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Views and Opinions.

^rase Slavery.
 ̂ITS stereotyped reactions of men and women to 

^  inary phrases or situations are startling in their 
01)viousness. Their minds are, so to speak, set to one

These reactions
ând no reflection and anyone can count upon

hfltern and admit of no variation, 
uetna ’

l'letn with a considerable degree of certainty. 
Journalists, preachers and politicians all build upon 
tUls fact. If a Queen is the subject of an article, a 
er«ion or a speech, she has always a “  gracious 

wesence— even though she be as dumpy in form as 
le late Queen Victoria. As it would sound rather 

,, miliate to speak of a King in that way he becomes 
stately •> despite an often obtrusive awkwardness or 
'vmsiness. If a religious ceremony is being des- 

rihed it is aiWayS “  solemn ”  even though the whole 
. is worthy only of South Sea Islanders. n 
Pening o{ p ariiament— if the King is present— is 

‘ 'vays “ impressive.”  A  court ceremony with Cabinet 
«asters dressed up in pantomime costumes which 

of \t nee(̂  *° torn or to be suitable  ̂for a 1 i
November celebration, is glittering or picturesque, 

tli ^  tllc Parsonic drawl evokes that somnolence o 
eJn-ain which does duty for religious reverence.No 

nj 7 e5 aPPears to think of a King as getting up an 
mbling over his morning bacon, a Queen 00 ung

of her husband with a wait-till-I-get-you-home kind
clratl expression, a Cabinet Minister looking like a 
sori11 *n his fantastic costume, or an Arch bis op as a 
'p ...of aQ understudy to a primitive medicine-man. 

mass of people words actually stand for things.
unthim •are fhings; and they respond to them as 

SofV. ngly and as automatically as a well-drilled 
Uer responds to the orders of his sergeant, 

ku * * *
7 e Puppets.

of c°uld find hundreds of illustrations of the truth 
E li^ at has been said from everyday life. And I 
i i j ^  eveu offer some sort of a defence of it by pomt- 
i&tio°Ut ĥat this automatic responsiveness is character- 

°f the animal organism, and the condition of its

persistence. In a thousand and one ways the organ
ism must respond without reflection to certain aspects 
of its environment. Very few would survive a day in 
a busy city if each one had to stop and work out the 
details of a situation— say, in crossing a road— and 
to reflect upon all the attendant pros and cons. But 
the reactions I have in mind are those to which an 
automatic response represents a danger rather than a 
help. They hinder instead of assisting the organiza
tion of life. They stand for cases where reflective 
and not automatic reaction is required.

Let me take as a good illustration of what has been 
said the debate on the second reading of the Sun
day Performances Bill. The real question at issue 
was a religious one. Now it is certain that if it had 
been a congress of Freethinkers discussing religion 
and its sociological implications, the general news
paper description of it would have been “  Flippant,”  
“  Irreverent,”  if not “  Blasphemous,”  and there 
would have been the customary reactions from the 
general public. The discussion might have been 
quite serious, and by men and women who had taken 
far more trouble to find out the truth about religion 
than ninety-nine out of every hundred believers. 
That would have made no difference; there is a set 
form of rvords used on such occasions and that 
settles the question.

But in the case of the Bill the discussion was con
ducted on the one side by men who based their 
speeches on the belief that the “  Sabbath ”  was a 
divine institution, and on the other side by men who, 
if they do not believe in religion, mainly lack the 
courage to say so. So for several days following the 
debate the papers told the public that this was one of 
the occasions on which the “  House of Commons 
bares its. soul,”  there were “  bursts of emotion,”  
and the House is “  always at its best when religion 
is in question,”  etc., all of which might well have 
been written before the debate took place. There 
was also an explanation that when members are 
allowed to vote as their conscience dictates, the dis
cussion always reaches a higher level— which reflects 
rather curiously on the honesty of members when 
they vote on the orders of their leaders.

* * #
Our R ep resen tatives.

Now anyone who will sit down, free from that auto
matic reaction to which I have alluded, and critic
ally read the discussion will be struck, not by the 
high level reached when religion is on the carpet, 
but to the depths to which it can sink. He would 
note the sincerity of some, but so would he— free 
from set reactions— admire the sincerity of a savage 
sacrificing to his joss or a mob of Africans killing a 
witch, or an Inquisitor roasting a Protestant, or the 
Russian Government trying to stamp out religion. 
But he would also have been struck by the down
right dishonesty of many of these objectors to Sunday
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entertainments who go out to play golf on Sunday, 
and which involves an amount of Sunday labour 
greater than that engaged in all the Cinemas in 
Britain. He would have marvelled at the mentality of 
men who could speak of Moses as having received 
the ten commandments direct from God Almighty, 
who could solemnly assert that the Christian .Sun
day was established by God, that the greatness of 
England was built on the Christian Sunday, or an 
Attorney-General who could describe Sunday as the 
only glimpse of heaven which Omnipotence has 
vouchsafed to us. I am sure that the prevailing im
pression of an intelligent spectator would have been 
that, when a country is governed by men who can be 
so doped and duped by mere words as to think they 
witnessed the House in one of its moments of exalta
tion, with that type of mind anything is possible, ex
cept an intelligent decision.

Let me take, in proof of what has been said, the 
closing passage of Mr. Stanley’s speech in moving 
the second reading, and which is said to have moved 
the House as it has not been affected for a long time, 
which commanded the admiration of friends and 
enemies alike, and was praised in the press for its 
logic, its eloquence, and its restrained power. Speak
ing of what Sunday meant in thousands of working 
class homes he spoke o f : —

A  continuance of the terrible intimacy of over
crowded houses, of the round of household drudgery 
from which we are exempt, of the drab surroundings 
which they see every day of their lives, and to whom 
a visit to the cinema, however meretricious it may 
be, means at least privacy, warmth, colour, life ; and 
if these people go to the cinema on Sunday evening, 
I, for one, will not admit that Christianity condemns 
their action until I am sure that Christianity ap
proves their conditions.

This is said to have so aroused the emotion and admir
ation of the House that members rushed into the 
lobbies in order to discuss it. Even the Observer 
cited it as one of the most notable sayings of the 
week. But eliminate Christianity from this passage, 
and with it the unthinking reaction to the word, and 
what is there left that deserves more than a passing 
word of praise. Imagine the passage as having been 
written by a secondary schoolboy and submitted to a 
master who desired to turn out a pupil who should 
do him real credit. He would point out, first, that 
the speech was full of commonplaces. The plea for a 
brighter Sunday to relieve the drab home surround
ings of the poor has been common talk with all re
formers in the press, in the lecture hall and at street 
corners ever since, at least, Dickens wrote his Sun
day Under Three Heads. A  House stirred to its 
deepest emotions by that would be astounded on 
being told that when the home is not attractive, en
tertainment will be sought elsewhere.

Next the master would tell his pupil that the pass
age proceeds on an assumption that should have had 
no place therein, and ends with a very bad piece of 
logic, in which two statements are made as premiss 
and conclusion, but which actually have no relation 
to each other. The avowed question before the House 
was certainly not that of whether Christianity did or 
did not approve the Sunday entertainments. In that 
respect, and certainly so far as this country is con
cerned, the history of Christianity for about three cen
turies was dead against Mr. Stanley. He was not, 
however, concerned with whether Christianity con
demned Cinemas or not. The real question before 
the House was whether those who wished to do so 
should be permitted to attend a Sunday entertainment 
— other than that of the Church or Chapel. That 
question has nothing whatever to do with what kind 
of a home people live in. The vast majority of people

M ay i s . W *

who attend Cinemas on Sunday, or who would f>° 
Theatres on Sunday, have quite comfortable
and it is either ignorance or hypocrisy

s. 6d. foraotherwise. The people who pay up to 12s.
Sunday performance are not collected from the s 
of the East End. And even in the East End i t ,s ^  
those who live in the poorest houses who  ̂
Cinemas. An intelligent body of members nug 
least have crushed that piece of stupidity-  ̂
majority of people in this country want reaso 
opportunities for entertainments on Sunday-  ̂
tolerant minority say they shall not have the®. ^  
a representative of a government that lacks both P 
and principle, says that if people had better honi 
would agree that they should be made to spe11 
leisure as an intolerant minority thinks they 
to spend it.

cofl*The Slavery of Words.
Mr. Stanley does not admit that Christianity ^  

demns slum-dwellers attending Cinemas, because
does not believe Christianity approves the 
But the one thing has no necessary relation

glttniS'
to the

other. The premiss does not lead to the conch18 , 
Christianity might condemn housing conditions) ‘ 
say that people should find their Sunday pleaSl je
some other direction— going to Church, for exa l e

•' at 1

earthly conditions under which people live is 0 
much the concern of Christianity as the faithful r  ̂
ing of God’s word. Christianity might c°n ?e 
both, approve • both, or condemn one and aPP.e(i 
the other. I do not imagine that Mr. Stanley " °r.ÿ1t 
out the implications of his statement, but it &1 
also mean that if he felt sure that Christianity 
proved the conditions under which people live 
he would condemn Sunday entertainments, .
even a government official might have renie® ^  
that the very worst conditions of slum life, the ■ 
creation of the slums we now lament, were the ' j
of a generation that was fanatically Sabbatarian. .

• 1, 1 1 . - ,  - ,  . , . VVlUt.hich actually brought into existence the Act n 
barred all Sunday entertainments so long as a'

dllll>'
111a?5
COl"'sion was by payment of money. And it is this 

of bad reasoning, false assumptions, and cheap a 
monplaces that roused the House of Commons 
state of admiration, and brought to its author 
praise of the press ! The House of Commons, i° ?1]C. 
of all that has been said against it, and without 
gard to whatever its political complexion nuA
really does represent the majority of the nation- 

But all this is chiefly interesting because it s)’°|y 
us our legislative chamber reacting as unthinhn® ( 
to customary phrases as any man in the street- 
is why I say that in strict truth the House of \ 
mons is really representative of the average c)tlQtle 
He, also, is largely at the mercy of mere words- 
has only to take the kind of response one £ets.ot. 
public gatherings to such expressions as “  Tatr' 
ism,”  “  Love of Country,”  etc., to see hoW c° 0{ 
pletely any intelligent perception of the significant^ 
the expression used is lost in a purely mechanic» j 
action to them. For the real question at issue is 
are we patriotic, when are we really loving our coU 
best ? And one may be quite certain that if °ne ‘
tempts to drive people to form some intelligent apPr, i 
ciation of the words used, he is certain to be ll>

A&
• • vfit’1that one is quarrelling about words— and this "  [

ba',e 
hav’e

the whole stock in trade of the objector consis|ŝ  
nothing but the emptiest of words. Men 
struggled against many forms of slavery. T hey
fought chattel slavery and now fight w age slaYer̂

el
«_» O O 1-1

W hen they have liberated themselves from Pn ‘
slavery they will have dealt a death blow to ®a 
other forms of servitude. C h apm an  CoHfiIi



THE FREETHINKER 307May H, 1932

Shakespeare’s Scepticism.

"There are but two powers in the world, the s\\c 
and the mind, and it is the mind that conqU r̂a^0je0U.

. “ The word sceptic properly means of
into a thing, and I have no objection 
scepticism.’’— Oliver Lodge.

“  OU-.
Shakespeare was in the best and highest and widest 

meaning of the term, a Freethinker.” — Swinburne.
['kivvr writers
m the 1 are more talked of than read. Even

case of so popular a poet as Shelley, too many 
P«>ple » chatter about Harriet,”  and have but slight 
knowledge of his verse. At one of the meetings o 

, now defunct Shelley Society, B e r n a r d  bhaw 
Pointed out that the poet was, like himself, an  ̂ eis 
“'hi vegetarian, and nearly broke up the Society on 
the spot. At the Centenary Celebration at Horsham 
speaker after speaker emphasized Shelley’s claim on 
lL* county families, worthy folks but not gui y o 

much culture. Burns, too, lias been transformed on 
0 ^  recognition by hiccoughing Highlanders.

Shakespeare has suffered even more than Shelley 
and Burns. Shakespearian commentators are adepts 
f  'ringing startling meanings out of the Master s 

as a conjuror brings eggs, birds, and ra 1 s 
r°m a hat. Cranks of all kinds wish to claim the 

greatest of all poets as one of themselves, anc yoin 
",”e to time publish volumes of special pleading, 
' Uch would have brought blushes to the bare enec 
ace of an Old Bailey advocate. Disquisitions, as 

mutierous as “ quills upon the fretful porcupine,”  have 
ymi issued to demonstrate that Shakespeare was a 
"ntan, a Spiritualist, an Evangelical Christian, a 

^0,iiau Catholic, and other things beyond count. 
Etonians dispute Shakespeare’s claim to his own 

’’hugs. Other surprising people p ro fe s s  to nc
, le Christian “  God ” in his plays. And Mr. Stan- 
5  Babhviu, an ex-Prime Minister, has claimed that'makes--— -
"lost apeare waas a typical John Bull, which is the

- author whoseironical of all compliments to a universal-
ycuius has crossed all frontiers, am "  t  of
fy  has earned for him the title of the P
''"inanity. 11 culture.

Jhc average Englishman possesses ^ m ^  “  best- 
U 'en he reads, which is seldom, he P £dgar
S 1«* ”  to high and serious We  ̂ in
^allace, Nat Gould, and Marie Core * - devo-
>  favour than Milton or Shakespeare."an to •sportBra- is constant, his affection for culturesliRht.
"1 au isi awn and not brains is his ideal. Living 
fiftii, aiU ’ f'e suffers from provinciality in an acute

''hratu^Pea(r(e Is C'c supreme genius in the world’s 
f'ee.’’ . Others abide our question, tliou art

>nhie sp cnticism. Shakespeare was cosmopolitan
!l0t-heE|c|A la tth e w  Arnold, who was anything but a■ei 

hes
"1 a nr aild in England Protestantism was engaged

. . , , . 1  the Renaissance•«<= sense that he was the child o 
v'1 ier than that of the Refor'̂ '°us wars and schisms 
> 'd ,  ailfi -  -it»

T,, nu age 'wViĉ - n that of the Reformation. tpe old
^ u s  W ,. - -  - • were convulsing

“u m England Protestantism faith, it
is r ‘,fe and death struggle with the 1 * ftan_ He 
iv, larkable that Shakespeare was no P'«-»4-1- 1 *'as
°"t ]lc° Catholic,y «¡On-
!" Ho Seiienis to say “  a plague on both your houses.”  
Il'Ca of , 'Se 'vas he a zealot, and he no more liked the 
f̂ Htle ili(lartyrdom than Rabelais. Withal, he had a 

Pile imagine how that plea for tolerance,

neither was lie Puritan. Through-

"lout.: fU,alitv 
famiiitir
P!e tbc horrors of the fires of Smithfield and

-mcuity of mercy is not strained,”  put into the 
nm1 Portia, must have sounded to audiencesiar

h"akesp ents of the Tower of London. Moreover, 
'll,f iuanare had a shrewd head on his shoulders. He 

ck\vns 0i llis tilts at Orthodoxy in the mouths 
and jesters so as to disarm priestly opposi

tion, but the barbed shafts went home. The caution 
was necessary, for young Marlowe, Shakespeare’s 
contemporary, was accused of blasphemy, and would 
have been “  butchered to make a Christian holiday,” 
but for his death in a street fight at the hands of a 
“  bawdy serving-man.”

The two most important factors in the moulding of 
Shakespeare’s genius were not the quarrels of rival 
creeds, nor the Spanish Armada, but the invention of 
printing, and the discovery of a new world across 
the Atlantic. These two things broadened men’s 
minds, and Shakespeare’s quick, live brain responded 
with enthusiasm to the new vision. So amazing was 
his gift of assimilation of ideas that critics have 
wondered that a countryman could have possessed so 
much culture. But genius is abnormal. Burns was 
but a labourer, but it never prevented him from be
coming the national poet of Scotland. Shakespeare 
was more than twenty Burns. “  The first page I 
read of Shakespeare,”  said Goethe, “  made me his 
for life.”  What a tribute! It was more important 
than a thousand statues in a thousand cities.

Despite all the cranks of Christendom, there is a 
way of arriving at Shapespeare’s opinions on religion. 
Mary Arden, the poet’s mother, came of a Catholic 
family. The probability is that she was herself a 
Catholic, but there is no evidence either way. 
Shakespeare’s father is not so doubtful. He was a 
member of the Stratford Corporation during the 
reign of Queen Elizabeth, and must have conformed 
to the Protestant religion. The result seems that 
young Shakespeare was brought up under a probably 
Catholic mother, and a father who was, at least, a 
professing Protestant.

Shakespeare himself was not a Romanist. He was 
so ignorant of Catholic ritual that lie makes Juliet 
ask the friar if she shall come “  at evening mass.”  
No Catholic could have made this mistake. “ King 
John ”  is, obviously, not the work of a Romanist. 
The purport of “  Rove’s Labour Lost ”  is to show 
the uselessness of vows. The Duke in “  Measure for 
Measure,”  playing the part of a friar preparing a 
criminal for death, gives Claudio consolation. Not a 
word of Christian doctrine, not a syllable of sacri
ficial salvation and sacramental forgiveness is intro
duced. The omission is most significant. More
over, Shakespeare’s poems and plays are full of elo
quent passages directed against the celibate ideals of 
the Catholic Church. In a wonderful line in “  A 
Midsummer Night’s Dream,”  he pictured the forsaken 
sisterhood of the cloister : —

“ Chanting faint hymns to the cohl,_ fruitless moon.”

Elsewhere in a more Rabelaisian mood, he refers 
to something being as fit “  as the nun’s lips to the 
friar’s mouth.”  And last, but not least, neither 
Queen Elizabeth nor King Janies could have publicly 
favoured Shakespeare if he were a Romanist. Nor 
could the Pembrokes have given him their patronage. 
It was an age of hot fanaticisms. Even Shakespeare 
wore his rue, but with a difference.

Shakespeare was no Puritan, no conventional Refor
mation Protestant. He seems to have liked that 
brand of Nonconformity as little as Charles Dickens, 
who made his countrymen laugh at Chadband, Peck
sniff, and Stiggins. Shakespeare’s view of life is 
never ascetic nor religious. Throughout he seems to 
say, with Sir Toby Belch : —

Dost thou think because thou art virtuous, there 
shall he 110 more cakes and ale ?

Indeed, Shakespeare was known to be irreligious, 
and the epitaph on Mrs. Hall, his eldest daughter, 
clearly implies that his own life had not been of 
piety : —

“ Witty above her sex, but that’s not all,
Wise to salvation was good Mistris Hall;
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Something of Shakespeare was in that, but this
Wholly of Him with whom she’s now in bliss.”

She derived her powers of wit from her father, but 
none of the influences which conduced to her salva
tion,

In matters theological, Shakespeare was a sceptic. 
His mind was more in sympathy with old Montaigne 
or Giordano Bruno than with the narrow-minded 
Anglican and Romish priests. The supernatural ele
ment in his plays is mere stage machinery, and his 
finest play, “  Hamlet,”  is as full of scepticism as an 
egg is full of meat. Death is “  the undiscovered 
country from whose bourn no traveller returns.”  To 
die is “ to go we know not where.”  “ We are such 
stuff as dreams are made of; and our little life is 
rounded with a sleep.”  Hamlet’s last words, "  The 
rest is silence,”  are most significant. Equally impres
sive is Hamlet’s description of man as “  the paragon 
of animals,”  and “  this quintessence of dust,”  the 
one saying forming an intelligent anticipation of Dar
winism, and the other a striking comment on the 
Church’s contention that man was a fallen angel. At 
a time when reason was trampled on by all the sects 
of Christendom, Shakespeare made his appeal on be
half of .philosophical doubt.

In no sense was Shakespeare a bigot. He smiles 
behind his puppets. With equal interest and equal 
ease he portrays Hamlet’s philosophisings, Shylock’s 
fanaticism, and Falstaff’s blasphemy. In his great 
tragedies he deals with the deepest issues of life and 
conduct, and his scepticism grows year by year, until 
in “  King Dear ”  he denies divine justice in human 
affairs. “  As flies to wanton boys are we to the gods, 
they kill us for their sport.”  It is remarkable that 
Shakespeare turned his back on Christianity. Not, 
observe from hostility, for he was too free from preju
dice for that, it was from the knowledge that as a 
philosophy of life it threw no useful light on human
ity. For Shakespeare was not only the greatest of all 
poets, but he was one of the deepest thinkers of his 
time. It all comes to this in the end. Noble think
ing means noble writing, all else is as ephemeral as 
the snows of yesteryear. Shakespeare’s genius dazzles 
us all so much that his own reputation has suffered 
to the extent of his being regarded rather as a singer 
than as a thinker also. He was the last of the great 
world-poets who dominated the imagination of all 
races. The lustre of his fame deepens with the pro
gress of the years, and proves that really great litera
ture is a great living possession.

M im n e r m u s .

COURAGE AND IDEAS.

The thing that gives people courage is ideas. The 
phrase might be expanded. For it is not only courage 
that comes from i d e a s i t  is determination; it is the 
power to act, the power to go on acting coherently. For 
though it is true that most ideas are the rationalizations 
of feelings, that does not mean that feelings are more im
portant in the world of action than ideas. Feeling pro
vides the original supply of energy, but this supply of 
energy soon fails if the feelings are not rationalized. For 
the rationalization justifies the feelings and serves at 
the same time both as a substitute for feelings and as 
a stimulant for them when they are dormant. You can
not go on feeling violently all the time— the human 
organism does not allow of it. But an idea persists; 
once you have persuaded yourself of its truth, an idea 
justifies the continuance in cold blood of actions which 
emotion could only have dictated in the heat of the 
moment. Indeed, it does more than justify actions and 
feelings; it imposes them. If you accept an idea as 
true, then it becomes your duty to act on it even in cold 
blood as a matter not of momentary feeling, but of en
during principle.— A ld o u s H u x le y  ( " M u s ic  at N ig h t and 
O ther E ssa y s .’ ’ )

Our Study Circle.

W e began our Study Circle on the first Monti*'1)’

December,

in 
on

during

when the attendances were rather

October last, and wound up the present session 
the first Monday of this month. Except

we have had good meetings and excellent discuss10
on subjects bearing directly or indirectly on the v*

work

of our movement. It would require co:
insiderab,e

menti011space to enumerate the papers read, and to 
the names of those whom we have to thank . e 
tributing to the success of the Circle; but I * f  ^  
the titles of five of these papers merely ns in”lĈ ef. 
the nature of the subjects dealt with : “  The b 
ality of Religion” ; “ The History of Elementary 
cation in England ” ; “ Woman and Religion 
Psychology of Religious Experience ” ; and

Two of ttie

*»

Theory of a Progressive Revelation.”  
papers have appeared in the Freethinker.  ̂

“ The modern world is asking questions,’ s®  ̂
living Christian apologist, and the news will n°  ̂
unwelcome to Freethinkers, who have a leal11 
the direction of inquiry, often provokingly s° !° 
household of faith.”  If the best way to llIlierltll(ty 
superstition and its influence is to explain it, a.^ti- 
circle interested in the scientific and h is to r ic a  ^

cism of religious systems and beliefs should P^'
a useful training-ground for varied methods 
tack. During the past half century develop^011 £d 
many departments of investigation have streng f_ 
enormously the eauinment of the modern FreetW j
Anthropology, comparative religion, psychology.

an“

rationalistic criticism in the domain of history
bi"'e

le<te£
made great advances in this period, and a kno" .0 
of the results reached is of the highest importaj1 ,

wMctl 4our speakers. For the first piece of advice
old Freethinker can give to a younger advoea^t 
our cause is, “  Have something to say and kno"r
your opponents have to say.” ourc°5;

Besides the help to be derived from these so ^  
however, we must never forget that FreethoUg^
a long history, and some acquaintance with tf11 to 
tory should interest our workers and be of ^]et0 
them in their propaganda. It has not been P0®5 
devote much time to this subject during the P ^  
session, but it will receive more attention latcr]0t ¥ 
heroic days of the Freethinker may, or may 11 ¡„e, 
over. In any case Collins, Woolston, Annet, * ^
Carlile and the fighting “  infidels ”  of our o"11
should be more than a bare catalogue of naroeŜ eIJt
to the rank-and-file of the Freethought m<>v " 'f t  
Not many of us subscribe to Thomas Carlyle’s ° 5e- 
man theory of history; but as witnesses for the V 
cution, those champions of the principle of r̂ef 0fit)''
cism struck at the very roots of religious 15
they thus represent an aspect of our work 
of permanent value apart from their actual argF^jg-
and their spirit of revolt against the ideals of tojjot
ianity is always to be welcomed as a stimulus.  ̂ ^
virulence, but to more active work for 
humanism for which we stand. Mere scholars11 ^  
not end a system which has so many emoluineU^ t]ie 
vested interests to defend, a system under .•bich de
state continues to subsidize the teaching, i° oU[fjiie:
mentary schools, of completely discredited d°c--------- J   ------, -- ----- X —J  ----  I Jllw
to which the clergy have subscribed, but wmcl
of them openly disavow.

To-day we hear again and again the asser
tFtioH -  „

the old conflict, “  now happily forgotten,
bet"

religion and science has given place to a cor ^
derstanding between them. We Freethinkers 
interest in asking why the conflict should be 
gotten,”  especially those of us who remern^ ej) t° 
orthodox attitude to Darwin, Huxley and HaC

t
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say nothing of the calumnies heaped up aI1d
Poote, and the popular exponents o tradi-
rationalistic criticism in their bearing on jan
tional religious beliefs. The history o c^ar. 
apologetic is in itself a veritable reve a 10 
aeter, a chapter that stands in a class y 1 stim- 
evolution of European culture. Our Circle ."late Freethinkers to study this history, w ,
ticularly interesting now when Protestantism is brea
ing up and Roman Catholics are working energeticallv t/v — ■
ally to get a picking out of the fragments.
, We have not thought only of the more advanced 

The younger recruits have been helped
"ith advice in regard to books, and n a ut
°i equal importance, an effort has been m t^at
before them methods of reading and no e rill"ill secure the best results, 
wake this a special f e a t u r e  
Sanize, if possible 
pirants.

I
treat:

Next year I  hope to 
of our work, and to or- 

a separate class for our junior as-

most likely to impress those whom we wish 
e. Secondly, in estimating the hold which

have been asked so frequently about literature 
. "ng of the various aspects of Freethought that I 

"hi refer very briefly to this matter here, postponing 
"r a later article more that I  should like to say on 

subject. In the first place, reading is easier than 
'"Ting, and this fact should be borne in mind as a 

corrective to the habit of skimming over page after 
of print without assimilating anything that can 

’e "se(l to practical advantage. It is always neces- 
Sar' to select from large masses of fact what is rele- 
Va"t and r

Persuade. jse<
""ristianity still has on large numbers we must re- 
lember not only that many are under the sway of 

""lotion of the “  Mesopotamian ”  type, but also that 
16 Professional apologist is a past master in cover- 

UP fallacies with phrase and formula. A  who e 
intern 0f pseudo-philosophy has been built rounc 

spiritual values,”  “  religious instincts,”  and other 
■ ''rases which, in their correspondence with reality, 
,',a' e as muclf significance as “  phlogiston anc 

"flUosity ”  have in Chemistry. I  would certainly 
,(We Te careful study of a good book on logic. There 
j r° so many that the choice is embarrassing, but I 
f.ave found Alfred Sidgwick’s Elementary Logic and 

Sc °f IFords in Reasoning very helpful. I may men- 
011 that on April 18 I dealt at some length with o.,- 

, '"’ autism and the misuse of words, and the subject 
°Voked an excellent discussion. It is also advisab e 

2  <>Ur speakers to know something of hotli the 
SUc, â  the modern apologists for Christianity, o

writings as Butler’s Analogy and„ ifs S o n g ly

r £ i 0*hy °} tkC Christian Rch! o ‘ ‘ infidel ”  attacks 
'"mend the various answers to ovnuable now

P 1 le faith, but few of them are easi y many of5 * *  Freethinker should, of course, read «
al,e classics of Freethought man in
m  lllose that were meant to appea . them
J  street.”  To mention three which Reason,
& s ^  the mind at once-Faine’s Age of R
Wl""’ood ^Co„m'JUCl ^cade’s Martyrdom of Man and Draper’s 
Hbr;' .ci are now, I think, to be found in many local 
of |('s'es- To these three I  might add Strauss s Li e

dt| '.""’W- I invite any of our readers desiring more 
\  ! ecl information, or in any way interested in the 

y Circle, to write to the Freethinker. I  will 
answer their inquiries to the best of my ability, 

a few notes that may be serviceable.
A. D. M cL a r e n .

St
8la<lly

se"4  them
or

„That"at
ce. jt "°ther man thinks of you is of small import- 
al conspS tlle °Pillion that one has of oneself that is of 

fluence.— Chapm an Cohen.

On Hebrew and Kindred 
Matters.

W h e n , incidentally, I  gave my opinion the other day 
in these columns that I  did not believe 
Biblical Hebrew was ever a spoken language 
I did not wash to enter into any controversy on 
the matter. First of all, I am no philologist, and I 
do not pretend for a moment that I have gone deeply 
into the study of language. Secondly, my opinion is 
the result of a great deal of reading, extending over 
many years, and I have not kept a commonplace 
book with quotations and authorities. Thirdly, I 
do not consider the question of sufficient importance 
to warrant a long thesis in which it could be 
thoroughly thrashed out and which, in addition, would 
act as a handbook of the subject for many years to 
come. After all, as far as Freethought is concerned, 
it does not matter a tinker’s button whether any one 
of old spoke Hebrew or not. Our case does not 
depend on Hebrew at all.

A  parallel example is the discussion on the myth 
of Jesus. Freethought would be just as true and 
just as necessary even if a genuine Jesus of the gospels 
really lived. I believe he and his mother and father 
(whether God or man) are all myths, but admitting 
for a moment that behind the Gospel figure there was 
a real man, would that make Christianity true? For 
the student of the origins of all religions, the growth 
and perpetuation of the gospel myths are a necessary 
study and so, in a way, is the question of the Hebrew 
language. It can be dispensed with in these troublous 
times of economic distress with more weighty things 
to be considered, but to any enquiring mind the prob
lem has a certain fascination, if only from an academic 
point of view. A t all events quite a number of my 
friends think some of the reasons for my conclusions 
regarding the Hebrew language would be worth read
ing, and I therefore hope these few notes will prove 
interesting, stimulating and provocative.

First of all let me point out how much easier it is 
to take the ordinary view. By doing so quite a deal 
of time and worry could be saved. Why bother to 
say or show that Hebrew was never a spoken 
language? The Jews say it was, so do the Christians, 
so do great philologists, so do certain scholarly 
Freethinkers, why pursue the matter further ? 
I fear my incurable scepticism is to blame. 
I asked myself many years ago what exactly is the 
evidence that some people called Jews ever spoke 
Hebrew? I hunted up every article and book I could 
find on the subject and carefully read the information 
given; and I am sure it will astonish those eminent 
Freethinkers who so strongly disagree with me when 
I say that I found no evidence whatever; and by 
evidence I mean evidence.

Let us commence at the fountain head of all wis
dom and knowledge— the Bible. It may surprise some 
readers if I tell them that the words “  Hebrew 
language ”  do not occur once in the Old Testament. 
The word “  Hebrew ”  does of course, but not 
“  Hebrew language.”  The “  Jews ”  language is 
mentioned and the point at issue could be whether the 
“  Jews ”  (or Jewish) language is the same as the 
“  Hebrew ”  language. It is for those who maintain 
that they are the same to prove it, and I claim they 
never have done so. They merely assert it or take it 
for granted and expect the reader to do the same.

The next question is if Hebrew was a spoken 
language, when and where and how did it originate? 
This is a vital point. On it I have found the most 
amusing examples of “  it must be so ”  I have ever 
come across. Nearly all authorities take it for 
granted from the beginning that Hebrew was a spoken
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language, and then try to prove when and where. 
When they can’t prove it, they generally say, “  of 
course ”  this or that is so. For example, Dr. Ken
yon in his valuable Our Bible and the Ancient Manu
scripts, in talking about the Hebrew text of the 
Bible says : “  The language in which the manuscripts 
we are examining are written is, of course, Hebrew, 
a branch of the great Semitic family of languages, 
which includes the Babylonian, Assyrian, Chaldean, 
Phoenician and other tongues spoken in Western Asia. 
It was the spoken language of Palestine down to the 
time of the exile.”  Does Dr. Kenyon mean he has 
proof of some kind that Hebrew was spoken by the 
inhabitants of Palestine “  up to the time of the 
exile?”  He gives no authority but “ of course” —  
though it is fair to say he gives a list in his 
preface of those to whom he says he is indebted.

What then do we know in proof that Hebrew was 
a spoken language? We can dismiss the belief of 
those Jews who say that it was the language of God 
when he spoke to Adam and of those earnest and 
orthodox Christians who claim it to be the language 
of Eve and the serpent. Did the Patriarchs speak it? 
Well, it must be admitted that Abraham (if he lived) 
did speak some language, but there is no proof 
whatever that it was Hebrew. If it was, then 
it must have had a history before him, and there is 
no evidence that it existed at all in the time he is 
supposed to have lived. I say “  supposed ”  for 
quite a large number of orthodox Christians are now 
willing to admit that not only Abraham, but Isaac and 
Jacob are myths. What then of Jacob’s supposed 
descendants in Egypt— did they speak Hebrew? It 
is almost inconceivable that, if it was Hebrew, it 
should have been exactly like the Hebrew of the Old 
Testament. Diving languages are bound to change 
and, during the 400 odd years the Israelites are'said 
to have been in Egypt, it is quite impossible for 
Hebrew to have retained the pristine purity 
of the Bible. In any case, there are the 
gravest doubts as to the sojourn of the Israelites 
in Egypt and their exodus and migration into Canaan. 
In fact many historians have definitely admitted that 
the history of the Jews does not really commence until 
after the exile. What is supposed to go before it is 
either legendary, myth, or pure conjecture.

That some people did invade Canaan, and 
that they spoke some language may be ad
mitted. Did these people (whom we can call Jews 
for convenience) speak Hebrew? There is no evi
dence whatever about it. Did the natives of Canaan 
speak Hebrew ? There is again not a scrap of evi
dence worth considering for that belief. That they 
spoke some Semitic dialect can be admitted, however, 
and so those historians and Biblical writers who never 
question that Hebrew was a spoken language tell you 
that it is a branch of the Semitic family of languages. 
Well, of course it is. It couldn’t be anything else.

Supposing, as T claim, it is a literary and 
sacred language, it was bound to have some 
affinities with the languages surrounding it. 
Take Esperanto as an example. Its inventor 
drew on all European languages for his material. 
An Englishman can easily recognize many 
English roots. A  Frenchman can see French in 
many words, and so on. The grammar is mostly Eng
lish— in fact, no man can invent a language which 
has no similarity whatever to the language of his 
contemporaries. He is bound to go to familiar sounds 
Dane in Esperanto is the root of the verb to dance. 
Mia is my and mine, Blua is blue, Pipo is pipe. 
Poelo is poet and so on. I give these few words out 
of hundred? to show how a language could be in
vented and J'Ct based on the living languages of the

countries surrounding the inventor. To say, there- 
fore, that Hebrew belongs to the family of Semitic 
languages means nothing whatever to our inquiry 
i he fact that it does so belong does not prove it was a 
spoken language in the sense that English is a spoken 
language.

But if Hebrew was the spoken language of the 111-

vaders of Canaan, or the language of the original in
habitants of Canaan, are we to suppose that it was 
exactly like the Hebrew of the Old Testament a»« 
that it never changed in 1,000 years? ,

All languages change in 1,000 years or less. 
at tlie English of Chaucer or the French of Kabelais- 
Do one knows how their languages were Pr0 
nounced in their day. No one can fathom the tre
mendous influence local dialects can have in changing

Look how,and modifying a living literary language. — ,
in our own day, the American “  movies ” anj 
changing our own language. “  Sez you,” 311 
hundreds of similar atrocities are now almost cpmn'011 
places here in England.

It is necessary to insist upon these things because 
the innocent and guileless phrase “ belonging to ' 
Semitic family of languages”  simply has no bean1« 
on our problem, though, when read in authoritative 

books like Dr. Kenyon’s such a sentence seems un
answerable.

N ot a single inscriotion in Biblical HebrewNot a single inscription 
has come down to us of 
and even if it

in
to us of any 
had, it would

pre-exilic

not pr°ve

date'
that

Hun-Hebrew was a spoken language in Palestine- g 
dreds of inscriptions in Latin can be form1 
in England, but that does not prove Latin is a 3 
and a spoken language in England. Inscripti°IlS t 
dialect supposedly similar to Hebrew is 110 1 ^  
whatever that Hebrew was a spoken language- 
do not even prove that the language of the dialec 
spoken. We don’t know for whom or why tj,e

theinscriptions were ever made at all. Why is 
words “  Hebrew language ”  never occur 01lCC j' t̂ah 
Old Testament? The omission cannot be aeci e.flellt 
and it would be interesting to know what en 
philologists have to say about it. (|j5-

What about the word Hebrew itself? . ^ ¡n- 
cussion on the etymology of this word is ir>ter ^  
able. The way the “ authorities ”  settle ^ 
matter, first in one way, then another, and u 
two are challenged, then still another, ought to s ( ^ 
how ignorantly stupid is the glib statement, 
course Hebrew was a spoken language.”  'Jhe 1 
lem is one of the most intricate and baffling 111 jS 
whole range of Biblical difficulties. But no 
the theory held that Hebrew is the oldest of the 
itic dialects. It may have been “  like ”  the dm „

In fact “  au th o rityof Moab or Ammon or Edom.
would like to prove that, after all, Hebrew " nS.s ’’ 
original language of Canaan, and the “ Hebrc" 
originally spoke Aramaic. But the actual °r . e 
of Hebrew is lost either way, whether 
Jews brought it with them to Canaan or thc y. 
habitants of Canaan always spoke it. And u â )f 
one doubts the uncertainty of anything regarding 
knowledge of Hebrew, I invite him to read the ar 
on the Hebrew language in the E n c y c lo p e d ia  B lb 
It is a masterpiece of conjecture.

H. CtJTNV-̂ '

(To be continued.)

A sound mind in a sound body is a short but fid ,c
cription of a happy state in this world; he that has £f
two has little more to wish for, and he that wants e 
of them will be but little the better for anything c ?c'

EoeW'
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Acid Drops.

The King and Queen have never had a fight in public, 
'ey have never turned their children out to starve, they 

";u'e "ever been seen entering Buckingham Palace in a 
ate °f intoxication; they have won the affection o 
K" subjects by opening innumerable institutions, cn- 

tcring many homes of the poor and shaking hands with 
"°unded soldiers. W hy, then, why did they so far dis
place themselves and the country by driving in full 
Publicity to look at an exhibition of pictures on Sunday ? 
"ere there not six other days during the week on which 
11 v could visit "

theult. . the Academy ? Do they not know that
I'een i',Ca|neSS ^he country over which they rule has 
their U • l.*l' on the Christian Sunday, and that one of 

âw °T lcers> the Attorney-General, has 
re j

1' L11
1P1,„.US dynasties it would be well for them to re-

x---a«W U11U
lined the world that it is the one glimpse of heaven

e Possess? In these days of tumbling thrones and “eillblino- .1--
'neinl
( ‘-inner that there are limits to what the most loyal of 

!!r s"bjeets can stand. This desecration of the bab- 
j,lth cannot be passed by unnoticed or without con- 
c'unation. Perhaps the Coronation Oath ought to be 

■ ufered. The State already picks out what kind of 
I’Kiok the K in - .... ’ "
'"sert a

a re-
g  must have ; it would be quite easy to

1I1 “ c'auRe enforcing adherence to the Christian Sun-
q ' the early days of Queen Victoria. The K ing and 
0['JC" by their act have simply strengthened the hands 
n "  ho would destroy the peace and beauty of our 

" f a n  Sunday. The K ing and Queen at a picture 
11 ution on Sunday ! Scandalous !

I here arc plenty of rows going 011 about the payment 
'thes, and a very curious one occurred the other day 

j "°u, Sussex. A  man attempted to collect 130 sheep 
ivr, c°n"exion with tithe arrears. The Church bells 
, ' . e tolled to call the farmers together, the tyres of the 
„ lite r 's  car was punctured, and a dead sheep was

"’as m the
r  3,1 he w,

car with a message to the parson that it
 ̂ - would get. That was all the collector got for

.'iiiq ° llble, and in the end the dead sheep was buried 
sen' . "ooclen cross erected over the grave, with the in

O'lOll "  ~
the

tin
I'lay,

Queen Anne’s Bounty R .I.P.”  Wc suggest 
parsons should now try the power of 

It is curious that a day of prayer has not been 
s"r i°Ue R'^e ôr the payment of tithes. We are quite 
PH .u'"t tithes is a question in which the Church of

set
cr.

011

e'tlie:
Parsons are much more interested than they are

1 the weather or disarmament

C°nit,S. '" rely that the important work done in Standing 
tar, >pi CC 'n ^*e blouse of Commons reaches the public 
by p J Reports are published, but mostly read only 
On v ' • s °r parties interested in particular measures. 
$t(ir Ic" 23 the following paragraph, reprinted from the 

"Ppeared in the press :—
Contending that his object was "  to counteract the 

10 y trinity of Atheists, cranks, and prohibitionists,” 
(ja j, W. H. Glossop (Con., Penistone) moved at to- 
"' s session of the House of Commons Standing Com-

"litt.■ in °e considering the Town and County Planning Bill, 
\vi ."'"endment that no restriction should be imposed 

lc" conflicted, in the case of any church, educational
gjv diluent, or licensed premises, with directions 
ln, e" by any ecclesiastical or educational authority, or 

by j. 'censing justices.
A, e, courtesy of a Member of Standing Committee 
i’l'n, ."ch is dealing with the Town and Country 
S S  Bill we are able to throw some light on this 
'' ntp 3Pb, and, in passing, to observe that the headline 
<Sr!:Sts an(l cranks ”  is, at least in the Star, neither

q^'1 e "or courteous. Mr. Glossop moved an amend- 
Ŝ i°Ul(l ° provide that the authority for Town Planning 
"hv , . a°t impose any restrictions ‘ ‘ which conflict withs
°r n'Brections given by any ecclesiastical educational

‘cens:rtjcet 1 !n^ authority.” He said “ if the Amendment is 
to (-| " it will mean that a local authority will be able 
% to rinine whether the people on a new housing 
bon; , « e  to be Roman Catholics, Wesleyans or Salva- 
"Uti]0 He also argued that if the members of the 

m y were of one denomination they might object

to the building of a Roman Catholic Church on a par
ticular site because they thought it would take away 
funds and members from their congregations.” What 
would happen if the majority were Roman Catholics did 
not enter into the hon. member’s calculations, and, as 
the first suggestion, its absurdity was obvious for this 
precious measure provides in explicit terms for the 
consultation of and with ecclesiastical interests by the 
authority.

The debate afforded a most telling example of the 
futility of that “ local option ”  which is advocated not 
only in respect of drink but now in regard to Sunday 
performances. Capt Waterhouse gave the following 
ease

of a large housing estate in a city in the Midlands. 
There was a good deal of controversy on the local 
authority as to whether or not licensed premises should 
be allowed on the estate. A brewer had obtained a 
licence—there was no difficulty with the licensing 
justices—but there was such a division of opinion on 
the housing committee that they decided to take a 
plebiscite. The vote resulted in a rather narrow 

majority in favour of a licence. The committee decided 
that it was not a sufficient majority, and after six 
months took another vote, which showed 70 per cent in 
favour of the licence. In the interval there had been 
some local elections and the personnel of the housing 
committee had changed, and then they decided that even 
70 per cent in favour was not enough, and, as far as I 
know that area is still dry.

The people of Assuucion, Paraguay, mistook an angry- 
blood-red sky, and earth tremors, for indications of the 
end of the world. Awe-stricken crowds thronged the 
churches— Christian Churches be it noted— and the 
priests, “ recognizing the natural causes of these phen
omena, strived to calm the populace.” A  New York 
correspondent of R eyn olds Illustrated  N ew s, describing 
the scene, points out that the most famous of all end-of- 
the-world scares was produced, in the eighteenth cen
tury, by a Cardinal, Nicolas de Cusa, who said that 
the Deluge occurred at the 34th jubilee of the Creation, 
and that the world would end 011 the 34th jubilee of the 
Christian era. The Cardinal’s prediction and his arith
metic were not superior to those of Mother Shipton and 
the Rev. “ Profit” Baxter; and, undeterred by the ex
posure of their numerous predecessors, the Seventh Day 
Adventists now predict the end of the world for the 
sixth thousand year after Creation, namely— in their 
reckoning— 1996. The venerable Old Moore, who, more 
wise than these pious folks, contents himself with pro
phesying from year to year, will doubtless be relieved 
to hear that he has more than sixty years yet in which 
to hatch out his liorological prognostications.

Mr. William Owen Roberts of Blaenait-Fcstiniog, a 
quarreyman, won a prize in the last Irish Sweep, and 
the local Welsh Calvinistic Minister barred him from 
Holy Communion. When Judas committed suicide they 
cast lots for a successor for him among the twelve 
apostles, “ and the lot fell on Matthias, and he was 
numbered with the eleven.” Apparently the Rev. W. 
F. Evans and the assembly at the Calvinistic Methodist 
Chapel aforesaid are more particular than their apostolic 
predecessors. It is true that people are said to have 
cast lots for the garments of Jesus after he was crucified, 
but Mr. Evans ought not to blalne them for that for it is 
recorded that they only did it “ that it might be fulfilled 
which was spoken by the prophet!” If taking a chance 
was good enough to vindicate a divine prophecy it ought 
not to be fatal to participating in the public worship of 
the same deity in Wales.

Dr. John R. Mott, who is an authority on Christian 
missions, says, according to the Methodist Times, that 
“ the cinema can do more in one night to inculcate moral 
degeneracy than all the missionaries can do to counteract 
it in a week.” We never had a high opinion of the 
powers of missionaries, but unless we are mistaken it 
was found, long before the days of the cinema, that the 
missionary and the mission station were much more
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successful in circulating tlie white man’s vices than in 
the propagation of his religion. Even a native would 
laugh at pictures which, under clerical censorship, re
vealed Christian countries and Christian people as the 
immaculate characters their religion is supposed to pro
duce, Mr. Mott says that while the Jesuits “  speak out 
straight on this question,”  i .e .,  of “ demoralizing”  films 
there is “ a lack of united thinking among the English 
and American Christians. If they would only think 
together and plan together and act together they would 
be a tremendous force.” When did these two lots of 
Christians act together? The last occasion we can think 
of are the “  great ” War— and the defence of slavery.

In a solemn journal a parson has been explaining the 
difficulty of “  placing ” Jesus. He says :—

The person of our Lord Jesus Christ is undoubtedly 
the most perplexing problem in history. Throughout 
the ages great thinkers have striven to understand him. 
Some theory about him, some interpretation of him, was 
necessary for their personal salvation and for the en
lightenment of the generation in which they lived.

After this, one presumably should meditate on the great 
wisdom of a God who dumped a mystery on the world 
without any reliable key to it, although man’s happiness 
both in this world and another depended on a proper un 
derstanding of the mystery. Of course, in these days 
there is no mystery about Jesus and the ideas he stands 
for. The key has been found, not in the Holy Bible, but 
through the sciences of anthropology and mythology. 
We know now what kind of mentality it was that 
hatched ideas of the supernatural, and messiahs, etc. 
That the same kind of primitive mentality exists to a 
vast extent c'n the world to-day is one of the bad legacies 
which the world has inherited from the past.

money. And this is for the N avy only. Each of f'lC 
other services preaches the gospel that is without money 
and without price.

We have often had occasion to point out that when 
dealing with anything that affects their religion the 
majority of the clergy do not bother about the truth, ami 
their congregations do not expect them to. PoljtlcS 
appear to be going the same way. In a discussion 111 8 
daily paper over the failure of the Conservative cam1- 
date at a recent by-election the statement is made q>,ll‘ 
plainly that if the Candidate had stood as a “ National 
candidate instead of as a Conservative he would W  
tainly have been elected. You see, it does not matter
what a man is, it is what he calls himself. It ,s

not -

question of what a man believes, it is what 
voters best. Parsons and Politicians!

fools tllC

The case of Mr. Montalk which was mentioned 1 
when he was sentenced to six months imprisonme g 
“  publishing ”  some verse which he had only taken 
printer for estimate, is still a subject of protest. ” c 
the plucky action of Mr. R. W. Postgate, who has . 
six copies of “  a rude Limerick,” and sent them thro< 
the post, and also confesses to owning a copy of J"' j

ctiomand to having shown the Sixth Satire to his wife 
who now challenges the Public Prosecutor to take »

challen-LIt is, however, too much to expect that this c 
will be accepted. T im e and Tide, which publishes

his
and

challenge is a respectable and substantial week Y 
Mr. Postgate is a well-known writer whose lioUSC 
not be invaded by inspectorial policemen without * 
more dust than nosey officials and oratorial mag1 
care for.

Lumb-in-Rossendale, the Parish which attained an un
enviable notoriety for a prolonged dispute between the 
parson and his parishioners, must, we think, be a 
little puzzled by the Report of the Findings of the Com
missioners who, sitting with powers bestowed by a 
recent A ct (Benefices Ecclesiastical (Duties) Act, 1926), 
sought to adjudge the blame as between the contending 
persons and factions. The incumbent, they found, had 
been guilty of “  wilful default in the performance of the 
duty which he is bound by law to perform,”  and had 
been guilty of “  wilful default ” in “  the non-observ
ance of certain promises made by him on ordination as 
deacon and priest yet, they affirmed, that the incum
bent is “  a Christian and a moral man,” and a “  hard
working and zealous priest,”  and there is “  not the 
slightest blemish upon his personal character.”

It is not necessary to obey the law, or to keep your 
promises, in order to be “  a moral man and a Christian.” 
This will be a convenient finding for the thousands of 
clergymen who break the law of the land every time they 
officiate, and who never seem to have remembered since 
they made them the “  promises ” made on their ordina
tions as priests and deacons.” The outsider may notice 
with interest that a clergyman has duties which he is 
“ bound by law to perform,” and if there was ever a 
case of bringing the law into contempt it is not this 
solitary case of Lumb and its noisy quarrels, but the 
general lawlessness which pervades the whole of the 
Establishment with regard both to marriage and ritual.

Lord Stanley states that the chaplains in the Navy 
number : Anglican 67, Roman Catholic 10, and Noncon
formist 9—a total of 86.

The total of their salaries is £42,000 approximately, 
exclusive of the Chaplain of the Fleet, who received an 
inclusive salary of £1,335 per annum.

In addition to their salaries, chaplains, except the 
Chaplain of the Fleet, are accommodated and victualled 
at the expense of the Crown, or receive appropriate 
allowances in lien.

An average of £487 a year, with full board and lodging, 
to say nothing of probable “  pickings ”  is not so bad for 
the Church that does not receive a penny of public

1 tobe
Mr. Herbert Morrison says that “  if youth desires 

taken seriously it must take itself seriously.” ^c‘ jj)3t 
between the lines, we are inclined to the opim°n ^  
the real, grievance of the elder brethren is that y 
refuses to treat seriously the traditions, custoffiSi 
ventions, and ideas of the older generation or to • j5 
them as the finality of wisdom. Youth’s real offetl re- 
tliat youth is inclined to do its own thinking. ^  
fuses to take the results of such thinking seriousl), ^  
regards the independence of youth as particular) 
asperating.

Fifty Years Ago.

Christians make a great boast of humility, but no I\  
have more “  cheek.”  They strut about the 'v° r .jjjf 
God’s elect, who know all the truth, and need no j cliy 
enlightenment. To doubt their creed is a sin, to y 
it is blasphemy. They do not feel bound to g i 'c .^t 
reasons why their faith should be embraced; the) 
put it before you and say, Take it or be damned. f̂iVe 
naturally they want the law to make everybody ^  ¡|t- 
as they do. Rejection of their creed is not simply |)C 
tcllectual offence, but a moral crime, which ought  ̂ ^  
punished like robbery and murder. It is not old} ‘ ^y 
against God, but an insult to them; for, when 3°  i.ejii 
their creed is untrue, you say that they are ®1S 
and that is more than they can stand. jjc is

There is no impudence greater than the bigot’s. 
not satisfied with thinking as he pleases, and worsml 
God in his own w a y ; he claims the right of coml1c jje 
other men to think and worship after his fashion• -pic 
might as well ask that all men should eat and f|i, 
exactly what he does and at precisely the same 
that they should go to bed and rise at the moment j)e< 
suits him, and that they should all cut their e . ^ i  
according to his pattern. If his vanity expressed ^  
in such insane demands, it would be laughed a 
defied; but when it assumes the aspect of re jS 
bigotry, it is considered very laudable, and PaSiU' 
/cal iu the service of God.

T he "  F r e e t h i n k e r M a y  21, 1
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■TO CORRESPONDENTS.

fni'''1l!?Rr> (Sunderland).—Figures are significant and use- 
g • thanks.

‘U.coner.—Hope to meet you at the N.S.S. Conference.
meetings of the Conference are open to mem-He busines 

b«s only.

Cbiir'hWAY—^  that is true in the statement that the dire f •r,̂ °e.S n°b receive public money is that there is no 
as a ParIiamentary grant voted yearly. But there are, 
bv ,,mat:t;er °f fact, many millions of public money taken 

. e Churches in one direction and another. And the 
p y 18 always for more.

\ 5 0N_ES (Barking).-
0n‘y Squires tll 
B. Mandiï._T;

-Mr. Birrell. “ An illogical opinion 
enough rope to hang itself.”

out of The book about which you enquire has been
print for many years.

The "F re e th in k e r"  is supplied. toJ * *  ['hould’be at once 
return. Any difficulty in securing copies si 
reported to this office.

be Secular Society, Lim ited Office is at 62 Farringdon 
Street, London, E.C.4

The

The
S lr ^ ^ ° nal Secular Society’ s Office is at 62 Farringdon 

eet, London, E.C.4.

add̂  °̂r ^le Editor of the “  Freethinker ”  should be 
ressed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

next f ervlces of the National Secular Society in con- 
m on with Secular Burial Services are required, all com- 
Tiosetv1'0*1* s l̂ould be addressed to the Secretary, R . H.

h i
giving as long notice as possible.

ends who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 

atte n ti^ n^ ^  t>assa£es to which they wish us to call

Order* i
of ti or, ^ era ûre should he sent to the Business Manager 
n„ , te Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4, 
ani not to the Editor.

fh fr
jj , P reethinker "  will be forwarded direct from the pub- 
q 1 nS office at the following rates (Home and Abroad) :—  

ne year, 15/-; haif year, -¡¡6; three m onths, 3/9.

"  pi!c<f!ies and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
Cl 'l  P‘ °neer P ress," and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd., 

erkenwell Branch."

notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 

insert ^  °M Pues â̂ ’ or n0* ê

Sugar Plums.

V ic '^ y  (May 15) tlie Annual Conference meets in the
sgSsj 1:1 Hotel, Deansgate, Manchester. The morning 
boo,, U ^le Conference is at 10.30 sharp, and the after- 
oiq sessi°n at 2.30. The Conference is open to members 

N ch e'Vh°  s^ou^  have their cards with them. A

W;, _

1 ')c bold in the Hulme Town Hall at 7. There will

c V : eoa be served in the hotel at one o’clock at a 
[ of 3s. In the evening a public demonstration

be j,
chag  dumber of speakers. The President will take the

’a'r at each meeting.

Sat,“\lG 'v'd be a Reception in the Victoria Hotel on 

\tnbeay evenin£ at 7-0. the President, Secretary and
lea ’crs of the Executive will be present, and as we

from variousharts a Ŝ° ’ a ö °°d ly  number of friends 
Pig., ' Those present will have the privilege, and the 
Viol], ■ *e’ listening to Mr. Philip Hecht, a young 
so]oi t ’ wb° has attracted considerable attention as a 
Mr. Tt 011 .both the wireless and the concert platform, 
is at t,Ccbb is only twenty-three, and we believe and hope
„ at the ne

puPil of the late Dr. Brodsky.
he beginning of a splendid career. Mr. Hecht was

We - .
'viu1(j . '60 't  iR highly probable the Government will 
¡Thin-V'v bs present Sunday Performances Bill, and will 
>Ug orward another one which will legalize the liold- 
bfop ^,,nday Cinema entertainments wherever they have 

Previously given. The proposal deserves the fate
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that the present one is meeting. It perpetuates the idea 
that there must be one law for Sunday amusements and 
another for week-days, it  gives local bigotry a legal 
standing which it at present lacks, and it enunciates the 
perfectly iniquitous principle that profits made in the 
pursuit of a legitimate occupation must be confiscated in 
the name of religion. We hope that all who appreciate 
honesty in politics or principle in the conduct of life 
will do what they can to kill the new Bill whenever it 
is put forward— that is if it is on the lines suggested. 
Freethinkers who know what they' are after will never 
accept this re-enactment of Sabbatarianism, however 
watered down it may be. It is a cowardly, an unjust, 
and a contemptible measure, and should be fought to 
the end. The man who does not appreciate the distinc
tion between a Sabbatarianism based on a law of 150 
years ago and one based on a current piece of legislation, 
ought to lose his vote. Our best wishes— this time— is 
for the success of the Ford's Day Observance Society. 
Bigoted they may be, but they are at least fighting for 
a clearly conceived principle.

Meanwhile we advise all concerned— particularly 
Cinema proprietors— to open their houses on Sunday. 
Theirs is a large and wealthy association, and can fight 
for its rights. If they have free admission, they can 
under the existing law charge for reserved seats, and 
there will be no profits to give away because the profits 
are made on Sunday’ . No large Cinema would under such 
conditions lose by’ admitting fifty people free. If this 
were done all over England, we venture to prophecy that 
the 1781 Act would be repealed, not amended in the 
wrong direction. The Government which is trembling 
in fear of the Lord’s Day Observance .Society would cer
tainly not have the courage to stand against a movement 
of the extent of this one.

We are glad to say that our new publication T he  
R evenues of R elig io n  is selling very well. The facts, 
figures and arguments are such as to form a veritable 
armoury for all engaged in public work. The work is 
issued in two forms, in paper at is. 6d., and cloth 2s. 6d., 
postage extra. Quite a number of appreciative reviews 
of the work have appeared in the general press.

Several Branches of the N.S.S. start open-air work to
day (Sunday), Mr. G. Whitehead will be in Manchester 
for the week, details in the Lecture Notices column. 
Brighton Branch has Messrs. Byrne and de Lacy at the 
Level, and Mr. R. H. Rosetti opens for the West Ham 
Branch, outside the Technical College, Romford, E.

The S t. Pancras G azette  reports at length a racy and 
interesting speech delivered by Mr. F. A. Ilornibrook on 
“ The Restrictions on .Sunday Enjoyment,” before the 
Metropolitan Secular Society. Mr. Hornibrook was un
sparing in his criticism of the proposals before Parlia
ment, and in his denunciation of the hypocrisy mani
fested in connexion with the debate on the second read
ing. We quite endorse Mr. Hornibrook’s summary of 
the situation that “  the so-called moral disciplining of 
the community meant robbing others of their natural 
and well-won rights and liberties.”

Quite the biggest gathering of members and guests up 
to date attended the Annual Dinner and Reunion of the 
Rationalist Press Association, at the Trocadero Res
taurant, on May 7 last. The proceedings were perfectly 
organized and many excellent speeches by Professor 
I.aski, Professor G. Elliot Smith, Mr. John M. Robertson, 
Mrs. Naomi Mitchison and others were made.

Mr. George Whitehead is undertaking a week’s open- 
air lecturing in Stockport from May 17 to 20. O® 
a previous visit a number of Christians created a dis
turbance at his meetings. We hope, therefore, that as 
many Freethinkers as possible will make it their busi
ness to attend. There is nothing that can so effectually 
keep a crowd of would-be hooligans in order.
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Here Is Wisdom.

E vte r y  now and again, if we are to believe our law
makers and journalists, an occasion arises when typi
cally English characteristics come into prominence 
and are displayed against their best possible back
ground. It might perhaps be more useful if the evalua
tion of these traits were left to those who are not Eng
lish, but this, it is to be supposed, would involve a 
rather unnecessary element of risk. As we consti
tute ourselves Judge and Jury, it is not surprising that 
the qualities we show are wholly admirable. An ex
ample of our virtue is considered to show itself when
ever a religious matter comes up for discussion in the 
House of Commons. Then we are told the debate 
always takes on the quality of strength and sincerity. 
The debate on the New Prayer Book, a year or two 
ago, was a Case in point, and in his opening speech 
recently on the Sunday Performances (Regulation) 
Bill, these exact terms were used prophetically by 
Mr. Oliver Stanley, and the closing speaker, Earl 
Wiuterton, in reviewing the speeches appeared also 
to believe that these terms in some way fitted the facts. 
Remembering that such appraisements are necessarily 
relative and that both these gentlemen know the 
standards usually reached in the House, an outsider 
can only conclude that the usual standard is much be
low that shown on April 13 last— a peculiarly depress
ing reflection.

What does run through the Debate is that other 
very charming English characteristic, the love of 
compromise, and its corollary, the dislike of logic and 
principle. It is here we are told that the genius of 
this island finds a commodious exercise-ground. Com
promise has become in fact not an emergency contriv
ance but an excellent thing in itself. The new comer 
unsophisticated enough to seek a logical line or apply 
a high principle to any question that arises is marked 
off as a tyro, knowing nothing of that smoother road, 
that highly elaborate system of accommodation, which 
distinguishes English politics. On a religious matter 
the expression of hopelessly fossilized ideas, even if 
accompanied by much Pharisaical attitudinizing, can 
always be sure of the congratulations of its hearers (if 
for nothing else than “  sincerity ” ), but he who talks 
of principle, will not be long before he hears that 
damning adjective “  unpractical.”  It would be fool
ish to deny that compromise is frequently essential on 
political issues, but it is only legislation that has prin
ciple running through it that has any lasting and 
dynamic quality. Questions arranged on a compro
mise basis are unfortunately never settled but return 
inevitably to the wash.

Earl Winterton’s winding-up speech in , favour of 
the Bill was quite exceptional, being a praiseworthy 
and in the main successful attempt to disentangle the 
issue from a crowd of irrclevancics. The speech of 
Mr. Boothby (Aberdeen E) showed as a good deed in 
a naughty world because of the single strand of equal 
liberty for all running through it from end to end. 
One can sympathize with the quandary in which this 
member found himself in supporting a Bill, one of the 
provisions of which would put the expression of any 
unpopular opinion on Sunday to the throw of Local 
Option. 11 is speech could have been followed with 
perhaps equal effectiveness by a vote against the Bill. 
He seemed afraid of a deadlock, but out of that dead
lock better things could hardly fail to come than the 
Government’s measure. But a prejudice against 
appearing in the same lobby with Mr. Magnay (Gates
head) and Sir John Haslam (Bolton) is very human. 
These members evidently think that the form of 
Government in this country is a Theocracy, which 
can fix all people’s Sunday behaviour because of some 
text or other in Habbakuk or Ezekiel,

In times of National Distress the electorate’s choice 
falls for the most part on what are considered ‘ ‘safe 
members. In the presence of Mr. Magnay and Sir 
John one feels however anything but safe. 0 ]ie js 
charged by them of being in league with the Satanic 
powers, and one knows that one’s reward at their 
hands would be something lingering, probably with 
boiling oil in it. Let us follow Sir John Haslam, 
even if only for the sake of those who consider the 
work of militant I*reethought accomplished.

I looked up yesterday the words, which im
pressed me very forcibly at the time, used on the 
occasion of the Coronation of our Beloved King 
Part of the law of the land is that the Archbishop 
of Canterbury, before he places the Crown on the 
head of the King, presents him with a Bible—which- 
I would point out, contains these Ten Command
ments—and says :—

“ ‘ We present you with this Book. It is ll!c 
most valuable thing that this world offers. Here 
wisdom. This is the Royal Law. These are the 
living oracles of God.’ ”

One admits being impressed also.
Now, says Sir John, there are ten commandments 

and all the ten are of equal importance. For whoso 
ever shall offend on one point of the law and keep the 
rest is guilty of breaking the whole. “  Parliament 
no more than individuals can pick and choose.”

I his is the Fourth Commandment •_
Remember the Sabbath Day to keep it holy. 

days slialt thou labour and do all thy work. ,!l! 
the seventh day is the Sabbath of the Lord thy C°“'• • i.inr SOI1»in it thou slialt not do any work, thou, nor w  ^  
nor thy daughter, thy manservant, nor thy ‘ .s 
servant, nor thy cattle, nor thy stranger 1 1,1 ,,

Lord m<within thy gates For in six days the
Heaven and Earth, the sea and all that in themu m i vu, kiiv. ov-u a i iu  iwi uiuk - -  fll
and rested the seventh day, wherefore the 
blessed the Sabbath day and hallowed it. ^

This may be Wisdom. It may be the Oracle ^  
God, but why, 0I1 why, if Oracles can be tamP^F 
with so easity, can Parliament not alter them a 
more. For, here it is plain that at some time or 0 
some one or other has moved and got carried ne,n 
that “  For the word ‘ seventh ’ in the above 
read ‘ first.’ ”  One jot or one tittle shall in 1,0 
pass jrom the lau>. It is also clear that the P "  , 
allowance for work of six days has been consk e 
excessive, and has been altered to five and a half c'a-. 
(This fact alone reduces all the fear of Christians sl’^ 
mitting to a seven-day work week to absurdity)- 
for clause three, one can safely here put oneself 
hands of Lord Winterton.

I assume, and to assume anything else w,-ould be
insulting— that they themselves are rigid observes  ̂
Sunday, and never go in for tennis or golf °r.nl°0f a 
ing on Sundays, involving at any rate the service , 
chauffeur, but that generally they set a very fh’e 
consistent example.”

As for the reasons given in Clause 4 for the i»lS 
tion of the Sabbath, if a cleric such as the Dean e 
Pauls were instructed to repeat them as his own, 
feels sure he would faint.

Sir John Haslam’s remarks are only important 
cause they represent typical Sabbatarian advoc 
and typical to the crossing of T ’s and dotting ot . 
of the lines taken by the Lord’s Day Observa  ̂
Society, which bod}-, by the circulation of a c 
thousand postcards, can make the average Mcnd,el 
Parliament quake in his shoes. Are we justing . 
saying that such speeches and arguments reach a 11 
level of strength and sincerity. Is there not eVt 
thing to be gained by telling the plain truth, eVCll̂ ’e 
the House of Commons, about such utterances? 
are, as Ruskin said in his day, “  utterly oppress« 
our courtesies and considerations and compli*111
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and Proprieties.”  Sunday in England so far from 
glvil'g us “ one of the few glimpses vouchsafed to 11s 
<>f llle heavenly city ”  (I hope Sir Thomas Inskip is 
"ot allowed to forget that remark) is to hundreds of 
uiousands of- us, one of the ugliest blots on our 
'rational life. lt s most unpleasant features do not 
;,m'e from antiquity, but are comparatively modem. 
}  sPruug from a horrible belief which had no place 
lor 'aughter, and in which Hell was the active ingre- 
, CI!t- It took potential decent citizens, intent on the 
’llst"ess of life, and taught them that this life was 
mt a Preparation for eternity. It packed their minds 
" ld’ gloomy and demented dogmas and demanded 

°I the days of the week to attend to the packing. 
‘.(>t one thought about peacefulness and the prolonga- 
1,111 of the sessions of sweet silent thought; thete was 
reavy concentration on one matter onlj’ , the salvation 

souls and the saving of them from the Pit. 
f these he the sources from which we must seek 

u rsdom, then let us seek Beauty in Cesspools and 
* ruth în the Thieves’ Kitchen. Yet we would 
tjla,it the liberty to teach such doctrines mush as we 
(llsl>he them. And so do we demand like facilities 
Sl) Ihat every agency for the amusement, edification 
®'ul inspiration of the people is given an extra dayPer "eek in which to do its work.

T. H. E i.s t o b .

Day and Whitsuntide.

“ Ini wuinlerschonen Mount Mai 
AIs alle Knospeii sprangen 
t̂ a ist in ii eiiiem Herzen 
trie I.ielie anfgegangem.”— Heine.

“ Or è «li maggio, e fiorito è il limone ;
Noi salutiamo di casa il padrone.
Or è di maggio, e gli è fiorito i rami ;
Salutiam le ragazze co’ suoi dami.
Or è di maggio, che fiorito è i fiori ;
Salutiam le ragazze co’ suoi amori.”

, Ancient Italian Maggio.
fili; ,
«ion-,1 « turn of horses with rosettes, or an occa- 
fealj Juuk in the Green,”  and girls with paper 
w ,  !JIS dancing round a barrel organ, are all that 

ĥiv't* re,"Iud the Londoner of the old festival'of 
t() j . a-v- When 1 was a youth, it was the custom 
a>kl ?  °Ut earl>’ 111 the country to get the May dew 
(Hiit i'5' .r ' la'vthorn. This old Pagan practice is not 
^ ( ^ t in c t .  Shakespeare, in his Henry the Eighth, 
sl  ̂ S It, saying it is impossible to make people 
'hiii* 011 "Ia-V morning. And who does not remember 
I<Vs'„!?SSaRe I” Midsummer Night's Dream, where‘■'suini

%

er appoints to meet Ilennia. 
ry~hi that wood, a league without the town, 
where I did meet thee once with Helena 
to do observance to a morn of lla v ? ’

in his “  Court of Love,”  tells us that early 
t], * ‘T  morning “  forth goeth all the court to fetch 

'vers fresh, and branch, and bloom.”
0 this custom of early rising Herrick alludes, in

Us fine

Mici
'Ll!

Pastoral on “ Corinna’s Going a Maying
Cet up, get up, for shame; the blooming morn 

P°n her wings presents the god unshorn, 
twe how Aurora throws her fair, 
tresli-quilted colours through the air;
* ,et up, sweet slug a-bed, and see 
'he dew bespangling herb and tree., tfs *i* *

here’s not a budding boy or girl, this day, 
y11' 'S got up, and gone to bring in May.

jj of youth, ere this, is come
and with white-thorn laden, home.”

'll t fcnnyson’s “  May Queen ” —  
uust wake and call me m ly, pall me early, motherdea:V

Early rising was but a survival of a vigil in which 
the fun was kept up through the night. Stubbes, a 
Puritan writer of Queen Elizabeth’s time, in his “ An
atomie of Abuses,”  published in 1585» says :
“  Against May. Whit-Sonday, or other time, all the 
yung men and maides, old men and wives, run 
gadding about over night to the woods, groves, hils, 
and mountains, where they spend all the night in 
pleasant pastimes; and in the morning they return, 
bringing with them birch and branches of trees, to 
deck their assemblies withall; and no meruaile for 
there is a great Lord present amongst them as super
intendent and Lord of their sports— namely, Sathan, 
prince of hel. But the chiefest jewel they bring from 
thence is their May-pole (say rather their stinking 
poole), which they bring home with great venera
tion.”  This interesting passage lets us know that the 
old Pagan rites were confounded with witchcraft, and 
confirms the evidence that the persecution of witches 
was the last act in the tragic suppression of Paganism. 
The rites of May Day are in reality a continuation of 
the rites of Dionysus Sabazios. Mr. W. W. Story 
says : “  Scarcely does the sun drop behind St. 
Peter’s on the first day of May, before bonfires begin 
to blaze from all the country towns on the mountain
sides, showing like great beacons. This is a custom 
founded in great antiquity, and common to the North 
and South. The first of May is the Festival of the 
Holy Apostles in Italy; but in Germany, and still 
farther North, in Sweden and Norway, it is Walpurg- 
isnaclit, when goblins, witches, hags, and devils hold 
high holiday, mounting on their brooms for the 
Brocken.”

In the Neapolitan towns great fires are built on 
this festival, around which the people dance, jumping 
through the flames, and flinging themselves about in 
every wild and fantastic attitude. Similar lxmfires 
may also be seen blazing everywhere over the hills, 
and on the Campagna on the eve of the day of San 
Giovanni, which occurs on the 24th June. These 
are relics of the old Pagan custom alluded to by 
Ovid,1 and particularly described by Varrò, when the

1 “ Moxque per ardentes stipula: crepitantis acervos, 
Trajicias celeri strenua membra pede.”— Fasti, lib. 4.

peasants made huge bon-fires of straw, hay, and other 
inflammable materials, called “  Palilia,”  and men, 
women and children danced round them and leaped 
through them in order to obtain expiation and free 
themselves from evil influences— the mothers holding 
out over the flames those children who were too young 
to take an active part in this rite.

The chief feature of May Day was the setting up 
the may-pole. This being the time when the sap 
rises in the oak, the priests, joining with the people, 
used to go in procession to some adjoining wood on 
the May morning, and return in triumph with the 
much-prized pole, adorned with boughs, flowers, and 
other tokens of the spring season. Besides the prin
cipal maypole, others of less dimensions were likewise 
erected in our villages, to mark the places where re
freshments were to be obtained : hence the name of 
ale stake is frequently to be met with in old authors, 
as signifying a maypole. Bishop Grosseteste (d. 1253) 
suppressed the A lav games in the diocese of Lincoln, 
because partaking of heathen vanity; and from that 
period and example the practices of the day have 
gradually altered from their original mode of celebra
tion. Stubbes remarks that when the maypole was 
reared, “  they fall to banquet and feast, to leape and 
dance about it, as the heathen people did at the dedi
cation of their idolles, whereof this is a perfeot pat
tern, or, rather, the thing itself.”  The acrid old Puri
tan was (piite right. The maypole was an emblem of 
the life and generation manifest in the flowering of 
vegetation. It was the symbol of the renewal of life,
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as was also Flora, or our Maid Marian, or the Queen 
of the May; while Jack-i’-the-Green represents the 
tree spirit, whose role is so important in all the old re
ligions.

The last maypole in London was taken down in 
1718. It was set up in Wanstead Park, Essex, as a 
support to Sir Isaac Newton’s large telescope. Pope 
thus perpetuates its remembrance : —

“ Amidst the area wide they took their stand,
Where the tall maypole o’erlook’d the Strand.”

“  The Mayings,”  says Strutt, in his Sports and 
Pastimes, 1801, “  are in some sort yet kept up by the 
milkmaids at London, who go about the streets with 
their garlands and music, dancing.”  But the milk
maids gave place to the chimney-sweeps, as Maid 
Marian had to Malkin, a clown dressed in woman’s 
clothes; and even the sooty sweeps have almost en
tirely abandoned the festival. Our country largely 
owned its title of “  Merrie England ”  to its remnants 
of Paganism. Puritanism did much towards stamp
ing these out, but Puritanism has in turn itself be
come almost as effete as Paganism.

Had the Puritans known the Pervigilium Veneris, a 
Latin poem ascribed by Erasmus to Catullus, but cer
tainly later, it would have afforded them an additional 
text for invective against the Pagan superstitions 
which the May games were denounced as represent
ing. The poem shows that the Romans, like our 
English ancestors, celebrated the season by betaking 
themselves to the woods for three nights, where they 
kept vigil in honour of Venus, to whom the month of 
April was dedicated, as being the universal generating 
and producing power. The poem seems to have been 
composed with a view to its being sung by a choir of 
maidens in their nocturnal rambles beneath the soft 
light of an Italian moon. All the signs of spring 
whisper of love, and the constant refrain comes in, 
Cras amet, qui nunquam amavit; quique amavit, eras 
amet. Students of peasant customs and mythology 
will not be surprised at the suggestion that the three 
nights of vigil arose from watching the seeds which 
were expected to sprout at this season within three 
days.

May is the month of Mary, the mother of God, as it 
formerly u'as of Cybele, mother of the gods, the Bona 
Dea of the ancient Romans, whose feast at this period 
naturally associated itself with that of Flora. A 
remnant of the Floralia is preserved in the Infiorata 
or flower festival, dedicated now to the Madonna dei 
Fiori, celebrated every May at Genzano, which lies 
over the old crater now filled by the still waters of 
Lake Nemi. A ll the people are gaily dressed, and 
fun and flowers prevail, and as night comes on the 
young people dance the salterello in the very groves 
where the Rex Nemorensis obtained his office by slay
ing his predecessor.

(The late) J. M. W heei.er.

TO ON E ESPOUSING UNPOPULAR TRUTH.

Not yet, dejected though thy cause, despair,
Nor doubt of Dawn for all her laggard wing.
I11 shrewdest March the earth was mellowing,
And had conceived the summer unaware.
With delicate ministration, like the air, .
The sovereign forces that conspire to bring 
Light out of darkness, out of Winter, .Spring 
Perform unseen their tasks benign and fair.
The sower soweth seed or vale and hill,
And long the folded life waits to be born ;
Yet hath it never slept, nor once been still :
And clouds and suns have served it night and morn ; 
The winds are of its secret council sworn ;
And Time and nurturing Silence work its will.

Sir William Watson.

Elijah—Once Again.

It is several years now since “  Elijah ”  was perform  ̂
at Easter at “  The Old Vic,”  and then it was in ^  
Operatic form; but this year we had “  Elijah 3 
“  Oratorio in Action,”  with Mendelssohn’s char 
music. Most Freethinkers are as well acquainte ' ^ 
the trials and troubles in the career of Ehja 
narrated in the Book of Kings as Christians, t5 
for the most part, Freethinkers are diligent stu 
of the Bible.

toConsequently it will not be necessary ^  
minutely into all the details of the Oratorio. ^  
are early introduced to the widow who had l°s  ̂
young son, and eagerly besought the Holy Man 
to restore the life of her beloved boy. Elijah as a  ̂
acle worker cheerfully undertook the task, ant ^ 
few moments the boy was brought on to the staf 
lively and as active as though nothing had been 
matter with him .. e

This occurred by the Brook Cherith, whither 
had gone because he had prophesied against 
While there he was fed by the ravens. A . 
takes place, and the people are in dreadful strak

Here he «ieand at last Elijah goes to meet Ahab.
briûÜ5Obadiah, a zealous young man of God, who - .

him in the presence of Ahab. Elijah tells Ahab . 
he has forsaken God’s commands and has f°* 0 ^  
Baalim. He then commands his followers to £«̂  
the whole of Israel unto Mount Carmel, and tô  s 
mon the prophets of Baal to meet, and there he 1 
a challenge to show whose God is really God. . f 
are to select and slay a bullock, but put no fire u 
it; they are to call upon their God and the God ^  
by fire shall answer, he shall be acknowledged 
indeed! Then occurs the great contest. The And 

He ^
them first to call louder. But still there is n° . f

“  Call him l°udef’

ites cry unto their God, but there is no response- 
then Elijah becomes positively sarcastic. Me  ̂ ^

sponse. Then he jeeringly says : u u  ***— lir. 
for he is a God. Perhaps he is talking, or he is P .  
suing, or is on a journey, or peradventure he sleep 
so awaken him, call louder.”

But let the Baalites call never so loud there lS
n «

lives
reply. They dance round in fury and cut themse 
with knives. But still there is no response. As s

h-°.f
a«dhowever, as Elijah calls upon his God Jahve 

Jehovah— the light comes down from the wings 9 
burns up the carcase. And so the Hebrew God gc1 5 
decided victory. But see what follows. Elijah 
not satisfied with his triumph over the BaaliteS- 1 
said unto his followers: •“  Take the prophets of 
and let not one of them escape. And they took _ 0
and Elijah brought them down to the Brook . 
and slew them there.”  That, however, is invar'3 ^  
the way believers in one God have treated others  ̂
believed in another God, or those who believet ^  
none at all. But after this there is a famine 111 
land, and the people turn upon Elijah, and threate&  ̂
kill him. So at last he goes into the wilderness * ĝ 
calls upon his God to take away his life “ for 1 anl]Uy 
better than my fathers.”  But he says: “ I g° 0Vei-c- 
way in the strength of the Lord. My heart is * 
fore glad, my glory rejoiceth and my flesh shall 
rest in hope.”  e

With regard to the rendering of this Oratorio 11 
is only one word to describe it— it was superb. _ , , j{ 

Mr. Tudor Davies as Obadiah sang the air ^ 
with all your hearts ye truly seek me, ye shall e 
surely find me. Thus saith our God ”  with touchi«-2

beauty of expression. He was in the top of his f« ĵ 
and sang all his airs with consummate art.
Hilda Richard, as the angel, sang the air “  O ref cii. 
the Lord,”  with admirable beauty of tone and e*e
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'»0 Miss Nora Sabini and E » «  Morris were 
Wd, aac, Miss Joan Cross t h n M  * *  *
"ith her wonderful top notes as _ versa-
and lastly we had Sumner Austin tha t
‘he actor and vocalist, as Elijah. »
only

£ave_ us a fine study of the character, but he- -  J ui nas. '•uaioorsa,
lIsed his rich baritone voice to great effect in all the 
arias. Altogether the whole performance including 
the many choruses, was one of the most satisfying  
rendering 0f “ an oratorio in action,”  w e have had 
!ae Pleasure of hearing. It is worth while remember- 
lnS that this beautiful oratorio, based upon old 
Jewish superstitions, and wedded to the charming 
'misic of Mendelssohn affords a delightful entertain- 
"•ent to ardent lovers of dramatic art.

A r t h u r  B. M o s s .

Tiie B.B.C. and World History.

of t]IX(l 1>een familiarized with the abounding religiosity 
tyas 16 It ft.C., we are hardly surprised that an attempt 
serjc lna_de to give support to this archaic feature in a 
file S °  recently given to schools on World History. 
■ He- vvas based on a pamphlet which lies before

a,1d it is a very curious production.
Iif; Jle fundamental
•uui 5 ancl b °f the pamphlet : “  It is to Greece, Rome

obsession of the author appears on

^ a e l t h a t w ,hin we owe our greatest debt, since the Scrip-"(-S nf 4-1 * tr
*-hri r  * le Jews became part of the Bible of the 
o„r s Inns- To understand the contribution of Israel to 
hack • rn civilization, we must set the Hebrew people 
]?„. 'uf° the world of the great empires, of Babylon, of 
•hief ’ Assy ria all(l Persia. That is the conception of 

The'1-’ History  which dominates these six talks.” 
a„,i o Inclusion of Israel in and the exclusion of Egypt 
Cont .umeria-Babylonia from a list of the three greatest 
i„a nttors to modern civilization is preposterous, as 
aiicic )C Saen by glancing at any authoritative work on 
sccq211,*’ history, such as Breasted’s A ncient Times (the 
Tjle u hook in a list on pp. 6 and 7 of the pamphlet), 
literal  ̂ ^fcbrews contributed practically nothing but
ki;vlnds- ei of which an abundance of essentially the same 

-legendary, quasi-liistorical, romantic, etc.— had
.JCen Produced by the Sumerians, Egyptians and Babylon- 
Tans during the two thousand years or so before the 

shrews dribbled into Palestine as nomad barbarians.Tl
dev ,e Pamphlet gives little indication of the rise, early 
f e r m e n t  and spread over the near East of the main 
Mitt CS civilization, such as organized government, 
a,1(| tl1 law and its administration, art, science, invention, 
qlla] -(1 ucation. Instead of this we find an inordinate 
t l q ’hy °f Hebrew and other religion, and of trifling 
a]lcjT? c°nnected with it— “ the going down into Egypt 
des he flight through the Red .Sea . . . the stay in "the 
ASs . • • • the glory of Solomon . . . the cruelty of 
Pco-o'13 and of its Empire . . . the taking captive of the 
A\Va c °1 Judah and Jerusalem, and how they were carried 
Seci,tel ■ âl->yJ°11 • • • the way the Christians were per- 

Aft-* * * ’
obSe.e! fl'c writer of the pamphlet has thus revealed his 
tiee SS.l0il we do not expect that he will follow the prac- 
thai ° a competent and rational historian by mentioning 
p a u c i t y  towards and the enslavement of conquered
crugu s Was a common early feature; that the admitted 
h l Z  the Assy rians was rather closely paralleled 
2 ,$nlat °f the old Hebrews, as shown by the record in 

: “ And he (David) put them under saws, and 
t'leiJi harrows of iron, and under axes of iron, and made 
all th^aS? through the brick-kiln : and thus did he unto

cities of the children of Ammon.” Nor do we
b e,(iany reference to the “  laws of war ” set forth in 
llit t i^ m n y  x x . ,  which include the utter destruction of 
1 • j-)S’ Amorites, Canaanites and others whose “  cities
fkat .le hard doth give thee for an inheritance” ; nor

(which was done at least partly on grounds of

r'f uon-i

the persecution of the early Christians by the

trifling differences of doctrine. Nor is there any bint of 
the series of atrocities which the judicial historian inci
dentally refers to as “ bloody butchery like that prac
tised by Elijah’s followers” (Breasted, A n cie n t T im es,
p. 208).

Of about ioJ¿ pages of letterpress, including “  inter
ludes,” on the various states and peoples mentioned, a 
page and a half are occupied by quotations from the Bible, 
one of which expresses the exploded belief that the Baby
lonians were especially "wicked,”  and another the archaic 
notion that the fall of Babylonian was a miraculous or 
supernatural event. But the most amazing thing in the 
pamphlet is the following item in “ Notes for Teachers”  :

. . . the ‘ Second Isaiah ’ and the prophecy that Cyrus, 
the Lord’s Anointed, would restore the (Hebrew) exiles 
to Jerusalem.”

Following a page on Rome and one on Hannibal there 
are two pages headed respectively, “  The Roman Empire 
and the Triumph of Christianity,”  and “  In Constantine’s 
Camp,”  both dealing mainly with religion, and contain
ing puerile references to Constantine’s vision and of his 
statue “  with the cross in his hand set up in Rome to 
symbolize the triumph of Christianity,” and also to the 
fact that “  the birthday of the Roman Empire and the 
birthday of Christianity came very close together.”

In view of all this it is not surprising that in a list of 
names headed “ For Teachers,” we find a great overplus 
of names of Hebrews and of others more particularly 
connected with them. Though there is 110 Egyptian  
name (not even Akhnaton of religious fame) and only 
one Babylonian name, we find the names of Abraham, 
Moses, David, Solomon, Jerusalem, “ Nahum the pro
phet,”  and Maxentius. These, with the names of a few 
monarchs, military commanders and battlefields make up 
the main part of the lis t ; and the only two dates given 
on the page are those of Nebuchadnezzar and the Battle 
of Salamis.

There is no mention of the fact that while the "  triumph 
of Christianity,”  accompanied by the fall to a condition of 
gross ignorance and superstition, was proceeding in the 
West, the Chinese were making some supremely import
ant advances, including the invention of printing and 
real paper, and were issuing the first true books.

From all this it will be gathered that the outline of 
early history given in the pamphlet is not only domin
ated by the persisting vestiges of ancient superstition; 
but owing to the plentiful lack of perspective, balance 
and impartiality the presentation is in large measure the 
very antithesis of true "  scientific ” history.

J. R eeves.

Correspondence.

T o  THE EniTOR OE THE "  FREETHINKER.”

S ir ,— I was interested in Messrs. McHnttie and Kerr’s 
letters on “ the population question.”

Mr. McIIatti asserts “ there is no overpopulation” 
and he is right. Mr. Kerr is merely contradictory; but 
gives Sir Daniel Hall and Professor East as supporting 
him. Perhaps it would surprise Mr. Kerr to know that 
for the last thirty years I have been getting a decent 
living for four or five adults from 1 acre (or less) of land, 
maintaining a standard of comfort rather higher than 
the ordinary (in addition to. which m y wife was a con
firmed invalid for twenty years, which was a serious 
drawback). It will further surprise Mr. Kerr, if I assert 
that this acre of land could have been made to produce 
double or even treble what it has produced. There may 
be a lim it  to the productivity of land, but I have not 
yet discovered it, nor has, Sir D. Hall or Prof. East— or 
Mr. Kerr. D. D a w s o n .

PR O PAG AN D A.

•Mr ,— A  Student correspondent recently suggested 
that some step should be taken to counter the efforts of 

wa« , , , ,, - ,.- , tlie various Students Christian Unions in our Univer-
f noi>-Clm- i • XCeCC!edrby the PersecRtion by Christians | sities. The proper counter is to let each new student 

ristians and of one another on account solely of have at least one copy of the F re e th in k e r  on his or her
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admission to a University. Taken in general all stu
dents are natural Freethinkers. It does not need much 
to make active Freethinkers of these. There are surely 
enough active Freethinkers now in Universities to supply 
the names of the new entries each term and to send 
names and addresses to the office. As far as the office is 
concerned it would entail some work and expense. This 
is where timid supporters of the movement would come 
in. It would be our duty to supply the sinews of war. 
There must be some publication which would give the 
number of new students enrolled each year. A t 3d. per 
head the F reeth in ker  could be sent for six weeks. The 
printing expense and increased office work could be 
guessed at and perhaps a member of the staff of the 
F reeth in k er  appointed to look after the business. I 
must confess that I have not the most vague idea what 
the cost would be. Further, the scheme would be depen
dant on finding enough active students to send up the 
names. I give the idea for what it is worth. I will be 
prepared to start a fund off with a £5 subscription. I 
quite recognize that it is a sinple matter for anyone to 
sit in comfort and invent work for others. Further, that 
some danger would be incurred by any' student who as
sisted, but movements thrive on opposition; for myself 
I only heard of the F reeth in ker  some twenty years after 
I left a University. Anyhow, if any student likes I will 
be prepared to ask the Editor to supply up to £5 worth 
of F reeth in kers  and postage if he will forward some 
names. E.

S ir ,— I read v'our remarks with interest on the Lord’s 
Day business. I do not think you have quite realized 
the hypocrisy of the whole business. The Cinema 
people are making a very bold show. What is not so 
apparent is that the fact of these people accepting the 
gift to charity part is only to make it impossible for a 
theatre to open on Sundays. You will have noticed that 
there is no emphatic protest against this blackmail by 
the Cinemas. I enclose a copy of a letter I sent to the 
Guardian  on this subject, which as you might know was 
not published. I think if you read theatres for Zoos in 
my letter you will see what I mean. I take it that the 
theatre for the moment is a kind of back number com
pared to the pictures. I also take it that by agreeing 
to the present Bill the cinemas hope to keep the theatres 
in the background for a while longer. Unfortunately Zoos 
have been added to the Bill as a kind of makeweight, 
and we will be compelled to either close down or give up 
some of our hard-earned takings to something with which 
we are not iti sympathy. Whatever hardships the Cine
mas may claim over this they will cheerfully submit if it 
is a sure thing that all other amusements are forced to 
shut up either by economic stress or prejudice. If yon 
know of any paper which would publish this point of 
view I would be glad to ventilate it a trifle.

W. L. E ngi.tsh.

[The writer of the above letter is interested in the main
tenance of a small Zoo, not for financial, but for educa
tional purposes. As matters stand, as he points out in the 
letter to which reference is made, Sunday is the chief day 
of the week for producing anything substantial towards the 
cost of the enterprise. The charge for entrance is very 
small. If the Sunday Bill goes through, even if permis
sion is given to open the Zoo on Sunday, the only day on 
which it is any use for the district, all the profits must be 
given away. That is, as we said in our criticism of the 
Bill, a compulsory confiscation of profits made in the course 
of a legitimate and beneficial undertaking.— E d. Free
thinker.]

Obituary.

Mrs. Martha G lassbrook.

T he death occurred on April 28, of Mrs. Martha Glass- 
brook, wife of Mr. J. Glassbrook, of Blackburn. She had 
been in failing health for some time. The interment 
took place at Blackburn Cemetery' on May 3, and there 
were many manifestations of the affection and esteem in 
which she was held as wife and mother and neighbour. 
A  Secular Service was read by Mr. Clayton.

SUNDAY L E C TU R E  NOTICES, Etc.
LONDON.

OUTDOOR.

F ulham and C helsea Branch N.S.S. (corner of 
Grove) : Saturday, May 14, 7.30, Messrs. Burns and u 
Freethinkers on sale.

North L ondon Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Da 
stead) : 11.30, Sunday', May 15, Mr. L. Ebury, A Dec _ 
Monday, May 16, South Hill Park, Hampstead, 8.0, A 
ture. Thursday, May 19, Leighton Road, Kentish 0 
8.0, Mr. L. Ebnry, A Lecture.

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Cock Pond, Claphani 
Town) : 7.30, Mr. L. Ebury. Wednesday, May 18, a fj. 
Head, Peckham (opposite Ryre Lane) : 8.0, Mr. F. P- 0 
gan. Friday', May 20, Camberwell Gate, Mr. C. T'ltson-

The Metropolitan Secular Society.—Ramble on 
Sunday. Meet Surrev side of Kew Bridge at is.o ■ 
Non-members welcomed. . , ,orl.

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : Whit - ^  
day, 3.0, Messrs. Wood, Tuson, Le Maine and Hyatt. 
Messrs. Wood, Tuson, X e Maine and Hyatt. ^

Woolwich Branch N.S.S. (Beresford Square) : 7-45,
S. Burke— “ Christians Awake.”

indoor.

South P lace E thical Society (Conway Hall, R e(J 
Square, W.i) : No Service. .

South L ondon E thical Society (Oliver Goldsmith Sc ’
Buckler-“ ^  :cited.Peckham Road) : 7.0, Gwendoline _____

Champion—The League of Nations.” Questions 1I1V 
West H am Branch N.S.S.— No Meeting.'

COUNTRY.

outdoor.

L iverpool (Merseyside) Branch N.S.S.— Tuesday, ^ a' ef 
Edge Hill Lamp, A Lecture. Thursday, May 19« c°  j.lV, 
High Park Street and Park Road, A Lecture. S#
May 22, Queens Drive (opposite Walton Baths), A Lec

A" at 7-30- cUI1day.
N ewcastle Branch N.S.S. (Bigg Market) : 7-3°> ‘ jjay 

May 15, Mr. J. T. Brighton, A Lecture. Wednesday,
18, 8.0, Mr. J. T. Brighton, A Lecture. , jCc-

Stockport Branch N.S.S..—Mr. George Whitehem 
lures on Armoury Square, Tuesday, Wednesday, ljlU1j0(,al 
and Friday, May 17, 18, 19 and 20, at 7.30. ” 1
“ Saints ” roll up and assist literature sales, etc.

S underland Branch N.S.S.—Tuesday, May 17, 7 - 7° ’  

J. '1'. Brighton, A Lecture.

Mr-

A C A D E M Y  C IN E M A , O x fo rd  Streß*
(o p p o s i t e  w a r i n g  Si g i l l o w s ). Ger. 2981- 

Exclusive Run. Second W eek.

L eontine Sagan’s 
“ MÄDCHEN IN UNIFORM.”

A Psychological Study of Adolescence, 
and

E pstein’s “  M O R -V R A N .”  .

U N W A N T E D  CHILDRË^
In a G iv iliz e d  C o m m u n ity  there should be 

U N W A N T E D  Children.

For an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of Bid'1  ̂
trol Requisites and Books, send a ijd.  stamp i° ‘

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

Y O U  W A N T  O N E .

flovi"er.
N.S.S. BADGE.— A single Pansy - ^  
size as shown; artistic and neat a 
in enamel and silver. This enable03 ̂

ini'
. „  0111«

been the silent means of introducing -,
kindred spirits. Brooch or Stud Faste0 
Price 9d., post free.— From

f£ C'4'
The G eneral S ecretary, N.S.S., 62 Farringdon St.»
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LIST OF PUBLICATIONS T
Issued and Sold by

HIE PIONEER PRESS (G. W. F oote  & Co., L t d .)

61 FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.4.

society
ROBERT ARCH

a n d  SUPERSTITION. 4d., postage '/d .

CHAPMAN COHEN
GRAMMAR o f  FREETHOUGHT. Cloth Bound,
Potage 3̂ d.

5s-i

Assays

AND EVOLUTION. 6d., postage id.

3d-; Paper is. 6d., postage 2d.
R' CIVILIZATION AND THE CHURCHES. Cloth 3s., 
PaPer 2s., postage 3d. and 2d. respectively.

Prof. J. W. DRAPER
’TRiSTlANITY AND CIVILIZATION. 2d., postage '/d . 

'SI’o r y  OP THE CONFLICT BETWEEN RELIGION 
AND SCIENCE. 395 pages, 2s., postage 4'/ d -

k[ ARTHUR FALLOWS
' p^STlC APHORISMS AND PURPLE 

aPer Covers, 3s. 6d., postage 4}Id.

H. G. FARMER
IN ART. 2d., postage '/Id.

, G. W. FOOTE
- LR Ro m a n c e s .

"RRrsy

2s. 6d., postage 3d.

< RN MATERIALISM. Paper is. 6d., postage 2d.
, AND CHRISTIAN MORALITY. 2d., postage '/d . 

TiIE AND THR SOUL- 3d., postage id.
RLIGION OF FAMOUS MEN. id., postage '/Id.

Tfjj, GERALD MASSEY
His t o r ic a l  j e s u s  a n d  m y t h i c a l  c i i r i s t . 
* Postage id.

PY IN CHINA. 6d., postage id.

flip A. MILLAR
v0T,RS OF PAN. 6d., postage id.

JlîSus GEORGE WHITEHEAD

IN FREETHINKING. Three Complete Volumes, 
f -  6d-, post free.

GOD

' I;VniRiALiSM RE-STATED. Cloth, 2s. 6d., postage 2'/d .
0D AND THE UNIVERSE. Cloth 3s., postage 3d., Paper 

(,„**•» Postage 2d.
oRISTIANITY AND SLAVERY. Cloth 2s. 6d., postage

3d.; T>-----
'VAR,

PATCHES.

A Devastating Document. |

R ome or R eason?!
. . . 1A Reply to Cardinal Manning j
By Robert G. IN GERSO LL j

— WITH

Introductory Preface by H. Cutner.
»

--------------------------------------  i
'T' H I S is one of the most comprehensive dis- j 

proofs of the Roman Catholic Church ever j 
"*■  issued. Manning, one of the best Catholic { 

controversialists of his day, stated the official case 1 
for his Church. It is here completely and finally j 

demolished. (

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

Sixty-four pages in coloured wrapper, 
Price 3d-, by Post 4d.

*

i

. 1
T hk Pioneer Pkkss, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.

■
■ b'-*-*

RIBLE HANDBOOK. 2S. 6d„ postage 2^d
■ j.jj1* p h il o s o p h y  o f  s e c u l a r i s m . 2d., postage y,d. 

R JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. 6d„ postage '/,d. 
^RRSPEa r e  AND OTHER LITERARY ESSAYS. 

'°di 3s. 6d., postage 3d.

Col. R. G. INGERSOLL
w P'H o u s e h o l d  o f  f a i t h , id., postage y d .
C  RELIGION? id., postage '/d .

AT IS IT WORTH?— id., postage '/id.

Dr. ARTHUR LYNCH
‘ AND MIND. 6d., postage id,

W. MANN
¿ ^ S T lA N m

! BUDDH A The Atheist ]
*!

B y  “ U P A S A K A ” j

(Issued by the Secular S o ciety , L td .)  J

P ric e  O N E  S H I L L I N G . P o sta g e  Id . j

| The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, K.C.4, j

1 The Foundations of Religion j
|j -V j

CHAPMAN COHEN. j
I  P a p e r  . . . .  N i n e p e n c e  j
|  _____ ________ Postage i d . __  j

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Earringdon Street, E.C.4. |

iFOOTSTEPS of the PAST
1 i

a8eCHRIST : MAN, GOD, OR MYTH ? Cloth, 3s., post-
*Md.

HIS GODS. 2d-, postage '/d .
S, t°N  AND PSYCHO-ANALYSIS—
^ i<1̂ ion and Women. 6d., postage id.
§ u> Devils and Men. gd., postage id.

J'hfc * AKr> Religion, gd., postage id.
^ A S E  A G A IN S T  T H E IS M . C lo th  Bound, » .  ■«

V /d.; Paper ia. 3d ., P°st*Se l » d-

—  B y  —

J. M . W h e e l e r
W ith  a B iograph ica l Note by YICTOR B. NEUBURG

Joseph Mazzini W heeler was not merely a popular- 
izer of scientific studies of religion, he was a real 
pioneer in the field of anthropology. His present 
work is rich in ascertained facts, but richer still in 
suggestions as to future lines of research. It is a book 
that should be in the hands of all speakers and of 

students of the natural history of religion.

i
i

Price 3s. 6d. 228 pages. By post 3s. 9d.

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. 1•4
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! Now Ready.
i
Ì Or topical interest in view of the 

forthcoming crisis in the relations 
between Church and State.

History— Argument- 
Statistics.

Cloth 2s. 6d.
Postage 3d.

I
I

The case for Disestablishment j
r _. tllfi 1and Disendowment from the . 

secular and financial points of j
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