that “  There are many at the pre 
sent time who seem to be suffering from what may be 
called an anti-Church complex.”  Our contemporary’s 
final exhortation is, “  Let those who care for the salva
tion of their own souls and the salvation of the 
world rally round ‘ the Church of the Living 
God, the pillar and ground of the truth.’ ” We fancy 
this is merely an oblique way of reminding believers 
that they cannot dispense with the parson, or ignore his 
claim to tell them how to get properly “ saved,”  what to 
do and why, and when and where to do it. Expedience 
requires, of course, that this priestly doctrine must be 
well-coated with sugar if it is to be swallowed. To assert 
that there is “ No salvation without the parson,”  would 
excite among Nonconformists nothing but controversy 
and dissent. Yet everyone who attends a church where 
a parson is in evidence assents to that doctrine every 
time he pushes his threepenny-bit in the collection-bag 
to help pay the parson’s salary!

An advertisement of the Wesleyan Missionary Society 
says : —

A travelled journalist (Mr. Robert Bernays, M.P.), 
quoting critics who say : “  One religion is as good as 
another : missionaries merely turn good Hindus into bad 
Christians,” replies : “ This is the greatest lie of the 
age. I was enormously impressed by the work of the 
Christian missionaries in India. They set up a standard 
to which no religion in Asia, even at its purest, ap
proaches.”

The “  critics ”  would have been on surer ground had 
they said— perhaps they did say so— that one supernatur- 
ally based religion is no better than another. This 
would have allowed them to add that, each religion is as 
stupid as the others; but some have a more harmful effect 
than others. As for the statement that the Christian 
missionaries “  set up a standard to which no religion in 
Asia, even at its purest, approaches,”  we should prefer 
to say, not that it is a lie, but that it is just about as 
true as most statements made by Christians concerning 
Christianity and its achievements.

Pastor F. J. Boughcy, of Nottingham, writes to the 
Methodist Recorder as follows :—

I have been a reader of the Recorder for more than 
forty years, but I never remember when there was ever 
discussed in your correspondence columns such questions 
as “ Did Jesus die for me?” or “  Did Peter deny Jesus?” 
Many must wonder what we believe. One of the founda
tion stones of the Methodist Church is the doctrine of 
the vicarious sacrifice of Jesus. I have preached this for 
many years, and will continue to do so. I believe criti
cism of our standard doctrines does incalculable harm.

We hope so. Still, that is one of the drawbacks accru
ing from the bright theological discovery of “ progressive 
revelation.”  By the way, as there seems nowadays so 
much difference of opinion as to "  standard doctrines,” 
what is the starting price of that noble horse “ Christian 
U nity”  in the race for world conquest?

Writing in the New Passing Show auent what she 
calls “  the old iniquitous mockery of a marriage sacra
ment ” which is “ slowly but surely passing away,” 
Miss Ethel Mannia says : “ It is difficult to imagine how 
sane people ever voluntarily endorsed an institution 
which insisted that one took a partner for ‘ better or 
worse.’ To commit oneself to such an outrageous idea 
is positively indecent.”  The article is illustrated by 
pictures of a bridal couple facing a Bishop in full can
onicals, book in one hand, and the other uplifted in 
blessing. It is all very sensible and effective, but how 
dreadfully irreverent!

We all know how often the truth of the Flood Store 
has been proved by clerical travellers showing stones 
they themselves have picked up on Mount Ararat, the 
mountain on which the Ark rested after the waters dis-

1appeared. In the Times, on Maundy Thursday last, Mr' 
Athelston Riley gives a description of the discovery °* ,l 
large Byzantine Church on the shores of the Sea of• ■> -Lir
Galilee. In the centre of the bema was the identica' 

jid
stone on which “ Our Lord ”  multiplied the l°av<j5  ̂
fishes, which arc depicted on the mosaic surroun  ̂
At least, so goes tradition which surely this tune, 
true as the marvellous story itself. Thu 
the stupendous miracles of Our Lord ai 
against the ignorant quibblings of sceptics.

Quoted in “  Sayings of the Week,” in the Obscr^  ̂̂  
a characteristic piece of Catholic propaganda PoŜ t  if
epigram from Mr. G. K. Chesterton. He says
people are allowed to think as they like they rill ttii«1;
it so hard as to want to kill anyone who does

not

think the same. Thus the right to exterminate her  ̂
and heretics, and the end of private judgment in ’T1, ^  
of faith and morals, are subtly commended 0' ^
thoughtless as being the only esca]>e from an unP c ()| 
bigotry. The fact is, of course, that the esse® ^  
liberty consists in thinking not what one l.'kcS.’s fiic 
what, to the best of one’s information and belief, '• ^  
truth. The truth, so arrived at, sets men frc°’
“  revealed ”  truth, accepted on the authority 0 
Church, or Book, is the mother of intolerance.

li.A nation deserves and has to pay for its great ®c ^  
we are to believe Mr. Hannen Swaffer’s report of ®s jiCll 
versation with the late Lord Birkenhead at a time  ̂
he was Secretary for India, the coiner of the P < 

littering prizes for sharp swords,”  was twenty 
lower than a cynic. His lordship appeared to th®»  ̂ 0„ 

niggers ”  were different from other human be®.- r̂c 
the earth in the matter of a little elementary justice^, 
have always maintained that this is a Christian eo>

til' l>id-sA Daily Herald correspondent wants us to take on , 
off to the Rev. Donald Soper. This reverend gentc 
wants to abolish the “  long face ”  from relig10’1̂  ¡,i 
now remains for Mr. Harry Tate to preach a ser® 
church; laughter in the Bible is conspicuous by 1 ' [V, 
sence, and the “ long face ”  may explain the short ^  ̂
in history that Christians had with those who dar ^  
laugh at its preposterous nonsense. All the 
shall keep our hats on until something better 
along to remove the pretensions of the black arm) ■

F ifty  Y ears Ago,

We cannot say that Cardinal Newman indicate»
lie"'

humanity will suffer from the “  coming storm of t
[ofand irréligion.” He does, indeed, refer to the awfi  ̂ '  •

of a people forsaken by God, but in our humble °P^9l)d 
this is somewhat ludicrous. We can hardly under» ^  
how God can forsake his own creatures. Why a -Msif 
pother if he really exists? In that case our seep 
cannot affect him, any more than a man’s bl*® .fC(t 
obscures the sun. And surely, if Omnipotence ll(l, 
us all to believe the truth, the means are ready f° )V:r 
The God who said, Let there be light, and thd1 
ight, could as easily say, Let all men be Christian»' ¡.

* ’ ■ ........................... the 11Hi"they would be Christians. If God had spoken 
verse would be convinced; and the fact that h : a,¡it 
onvinccd proves, either that he does not exist, ÎjoÛ  

he purposely keeps silent, and desires that we »
mind our own business. vorlil,The truth is, Revolutions must occur in this ' ' ‘ p, 

oth in thought and in action. They may happen s , o" 
so that we may accommodate ourselves to tl'ellb'()tl- 
apidly, and so disturb and injure whole gene® ^; 

But come they must, and no power can hinder y« 
not even that once mighty Church which has 
triven to bind Humanity to the past with ada®‘ of“' 'chains of dogma In Cardinal Newman’s own "  ^  

from perhaps his greatest and most characteristic b° , U
“ here below to live is to change, and to be perfeH 
have changed often.”

The “  Freethinker,”  April id,
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TO C O R R E S P O N D E N T S .

s. w.
"'ill havv.iXER.—If the Bill passes as it stands the Sabbatarians 

v’"ve come very profitably out of a situation whichvery prontaDly out
threatened to destov their political tcrri-
Price we pay for having so many politicians who 
fied by the organized church and chapel \on .  ̂ ^ ^

Acknowledgments for cuttings to “ Ca™b" " f e’ w  j' 
Noyes, s. F. Budge, T. W. Haughton, Murphy, w.^j 
Mealow, T. Stevenson, N. Mathews, U . H. h 
Tingle, E. W. Flint, and H. P. Turner.
-̂J.M.—Pleased to have your appreciation o

M. De Golier.—Your friend’s letter is both tbe
Cresting. You are quite justified in feeling 1 
influence you have evidently exerted. , bv

T- GaTeshill.—We share your appreciation ° 1L 
Alr. A. England in our last issue.
P- A. Ready.—Crowded out. Next week.

Tllc " Freethinker ”  is supplied to °£e at once
return. Any difficulty in securing copies
reported to this office. . . , Farringdon

The Secular Society, Limited Office is at 62 far * 
Street, London, E.C.4.

The National Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon 
rp‘'t London, E.C.4.

' Freethinker ”  should be

Street, .... — .~.f.
Letters for the Editor of the 

addressed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C-4-
]Vhen the services of the National Secular Society in con

nexion -with Secular Burial Services are required, all com
munications should be addressed to the Secretary, R. H.Rosetti,

Fri. giving as long notice as possible.
^nds who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 
a t t e n t ^ le Passages to which they wish us to call

Qrrf
ofC’n T r literature should be sent to the Business Manager 

, le L’ ionecr Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4,

n C ' .not t0 the Editor-
li ■ I?reeNunher ”  will be forwarded direct from the pub- 
QS lnS office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) :— 

dll”8 year‘ 25l-; half year, yf6; three months, 3/9.
•• £j,e1wfs and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
Clerk d>*oneer Press,”  and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd.,

'-ectur,
enwell Branch.’

g J e notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
•4. by the first post on Tuesday, or they will not be

1nsertcd

Sugar Plums.

Wly that aF members of the X.S.S. and particu-
!ll|'ainr 1 anches of the Society are completing their 
tidy ''jT"cnls lor the Annual Conference on Whit-Sun- 
cheste a' The Conference is to be held in Man-
cciunt,1’ a'U' Timt is very central for the whole of the 
and nW ^ 11 excursion is arranged for Whit-Monday, 
0\cr ,'.ls and the Conference itself gives Freethinkers all 
Those U'i country  of meeting and exchanging opinions, 
soon , . °  can attend should do so, and should write as 
^0settjS possible to the General .Secretary, Mr. R. H. 
iiiatio,, ’ their exact requirements. From infor-
Ven-' aica<1V to hand the Conference promises to be

0 successful.

■ Will vy 1
is |, • ”  oolwiel, and district saints jileasc note, an effort 
Woolu.A. ,llade to form a Branch of the N.S.S. in the 
°Tcu-a'IC ' arca' ‘A resident speaker is available, and 
those " .'"ectings can be held during the season. Will 
llurke ' lnR To help please communicate with Air. 

4 I.yford Street, Woolwich, S.E.iS.

(>ther 'I'^Tion was asked in the House of Comons the 
lcbCn w' c°ncerning the refusal to permit Air. (1. Kuin- 
stated tl' ' n this country. The Home Secretary
We djs . " Tas refused by the Immigration Officer in 
Air. jjuCrcti°n vested in him by the Aliens Order of 1920. 
°tlucati0 ebcn was ' ’Siting this country to speak at some 
!|(htiissjo" cen*-ro- The official reason given for his non- 

n> d z., that he hod not enough money in his

possession, is absurd. We arc informed that the Immi
gration Officer remarked : “  We don’t want men of your 
opinion in this country.”  Air. Kumbleben is, we under
stand, a .Socialist or Communist, which makes the real 
reason for this action plain. British liberty has come to 
a fine pass when a mere official is permitted to prevent a 
man landing because that official does not like liis 
opinions. The next step will be to transport all whose 
opinions are not favourable to the party in power.

Some of the papers that noticed the publication of Mr. 
Cohen’s War, Civilization and the Churches (a reprint of 
articles on the war 1914-1918) commented on the pro
phetic forecast of events. Perhaps this was due to the 
author not being a paid advocate of war-propaganda, and 
having no private axe to grind. Here is another in
stance we may cite in which events have justified all 
that was said. WTien tlie League of Nations was formed 
Air. Cohen pointed out that one could expect very little 
from a body composed of the old political gangs, none of 
whom could trust the other, and who would be engaged 
in the same political game of plot and counter-plot. We 
said that the League should have been composed of 
independent men drawn from all nations, and free from 
the diplomatic old women who do not know that they 
are living in the twentieth century. Now from a recent 
work by a lady, and endorsed by one of our leading Sun
day papers, we get the opinion that the League if it is to 
do its work, should be staffed by men who are “  rela
tively immune ” from the old diplomacy, and all the key 
positions taken out of tlie hands of diplomatists'. This 
is the advice we gave directly the war was over. I11 the 
absence of that policy Geneva has been converted into a 
stage on which the “ old gang” play the old piece. And 
the world pays for it.

In tlie circumstances we may be pardoned taking the 
following from an article reprinted in War, Civilization 
and the Churches, and written while the League was 
being formed :—

Every member of the League ought not merely to 
promise not to break the peace of the world, it should 
voluntarily place it out of its power to do so. If the 
League is to become a reality, it can only be by every 
one of its units forgoing the luxury of maintaining an 
army or a navy large enough to defy the League when
ever its decisions displease it in connexion with inter
national disputes. . . . The only effective military and 
naval force as between nations should be under the con
trol of the League itself. If the nations cannot agree 
among themselves sufficiently for that, or cannot trust 
each other enough for that, then it is idle to talk of a 
League of Nations. You may have a series of shifting 
and changing alliances, but you can have nothing else. 
You have not removed an evil by establishing a League 
under present conditions; all you have done is to create 
an elaborate hypocrisy to camouflage its existence. And 
the world surely has sufficient hypocrisy in existence to 
obviate the need for creating more.

We think these words are as applicable now as when 
they were first written.

Now that we may exjzect something like summer 
weather, and in any ease people will be moving about 
more, we venture to bring the claims of this paper before 
those who are inclined to do a little quiet propaganda. 
There are many new subscribers just round the corner 
if we will only look for them, and by taking either an 
extra copy and sending it to a likely reader we may get 
them. If that is not done, we will send a copy of the 
paper for six weeks to any address that is sent along with 
six halfpenny stamps to cover cost of postage. We re
ceive many letters from old readers who tell us that the 
paper was never better than it is at present, and we ought 
to see that it goes into as many hands as possible.

The advance orders for Mr. Alan Handsacre’s book 
The Revenues of Religion arc coming in very well. We 
are quite sure that' it will be useful to all Freethinkers 
and to a very large number of Christians. We are hoping 
to have a call for a second edition in the near future, and 
if the book gets the publicity it deserves there should
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be no doubt of that. The work extends to nearly 150 
pages, and is published at is. 6d. in paper and 2s. 6d. 
in cloth. There is a very striking cover-design by Mr. 
H. Cutner. The book will be on sale about April 21.

Our friendly contemporary, the New Age, says, of Mr. 
Cohen’s Selected Heresies :—

Anyone who will take the trouble to read this book 
will be struck by the moderation, clarity, yet forcefulness 
of his criticisms. One can admire the crescendo of his 
sledge-hammer blows, but would prefer that so much 
energy and knowledge were devoted to the present 
financial system, after the manner of our own “ Notes of 
the Week.”

We appreciate the implied compliment, but Mr. Cohen 
has his own work to do, which is the more necessary 
since there are so few, comparatively, who will take an 
open part in it. And after all, this world is too complex 
for all its problems to be solved by a single formula. 
We should be the last to deny that our financial system 
needs overhauling, but so still more glaringly docs our 
religious system need disestablishing. It is not at all 
clear that any re-arrangement of our finances will of 
necessity weaken the power of superstition, but it is as 
clear as noon-day that the weakening of superstition and 
the inculcation of rational modes of thinking will help 
all sorts of reforms and compel the considerations of 
questions that are now accepted as beyond question. Mr. 
Cohen has often been invited to take an active part in 
different branches of public work, but he has met the in
vitation with the reply', “  When all you fellows show a 
greater interest in my branch of work I may be able to 
spend more of my energy in other directions.”  As the 
Americans say, that reply goes in the present instance.

Someone has been sending the parson who is respon
sible for the editorial in the Castlc/ord Parish Magazine, 
some copies of the Freethinker. So he relieves his feel
ings as follows :—

This unhappy little paper breathes no word of comfort 
for the sick, the sorrowing and the aged. It has no 
word of encouragement for the living in this hurrying, 
bustling age. It has not even a sense of humour; it 
does not contain a joke.

The reproduction of this ought to at least relieve us of 
the charge that we have no sense of humour. And if I 
knew the name of the editor I would print it, if only to 
be able to say that one issue of the paper contains at 
least a reference to a joke. But it is difficult to please 
all, and so while this parish magazine complains that we 
have no sense of humour, the general complaint we get is 
that we have too much humour. The editor, by’ the way, 
although he is not witty, is at least wise in his genera
tion. He does not give the name of the “  unhappy little 
paper.” He only refers to it as published by the Pioneer 
Press. Perhaps he is afraid that some of his parishioners 
might be led to read it if they' knew the name. And 
where business interests are at stake the average person 
is quite all there.

The Scientific Attitude.

.So gradual in their working are most of nature's pro
cesses that one is seldom able to observe them in 
motion or to prove conclusively in what direction they 
are moving. Like the movement of the moon across 
the sky, we cannot detect any displacement or direc
tion in a short space of time by' means of the eye alone. 
Yet continued observation over a sufficiently long 
period will surely' convince us both of actual motion 
and of definite direction. Similarly by submitting the 
processes of nature to a series of consecutive observa
tions over a long enough period, we may often detect 
not only their movement, but the direction in which 
they' seem to be going. Some of these processes are 
so slow that it may- need the lapse of millenia to 
notice them. Others can be observed within the life

time of one or a few generations.
Yet no matter how careful we may be in our 0 

vations, and no matter what length of time may 
covered in making them, we must never suppose * 
conclusions to be infallible or eternally true. ^ 
there is no known test by' which any statemen 
natural law can be shown either to have been true
all time past, nor to be true for all future time. Ne'^ 
theless, the possibility' of forecasting events on the
evidence of the past is a valuable adjunct to hu®33 
thought and progress; and if a forecast has been 
peatedly verified by subsequent experience, we 
justly' entitled, within the limits of time indicated  ̂
our observations and proof, to assert the probability ‘ 
further repetition. This, and this only, is the tr - 
scientific attitude. All other is either dogmatic asse 
tion or wild prophecy.

Man, however, continues to suffer under tn  ̂
serious handicaps. His emotional bias leads him 
pick and choose, often quite unconsciously, fr°m 
mass of evidence available, so that he arrives 
conclusions based upon irrelevant or insufficient c ‘  ̂
his limited understanding, or ignorance, leads h110̂  
misinterpret the evidence, even though it may 
ample for a given enquiry; and lastly, his impati®1  ̂
leads him to act upon conclusions before he 
allowed the necessary time to elapse for them to 1®' 
been proved. In short, man tends to cancel out 
benefits which he might derive from careful sciem'. 
prediction by failing to keep clearly in view the (1 
tinction between theory' and proven truth. ,t

Science, as we understand the word, has reaches * 
stage of common-sense that refuses to accd 
as truth what has not been and cannot be repeat" 
proved by experience. Yet its followers, be111' 
human, are fallible and frequently ignore that 
sary principle of progressive knowledge. From h 
to time we find eminent scientists actively supp°rtl 
or maintaining the truth of certain wholly unptoV? 
beliefs. It is unfortunate that it should be

It is even more unfortunate that the gel,er?case.
111public is incapable of distinguishing the spheres 

which the opinions of any given scientist may °r 11 
not be accepted with assurance. But 
are seeking the truth there is one rule which ma3

for those
be 

al'1'safely applied in these cases. Do not accept as ya 
able the opinions of any scientist upon any sub] 
other than that which has given him his right to 
regarded as a scientist. Another rule which is 3 
fairly safe is the following. If, in his efforts to c  ̂
vince the public of the truth of certain content'01̂  
any' scientist uses emotional phraseology or other" ( 
appeals to the emotions of his hearers— do not tr"',

jth
of

such contentions. For emotion is the enemy' of tru 
and the ally of bigotry. And until the capacity 
the public for intelligent criticism and discrimimn1,  ̂
has been raised above its present level, until 
futility of mere belief without proof has been r"0̂ . 
widely' realized, until the intellectual integrity , 
scientists is such that, however strong their emotio" , 
biases may' be, they will be ashamed to profess be* 
in the truth of anything that has not been prove*  ̂
until these things happen, we will still be in da"£ 
of becoming a prey to credulity, prejudice, dogma»- 
and bigotry.

In the realm of religion nothing is more evH 
than this constant appeal to emotion, combined

je"1
/ith

an anxiety' to avoid proof of its assertions and to Pr. 
vent investigation of the traditional bases upon vvm^ 
its dogma is founded. To such a low state has 
ligious teaching descended that no reasonable enff"1^ 
concerning the truth of its tenets is tolerated 
its fundamental assertions are taken for granted. S"

lot’1much is this the case nowadays that religion has c 
all chance of being included in that progressive sp"
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of enquiry of which it may be said to have been at one 
time the sole representative. The divorce between Re- 
bgiern and Science is now as complete as the divorce 
between Astrology and Astronomy.

When Science, in its modern aspect, was unknown, 
man was just as fond of theorizing as he is tc-day. 
Hiese theories, though primitive, were the natural 

outcome of observation, and must have had in their 
original forms a certain practical, though limited, 
'able. At any rate they were considered worthy of 
,)eing handed down. So they were embodied in a 
variety of oral forms which, with the development of 
mnting, were codified; and their preservation was left 
111 the hands of certain persons who were regarded as 
thc ®ost suitable caretakers. Unfortunately the diffi- 
v'dty of multiplying and broadcasting these codes 
(since overcome by printing), combined with the ad- 
vantages which accrued to the position of caretakei, 

'̂uled to give the latter a power which, once realized, 
«’ey were loath to share. Primitive science in the 
01 m of tradition came thus to be linked with author- 

';v iu a selfish bond which has continued to this day. 
.bit, blind to the fact that power without knowledge 
ls weak, these repositories of early science made little 
<>r «0 effort to increase their wisdom by progressive 
*tudy and research, 
nieir laurels
Power by exploiting the credulity, ignorance and 
s"bservience of thc masses. Meanwhile science stood 
f lU or retrogressed in that exaggerated respect for
traditf ' ‘

They were content to rest on 
else they tried to increase their

motional beliefs which goes by the name of Religion,
tintnro. ?------ i-*-1 — -1J i

atetoler- n?ture’ which is utterly impartial, could not 
indefinitely such an uneven balance in human

jju !rs" bts revenge or remedy (call it which you 
jjj,, " as typical and inevitable. Too much power 
able'f '̂ail<k  the few and too little knowledge avail- 
rg or the many led to abuses which, in their turn, 
p ed in degeneration and disintegration. And the 
trueeSS-1S going 011- In some cases the germs of 
s°ciaj>cieuce died in a welter of general ignorance and
or c°nfusion; in others they germinated secretly, 

e or less openly", in the minds of a few persons
7 10Se integrity and curiosity could not be subdued.

"d from these few, to whom tradition and authority
must have become thc embodiment of reaction and
oppression, we have inherited that ever-expanding body Qf -  -

lh%j, reliable knowledge which we call Science.
0],p_ -on has clung to tradition for so long and has 

v̂cftsT* ^le reasonahle curiosity" of man on so many 
can °ns> that its claim to be a progressive revelation 
Its ‘<n° '011Rer be regarded as anything but a joke. 
ljes c*-trr'al truths ”  have been so frequently proved 
sfich ar*i v'ben so proved have been abandoned with 
cr(i(] IcIfifilnnce, that few but the ignorant give any 
])rotCnce.to them. If at some period in the past its 
retiCp̂ °n'sts *la<l had the honesty to admit the theo-

 ̂a fihance to survive.
Hie u *t 0ri^ naUy was— thc effort of man to explain 
Uop. ¡J ' no'vn in terms of the known— and it might by

nature of their learning, religion might have 
"hat •, nce to survive. For it would have remained

th ive
an

\Vim letlce has yet become. But now it is too late. 
fiaule?Û  Sacrificing their chief claim to authority, 
trUths ’ /he supposedly eternal nature of religious 
1 strap’ le Protagonists of every religion can neither 

Le their

grown to an even greater power for good

Hi,
"hich^? forward to the discovery of newer truths 
by (.jle.tontradict the old theories. They are chained 
(>f qlo nwn conceit to a primitive and outworn mode 
fir dis , S 't which must inevitably become submerged 
has ri,' .H as man’s knowledge increases. Religion 

A j-g11? hs own death-knell, 
factor,, °f Past history shows that there is satis- 
' ehgio ev’(Ience for the theory that religion and the 

,ls attitude are dying out. Yet the process is

steps with a view to revision, nor can

a slow one and does not work evenly at all times or in 
all places. All that we can say definitely at present 
is that in certain parts of the world man’s intelligence 
has grown to such an extent that no new religion is 
ever likely- to have more than a passing success. This 
is all to the good. But the world is large and the 
primitive, superstitious mentality is much more wide
spread than the educated; and one cannot foresee with 
certainty how the one may react upon the other. Even 
in certain parts where religion has ostensibly been 
trodden under foot, there seems to be a tendency to 
treat as a religion what is no more than a socio
political theory. For, as I have shown elsewhere, 
the essence of religion is not necessarily a belief in 
supernatural beings, but a belief in the unknown—  
that is, an accepting as true certain views, state
ments or conclusions whose truth has not been con
clusively and repeatedly proved by experience. In 
this sense it is just as easy to worship or hold re
ligious respect for social, political or other theories, 
as it is for the most fantastic of traditional beliefs.

To all those, therefore, who value the benefits which 
Science and Freethought have brought, one prin
ciple should stand out as being pre-eminently rational 
and worthy of attention. Never confuse theory with 
proven truth. In no ease should we assert the truth 
of, much less attempt to enforce, any theory what
ever. If a theory- seems worth testing, let us per
suade others by reason that it is so, and willing co
operation will not be wanting. The only'- statements 
we have any right to assert the truth of are those 
which have been repeatedly- proved true in the past, 
and whose truth we can ourselves prove when neces
sity demands. Never should we admit, nor deny, the 
truth of anything which we cannot prove for our
selves. Never should we be ashamed or fearful of 
admitting truths when they have been proved to our 
satisfaction, even though they may go contrary to our 
preconceptions. For to believe in the value of any 
statement or theory whose truth we are incapable of 
proving is, in its essence, to be religious. Only by 
some such method of mental discipline as the fore
going will the world ever attain to that truly scien
tific attitude which will result in all striving for the 
benefiit al all and for the harm of none.

C. S. F raser .

An Appeal to Authority.

A .— The Situation.
We are living in a day when it is becoming increas
ingly difficult to attract the attention of most people 
to religion through the orthodox theological channels. 
Our everyday behaviour reveals unmistakably- that 
talkies, football, wireless, hiking, motoring, etc., 
take precedence over the Church in our thoughts. 
Let the Church put what construction it chooses on 
this, there is something in it more than a mere “ spasm 
of carelessness,”  or “  passing fit of thoughtless aban
don.”  It would take more than that to make men 
and women sacrifice salvation from everlasting tor
ment, and risk the danger of a mighty God. Thc 
apathy which to-day meets the Church reveals noth
ing less than the prevalence of a downright disbelief. 
Phenomena like the present drive for Sunday games 
are a striking, and a conclusive, evidence of the 
popular scepticism of our day.

It is to be deplored, however, that this pragmatic- 
renunciation of Christianity is not accompanied by 
the realization of its anti-Christian implications. Men 
submit to being known as Christians long after they 
have ceased to behave in the authorized Christian 
manner. Furthermore, it satisfies their conservatism
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to be told that they are “  nearer to God on the golf- 
links,”  and “  closer to Christ than many of his own 
(misguided) representatives.”

And that is where the Press steps in. The 
modern Editor and journalist have not been insen
sible to the possibilities latent in the situation. “ All 
right,”  they say to the parson, “  You’ve given ’em 
theology till they’re sick of it. Now we’ll give ’em 
science. Churchianity is not the only approach to 
Christianity. Watch us cut out the Cosmo Lang 
stuff and give ’em Lodge, Eddington, and Jeans.”

Having studied our mood, the Press encourages it. 
And by a combined effort, based on the “  boosting ”  
of certain selected scientists, the impression is created 
that religion and science are in perfect harmony, and 
represent two methods of approach to One Great 
Reality : they do not conflict, for they do not en
croach on one another’s domain. They pursue 
parallel paths and meet in the same goal. Or some
thing of the sort.

This kind of nonsense is lapped up as before, and 
betrays an unquestioning credulity that is not cured 
by the substitution of press for pulpit.

Consequently the Press has found it easy to foster, 
if not generate, the notion that science and religion 
arc now very friendly. By reference to prominent 
names the usual plausible case is made out, and 
readers are provided with the usual palatable conclu
sions. At the same time, journalists know that their 
average reader has not the leisure, even if he had 
the inclination, to verify for himself what is told him, 
and, what is more, widen his own range of know
ledge.

And so there exists to-day a considerable body of 
what is dignified by the name “  opinion,”  which 
says, and repeats, that science and religion are getting 
on very well together. All the time this is going on 
there is one great fact which is being hidden from 
the public; the fact that their own scepticism is re
duplicated in the academies and universities. The 
half-hearted scepticism of the average layman, the 
unreasoned, the often unconscious, the self-decep
tive, scepticism of the man in the street, is paraded 
by the conscious, the reasoned, the deliberate disbe
lief of professors of science and philosophy in all 
quarters of the philosophical world.

Let us, then, examine the proposition that modern 
thinkers are giving credence to religious doctrines.

B.— Its G  >i,i,apsk .
Realizing the impossibility of attracting the atten

tion of the general public to religion through the old 
theological channels, our modern press has en
deavoured, with some success, to satisfy the feelings 
of its public by assuring them that men of science and 
philosophy have had new glimpses into the religious 
scheme of things, independent of the ecclesiastic ap
proach. This appeal to authority can here be criti
cized from three standpoints.

In the first place, science is impersonal. It must 
have spokesmen. Its spokesmen are called scientists. 
And when these scientists speak we have to differen
tiate between fact and opinion. If the scientist tells 
us that Ha and O form water we believe him, for we 
know it to be capable of demonstration by experi
ment. But if he goes on to say that the reason why 
they form water is that a Holistic Factor or super
natural agency brought them together for the fulfil
ment of a purpose, then we reserve the right to be 
sceptical. By doing so we descriminate between fact 
and opinion. On the one hand, impersonal, observed 
fact : on the other, personal, private speculation. 
Science belongs to the former category, as a body of 
impersonal public knowledge. The private, unveri- 
fiable, opinions, or guesses, of scientists do not form 
part of that body.

This is fully recognized by scientists themselves, 
they have no desire to deceive us. In one of his rc 
cent books, Beyond Physics, Lodge, speaking of

It is specula
tion, and is therefore devoid of scientific authority, 
while Jeans divides his Mysterious Universe into (fl/ 
a record of fact, and (b) an excursion into the “ deep- c _
waters.”  And so long as a scientist records 1 
long as he talks science, he makes but poor copy 
the journalists— unless those facts are of a sensation 
character. But if he talks non-science, which a  ̂
pens to suit their nonsense, he may find him* 
lauded in the headlines. Compare, for instance, 
eminence given to Jeans’ Mathematical God, with  ̂
inadequate notice taken of Elliot Smith’s anthrol’ 
logical discoveries in Peking. Or consider L>< c

household "°rlhimself, whose
in Peking, 

name is almost
What made him “  famous,”  i.c., well-known. Ho'v

much is due to his work in physics, and how

; Of CO'1'
to his belief in ghosts? Would his numerous 
ventions, unaided, place him so far in advance

SOlUe'
SOlUe'

temporaries such as Lowe? Popular fame is 
thing largely added to a man because he says 
thing palatable for the readers of the stunt press  ̂

The first critical point, then, is that, at best, 1 
not science which favours religion, but the Prn‘ j 
opinions of individual scientists. Nevertheless, 
should be the last to deny that the philosop ^  
speculations of scientists are a priori futile. h
merit of a philosopher is that he should have n P 
working knowledge, not necessarily of the de«1 . 
but of the results and conclusions of scientific i,ive* 
gation. And if scientists were unanimously to 
credence to a particular doctrine, that for me 
be a recommendation of that doctrine. Which brl"P 
us to the second criticism. ,0

First, we bore in mind that the apparant favours  ̂
religion come not from actual science, but from S})L 
lative scientists. Now we go further, and find it IS , 
even scientists, but scientists picked out by the Pr> 
for that very purpose. We seldom hear of Wat  ̂
Hogben, Hornilov, Moore and others. They 11 
nothing to offer religion. No. We hear of Lo< P 
Eddington, Jeans and Thomson, and find that o'1
has something to say favourable to religion. And

then we are asked to accept the conclusion t'1,1 
science as a whole is pro-religions. All the time tlwr 
is one great fact hidden from the public notice, 
if it suited the press for purposes of circulation1 
could make out quite as strong a case for Ath£*■  
and other forms of disbelief.

G. H. Tayi.°r-
(To be concluded.)

Apparition.

I am near dumb by beauty such as yours;
My blood is all a-tingle at the sight :
Can Hipjxierates, vendor of sure cures,
Save me from heartache now you take your iligl'1 ■ 
Alas, alas, such loveliness endures 
Only a few bright spring-times e ’er the night 
(>l winter comes and dims that radiance bright, 
Which, in the end, a damp, cold vault immures.

But 1 am thankful that the gods vouchsafed 
That I on loveliness a while should gaze 
And gleet its presence with a silent smile;
For deeply on the memory engraved
Abides the thought oT those fast-llcetiug days,
When life for one sad mortal seemed worth while-

Bayard Simmo>'s-
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Correspondence.

To the editor op the “  Freethinker.”

IS AVAR USELESS?

SiR,—With your kind permission, 1 would 1L̂  ' wkicli
*• B. Kerr’s letter in your issue of March 27,

says, “ The wise thing is not to say th
futile, but to take immediate steps to ievno\e of ••War ”  T  ------------ ‘ ' “ ‘UCUiait; ,'Ttk.JJM LU 1CUIUVC L11C L<IU,-W
and iinfn- ,-Causes « 'ven> being pressure of population, 
«nil

Ule peoPles °f the world.

e . ----- ... . His remedies are
n a >,rtb control, and fair distribution of land

----- - B-vv.u,
1 unfair distribution of territory.

univ»*...1 ’ '
nino:

it v.. , J  11 [, 1.1,  il, 1, iO ill,*
by the persons interested in making war, but ‘ L 
truth, of their allegation.

by *Ule Pressure of population is the excuse given

. allegation. It is not pressure of population
'V'lHch is the real cause, why these industrious people 
,'ave to live upon what lie calls a Spartan diet (rice).

Viote from the Commonwealth of March 5, from an 
«tide on Japan’s Land Raid in China. “ For Japan it is 
«eaded that her growing population must have an out- 
]':X” This was the sort' of foolish talk indulged m by 
’«¡many, and by writers such as General von Bern- 

;'r,llu uud by Protectionists, in Britain. In each case the 
^-Populuticm scare rested upon a myth.

’ere was, and is, no over-population. At no tune in 
bust history has this been the case anywhere, nor will it 
1* so at any time in the future. Over-crowding we 

Uo'v to exist in every' civilized country; but it is a great 
'¡¡stake to see in this evidence of over-population. In 
,l fands where the people are found herded together in
««crowded conditions, there is the other side of the
¡) »eld to be seen by those with eyes to see : empty 
Paces lacking population lie side by side with densely 

Populated areas in which the people seem almost without 
rooni to nmve.

Japan has an area of 150,198 square miles and a 
Papulation of 59,500,000. Great Britain (including 
northern Ireland) has an area of 9 5 ,03°  square nnles and 
‘ Population of 44,500,000—468 persons to the square

Croat Britain can show very bad overcrowding, but 
having the least acquaintance with the facts«•ill

say that this countrv is over-populated. There arc 
, ">se «’ho do say so, of course, but it is charitable to sup- 

’¡c that they do not know any better.
<lPan with is,000,000 more people than Britain, nas 

ft’168 square miles more space for their accommodation. 
t,'îr respective conditions are practically equal. <>'u 
Lr'tl J^punesc mainland, therefore, would he amp c 

ue needs of her population.
of o they Kave Land Lords in Japan. Over 60 per cent 
! tuc annual rice crop is taken by these as rent foi 

" ‘g their fellows work.
n 18 safe to assume that, like our home-grown variety,
Japanese ■ -
l l r !

ten
sc Land Lords are Imperialists, and constantly

countrymen to look abroad for thatSorhCir fell0w
i"k no* f°  ."cces.sary, as they tell them, for their grow- 
tir>n , ! t , ati0n, but it will not be the growing popula
ting 1' 10 'caff get those lands abroad, if British experi- 
f-ami  ̂ a"ything to go h v ; it will be the Imperialist

VVn1I'°rds !
There''" 'vlle" ^ no lonker Pa>'s to steal territory. 

Ploiter XV0lilH be no advantage for the Japanese ex- 
t'lii,]. S ° «rail Chinese territory if tlieyr had to pay the 
'' PupC 'K‘0ple full yearly rent for what they' held 
'ncltuij ’ C:"fy  rent” being the annual value of the site, 
Uiulc,- if ' aH minerals and other natural resources in or 
raiilc f U fatlcl. Chinese interests in China would then 
°tlier cm'Kideratiou equally with British, Japanese, or
°r ne reign groups, instead of being, as now, seldom 

er ment'
Henry George in Progress and Poverty on theMaAgain mC,lti<me(L’

ff'at tiK.lau Theory, pp. ioo and 101, says, “  I assert 
f«tion Cf ses commonly cited as instances of over-popu- 
1 rt f ' l l  not hear investigation. India, China, and 

or Urn'.sb the strongest of these cases. In each of 
1‘Otg T̂rtries, large numbers have perished by starva- 

. Hrgc classes are reduced to abject misery or

compelled to emigrate. But is this really due to over- 
population ?”

Comparing total population with total area, India and 
China are far from being the most densely' populated 
countries in the world. According to the estimates of 
M. M. Behm Wagner, the population of India is but 132 
to the square mile and that of China 119, whereas Saxony 
has a population of 42 to the square m ile; Belgium 441; 
England 322; the Netherlands 291; Italy 234 and Japan 
233-

It appears to me that Thomas Paine gives us a much 
better reason why' we have war than Mr. Kerr does. In 
Paine’s Rights of Man, lie say's, p. 169 : “  Whatever is 
the cause of taxes to a Nation becomes also the means of 
revenue to a Government. Every war'terminates with 
an addition of taxes, and consequently with an addition 
of revenue; and in any event of war, in the manner they' 
are commenced and concluded the power and interest of 
Governments are increased. War, therefore, from its 
productiveness, as it easily furnishes the pretence of 
necessity for taxes and appointments to places and offices, 
becomes a principal part of the system of old Govern
ments ; and to establish any' mode to abolish war, how
ever advantageous it might be to Nations, would be to 
take from such Government the most lucrative of its 
branches. The frivolous matters upon which war is 
made show the disposition and avidity of Governments 
to uphold the system of war, and betray the motives upon 
which they act.”

A. McHattie.

[We regret that we have been compelled to curtail Mr. 
McHattie’s letter. We must again remind correspondents of 
the need for brevity.—Er>.]

FILM CENSORSHIP.

S ir ,— I must apologize for a delay’ in replying to the 
criticism offered by “  Aramis,” in the Freethinker for 
April 3, but even if only from “ general sympathy” with 
the Freethought position, he surely realizes that Free
thinkers do not tremble to imagine what would happen if 
censorship were abolished any more than they tremble 
at the thought of the abolition of the Blasphemy Laws. 
They' fight for freedom and would rather have the dis
advantages attached to liberty than the cotton-wool 
padding of officially regulated slavery. “  Aramis’s ”  at
titude to censorship shows that his thinking is still 
tainted with theological fogs.

I appreciate liis concern for the child, but my article in 
the Freethinker of February 7 dealt with that aspect, 
even if only lightly I must point out to him that where 
the child is concerned the censor thinks only' of sex films, 
he is not interested in gangster and such like pictures. 
We should at present be wise perhaps to keep the child 
from sex theme films, although it is obvious to me that 
a saner sex education would be a better safeguard for the 
adolescent than all “  thou shalt nots.”

That cinema people are concerned mote with profits 
than with beauty and morals is true, but it has nothing 
to do with the question. It applies also to the exhibition 
of films that Aramis would class as good, and is, in fact, 
true of most commercial activity'. Box office receipts do 
not make a good picture bad, or a bad picture worse. I 
admit that the advertisement posters are deplorable, but 
they will not he improved by censoring : a better way 
would he to prosecute the advertiser for getting money 
under false pretences. T have seen few films that proved 
to be as daring as the posters suggested, but then I have 
ceased to be disappointed byr that.

If sex themes are necessarily bad, it is due mainly to 
a vicious outlook on sex matters, and is a fit study for 
the psycho-analyst. The fault lies with a rotten educa
tion, not with spicy films.

I have no intention of defining obscenity and spiciness, 
or liberty and licence. The obscenity laws themselves 
have not y’et succeeded in satisfactorily defining obscen
ity'. But I would suggest that what “  Aramis ”  might 
consider obscene, I might look upon as mildly spicy. 
The difference will be found in our respective educations. 
I commend that to him. Many of these words do not 
convey genuine thought pictures, they are a debased 
coinage, labels on prejudices, and often valueless in argu
ment.
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The boundary beyond which things are obscene is 

crossed in every age (the existence of a censor guarantees 
that) and in that fact is to be seen our hope of abolishing 
censorship. Such abolition will not mean the end of 
morality, but only a change in our idea of what is a good 
moral code. But even if censorship could be justified on 
the score that it eliminated the bad, its potentialities of 
interfering with the good would still make me decide to 
do away with it.

And finally “  Aramis” might remember that the cinema 
trade, which is solely concerned with profits, actually 
set up its own censorship, and that even to-day the 
B.B.F.C. is at best only a semi-official body.

L ’A igu illon .

“ D oth  God Take Care F or Oxen ? ”

If we look back at the classics we discover that both 
Ovid and Plutarch would not sell their oxen, in their old 
age, which had served them faithfully ; Catallus wrote a 
little poem on the death of a little pet sparrow; Apoll
onius of Tyana, the great Pptliagorean philosopher, 
whose teaching closely resembled in its moral grandeur 
the doctrines of Christianity, refused, though invited by 
a king, to participate in the chase; Ayrian, the contem
porary of Epictetus, and his friend, would not kill a hare 
he had pursued with dogs; Celsus in a controversy with 
Origen condemned the Christian doctrine that animals 
were inferior to men, asserting that the souls of men 
migrated into the bodies of animals and that many of 
them equalled men in reason; Porphery of Tyre, the 
friend and disciple of Longinus, in the third century 
wrote a treatise against men eating animal flesh, and 
Seneca for a time refrained from all animal food— both 
from reasons of humaneness.

Plutarch, writing in the age of Domitiau, not only 
denounced the cruelties of the amphitheatre, saying that 
such spectacles hardened the hearts of the spectators, but 
strenuously maintained that man has a duty to the 
animal world as binding as his duty to his fellow-men.

St. Paul wrote, “  It is written in the law of Moses, 
Thou shalt not muzzle the mouth of the ox that treadetli 
out the corn. Doth God take care for oxen?” a singu
larly disastrous outburst of sarcasm— and illustrates the 
strange and lamentable fact that early Christians so 
elevated the importance of man in the scale of creation 
as to depress unduly the claims of animals to a sympa
thetic regard.

S tephen C oi.eridge .

From ‘ The Animals’ Defender and Zoophilist.

Sonnet

The wind is icy, but it fans the flames;
It chills the heart, yet strengthens the desire;
The bitter blast awakes the sleeping fire,
Which, now a furnace, burns away all shames,
Let us call actions by their proper names 
And say that he to marriage doth aspire,
Yet somehow only seems to rouse her ire ;
He praiseth love; she calls it lust, and blames.
It may be she is right; that things of mind 
Are higher, nobler than the sinful flesh 
(Flesh, made by God, yet made our souls to snare). 
But though she chill him with her icy wind,
His snaring fire may catch her in its mesh;
It, too, may warm her; let her then beware.

B ayard  S im mons.

PIOUS IRISH.
An Irish friend who stays with us on his v*sl^ ear 

London has a taste for going to the Marble Arch to 
the orators. We were leaving one evening wheI) g 
were approached by a gentleman in a tall hat w )( 
white band, on which was inscribed “  Jesus oa , 
This man tapped my friend on the shoulder and e.nTljoUj 
“  Have you found Jesus?” It was good to see his P 
face when my friend replied : “  My God, have y°n 
him again?’”  There is a stoiy of the late Dr.  ̂ , a ,] 
Provost of Trinity, that he was accosted in O l"0UffaS 
.Street, Dublin, by a person who asked him if ae 
saved. “ What’s that?” asked the Doctor looking^  
puzzled. “ Are you saved, Sir?”  repeated the 
“ Well,”  said Dr. Mahaffy, in a loud whisper i  j ajn„ 
man’s ear, “  between ourselves— I am, but ’twas a 
near thing.”  Dr. Houston Collison, the Irish nluS'ffjtii 
relates that when he was touring a company , 
Faust in the West of Ireland, great difficulty was £
at some small towns in fitting up the necessary ^
“ props.”  After much trouble a trap-door was ^  
the “  stage ”  through which Mephisto might â ell 
critical moment disappear into the nether regions. ^  
that moment arrived the trap-door stuck when the 
was half in and half out. “  Hurrush boys,” cried a '  0, 
from the god’s “  Hell’s full at last.”  A good ^  
school-boy howler : “  Wild beasts are kept in the 
logical gardens.”

SUNDAY L E C TU R E  NOTICES, & i c '

LONDON.

OUTDOOR. ^

F ulham and C iielsea Branch N.S.S. (corner of Sh0l̂ ° £ 
Road, North End Road) : 7.30, Messrs. F. Day aD 
Tusou. .

heldNorth L ondon Branch N.S.S.—A meeting will be 11 fy 
White Stone Pond, Hampstead, near the Tube Station e
Sunday morning at 11.30 a.m. ,,. JR1

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : l2'Vryatt. 
B. A. Le Maine; at 3.30 and 6.30, Messrs, Bryant, * '. ĵ 
Tuson and Wood. Current Freethinkers can be 0“ „ oaii, 
opposite the Park Gates, on the comer of Rdgware 
during and after the meetings.

INDOOR.

Hampstead E thical Institute (The Studio T h e a t r , 
Pinchley Road, N.W.8, near Marlborough Road Sta,
11.15, Dr. C. W. Saleebv—“ How to Greet the Spring’ ^

South London Ethical Society (Oliver Goldsmith ¡¡,1 
Peckham Road) : 7.0, Lord Snell, C.B.E.—“ Present » 
Conditions in America.”

a D0,)
South P lace E thical Society (Conway Hall, Re° j0jjs 

Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, C. E. M. Joad, M.A.—Confess 
of Modern Science.” ,.n

• c T jCSÔT he Metropolitan Secular Society (City ot . ^  
Hotel, 107 York Road, Camden Road, N.7, five ,n! g0<\' 
from the Brecknock) : 7.20, Miss Pocock (The Eugenie9 
“  One of Our Responsibilities as Citizens.” ^

Wembley and D istrict Branch N.S.S. (Zealley’s Cafe’ ̂ .¡il 
High Road, Wembley) : 7.30. Members and Visit0IA 
discuss—“ The Social Implications of Secularism.” - 
sion Free. Questions and Discussion.

COUNTRY.
cnudaf’

Merseyside F reethinkers.— Mystery Ramble on >- jja 
April 17, meet Wootten Car Terminus at . 3-° P;®i cos*’ 
arrangement for tea. Bring refreshments. Sinai’ 
Leader,W. LI. Owen. ^

Hants and Dorset Branch N.S.S. (36 Victoria 
Road, Bournemouth, 6.30. Paper and Discussion. , ;

Study Circle (N.S.S. Office, 62 Farringdon Street, of
Monday, April 18, Mr. A. D. McLaren will read a PaP 
—“ Truth as an Ethical Factor.” pit

Ashington and D istrict Branch N.S.S. (Princesi 
Room Cafe) : 7.15, Mr. J. T. Brighton—“ Spirit«9
Mediums, Spirits.” gfi

Sunderland Branch N.S.S. (Co-operative Room9« 
Street) : 7.0, Mr. F. Bradford—A Lecture.
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Defence of 
Free Speech

BEING A

The Secular Society, Ltd.
C h airm an— CH APM AN COHEN.

Company Limited by Guarantee.

Registered Office: 62 Farringdon Street, I.ondon, E.C.4. 
Secretary: R. H. R osetti.

Hhree Hours’ Address to the Jury j
i

IN THE

(

COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH

BEFORE

L o r d  C o l e r i d g e

On April 24, 1883,
BY

!
G. W. FOOTE.

W ith H istorical I ntroduction by H . C utner 

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

O 'I wing to the historical importance of the 
" categorical laying down of the Common 

Law of Blasphemy by the Lord Chief Justice, 
on the trial of G. W. Foote and W. Ramsay, 

trial is to-day the leading case wherever 
British law is operative. The great speech of 
G. W. Foote, with its complete survey of the 
whole field, with its fine literary form, its elo
quence and scathiug irony, gives the trial first 
place among the numerous trials for blasph- 
e®y that have taken place. The speech 
Sained the deserved praise of the Lord Chief 
Justice both during and after the trial. The 
report of this speech has long been out of 
Print. It is one every Freethinker in the king
dom should have by him and every lover of 

free discussion should possess,
Well printed on good paper.

Postage id.

.. Vil piiuicu UJ.

¿ . ^ ’ic e  S I X P E N C E .

4

I M A TER Ìa l Ì s M :
Verbatim Report of Debate between

J Qq Chapman Cohen and C. E. M. Joad.
i ° ö Shilliug Net. Postage l jd .

i
i

j Revised by both Disputants.

<***v.J*' Pl0N« «  P ress, 6i Farringdon Street, E.C-4<
w .

!BRAIN and MIND
•4

I

—  BY --- Ì
!

! Dr. ARTHUR LYNCH. i

T il ls  is

i
* Ils is a • . . . .  J
( olocr an Production to a scientific psych- I

j
L

j •Otlu iiues on which Dr. Lynch is
to speak as an authority. It is a 

I Pamphlet which all should read.

j

I
Ì

6d. By post 7 d.

--- 4

T his Society was formed in 189S to afford legal security to 
the acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the 
Society’s Objects are :—To promote the principle that human 
conduct should be based upon natural knowledge, and not 
upon supernatural belief, and that human welfare in this 
world is the proper end of all thought and action. To pro
mote freedom of inquiry. To promote universal Secular Edu
cation. To promote the complete secularization of the State, 
etc. And to do all such lawful things as are conducive to 
such objects. Also to have, hold, receive, and retain any 
sums of money paid, given, devised, or bequeathed by any 
person, and to employ the same for any of the purposes of 
the Society.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and v 
subsequent yearly subscription of five shillings.

The liability of members is limited to £1, in case th» 
Society should ever be wound up.

All who join the Society participate in the control of its 
business and the trusteeship of its resources. It is expressly 
provided in the Articles of Association that no member, a9 
such, shall derive any sort of profit from the Society, either 
by way of dividend, bonus, or interest.

The Society’s affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
Directors, one-third of whom retire (by ballot), each year, 
but are eligible for re-election.

Friends desiring to benefit the Society are invited to make 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society’s favour in 
their wills. The now historic decision of the House of Lords 
in re Bowman and Others v. the Secular Society, Limited, in 
1917, a verbatim report of which may be obtained from its 
publishers, the Pioneer Press, or from the Secretary, makes 
it quite impossible to set aside such bequests.

A Form of Bequest.—The following is a sufficient form of 
bequest for insertion in the wills of testators :—

I give and bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited,
the sum of £...... free from Legacy Duty, and I direct
that a receipt signed by two members of the Board of 
the said Society and the Secretary thereof shall be a 
good discharge to my Executors for the said Legacy.

It is advisable, but not necessary, that the Secretary 
should be formally notified of such bequests, as wills some
times get lost or mislaid. A form of membership, with full 
particulars, will be sent on application to the Secretary, 
R. H. Rosetti, 62 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

UNWANTED CHILDREN
In a Civilized Community there should be no 

UNWANTED Children.

For an Illustrated Decriptive List (68 pages) of Birth Con
trol Requisites and Books, send a ijd. tamp to :

I. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berks
ESTABLISHED NEARLY HALF A CENTURY.

ACADEMY CINEMA, Oxford Street
(opposite waring & gillows). Ger. 2981.

Sixth Week
Now showing Pabst’s Great Film of the Mines.

“ KAMERADSCHAFT. ’ ’
“  One of the best pictures ever made,”— Morning Post,
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: Of topical interest in view of the 
j forthcoming crisis in the relations 
j  between Church and State.
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Î History—Argument—
\ Statistics.

RELIGION

C loth 2s. 6d.
P ostage 3d.

T  H E -------------------

The case for D isestablishm ent
and Disendowment from the 
secular and financial points of

view.

Official FacS about 
Church Revenues.
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REVENUES of RELIGION
W ith

A RECORD OF ESTABLISHED RELIGION IN ENGLAND
By

ALAN HAND SACRE

l

Author of "  Authordoxy: A Reply to G. K. Chesterton's "  Orthodoxy ": “  The Irish Free State:
Its Evolution and P ossib ilitiesetc., etc.

Issued for the Secular Society, L im ited  by the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon St., E.C.4.
,.«•4

Select Bargains in New Books.

IMMORTAL MAN. By C. E. V ulliamy.
Published at 6s. Price 2S. 6d. Postage 3d. 

PSYCHOLOGY AND FOLK LORE. By R. R. Marett. 
Published at 7s. 6d. Price 3s. 9d. Postage 4'/d.

PRIMITIVE CULTURE IN ITALY. By H. J. Rose. 
Published at 7s. 6d. Price 3s. gd. Postage 4j^d.

PRIMITIVE CULTURE IN GREECE. By H. J. Rose.
Published at 7s. 6d. Price 3s. gd. Postage 4j4d. 

THE DEVIL. By M. Garcon and J ean V inchon . A 
history of demonology.
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Selected Heresies!
An Anthology from the W ritings of
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C loth  G ilt - 3s. 6d. \

This is a selection of pregnant 
passages and arguments from the 
various writings, articles and boohs 
dealing with questions in Ethics? 
Science, Religion and Sociology- 
The whole offers a view of life by 
one who never fails to speak out 
plainly, and seldom fails to make 

himself understood.
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