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Views and Opinions.

°a ,
A\ ■ 'Jiiaors an d. C ensorships.Cehsors

c' institution such as a Censorship is bound to g i 'c 
*se 1° many curious situations and to many m- 

h'stices, One recent illustration, in both directions, 
p .^ cu rred  in connexion with a play by Mr. 

« Îpotts. Some twenty years ago Mr. Phillpotts 
ote a book called The Secret Woman. The book 

J's one of the most powerful that author has written. 
H ,e slorY was dramatized and would have been pu
. y Performed but for the Censor. He decided that “e Pi 

Morals.Jday would not be in the interests of public 
Which*5;,. ^ leu the play was privately presented—
but t‘ lneant that it was played in an ordinary theatre 
Paynice &eneral public could not obtain entrance by 
"ere a- at doors. A  number of performances 
tiVe RlVen before crowded competent and apprecia- 
p°tts j  lences. Through the courtesy of Mr. Phill- 
in it saw the play, and there was certainly nothing 
"" Won CouM have shocked any decent-minded man

our

or ^
of 0l"rian’ whatever effect it might have had on some 
elean t aiorMdly sex-mad parsons. Nothing is 
Piety a° ,t lat ^Pe. With that class faith and filth, 

c P°rnography run together.

Censor ? ^le âPse ° f about twenty years the 
Public gaven his gracious permission for the 
K  one 1 °rtnance Secret Woman. Why?
and tWe- n0Ws- What has happened between now
1nii0cii enty years ago to make this dangerous play 
twenty S' the public purer in mind than it was 

'̂ake ityCars a8f°> o r is it so bad now that nothing can 
bhV - Worse? In either case what has been the
kind0fC the censorship? No one can say what 
to call ? * * > * '* «  governs what the Censor is pleased 
k's preinl-min.d' He acts as he sees fit, and exalts 
than a y !C6S *nto the rank of law. He sits higher 
cations ge and may be without any of the qualifi- 
'hetatoj. •!_at a must possess. The Censor is a
to opCratln a region where sheer prejudice is certain

I am not now arguing the desirability or the un
desirability of regulations concerning either plays or 
books. The questions of Censorship and that of regu
lations are quite distinct although they are most often 
confused. I am concerned with a Censorship which 
rests in the hands of an individual who is appointed to 
judge the drama, not because of his dramatic or 
literary ability, but merely because he is selected by 
someone else, tvho may be as destitute of literary or 
dramatic ability as he is. One consequence of this 
absurd position is that the more finicky, the more 
fussy the Censor is the more satisfaction he is likely 
to give to those who appoint him. A  Censor who 
never condemns would demonstrate his uselessness. 
His utility is shown only by his activity— just as the 
need of a large army or navy is shown by the crea
tion of situations (material or psychological) which 
brings them before the public. A  regulation may 
be wise or unwise, good or bad, but if the ruling of 
those who enforce the regulation may be challenged 
and they can be compelled to justify their action be
fore a competent tribunal, one may reasonably sub
mit. But a Censor who merely censors, no one knows 
why, and whose arbitrary decision cannot be upset, 
represents a form of tyranny to which no public that 
understands the meaning of liberty should willingly 
submit.

* * *

Our F a ro ica l F ilm  Censor.
The stage Censorship has all the force of a legal 

decision, since a play cannot be publicly performed 
without licence. But there is another Censorship 
which, while lacking the power of legal enforcement 
still exerts considerable influence. Of this form of 
censorship the Board of Film Censors is a good ex
ample. Mr. Edward Shortt, K .C ., is chairman of 
this body; he is a good Christian, and to a meeting of 
the London Diocesan Conference he recently ex
plained his office. He said that many films were re
jected, and many more were cut. This quite satis
fied those with a mania for suppression, but as Mr. 
Shortt did net say why these films were condemned, 
or what was cut out, the information was not very 
enlightening. Mr. Shortt is nominated to his office 
by the Government, but he selects his own Board. 
At present the Board numbers four. These, he told the 
Conference consists of two ex-colonels, one mission
ary lady, and an “  ex-politician.”  Mr. Shortt did 
not give the names, but they have been published 
since, not however by Mr. Shortt. The Board re
ceives fees from the trade, which last year amounted 
to £8,000, not bad for these ex-colonels, the mission
ary lady, and an unemployed politician. The names 
of the four are Colonel Cousens, Colonel Hannay, 
Miss Hussey, and a Mr. Crilley. It is said that the 
average age of the four is about sixty. No claim 
is made on their behalf for the possession of either 

i literary or dramatic ability. They are just censors.
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To a church gathering a collection of tame ex 
colonels, a missionary lady, and an “  ex-politician 
is quite satisfactory. If  the decisions of this brilliant 
combination of talents are not satisfactory the film 
folk may protest to Mr. Shortt, but it is said he sel
dom goes against them. W hy should he?

But Mr. Shortt talks too much, and an office such 
as his, if it is to impress that many-headed jackass 
the general public, should be veiled in silence from 
which decisions should unexpectedly issue like a peal 
of thunder on a clear day. He explained to the 
church gathering that the principle on which he 
worked was, “  Any film which is objectionable to 
and shocks a reasonable number of reasonably-minded 
people ought not to be allowed.”  But who are the 
reasonably-minded people, and what is a reasonable 
number of them? Mr. Shortt has selected four, but 
does he really think that his miscellaneous collection 
of ex-colonels, missionary women and out-of-work 
politicians represents the higher aspects of British 
life? Or does Mr. Shortt really believe that this odd 
collection is a reasonably-minded tribunal ? If he 
does, it can only be because they agree with him 
But if they had been likely to differ from him, would 
he have selected them? I think most of us could get 
the verdict we require— if we were allowed to select 
the Jury. When the South African trouble was on 
Mr. Dooley advised President Kruger to give the Out- 
landers the vote but to do the counting himself. Mr 
Shortt is a great believer in Dooley. Mr. Shortt 
will never disagree with his Board, the Board will 
never disagree with Mr. Shortt. But Mr. Shortt was 
once Home Secretary, and he can hardly be so 
stupid as his remarks make him appear.

Consider this example which Mr. Shortt— probably 
with his tongue in his cheek— gave his clerical audi
ence as proof of the uprightness and strength of his 
judgment. Some time ago a film was submitted to 
him in which the preaching of a religious mission 
was presented in a way that seemed to him revolting. 
Two local authorities disagreed with him. They 
could not, therefore, be reasonable either in number 
or in reasoning, so the very upright Mr. Shortt took 
other advice. He consulted the Bishop of Eondon, 
Cardinal Bourne and some Nonconformist ministers. 
Marvellous to relate, this body of reasonably-minded 
men agreed with Mr. Shortt and the collection 
of the two ex-colonels, the retired politician and 
the missionary lady, who condescend to stand guard
ians over the morality of the British public at a charge 
of from 30s. to £7 per film. I am quite sure that if 
a larger Board had been required, many of Mr. 
Shortt’s listeners would be glad to act— on the same 
terms.

Seriously, could any situation be more fatuous? 
On either religion or morals there is no body of men 
so completely barred by natural capacity, by train
ing and by self-interest from expressing a respon
sible opinion on either morals or religion as are the 
clergy. I t would almost seem as though Mr. Shortt 
imagines he is living in the sixteenth century when 
all questions affecting morals and religion fell under 
Church’ law. Suppose that the film brought before 
Mr. Shortt’s bundle of odds and ends had dealt with 
Atheism would Air. Shortt have asked the opinion 
of, say, the President of the N.S.S. as to  whether he 
thought the film reasonable? Not at all. H e would 
decide at once that a film, dealing with Frcethought 
could not be good unless it were very bad. If I  were 
in Mr. Shortt’s position I do not think I would offer 
any more explanations of the methods adopted, un 
less I  made sure that the talk  would be of a strictly 
confidential character. T o act like a fool or a bigot is 
bad enough, but to advertise that one is so acting is 
quite inexcusable.

suggestive situation in 
B ut hundreds oi

The F u n c tio n s  of a  Censor.
It may also be noted that both the Censorship of 

films and the licencer of plays proceed mainly on t e 
lines of protecting established ideas from being *°° 
severely criticized. They are not concerned with 3 
genuine artistic elevation of either the screen or t lC 
stage, nor are they appointed for that purpose. 
Secret Woman dealt with established sex relations1,1 
a perfectly clean and intelligent manner. There ".h 
not a coarse expression or a
the play, but it was suppressed, ----
suggestive scenes in comic operas and burlesque 
were pasesd without difficulty. The Board of H1" 
Censors will, as Air. Shortt explained, object to any
thing that would be displeasing to the Bishop of I*011 
don, or Cardinal Bourne, or Nonconformist minister 
but when it comes to distorting history iu d'e I!_' 
terests of the Christian Church, or depicting a Bre-- 
thinker as being ruined because of his rejection 0 
Christianity, or depicting the grossest of historic he®, 
or sallacious scenes of various kinds, the utnj* 
licence prevails. It is not with artistic merit th» 
these censors are concerned, but with the protect'011 
of established beliefs. Royalty, the Church, etc;’ 
all these have to be presented in a stereotyped waE
because if they were presented as they should apPei0- ■ - themto a modern mind the result would be fatal to
maintenance. What, for instance, would hapPe^ 3 
a film which placed side by side the ceremonies 
Christian Church with their exact parallels in sa ^  
religions. Or a court ceremonial in London, 9 
one in Ashantee or some other uncivilized coi g. 
AL. Shortt would be shocked, the two eX-co 0 ^  

d be shocked, the unemployed politician " 
be horrified, the missionary lady would be disfP; 
These Censors are not selected for their impar .̂].jy 
of judgment, or for their taste, or for their a > . 
in any particular direction. They are app 
solely because they can be trusted to suppress 
certain people or a certain class wish to llCe
pressed. They are placed in a position of 111 ¡5

inted
what

because they are really unfitted to be there.
do ot

not a question, I repeat, of seeing that things - 
pass beyond what may be called the bounds of P11̂  a 
decency. I t is the submission of the people ^ 
form of control which is a direct denial of a rig 
redress against a mere official order. Perhaps 
day we may master the lesson that there 15 ^ 
greater certainty of freedom in a formal demo° •  ̂
than there is in an actual autocracy. If  laws are ^ 
be made by the people for the people, it shot“

:n that the right of every citizen to legal Pr° jd 
tion against the unjust operation of the law sh° 
always be present.

C hapman Coii^ '

ON OATHS.

test of religious belief, 
any class of our fellow’

for
, .s #

or
t>c

Where oaths are made a 
the purpose of excluding
jects from their civil rights, oaths, being equal!) 
posed to Christianity, policy and justice, ought ^  
totally and finally abolished. lie who first devise1 ^  
oath of abjuration, profligately boasted that he ^  
framed a test which should “ damn one half 0 
nation and starve the other ” . . .  “ Oaths,” said I a‘ r 

make the Deity a party to all the trivial and vtl 
impertinences of human life. Let the law continue 

1 functions, if they be thought requisite; but J 
pare the solemnity of an oath, and, where it is 11 tl| 

sary, from the want of something better to depend UP  ̂
to accept a man’s word or own account, let it annex 
prevarication penalties proportionate to the public 
sequence of the offence.”— From "  The Tin Trump1 
by Horace Smith, 1835.

CO11' !>



Bishops and the Bogeys.

That tv. “  may this mean,
Revi 't corse, clad in complete steel,

S1 eth thus the glimpses of the moon.”
Shakespeare.'|>! ̂

broughtCent *aw_case in which a spirit medium 
Paper 1 a° • ac<aon against a London news- 
l'alisii] l̂veu a fresh advertisement to Spirit- 
have tak° the astute dabblers in the occult
UalistsU CU ^  a(ivantage. Yet professional spirit- 
Us to 110t any means the only folks who ask 
„ e ieve that they have dealings with the alleged

SuPeniatural.
4°,ooo T he clergy, of whom there are
p r o f *  this eonntry alone, are as much interested, 
soi, essionally. 'm “  spooks ”  as the mediums them- 
Cantpi-v,.. is true, although the Archbishop of
selves,

aaterbury
seat »1 the

Sets £15,000 a year, and two palaces, and
nie<3ium“  lue IIouse °f Lords, and the ordinary

I'h &etS a l̂an<̂ û  ̂ °f silyer for a seance, 
headed C‘lergy a  ̂ denominations tell us of a tliree- 
of “ d wh° gets angry with us poor citizens;
teen nu ,S who must be guarded against; of ump- 
earth. m?rs of “  angels ”  who fly from heaven to 
cover t0 *  ^ristm n Bible is a spook book from 
Part 0f ,,C0Ver’ and belief in spirits is an integral 
f-hiirche-10 Christian Religion. The great Christian 
say note’ ^le f^oroan Catholic, and the Anglican, to 
always ■ln®' °i their Free Church rivals, are engaged 
of these'11 sP°ok business. Yet the spirit-world 
derlaod ^ lests is no more real than the bogey Blun- 
'»ahe „ ■ ?.. ^le Spiritualists. The clergy, however, 
°%  tho!,'°„n? ° l  “ om * where the mediums make 
"ess so l'Sanĉ ' Rriests have been at this sorry busi- 
tute, 'f'[,UUĉ  longer, and they are so much more as- 
hresent l?y .^ave learned their lesson better and can 
that jf ^lr case the more convincingly. They know 
Platter ' a 10Wman never lifts the curtain, it does not 
other ¿ V ether l̂e llas anything or nothing on the

"There jo
"'as fou s a Society for Psychical Research which 
e)tistenCe<.ec -ln I^S2, and during its many years of 
°f the • i',1*' discussed many strangeand weird legends 
a"d ak-__e?e<̂ supernatural current in this country,
Aid.

"broad
enee some of which were so silly that the

ĥolarg "®aild hardly satisfy a jury of Kindergarten
Y e t . had these dabblers in the occult butf it te d

ls that p.. ’̂ .̂ le strangest of all strange ghost stories
the s ass<*iated with the Christian Faith, which is 

ûtate Rpi,- ........ ______
IS V°hched ?'e^gaou °f tliis country. Its accuracy
a,Hl tlxQCU °̂r archbishops, bishops, deans, canons, 
^ . / ^ n d s  of straight-faced clergymen, whose 
"’¡th tvould wrinkle the face of a funeral-horse 
(>od >> es- Not only do these so-called “  men-of- 
storyj Pr°test the truth of this particular ghost- 
C3TreSs o  hundreds of thousands of their followers 
even ¡f , , . lr approbation in the pews on Sundays, 
" eeh. ftle  ̂ are quiet on the remaining days of the
PoiUits 0f" therefore fitting to recount the chief 

this very remarkable story.
T ^ ’s
In theln the * *  to have happened two thousand years ago. 
1 b̂ost f lr ?loukht Ti.c., or a .d . nought, a child with 
*thlehe °r father is alleged to have been born at
COtl! i i i w  jom n o u iu i im a m  »vv*p>
'vbo]esaj to he of such extreme importance that a 
""rriej G ni.assacre of children was said to have been 
f ¡ o u r  *  Ihc hope of getting rid of the prodigy

 ̂* Profatip- î cfrvricxn c  rlirl n n f  r*rvn<;irlpr

ln Judæa. This particular infant was

"-Uri,
Ü151
sUb,
of

Ssacre Profane historians did not consider this
Sen,, "rurth attention, not even a footnote. The 

quent lif
the „-,rVell°us

life of this ghost-child is one long string 
adVp 'Us happenings, quite as extraordinary as 

utures of Ali Baba or Sinbad the Sailor.

This ghost’s son is said to have restored blind 
people to sight, and brought the dead back to life. 
He is alleged to have fed thousands with a few loaves 
and fishes, and to have turned water into wine. A t 
his death it is said a three-days’ darkness overspread 
the whole earth, although no contemporary as- 
tronomer noticed the startling occurrence. After 
death he is said to have made a come-back in ghostly 
form, and he finally left the earth like an aeroplane 
and has never been seen since. For ought the clergy 
know, he may be “  looping the loop,”  or “  nose
diving ”  in the ether to-day. The rest is silence. 
There has never been so astonishing a career. Yet, 
outside of the Christian Scriptures there is no cor
roboration of this most popular of all ghost stories. 
Only the loud asseverations of tens of thousands of 
priests and their congregations who all live twenty 
centuries after the events narrated.

This Oriental ghost-story has all the characteristics 
of a wild Eastern legend. Yet thousands of priests 
make millions of money out of this bogey-business, 
and hiss at the intellectuals who would free their 
fellow countrymen from superstition and the chains 
of ancient ignorance. In spite of the clergy and the 
mediums, the riddle remains unanswered, the sphinx 
is still silent. The new Spiritualism gives no better 
answer than the older creeds, and the later messages 
from the alleged next world are as unconvincing as 
the earlier. The poor savage dreams of his happy 
hunting grounds; the Mohammedan peoples his para
dise with beautiful women; the prosaic Christian 
looks for the golden streets of a New Jerusalem; and 
Sir Oliver Lodge believes in cigar-smoking spirits 
making whoopee. Roman Catholic priests are so 
much more modest. They believe that all people 
who do not contribute to their capacious alms-dislies 
will be burnt for ever, world without end; whilst the 
contributors will play golden harps. Indeed, the 
oracles contradict one another so loudly that some of 
us are sceptical as to the value of these sweeping 
assertions and fanciful post-mortem pictures.

The plain truth is that both the clergy and the 
mediums pretend to possess knowledge which neither 
they nor other people possess. The whole troublous 
tribe of dabblers in the alleged super-natural are no 
more to be trusted than the gipsy women who ask 
you to cross their palms with silver. Fortune-telling 
to-day means fines and imprisonment for poor vag
rants, but priests, by the simple expedient of using 
the jargon of the Christian religion, can impose their 
nonsense on innocent and uneducated people without 
let or hindrance.

The clergy themselves regard the growth of Modern 
Spiritualism as being a proof that their own “ Devil”  
is working overtime. More sober critics interpret 
the movement as the harbinger of a new age of super
stition. Yet it can be regarded equally well as a 
manifestation of revolt against all the churches of 
Christendom, and the substitution of private judg
ment, however ill-informed, against priestly author
ity. Priests tell their flocks in awed accents to be
ware of the Occult, and of the "  Devil ”  and all his 
works. And the congregations are beginning to dis
regard the advice of their “  pastors and masters,”  
and to examine the matter for themselves. This is a 
healthier and, in the proper sense, a manlier attitude 
than tame acquiescence in the priests’ saucy demands. 
Mere investigation is a step forward. Thousands 
who leave the churches will never trouble 
the pew openers again. Hence the very success of 
modern Spiritualism must help to hasten the disinteg
ration of the Christian Superstition.

M imñermus.



420 THE FREETHINKER July 3> ^

The Genesis of Man.
C h a r l e s  D a r w in  never suggested that man has des
cended from any extant species of ape or monkey, 
but that he and they have evolved from one common 
ancestral stock. This was the great naturalist’s con
clusion after long and patient investigation. Darwin 
traced man’s origin to the remote past, and the con
clusions published in his Descent of Man, in 1871, 
have been triumphantly vindicated by the various 
discoveries of the succeeding sixty years.

Darwin and Huxley stressed the striking re
semblances in their bony framework which men, apes 
and monkeys, alike display. Their kinship is like
wise manifested in the veritable museum of vestigial 
or rudimentary organs retained in their anatomical 
structures. Also, the embryological development of 
the ape, monkey, or babe is so closely identical in all 
its features that no other explanation than that of 
their near affinity and common descent has ever been 
advanced. Moreover, men, monkeys and apes are 
the victims of the same parasites and are subject to 
the same diseases, while the harmonious blending of 
their blood clearly announces their kinship.

Evidences concerning humanity’s natural genesis 
have vastly increased since Darwin’s death, and the 
world of science now universally assents to the truth 
of the great biologist’s claim that, “  man, with all his 
noble qualities, with sympathy which feels for the 
most debased, with benevolence which extends not 
only to other men, but to the humblest living crea
ture, with his god-like intellect, which has penetrated 
into the movements and constitution of the solar 
system— with all these exalted powers— man still 
bears m his bodily frame the indelible stamp of his 
lowly origin.”

The antagonism of the pious towards evolution is 
easily understood. Logically considered, its teach
ings are positively fatal to all theological pretensions. 
Evolution and creation are utterly opposed. No real 
reconciliation is possible. Natural causes are now 
assigned for every organic phenomenon that in pre- 
scientific centuries was attributed to supernatural 
agency. That this is apparent to that section of the 
religious public which has been driven to accept the 
evolutionary principle, is plainly shown by the eager
ness with which, even the broadest Christians, wel
come any story, however improbable or absurd, which 
seems to discredit the natural genesis and develop
ment of the living world.

Also, those there are, and among them incipient 
Rationalists not a few, who regard with feelings of 
repugnance the theory of man’s affinity with the 
Simian race. Wise men were they who arranged the 
chimpanzees’ tea parties in the Gardens in Regent’s 
Park. The children and adults who witness and en
joy them must be immensely impressed by the spec
tacle and are thereby broadened in their sympathies 
and viewpoint.

Man and ape diverged from a common stem of 
Simian life at least a million years ago, and much 
may happen in a million years. Yet, a friend of the 
writer’s who, as a medical man, is naturally familiar 
with the general outlines of biological science, and 
who has long abandoned the current religious creed, 
stedfastly refuses to admit that the emotions and in
tellect of civilized mankind can conceivably have 
arisen among creatures descended from the beasts 
that perish. He, unfortunately, is one only of a 
multitude. Another educated acquaintance is fond
of citing Shakespeare’s '* What a piece of work is
man !”  as a cogent illustration of the deep chasm 
that divides superior man from the inferior brutes. 
And this, despite the passage with which the poet 
concludes, when he reminds us that man is still “  the

paragon of animals.”  For Hamlet speaks as folic"5
t t  TTT. . - . TT_ »inhl0 ID“  W hat a piece of work is man ! -
reaso n ! how infinite in faculty ! in form and moviflS

! How n°t>le. ’ 
and movifl 

how like anhow express and admirable ! in action, u w  oj 
angel ! in apprehension how like a god ! the beau ) 
the world ! the paragon of animals !” ] j0

Verily, it is frequently forgotten by those 
piously proclaim the fatherhood of God a>K 
brotherhood of man that the naked savage and
----- A '  V J j t W  V. l l l V l l l U V I O  V i  “ ' v -----

One can easily imagine the attitude of the &ve 
religious Philistine when in contact with people ^
lower grade of culture. If he looks upon these
..........................  sug^lofty disdain then, quite naturally, the mere sÛ l]. 
lion of his kinship with apes must seem an outrag ^  .non wi ms JVlllSllip Wllil ctjJCIS 111U.S>L &UC111 ci 1* # ĵy
insult. Still, when the problem is dispassioa3̂  
studied it becomes obvious that the differences ' 
divide us from our uncivilized relatives, or our - ^
/"'/'Ylicitl C oro r \i fTz».t*Ota zl zi. tiat 01cousins, are differences of degree, and not — ,
Moreover, many recent studies of ape Ps^ , erin 
revealing as they do, very high reasoning P0" ^«-» 7 — j  --o— ----  —
apes, are educating the public mind incue me jjuuiiu liiiuu ***
measure. Apart from Fundamentalists and

other

hopeless people, traditional prejudice and av̂ 'j ,5
are slowly receding as science advances towaf

g°al- . „  »In  Oligocene Times, millions of years ag >
apes branched off from the Old W orld monkey H #fl(jc i x i v - i i ^ u  v / i i  l l a l l i  l l l C  W i l l  V V  U I  1 U  1 1 1 U  i n " - v  -  - ,
These newly-evolved animals soon spread far-------------------  ----------  ~~— 0f the
wide throughout the three great continents . 3
Eastern hemisphere. In the later Miocene l el 0f 
further divergence occurred and the ancest 
ancient and modern man emerged. They then
rated from the ape branch and pursued an ^ ej0lig
dent path, leaving the larger apes to evolveucnu jjaui, leaving me larger apes to evu‘ *- 
other lines which led to the appearance of the fj

■ eat

tailless manlike apes— the gorilla, the orang and
chini'-------------------- --- V i

panzee— as they exist to-day. On the other
the Simian ancestors of humanity were cons,traine

v i 11 uiimil 11 y vvCiv “

to travel a long and trying road before modern - _ .
111!iflU

VW 1.1. u r VA V» IVli  ̂ Cli-IVA Ll̂ yill̂  lWClU UC1U1C luvyV‘ .gJ'CU
emerged. Various fossil remains have been rec 
that favour the belief that a succession of ê!1 gtage 
animals of lowly hum an type appeared on the ^ ^  
of life for a short period, only to  succumb to *  ̂ t|,e 
congenial environment. And this is much v ‘‘ 
evolutionist expects. F u rther fossil remains o 
transitory types are eagerly awaited. When th 
found, as they doubtless will be, important ” n . l0ii)’ 
be added to  the already powerful chain of tes 
concerning the pedigree of man.

The Piltdown and Java fossils manifest -„jl 
vocal affinities with apes, although their 0 - -------------- , ,  U l l l l V U ^ l l  1 1 1 V » '

possessors had advanced far beyond the Sin11'311
taíe
a,r vvwvWviu iiuu uuvain.v.u irti ucyuiiu L11C7 v-H*“—

in a distinctly human direction. Another M-- -------- -----J ---- X4HWUVU. ILllLnil'«* ' ^  V]
as these ape-men are termed, has been discove 
Prof. Raymond Dart a t Taungs in  BechuaO3 ct

i r • r ;  - - - --«*This African fossil seems to have had a more

and prominent; while the lower part of the J aCLj¡¡
distinctly prophetic of a truly human posterity- ..

— - - -ful 1any case, the Taungs skull provides a power
necting link between men and apes >d

1The precise relationship of other recently a 
remains is still under discussion. But the 
ancient species of fully-formed man so far dete taJjd’ 
is that of Heidelberg. Next in order of tin16 ^eaii' 
Rhodesian man, while at a much later date the'----------------------—— — v.».j it uk u m.ucii xaiCi

derthal race appeared on the scene. The b e ^tr 
thal stock was widespread in Europe at least, b 
mately in company with tile Heidelberg,mately in company with tile Heidelberg,

>

------------- ---— awwuxa k>vv.ino IV HUVC Ilciel fc* **'
carriage than any of the surviving man-like gui
l ts  brain was more massive, and its more s 
cranial characters clearly foreshadow a jl0iU' 
human form. For the forehead of the Taung5 ê(Ce 
inid is non-receding; its eyebrow ridges are leS® .-c

ul«'

X
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and other species, it perished, and has left no

'‘' K ' C ;  *  lone last appeared th e  progen^rs °f 
« e r a  A  „¡m.
now arrived to claim his kingdom. V re.
sclt 'veil qualified to cope with t h e 1 P ss he 
quirements of Nature. With vary1 g _ area. 
established his settlements in every a „raduaUy 
Variations in climate, food and f u n c t i o n g j * a a y  
evolved pronounced differences in form 0 > t^e
dentation, stature, hair and other fea ure > aroSe 
result that several distinctly different race ^  
which persist to this day. No need to m trate 
Jan the outstanding human stocks to^ Australian 

le diversity of living humanity. s and
st<*kS. the Negro peoples, the Mongolian races,f  -  -  ' *last, but not least important, the three leading I’.uro- 
Pean types, the Nordic, the Mediterranean, and the 

Pine all serve to illustrate Nature’s tendency to
wards the evolution of an almost infinite variety.

T . F . P almer.

Criticism and the Bible.

to the
(Concluded, from page 412.)

read tl chaPter of the third Book of Moses, we 
the au'at a ŝo among the Hebrews the smearing of 
l°d(tec] ar~Stone an(l  of the places in which the god 
c°adu V  'j3* c!Istomary. The sin-offering which was 

^ed by Aaron, is described as follows: —  
at] , U.<1 tlm sons of Aaron brought the blood unto him; 
Upo 1C CpPPecl Id« finger in the blood, and put it 

Ple horns of the altar, and poured out the 
U at the bottom of the altar : 

tlier ancl tl16 kidneys, and the caul above
as lver °f the sin offering, he burnt upon the altar; 

lc Ford commanded Moses.7

II .
^otwiths

ho

ages left in the Old Testament many pass-

thosg " ? nslanding whatever pains were taken by 
the text undertook the revising and trimming of

tt 1 * " w Lilt V./1U. icataincm  many yaaa
hulnan llch _ indicate that the old Hebrews offered 
Sod. Tsacrificcs as blood offerings to their tribal 
told h0 ,leae ls not only the legend in which it is 
'Hand 0'r p raham prepared to offer up, at the com- 
also tlle ’•l°him, his first-born son Isaac.8 There is 
°f YaE rec?rt  ̂ °f an actual human sacrifice in honour 
his d Ve- 'n H'0 story of Jephthah, who offered up 
otber 1̂ lter and only child.9 But there are also 
lll’nianlJaSSaVCs in which the one-time custom of 
'Yes j Sacrifiee is still more clearly indicated, pass- 
N E ! " ? h are exliibited the direct demands of 
Vahtye 0r human offerings, and the directions of 
°herillfi.a.s to tpc conditions under which the human 
<%i *■ ? Pe eventually substituted by an animal
Ĉ cOTod ' i>T' official language of the text, “  re-
Jer of .1 V̂e recall the words from the ninth chap- 
hl°0d 0f'° ^rst Po°k °f Moses : “  And surely your 
Ye i„ y° Ur lives will I require.”  There is a pass- 
P'ore cl 10 second Book of Moses which shows still 

§aJariy what this means: —
0Penctiliy Unto me aP the first-born, whatsoever 
of tf,- 1 *’l|e womb among the children of Israel, both 

’Em 3nt'  of hcast: it is mine.
°PcHctl ^ '°U skaH sef aPart unto the Lord all that 
°f a 1 1 ^le matrix, and every firstling that cometli 
hord.seast which thou hast; the males shall be the

‘ Genes-US ix' 9- I0- 

S S *»• 30-39.
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And every firstling of an ass thou shalt redeem 
with a lamb; and if thou wilt not redeem it, then 
thou shalt break his neck; and all the firstborn of 
man among thy children shalt thou redeem.10

There can be no doubt that here human offerings 
are plainly demanded. T he narrator admits—the 
passage received its current rendering only at a later 
time—the commutation of child-offerings and ass- 
offerings11 into lamb-offerings.

But not all the passages which refer to the commu
tation of hum an offerings, show the same broad
minded and warm-hearted attitude. Here is another 
passage in which it is directly laid down that what 
has been consecrated to the god, either children or 
slaves, must not be replaced by animal offerings: —

Notwithstanding no devoted thing, that a man shall 
devote unto the Lord of all that he hath, both of man 
and beast, and of the field of bis possession, shall 
be sold or redeemed : every devoted thing is most 
holy unto the Lord.

None devoted, which shall be devoted of men, 
shall be redeemed; but shall surely be put to death.12

Nevertheless, as with other peoples, hum an sacri
fices, in the course of further evolution, were more 
and more limited among the Hebrews. In  the long 
run, the idea gained currency that the offering-up of 
children was a barbaric custom, which had only been 
taken over by the Israelites from the heathen after 
the former had settled down in Palestine. The pro
phets declaimed against the offering-up of children 
as sin and burnt offerings, and sought with all sorts 
of sophistries to falsify the sense of the old claims of 
the Hebrew Elohim to the first-born. A good ex
ample of this perverted interpretation is offered by 
Ezekiel, who belongs to the sixth century before our 
era, and who knew the old law too well to venture 
to dispute the divine demand for human offerings. 
According to him, Yah we had tru ly  required from 
the Hebrews hum an sacrifices, but only as a punish
ment for their s in s !

Wherefore I gave them also statutes that were 
not good, ancl judgments whereby they should not 
live.

And I polluted them in their own gifts, in that 
they caused to pass through the fire all that openeth 
the womb, that I might make desolate, to the end 
that they might know that I am the Lord.13 14

T he affected and garrulous Micah pretends, in 
opposition to the old code of rites, that Yahwe did 
not really demand the first-born but only love of God, 
justice and hum ility : —

. . . .Shall I give my first-born for my transgres
sion, the fruit of my body for the sin of my soul ?

He hath shewed thee, 0  man, what is good; and 
what doth the Lord require of thee, but to do justly, 
and to love mercy, and to walk humbly with thy 
God ? 11

Nevertheless, in all this combating of the sacrifice 
of children, there is involved the open admission 
that up until the seventh and, apparently, even until 
the sixth century of our era, this form of sacrifice 
was practised among the Israelites. If that were not 
so, why then all this declamation ? One does not as 
a rule denounce something which does not e x is t !

As is the case with almost all peoples who have 
progressed to the stage of ancestor-worship, we find 
also among the old Hebrews, beside the worship of 
the tribal deity, also the worship of totem-group gods 
(the gods of the gentes), and family or household 
gods. In  the Old Testam ent, there are passages which 
clearly exhibit the worship of the ancestor-gods of

10 Exodus xiii. 2-13.
11 The ass was too valuable and indispensable a household 

animal for man to readily part with it.
12 Leviticus xxvii. 28, 29.
13 Ezekiel xx. 25, 26.
14 Micah. vi. 7, 8.
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the Hebrew totem organizations or gentes (the H eb
rew word is “  Mispacha ” ) and, bound up with this 
“  teraphim ”  cult, the worship of trees and of 
columns of stone and wood in which it was supposed 
the god lodged. There is an interesting episode in 
the life of Jacob, which exemplifies this kind of wor
ship. I t  is related that Rachel, when she ran away 
with Jacob from her father, Laban, stole the images 
(teraphim) “  that were her father’s .”  Laban with 
his brethren set off in pursuit and, overtaking Jacob, 
asked him : ‘‘W herefore hast thou stolen my gods . ” 15 
“ Since Jacob was unaware of Rachel’s theft, he 
allowed Laban to search through his packs; but 
Laban did not find the missing gods . 16 Rachel had 
earlier taken the images, hid them in the saddle of 
the camel and sat thereon, pretending to her father 
that she could not rise up, because of m enstruation . 17

A t another time, Jacob excludes the foreign gods 
from his household in favour of Elohim, for whom he 
built an altar at Bethel or El-beth-el, meaning, the 
house of E l . 18 *

A further example is furnished in the Boole of 
Judges, where Micah, a pious Ephraim ite, made for 
himself the image of a teraphim which was, never
theless, stolen from him by the Danites, and that they 
took with them to Dan for the service of the god of 
the Danites . 18

The teraphim are again mentioned in the first Book 
of Samuel. W hen David was persecuted by Saul, 
Michal, the wife of David, took the teraphim  and laid 
it in David’s bed, and sought to make it appear as if 
her husband slept in the bed . 20

After the Yahwe-cult had risen in importance, its 
propagandists, the prophets, began a vigorous crusade 
against the teraphim-cult which was, in their opinion, 
detrim ental to the authority of Yahwe. But the 
worship of the teraphim was so deeply rooted, that it 
still persisted for a long time. Hosea (first half of 
the eighth century b .c .) threatens the Israelites that 
if they do not obey Yahwe’s commands, they “  shall 
abide many days without a king, and without an 
ephod and without teraphim .”  21 A  threat of this 
kind would be meaningless if the worship of the tera
phim had not been very widespread at this time. In 
deed, it is certain that the teraphim-cult continued 
in Judah up to the time of the exile. Even Zechariah 
(after the exile) reports that the teraphim were con
sulted as oracle-gods.22 Still this statem ent cannot 
be considered as reliable evidence for the prevalence 
of the cult after the return from Babylon, since the 
greater part of the hymn, in which the expression 
occurs, is much older than the first eight chapters of 
the book attributed to Zechariah.

Jui.y 3> 193-_j

Saying to a stock, Thou art my father; and to a 
stone, Thou hast brought me forth; for they have 
turned their back unto me, and not their face, 11 
in the time of their trouble they will say, Arise an 
save us.23

The over-zealous Jeremiah makes the same nustake 
as the simple-minded Protestant who, in a some
what similar way, accuses the Catholics of "'°r' 
shipping their images, or of the hymn-writer wh° 1,1 

his thoughtless self-complacency w ro te : —
“ The heathen in his blindness 

Bows down to wood and stone.”
The hymnalist evidently took his cue from Jere' 

miah ! I t  is nonsense to  assert that the Israelites, 0 
any other people, worshipped stones, stocks or P1)1'
These were really regarded not as the gods themself

but as representations of those gods, and in 
jects in which the gods often took up their resi

W. CRAI*'

23 Jeremiah ii. 26, 27.

TARNISH AND VARNISH.

[The following is given as a true bill, made by a" ^ ¡p
for repairs and retouchings to a gallery of paintinSs
English lord in the year 1865.]

,rioir the
To filling up a chink in the Red Sea, and repa*

damages of Pharaoh’s host. . .
. TiioaS

To cleaning six of the Apostles and adding a ue"
Iscariot. , .

> 1 tl ^  ^To a pair of new hands for Daniel in the lion’s <‘c
set of teeth for the lioness. 1

, mou»3"To an alteration in the Belief, mending the 
ments, and making a new Lord’s Prayer.

To new varnishing Moses’s rod.

To repairing Nebuchadnezzaz’s beard.

To mending the pitcher of Rebecca.

To a pair of ears for Balaam and a new tongue 1° 
Ass.

To renewing the picture of Samson in the cliaracjer 
fox-hunter and substituting a whip f°r 11 
brand.

the

of5
fire-

To a new broom and bonnet for the Witch of L11̂ 0' ..
jgoan ’

To a sheet-anchor, a jury mast and a boat f°r
Ark. ,,„1

11 • la^cTo p a in tin g  tw en ty-o n e n ew  steps to  J a c o b » 
and to  m en d in g  the p illo w  stone.

To adding some Scotch cattle to Pharoah’s lean hh

I t  is not possible to say how the teraphim-cult was 
constituted in detail. But what does stand out clearly 
is the fact that the teraphim were worshipped as the 
ancestor-gods and founders of the gentes (or mis
pacha), and were invoked as the progenitors and god
fathers of the members of those groups. Jeremiah 
says : —

As the thief is ashamed when he is found, so is the 
house of Israel ashamed; they, their kings, their 
princes, and their priests, and their prophets.

15 Genesis xxxi. 19.
16 Genesis xxxi. 30.
17 Genesis xxxi. 34, 35.
18 Genesis xxxv. 2, 3, 4, 7.
18 Judges xvii and xviii.
20 1 Samuel xix. 12-17. The image must have assumed the 

proportions of a man in order to produce the necessary illu
sion.

21 Hosea iii. 4.
21 Zechariah x. 1, 3.

To cleansing Judith’s hands.

To giving a blush to the cheeks of Eve when PrC5eI
Adam with the apple. lfl

To painting Jezebel in the character of a l1’”1. 
taking a flying leap from the walls of Jem

To planting a new city in the land of Nod. .
f K c‘To painting a shoulder of mutton and a slim 01

the mouths of the two ravens who fed EhJ  ̂ ^

To repairing .Solomon’s nose and making a new 113
his middle finger. ,

To an exact representation of Noah in the eharac c 
General reviewing his troops prior to then 
with the Dove dressed as an aide-de-camp-

To painting Noah dressed in an Admiral’s unifor>n-

To painting Samson making a present of his jaV 
to the proprietors of the British Museum-

(From Walsh’s "  Ilandy Book of Litß,a 
Curiosities.”  Lippincott, i931’
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Acid Drops.

Wc ottel> wonder If the heavenly and
threatens to strike for more pay and nature
what it thinks of the selfishness of piou. Deptford

"iv'”K tire staff so much w ° * . c ' ion ”  calcu- 
Fentral Hall recently had a “  day of 1 . >> prom
hted to make the angels “  all hot am >0 :ntercession
K a-m- until 10 p.m., an unbroken c am trouble
ascended to the Throne of Grace. Every h ned__
;»nl difficulty, both local and nations , Deptford
Wntinuously. What a funny God th 
Christians believt- -not r,,„ . "̂ “ cve in ! An ordinary human father would
1,.,.. Î.’ure to ’ ' *

ff-sj
ls hy a nn, Hf a\enly Father to help his human children

help lii's" ' e. .t0 ke incessantly asked to do something to 
induce 0u° Fut apparently the only way to

a_ perpetual bombardment of requests.^ Th ^  ,q_
’nt might be said of such a God is we hope
mgent as those who believe m him. 7  at God.

the Deptford religionists will have another .
%  ought not to expect a God with that kindcCllirrpivr.~ 1

moved by a single bombardment.lllgence to be

A f 1 1
what a" Weeks aK° statistics were published showing 
SCr' ices '̂ f01 Price the average church-goer puts on the 
finance t ^1C cierfty- Now we have evidence that the 
siiniiar °f '̂.e National Assembly itself suffers from a 
feses ], S. uTrmess. Only twelve out of forty-three Dio- 
paid Fai  ̂their quota for last year. Eight have not 
^"'entv'011̂ 1 k)r the pensions of their own clergy, 
and of tp 6 llave n°t paid their full share for education, 
eight ry "S number, eight have paid nothing. Twenty- 
'"M’ecm',0CeSeS " i,ave n°t paid a penny” to aid their 
Albai]s U? Us *CF°VVS- Neither London, Liverpool, St. 
Up ¡n ’, Manchester, Newcastle or Wakefield, have paid 
Cc°nomic' ll ' st> doubt this will be attributed to the
Elsllsnies< crisis,” but the Church is about the only
CaUed , 01'fanization in the country that has not been 
Governor'0'1 *"° “  lighten its belt.”  The benevolent 
0,1 imp()rS 0l' Queen Anne’s Bounty are still distraining 
I'arlijni '^risked farmers, and Mr. Baldwin declares in 
out no 110*" only that “  the Government can hold 
4 has JnosPcct of legislation on this subject ”  (because 
"cannot*^11 a secrc*- pledge to the Church) but that he 
Part 0j , .00 strongly condemn acts of violence on the 
law.” 1 lc payers in resisting the operation of the 
°f the f. a Dr°test meeting in Kent the other day one 

'liner speakers observed th a t:—
Tithe like an ever-rolling stream 

An apj . hears all our cash away ;**
’ ^ n°t, perhaps, an exact parody.

■̂ Eon'̂ i ̂ Fugton Clerical Meeting the Rev. R. Mercer 
that “ modern criticism cannot touch 

conviction that the Scriptures are the
our8J  g la r e d  L 
Torj1 ^'breathed 
E thp0f God.” The breakdown of belief is, according
'Hit to ttoutdenian, due, “  not to the findings of scL..^, 
''dice, 11G m°dern philosophy of man’s self-sufficiency,” 
aUd s’c-^ contends, “  the struggle is not between belief 
t'fis js > llee> but between belief and unbelief.” Surely 
'"octin,;1. <kstinction without a difference. At the same 
t̂ tio,, 'V ’Uotlicr clergyman said “ there need be no liesi- 
a,1d (>]]( ,accepting the assured results of investigation 

Galileo, he said, answered the inquisitors 
i'le heav tells me how to go to heaven, but not how
' ay, atl(10,!s k°.”  If Galileo said this, and if he lived to- 
'■ r'tion„'i T he “ accepted the assured results of investi- 
7 HMiy '? Would he as doubtful about the spiritual geo-
r0ii,

0l>iy.

0ni,nii,l.,st'an gentleman, coming straight from Holy 
¡‘.''d illa ,'°n in his Church was greeted hy his dog 
'C(l tli0' 1 stumble slightly. The gallant Christian 

i’A of q” °y UP to a post and proceeded to hack the life 
0 'vas ,r 'VlG' an axe with the most revolting cruelty. 

, (>'rs) a.?iVen six week’s hard (it should have been six 
i]'"e<i Proudly boasted not only that he had often 
l°rcy “ s )n the same way, but was a great lover of

Gie Bible as he was about its actual as-

and justice.

Another gallant (Roman Catholic) Christian, the Rev. 
Father O’Dwyer, occupying the responsible position of 
magistrate in Sunderland had before him three small 
boys who had “  stolen ”  six pennyworth of ginger beer 
between them. Being presumably also a lover of mercy 
and justice, he ordered these three hardened ruffians of 
ten and eleven years old, six strokes of the birch each.

What is the moral? Well, supposing in the one 
case it was a Freethinker who foully killed a dog, or in 
the other a Freethought magistrate who was guilty of 
such a damnable sentence on three frightened children, 
what would our Christian friends have said ?

Mr. Beverley Nichols, the author, hates “  seaside 
prudes,”  which is his description of seaside councillors 
of the puritan type who ban sun-bathing. They are, he 
says, trying to poison other people with their own nasty 
minds. He concludes :—

And until you can prove to me that the British people, 
as a whole, are nasty-minded, I shall continue to hope 
that we shall eventually be allowed to undress without 
feeling that God is looking the other way, in case he 
should see the body he gave us.

Of course, it is up to our prudes and puritans to ex
plain that, as man was made in God’s own image, this 
is sufficient reason why man should be ashamed.

A pious journal details the number of chaplains Primi
tive Methodism has in connexion with the country’s 
armed forces. What we should like explained is why 
the professed followers of a pacific Christ can consci
entiously accept public money allotted to war purposes, 
and wear the uniform of war. Of course such service 
certainly allows the chaplains a unique opportunity of 
teaching young soldiers and sailors the Christian duty 
of “ turning the other cheek” to the aggressor. But we 
have never heard of the grand opportunity being taken 
advantage of by the chaplains.

John Bull calls the Isle of Skye the isle of gloom. 
“  If you want to enjoy yourself on Sunday, don’t go 
to the Isle of Skye. Most boarding-houses there keep 
the blinds drawn, some even exhibit notices warning 
visitors not to walk out on the Sabbath, except to 
church.” Seemingly there is at least one portion of the 
British Isles which the Lord’s Dayers can claim as a 
Christian Paradise on Sunday. Of course, if the citizens 
of Skye believe that the wish to enjoy oneself and be 
happy on Sunday is sinful, then they may proudly 
claim to be really true Christians. But this, of course, 
is their misfortune; at which it is wrong to jeer.

Miss Diana Bourbon, a young visitor here from 
America, where the privacy of the individual is not much 
regarded, has discovered what is the Englishman’s “ true 
religion ”— namely, privacy. She also declares that the 
English are snobs. So the truth emerges—as seen from 
an impartial standpoint, and that the complete “  true 
religion ” of the English is snobbery and love of privacy. 
This ought to prove helpful to the theologians in their 
struggles to define true religion.

The art of defamation is one in which the Puritan is 
supreme. Nor is the present-day practitioner of it less 
reckless than his predecessors of the seventeenth cen
tury. In the current issue of the Methodist Times, 
which is running a “  clean up the films ” stunt is an 
article thus entitled in the best style of Billingsgate : 
“  Five nights in Hell. My Experiences as a Cinema 
Attendant. By a Girl who knows.” It is to he hoped 
the writer is not accurately thus described. Of the 
young people who attended the Cinema concerned she 
reports that a fellow attendant told her “  A large propor
tion of young boys have here just brought girls they 
have picked up in the streets. Many have not seen each 
other before. The girl expects the boy to act as the 
villain in the screen, and not as the hero. Thus it is 
that acts which constitute a disgrace to a public place 
like the cinema are transferred from the shadows of the
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screen to the reality of the back seat.”  This lady care
fully abstains from disclosing her own identity, that of 
the cinema, or the title of the films she mentions, and 
had she not made that omission no doubt the editor of 
our pious contemporary would have remedied her lack of 
caution. Defamation of boys and girls can be done with
out risk, but “  the fine traditions of cleanliness of mind 
and body,” in which the writer says she was “ brought 
up ”  do not appear to have included a tradition gener
ally associated in such circles with the ninth command
ment.

One thing brings up another, and a writer in the 
Manchester Guardian, who starts out to deal with a well 
known Scottish divine (Dr. Norman Maclean) who re
cently protested against the proposal to admit women 
to the ministry, ends up by giving us a new reason for 
the survival of Christianity. Dr. Maclean argued that 
this idea was contrary to “ a deep-rooted tradition.” Dr. 
Maclean’s contention, says the writer, “  would put Paul 
himself in the wrong.” Thus

He was the arch-traditionalist. “ Except,” said his 
opponents in the most vital controversy of his life, 
“ except ye be circumcized after the custom of Moses 
ye cannot be saved.” There is the authentic voice of 
tradition; if it had been listened to Christianity would 
have been smothered in its cradle. But Paul refused to 
give ear to it ; he tore off the Jewish swaddling bands 
from the infant faith and left it free to grow.

The writer adds what in view of his own admission is an 
extraordinary assertion. He says : “  It is not too much 
to say that Christianity was saved for the world because 
one man dared to brave tradition.” The “  bravery ”  
however proves on examination to be of a diplomatic 
character. Just as is the process by which even now, and 
according to this article, Christianity continues to sur
vive by similar tactics. “ Tradition laid it down 
that Moses wrote the Pentateuch, and David most of the 
Psalms, and Isaiah the sixty-six chapters of the book 
which bears his name. Where is that tradition to-day?” 
It is "crumbled in the dust.”  Yes, not because of the 
bravery of Christians in daring tradition, but because, 
like Paul, at every fresh evidence of the baselessness of 
what were once fundamental beliefs, they realize that 
Christianity can only survive by the surrender by in
stalments as occasion demands of manifest superstitions 
and errors How much must go before all is gone that 
history knows as the Christian religion ? According 
to some Protestant divines at least—everything, if 
necessary, only it will still be the Christian religion! 
And each fresh surrender to science must be acclaimed 
as a triumph of Christian learning and valour.

The Rev. J. A. Thomson, of Dewsbury, has been ad
vertising his services by walking the streets as a sand- 
wichman. The Methodist Times, which must have its 
little joke, says “  he received no pay, but he was always 
sure of his ‘ board.’ ”  On the board were these words.
“  God is everywhere but U must begin to know him 
somewhere. Come and hear J.A.T. this Sunday.”  Mr. 
Thompson’s conceit of himself must be hefty. Another 
board, this time outside a mission at Uxbridge, bears this 
haunting question : “ If God treated you as you treat 
him?” Surely an infelicitous query, for most of the 
people who read it if they answer it truthfully would 
say— “ he would not bother with me at all.”  The Dews
bury sandwichman appears to have had a hot time when 
the wind blew his board into a waiting cinema queue, 
and, as he heard a good deal of language on his parades 
that "  suffered from blood pressure,”  the Methodist 
Times opines that “ life in a town crowd on a Saturday 
night is only another name for death.” It is to be hoped 
our pious contemporary is not read in Dewsbury, or it 
might occasion more of the language before mentioned. 
Mr. Thomson preached “  last Sunday evening in sultry 
weather on ‘ findings in Dewsbury streets.’ ” The 
weather was appropriate to the text.

The candour of the modern Christian as to the plight | 
of his faith is astonishing. Thus a writer in the 
Christian World (Dr. Painter) says : “  There was a time 
when, with a wider interest in theology, it seemed im- j

portant to most people that they should make their pea« 
with God, and ‘ accept Christ.’ . . . To-day nearly a* 
the immediacy has dropped out of the matter . ■ • e 
give men much to reflect upon, but nothing to sba  ̂
the foundations of their lives. Our message is inter« 
mg, not pressing.”  To-day, men “  are more aware ( 
futility than of sinfulness.”  Then, this writer, apiw' 
cntly realizing that he has given the game away, (hT 
back into the stalest of all Christian diagnosis of u"illj
lief, and declares : “  It is easier to discuss the »or3
standards than to be unselfish, it is easier to argue ab  ̂
God, than to submit life to Him.” The exact opP0®1̂
the truth. When people “ submitted life to God ’ 
did not “  discuss ”  moral standards, they accepted
they did not argue about God, they took Hnn

them;
for

ranted. To say that argument is easier than ctredoli«
a typical theological fallacy. “  Ye cannot by sea' 
find out God ”  is no doubt true, but that ye

arc1u"i
cat'

searching find out that ye cannot find Him is Preci,S;
c

clergymen never take into

.. vrlitobthat part of what they call “  modern indifference  ̂ ^

notthe ministers and
reckoning. The “  sinfulness ”  of the searcher, 
disillusion of the quest, is their invariable resource.

the

The Rev. Arthur Pringle says that “  in these tin-
„  " d  for

settled and questioning days, those of us who st< ^
Christianity must not be afraid of arguing wl , im ?
who differ from us.” This shows how far the ^V^iis 
moved since the glorious Age of Faith, when Clw’ t̂jc-
believed that the only way to argue with the

bourse,
him. The new Christian way of arguing may, ( _ jp
liever was by imprisoning or torturing, or mur<

be more civilized, but it is far from helpful 1 
Church. For very often the believer gets made 
settled ” by the unbeliever.

« tin*

F ifty  Y ears Ago.

tJfl*
Tiif, world has been sympathizing with Job for tw 
sand years, and pitying his sufferings and tribal-1 ^  
but hardly a thought seems to have been taken 0 . 
Job and her trials, which must have been of no °rl „J, 
nature. True, she didn’t have any boils, her l>u &]1 
with true masculine selfishness, appropriating the 
to himself; but she had to wait on him and listen 
complainings day and night. It would have lrlC;t) pie
patience of a saint to have been compelled to live 
same house with a man burdened with such a Wealu<*

i n  ' 
alti'1

afflictions as Job was, and it is hardly to be
v*~ a a1

w o n d e ^
that, goaded to desperation, his wife one day at 
lim to throw up the game and pass in his check®’ 

There seems to have been a constant stream of P jjj 
coming to see Job, to condole with him. Not on ) ^  
the neighbours drop in continually to see how he ^  
getting along, each one with a different refflc c ffl 
boils, but relatives came from long distances, 
course they had to be entertained and fed. This 1 1 j]Cr 

reat deal of work for Mrs Job, who, on account 1 
husband’s extraordinary losses, couldn’t afford to k y 
hired girl. What with cooking meals for the P ..f- 
and poultices for Job, she had hardly a minute t° .cr 
self. Had she not been a remarkable woman she 
could have gone through with it. „-p-

Job’s case was discussed a great deal in the P‘ ' to 
and scientific men came from all parts of the cottu jlli,c 
study it. Job stood this with that patience that b (p 
proverbial, and was never out of humour as long * ■ 
boils lasted. All these people boarded at the J(>« ' c ,it 
sion, and any one who has observed scientific m 1̂ 
knows what appetites they have, and can undet^^.
how busy the woman of the house must have been 
ing for them.

<rrcl>t'The trials of the man of TTz were certainly very 
and if we of to-day were subjected to the like ° L o ^ l  
there is probably not a man of Uz who could go t’1 ml'

should not blind us entirely to the sufferings °l 
heroic wife.

the programme without kicking; yet sympathy 'i,Pot

The ”  F reeth in kerJu ly
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Intend* tht ^TSt t>°St °n Tuesday‘ °T they Wl1 ^  1

Sugar Plums.

Week ask the indulgence of correspondents this
the " e action which the N.S.S. is bringing against 
hearitl er,̂  ^le Justices at Birkenhead is down for 
is t,Q/  lcre 011 the day we go to press, and Mr. Cohen 
n'Unbcr *"° Prese,lt- For that reason there are a 
return ' °/ Otters that cannot be dealt with until his 

Correspondents will excuse the delay.

thinko^1' ^  ^lerc arc a number of unattached Free-e knot
ers 'n the Streatham district, and an attempt isA

all thos'a<̂e ôrm a Branch of the N.S.S. there. Will
einW

'vitk willi»g 1° help in the formation communicate 
'̂O’klon1 0 ®eabcrt, 19 Gairloah Road, Camberwell,

S.E.5.

Mr.
(lerlail(|'' M'l'ilehead reports splendid meetings at Sun- 
°xPect , “ ” °ughout the week. That was almost to be 
’’Umber' aS ^le l°cal Branch N.S.S. consists of a 
file qT  keen Freethinkers, to whom hard work for 
l''rceti.11S,° 'S a Pleasure, as well as a duty. Unattached 
c°inm. . rs with a similar urge should lose no time in 
58 ĵ 0]̂ lcating with the local Secretary, Mr. F. Bradford,

’nan vStreet, Hendon, Sunderland.

R°miewcastle-on-Tyue Branch N.S.S. has been hold in«.
I,°Sp; ; T  well attended open-air meetings, and the 
^hiter s ôr a successful week’s mission for Mr. G. 
* 0 « are particularly good. Mr. Whitehead will 
tm(1 '*11 the meetings during the week, beginning 
Vjtic„ 'T ’nday). Details will be found in the Lecture 
Co-°I*rM U,nn- l l’e local N.S.S. Branch will, of course, 

,l 0 at all the meetings.

The i-
Var'oiis; f’tunate connexion between Phallieism in its
Uu 
Cl,

■ Oils --------- ----------—
¡ntj. )rills and religion is well known to all students, 

’Ul'c,i '’’ey of which many illustrations may be found in 
.̂aPhiu .<n 'laments, ceremonies, dress, etc. Mr. K. C. 

l’ons 0j las brought together a number of these illustra- 
Phallic-worship in a pamphlet, The Natural Ori-

gin of the Supernatural, which he is issuing through the 
Pioneer Press. There are a number of illustrations, the 
significance of which is obvious. The price is 6d. post 
free.

There is a good example of monomania in our hysteri
cal contemporary The Facist. De Groot, “  a facist of 
Irish extraction, made a scene at the opening of the 
new Sydney harbour bridge by severing the ribbon be
fore the Prime Minister, and shouting, “ I declare this 
bridge open in the name of the King and all decent 
people.” He was removed to a mental hospital by 
“ the usual Jewish plan of hinting at mental instability 
in the case of anyone who exposes the Jew menace!”

The Maniac, by “ Q ” (Watts, 7s. 6d.) first appeared 
with a medical publisher, in 1909. It is an account 
written down during the months immediately after five 
weeks of acute mental illness. The writer is, or was, a 
woman journalist, and the book is good “ copy.” As a 
serious contribution to the grim problem of our appalling 
statistics of mental deficiency and disorder it has the 
obvious disadvantages of the author’s naturally vivid 
imagination and practised pen. Moreover, while she 
claims that “  to enscribe the entire account, verbatim, 
has been but the smallest effort of memory on my part,” 
it is clear that much depends on the accurate memory 
and observation of other persons—nurses, doctors, and 
real or imaginary friends, from whom much of the “  ver
batim ” report had to come, since the author records 
matters of which she has no “  conscious ” memory her
self. There is much spiritualistic and theological jar
gon— some of it showing the average journalistic un- 
familarity with psychological and ecclesiastical detail.

Truth is stranger than fiction, and, whether The 
Maniac is truth or fiction, it has an air of convincing 
verisimilitude. The reader who begins, will go on to 
the end, and, as he progresses, his sympathy and horror 
will struggle for predominance. If lie should have per
sonal or professional experience of insanity it may occur 
to him that the writer has a better notion of a story than 
most of the all too few who make permanent recovery 
from that condition. That she has many harsh words 
for mental doctors and nurses (but admits her debt 
to the doctor mainly in charge of her case); that she puts 
forward her own views on so vast and comparatively 
unexplored a territory as that of “  consciousness,”  and 
asserts that those who are devoting themselves to its ex
ploration are “ all at sea,”  compels us to wish that a 
rattling good tale was not told without the somewhat 
pretentious suggestion of its scientific utility. It is in 
the pathological laboratory and not in reminiscence, how
ever lurid, that the real struggle for light on this dark 
and menacing phenomena is being carried on—with very 
stingy assistance from a parsimonious .State.

ranch, which in other days, especially those of Leech, 
was very critical of religious extravagances, is now pain
fully orthodox. One of its brightest lights however, 
Mr. A. P. Herbert, letting himself go elsewhere, has pro
vided several quotable items of late. The last (which we 
borrow from the Observer is the following : —

I cannot, at the moment, think of a single human 
activity outside religious worship which has not re
cently been condemned by some indignant prelate or 
belligerent Church council.

Apology : as great a peacemaker as the word “  if.” 
In all cases, it is an excuse rather than an exculpa
tion, and, if adroitly managed, may be made to confirm 
what it seems to recall, and to aggravate the offence 
which it pretends to extenuate. A man who had ac
cused liis neighbour of falsehood, was called on for an 
apology, which he gave in the following amphibo
logical terms : I called you a liar— it is true. You 
spoke the truth : I have told a lie.

(From “  The Tin Trumpet,”  1836.)
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The Psychology of Censorship.

It is not generally realized that in the exercise of a 
censorship we have the survival, in a vitiated form, of 
a primitive tribal function— that of restraint and often 
coercion of the individual member in the interests of 
the tribe.

The welfare of the primitive tribe had to be main
tained, even if it were at the expense of the rebel and 
innovator; and often by means which we now con
sider to be regrettable. Danger presented itself with 
every idea of trying to carry on the social life in a 
way that was not according to usage that had been 
handed down from the past. Hence the develop
ment of a conservative mentality which expressed it
self in the consensus of opinion by which custom and 
tradition were enforced; and from this very few 
dared to break away. Censorship of new ideas was 
comparatively easy, and the adoption of new ways of 
life, as changing conditions made them essential, 
would be the more difficult, as those who were quick 
enough to see the needed change would not have free 
scope to teach the others. While, with the adoption 
of new habits there would go on the retention of old 
beliefs, and so progress in the understanding of things 
would be retarded, as the mysterious forces surround
ing early man would be found good enough to account 
for the new ways of life as for the old.

Whether the establishment of social continuity was 
worth the price paid in conservatism and tribal 
censorship by primitive man on his own behalf is 
an interesting question; but there is no doubt that the 
price paid by subsequent generations has been exces
sive. Some measure of conservation is still neces
sary if social development is to be sound, but it 
should be the result of intelligent retention of what is 
of value, and not the outcome of a habit of mind that 
would retain whatever has been handed down to us 
just because it has been handed down. This applies 
to ideas and our various modes of giving expression to 
them, as well as to anything else in modern life.

In early society almost every action would seem to 
be closely connected with the well-being of all mem
bers of the tribe. Consequently, when the health and 
prosperity of a tribe depended upon doing everything 
in the way it had always been done, any breach of 
the accepted method, or any idea suggesting such a 
breach, would be looked upon as likely to jeopardise 
the tribe, especially with regard to its relationship to 
the unseen forces with which it was believed to be 
surrounded; whether spirits, or gods, or something 
more vague still.

Hence, the offender who wished to depart from nor
mal ways would have to be brought to his senses.

In time, the power of bringing the offender to boot, 
or exercising a censorship over his actions and his 
opinions, passed into the hands of the medicine-man, 
as far as many things were concerned. Or, they acted 
very largely for the rulers of the tribe in the interest 
of tribal stability— which, all too soon, came to be the 
interest of the ”  powers that be.”

Eater, the conception behind the exercise of censor
ship and coercion in the interest of the tribe became 
more and more narrowed until enforcing what was 
held to be for the good of the tribe equalled enforcing 
what was in the interest of a religious sect, or a poli
tical body.

On the religious side, tlie extent of the sect did not 
alter the narrowness of the conception, as it meant 
woe unto those who did not conform to doctrine and 
practice. As witness the Roman Catholic Church, 
and the Puritans.

The former has wielded the censorship in the form

of, the Inquisition, the Confessional, and the In e- ’ 
while the latter have exercised it in the form of °°^ 
ing askance at anyone who expressed an opinion 
did an action not in conformity with a narrow e 1 
dominated by a narrow theology. ..

In these cases, as in others, every means of soc> 
and economic pressure has been used in the m e 
of a sect. In the history of religion we find 
most religious bodies have used the censorship Wit 1 
gard to theology and morals, in one form or ano 1 
Not in the interest of society at large, although 0 
under that guise, but in the interest of a sect. I  ̂
a tribal function that was at one time useful 8 
is sometimes even useful now as a national func  ̂
has been turned into a sectarian function; and lŜ  
this latter form foisted upon the nation. The PSĴ  
logy of early man, which was the outcome of a h . 
dering interpretation of things, according to n 
society was related to mysterious forces, is conti 
in modern society in the psychology of the censors j 
which sees a nation going to pieces unless we a J 
our lives to the moral teachings of a religious seeb 
sects that have combined for a particular issue. '  g 
the ethic put forward is tuned into the concept 0 ^ 
mysterious other world, peopled with beings 
shadowy as those of the savage psychology.

The danger lies not in the handing down ’3t„ 
modern life of the idea of “  society protecting fise. '• 
but in the transfer into the moral sphere of the Prl 
tive idea of the forces against which society shall P 
tect itself, and into a complex social structure whefC 
cannot possibly work 
concerned.

for the ultimate good of al1

Many ideas and institutions can be traced bac' 
primitive times, but, whenever they are of va^'fie(} 
modern society, it is due to their having been 111031 ̂  
in form or altered in application as social lHe . * 
evolved, and to a corresponding mentality l13' 
also been developed.

• . . wl 111
When the idea of a censorship is put forwa* j 

modern society it is due to no such adjustment, 
to the persistence of a primitive type of menta  ̂
One which seeks to make all members of society c  ̂
form to the traditions, habits, and customs of a n ^ 
of people within society. This mentality is 011 .
place in such spheres of modern life as those of ar
literature, ethics, and the drama with its m0'
“  film ”  mode of expression.

In the censorship, the place of tlie tribe is takc^

,d crp

by
,<k

the sect, or combined sects, and an attempt is 
to force upon every citizen in the nation certain 
as to what he shall read, and not read, in liter» 
and science, or see in art, in the drama, or on

idea5 

the
----------- , —  — - ................... . .............. ,

film; while the fact of the complex nature 01 ^ 
psychological make-up of modern society is ig0'?1',^ 
No notice is taken of the different stages of Cl1 ^  
that are now to be found in society; and, conse(ll,cl1.̂  
all members are treated as if they were on the san>c 
tellectual level.

They must not read or see what the s e c » " ? ;
ofdeclare to be taboo, any more than a mem^- ef 

primitive tribe might act or speak in any n1311 
that was taboo.

Even when the censorship carries with it the a lT ^  
ance of extreme egotism, as when an individual a ^  
eating moral purification expresses himself in .,j
which imply that no books shall be read, or (
seen, other than those of which he approves, We 
before us the social mentality of the primitive 
seeking to defend itself against mysterious har 
powers. The egotism of such an individual îeS-Ja- 
the fact of his believing himself to be of sufficient v
portance to speak for the whole. His censorslnP ^ 
social in origin, even if he acts as one self-aPP01



THE f r e e t h in k e r 427Jur,Y 3, 1932

?s \e Relieves he would be, or should be, backed up 
it. No individual is of any use as a censor

"  * i » U l V l U L l  # .  * _ « 7V 1 0 V

unless he stands for a body of ° P nl°n a , iected 
should and should not be done. Whet er s aQ
°r appointed by a sect, or combination o s > ^
apparently non-sectarian body acting un e -g a
sure of organized religious opinion, t e traits of 
social product. He stands for one of the 
early society that have come down to us llectuai 
form. His existence depends upon lac , . . a
activity on the one hand, and on the other hand intel 
Actual activity working at a low level.  ̂ _ . ,

It is because a censorship is of social  ̂origin .g 
acts upon and through mass psycho ogy 
dangerous; and this gives us the key to 1 
ft will only be abolished for good, by widesp

education of 1 ^  o{ sUcU a thing cannotn a t io n  of a kind that will create a psychological
stmosphere in which the idea of such a thing cannot
exist.

lustead of education as a means to bringing about 
s saner attitude towards sex questions the censor uses 

le methods of taboo and magic. He acts as if the 
Inventing people seeing sex-scenes on the film will 

up some magic influence by means of which the 
Scx impulses of those persons will be exorcised into 
Tnetude. In spite of the fact that apart from the 

dm” there are many things in modern life by 
'V lch sex feelings are unduly aroused; and, also, that 
°ne need not go to literature, art, or drama for sex 
^citement, censorship too easily assumes that, if 

these were freed from ideas of sex, all would be 
' e ’ ■ It leaves out of consideration the need for a 
„etter understanding of the relationship between man 
f woman; the falsity that has invaded a goodly part 

]ifthe sphere of married life; and the stress of modern 
J e m general which makes excitement an easy form 

relief to many after the daily routine.
tin ' is UsUal with attempts at moral reform which are 

ler religious or have their roots in religion when 
J ty aPpear to he non-religious, censorship works on 

Sllrface and parades its moral betterment objective 
ji’ a substitute for an attempt to reorganize society on 
,,,!u that would make for the well being of all, and 
l a e ^ possible for men and women of every type to 

Ve a reasonable opportunity for self-development on 
rfT al and intellectual lines, with a fair share of

Censo>̂ ir 'n 3 I>rrrnitive psychology as the idea of
in

Ard-** • v.nuiuf;)' aj  u iv m va v/*
. . . w ;iP ls> it attempts a fixity of ideas and conduct 
thus tr ■ h an ging moral ideas and relationships; 
it \ver e a ln ?  ^le  whole sphere of human conduct as if 
society °ntlrely independent of the development of 
With 14. *tS Inethod is that of the medicine-man 
hisfeii S as the expression of his authority, and 
heart „ U,Cc on magic for the bringing about of a “  new

T h "  a life ”
Wo^ i recognized censor is now-a-days appointed 

In the sphere of morals may disguise the re-

*he chu--^ ^ does not alter the fact. If  in England,
tlexion ^ie idea censorship in this con-

°"u cenrC'leS .Were powerful enough to establish their 
do So ,Jjorship, and force submission to it, they would 
i>0Werfn]'at WOuId a*- ieast be honest; but not being so 
the ’ the churches seek to wield an influence in 
;itkl Con ,est °f religious suppresion of thought, speech 
tatrie 0f ,,C”  under cover of moral reform done in the 

Tbig • le ®tate, or a hoard of film censors.
See to itSr e ^le ways in which the religionists 
t'le Wort- reliKi°us habits of thought persist; and 
°t creat" °* the Freethinker in this direction is that 
f°ssible '»y? a mental atmosphere, which will make 
JriI1ginp- hi*Lfree discussion of ways and means for 

about a better state of society.
E. E gerton Stafford.

M ed ieval F a ith  and Fable. *

I.— Ch r ist ia n it y ’s B lack R ecord .

In the Middle Ages, which, comprehensively, means 
from the sixth to the fifteenth century, “  the Catholic 
Church and the Catholic Faith were the predominant 
influence,” says Dr. MacCulloch. Then as now, how
ever, there were heretics and sceptics, and “  extra
ordinary superstition and credulity flourished.”  The 
learned writer, like Dr. Wallis Budge, to whom the 
Editor referred recently, has only one defect. His re
ligious belief, or the taboo which it exercises, does not 
allow him to boldly state the logical conclusion of the 
facts which his studies compel him to admit. “  The old 
idea of the Middle Ages as the Dark Ages has long been 
discredited.”  Discredited by whom? By Cardinal 
Gasquet and Mr. Belloc, no doubt; but not by Dr. Coul- 
ton and a whole host of other scholars who have worked 
over the ground of medieval exploration. While, there
fore, we warmly agree with Sir J. G. Frazer, who writes 
a Foreword, that Dr. MacCulloch has “  sound and wide 
learning and literary grace,” we are not so sure about 
what is called his “  delicate sympathy with those earlier 
faiths ”  here dealt with. Its real significance is that 
Dr. MacCulloch is, after all, in the Lowland parish 
where he ministers, an exponent of a creed which, in the 
last analysis, belongs, as does his sacred function itself, 
to the same category as “ medieval faiths and fables.”

A t the very outset of his book the Canon says, 
“  Paganism had no martyrs . . . there was no organized 
rebellion against triumphant Christianity.”  Could 
there be a more convincing proof of the nature of the 
early “ triumph”  of the “ faith ” ? But Roman, Celt 
and Teuton, like the Britons to whom St. Augustine 
came, adopted a “  conglomerate ” religion (as Mr. 
Clodd aptly called it) in which they were allowed to 
embody as much as was necessary of the old beliefs. 
Dr. MacCulloch himself admits that “  tens of thou
sands of those in the Empire or among the Germanic 
tribes who accepted Christianity understood it imper
fectly, if at all, or adopted it conventionally, out of 
necessity or for temporal advantage.”  And “ Pagan
ism was certainly not driven out of their hearts.”  Many 
“  kept a foot in both camps,” for “  there was a spice 
of adventure in disobeying the commands of the 
Church.” In so far as those commands were obeyed 
it was because they also involved offering incense and 
flowers to the new God and kissing images as afore
time. The explanation, the only explanation, of “  the 
retention of minor pagan rites and customs and the re
sort to magic by the Christian populations of Europe 
for centuries, and the continued belief in lesser dieties 
and spirits in their own or altered forms—as fairies and 
elves for example—was that there was a widespread 
incomplete or half acceptance of the Faith, especially 
where whole tribes were baptized at the command of 
their chiefs.”  Moreover, the Christian Faith added to 
the darkness and terror of beliefs already held. “ Most 
superstitions . . . grew darker as the Devil ”— that is, 
the Christian Devil—was more and more seen to be be
hind them e.g., “ the werwolf and vampire beliefs, the 
fairy creed, and the conceptions of the incubus and 
s u c u b a The worship of the Virgin, like the exist
ence of the Devil, had its earlier counterparts that sur
vived alongside it. “  Groups of goddesses, represented 
as three in number were popular in the Celtic area, 
whence their cult passed to the Teutons—the Dere Matres, 
or Matrome, and others mainly connected with fertility 
. . . they were later transformed into fees of romance 
and folk-belief—the domince, bonnes dames, dames 
blanches, bonnes pucclles.”  These were regarded 
by the Church as demons, but their long continuance is 
not hard to understand if one has any acquaintance 
with the literature of Christian “  sanctity ”  and 
“ mysticism.”

In his chapter on “  Heretics ”  the writer makes a sig
nificant admission. After the "practical extinction of 
the Arian and other heresies . . . the Church enjoyed 
comparative freedom for centuries from the vagaries of 
widespread heretical opinions,” for “  the stagnation of 
thought ”  then prevalent “  was not favourable to in-
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dependent views on doctrinal matters.”  There was a 
notable heretic in the twelfth century, one Peter of 
Bruys, priest of an Alpine village. He began a crusade 
against “ the Roman idolatry,” which went on for twenty 
years and found many followers, especially in Toulouse. 
He rejected most Christian and Catholic doctrines. His 
followers were re-baptized, crosses were burned, priests 
were scourged, monks were imprisoned and forced to 
marry. On one Good Friday many crosses were collected 
at Peter’s order and burned, and meat roasted on the 
fire thus made was eaten. “  Sacraments, priesthood and 
symbolism ” were all equally abhorrent to Peter and his 
adherents. His end was inevitable. “  At last, in 1125, 
at Saint-Gilles, in Languedoc, the monks stirred up 
the mob who burned Peter at the stake.”  In the same 
century there were communistic heresies, which, says 
the writer, were “  based on strictly Apostolic principles,” 
but “  went to great extremes,”  i.e., they thought the 
“  apostolic principles ”  meant what they said. It was 
left for a modern commentator to affirm that they mean 
the opposite of what they say and can be best obeyed by 
not doing what they recommend. “  Renouncing Holy 
Communion and reverence to the cross and images of 
our Lord,” they gave up all worldly goods, ate no flesh, 
and drank little or nothing but water. Wives left hus
bands and husbands left wives to join them. In 1163, 
at Cologne, as several heretics were being led to the 
stake a beautiful girl was withdrawn from the fire and 
offered the choice of a husband or a nunnery if she 
would recant. When the heretics were burned she said 
“  show me where my seducer is.”  When his place in 
the fire was shown to her “  she rushed into the flames 
with him, or, in the words of Caesarius, “  with him went 
down to the everlasting fires of hell.”

Dealing with the main heresy of this period, Cathar- 
ism, Dr. MacCulloch says its ethics were in fact “  an 
ideal which admittedly could not be practised except 
by a few. Hence the inevitable compromise. Let the 
few practise the ideal. All others may do as they like, 
provided they accept Catharism as a faith and promise 
to receive its one sacrament before death.”  This “  com
promise ”  certainly did not cease to exist in the twelfth 
century. There is much of its spirit in the Canon’s 
“  delicate sympathy ”  with heretics. He says “  the in
stinct of self-preservation which exists in society, as in 
the individual, and which saw in all heresy that which 
would overthrow the Church and the State alike, drove 
men to exterminate heretics wherever they appeared.” 
They only remained unchecked in areas where “  the 
Church was so corrupt itself that men regarded it with 
good natural contempt!”

A further notice will follow in which something shall 
be said about the medieval sceptics and other subjects 
herein treated.

A lan H andsacre.
* By Canon J. A. MacCulloch. Ilarrap, 15s. net.

(To be concluded.)

GOING AW AY AND ARRIVING.

Going away and arriving—how closely the whole of 
existence fits itself between those two adventures. When 
you stand in the mid-sea of life, far away from its be
ginnings, * and apparently far from its ending, you 
realize how many things you have gone away from, and 
how comparatively few you seem to have arrived at. Yet 
I like to think that they are but the two halves of one 
whole, and that if Going Away is the chief joy of youth
ful life, Arriving is the special pleasure and privilege of 
age; and that even though the horizons of youth are 
grown dim and misty in the distance, for people who 
have grown old wisely the land they are approaching 
grows more clearly defined, and from being a strange 
and unknown, becomes a familiar and welcoming 
country; on whose soft shore they look forward to lying 
down for a long rest, with the noise of the waters over 
which they have passed lulling them to a pleasant and 
dreamless sleep.

R ID IC U L E .

Rightly employed ridicule is perhaps the 1U0S.̂  
tructive weapon of controversy that we know,  ̂
hands of a skilful exponent there can be notlung j
so devastating and deadly. It lias even been  ̂ ^
against it that it is too severe to be used by any° 

i matter what may be the subject of attac '> a
[ underlying this contention there is proba y 
I deeply-rooted apprehension of having 0I1C ® . je,

pet beliefs exposed to the acid test of 11 
and one may answer it in the words 0 ^
wood Reade : “  Ridicule is a destructive instru^.^
and it is my intention to destroy. If a man 1S so 

After all there can be no disputing ^lC

CLAXIA I L  AO XXX J  i X U L - l l U V l l  L G  YAV.O L I W J  . X x ------

down a tree it is useless asking him not to st fad
hard.” Alter all there can be no disputing ""me»t, 
that ridicule is a perfectly legitimate form of arit1 enessand to refrain from using it because of the incisn  ̂
of its thrusts is almost criminal neglect of our 1 * s 
strive to eradicate the foolish and sometimes n°-x 
views which abound.

There are a few persons who object to ridicule  ̂
grounds that it is the stock-in-trade of the un  ̂ ¡„ 
street orator. This is untrue, for it is to be fotj (jlC 
the speeches of most of the great orators and ,n . 
works of the great writers. As. G. W. Foote real8_e t0 
“ To take ridicule from our literature you would ba  ̂
go through such a winnowing and pruning process ^ 
you would destroy it. Eliminate from Byron his ri< ^  
eliminate from other great masters their ridicu 
what a loss there would b e! Ridicule is a '' 1 0f 
which has been used by so many great emancipat ef 
mankind; if we have used it, even in a coarser 0,8 8j 
than they, it is the same weapon. If ridicule is a jt
weapon, the mere style or manner cannot reni

illeffaL” . _ .. c and
Even Biblical stalwarts such as Jesus, Eli]8“ ’ .̂ 5  

Isaiah were not averse from pouring ridicule "I10’1 t],e 
which did not coincide with their own, winL ,0

strong’ymodern Christian, though he objects very ~ 
the ridiculing of his own beliefs, is inconsistent e

i of
wit ^

otherwise clear-sighted people who decry’’ ridicH

—  ----------0 -  —  - — ---  ,  —  --------------  _ .

to attempt to hold up to derision the beliefs 01 
But no doubt the real or basic trouble with ^

that they attribute to it functions which are alto.£e ^  
outside its sphere. For instance, it is often i-8 
granted that to satirize the habits of men and w f 
to rouse mirth at their misfortunes, to excite 
at their physical defects constitutes the essence o j
cule. Again there are some who are convince1 ¡r
its essence lies in the mere abuse of people ana 
opinions. Neither view is correct. The first is )ice. 
and the other emanates from ignorance and intolera 
Ridicule, the rapier of polemics, is a clean, wl'Ol .j
weapon. It may be severe, but it is never brW give- 
may be merciless in indictment, but it is never abu -s. 
It does not evoke mirth at the expense of 11 at lira1 j
fortune or the idiosyncrasies of mankind; it does 
conecrn itself with foul epithets or abusive lanffl 
Its aim is to extirpate hypocrisy, humbug, affect8 j.

that
intiostentation, and bigotry. It assails everything 

false or absurd. Behind it there is no deliberate 1,1 ^
tion to hurt the feelings of anyone. It is a clea8fjflg 
process, and every sound opinion is the better for
subjected to it. , ,i,c

nd its
the

To lay stress upon the harm ridicule docs, am 
hostility it arouses is to lose sight of the fact th< 
utility in combating shams completely overshadow 
mere wounding of a man’s vanity. It is, of course^, 
grettable that natural vanity and pride which are "  .̂ .c 
nesses common to all men and women should ,cl 
hurt, but until people learn to differentiate betwee’1 
attack on their opinions and an attack on their en
ters this state of affairs is likely to continue. cCi.

That the rapier must be used with discretion on 
sions is undeniable for reasons to be found above, 
do so would spell trouble and perhaps mart}’

not m 
yrdoj

Albeit this is not a sufficient justification for 
ing its entrance into the realm of controversial o, • 
sion, and attaching to it a label bearing the insertp . 
“ Dangerous; please do not touch.” After all it 11 
not be forgotten that Freethouglit has survived inFilson Young in ”  Letters from Solitude.”
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lace ot the bitterest sarcasm and the most therein lies 
ridicule; it has even thrived on them,  ̂ philosophy 

a supreme virtue. An opinion, a W-oty, _ ; it jS
must be able to withstand the test of ridicule 
fcot worth holding. ... „  a large

M the back oi much oi the opposi 10 ‘ cu ê re-
percentage of the outcries raised ugains when it
lgloa- Religion hates humour, par i  y existence, 

assails dogmas that are vital to liffion, in
"/or God’s sake,”  say the champions. of rdigjon, ^  
«Sect, » if you cannot possibly accep se laughter
Rast treat them seriously.”  W hy? , exposing 
» «  eventually t ill  tto u , and cS T s  a
their inherent absurdities and fallacies
fifthly effective antitoxin.In ' —"V1VC antitoxin.
aiiee 1 W°rb! suc  ̂ as ours steeped as it still is in ignor- 
°f j.̂  crc‘(fnlity, and superstition, and with the number 
WoiiMa' es rcady to trade on these weak spots in man it 
P'cm sbeer foolishness to deprive ourselves of an im- 
Krant-" ' SUcb as ridicule; it would simply mean

G a b o o n
new lease of life to fraud, and it would be

P°stiin to religion. We can ill afford to give im-
o ---- "  '  The fight for free-re or religion any advantage.. "'without the

dam, liberty, and justice is hard we wish
additional handicap of the loss o ri we must
to maintain the progress we have «1 -Ridicule
not permit a valuable aid to be taken froiIS a Ai~

a dire necessity, and, though its stings may ra,rie 
?°Ple to suffer at times, were it not there to war with 

le evils that beset us everywhere we turn, the world 
"■ ouId, jn en(ĵ  sllger much more intensely.

T om B i.ake .

A  Com m on Story.

. noting the birth of a new comet, the clash of em- 
cWn’ the death of Kings and Emperors, the making o 

f hes from wood, the change in colour of lipstick, an 
' »ousand other phenomena that scarcely equal the im- 
£ ta"ee of a shower of rain, I have been attracted 
'¿lost imperceptibly to chronicle the part of a woman s 

presented itself to me. There is no moral to be 
!Wn Ir°m the picture that I sketch; the colours are 

s,„y: .but in places there are gleams of eternal human 
■in l,uuc that nature gives to life irrespective of rank
n what 6
c°inpfi,.v foolishly known as the social order. In the 
' 'T  of lif€ •
W._. hu»nble

. -v-Uy of 1*r . J www.v** ~~ •
*tom 1.. . _ e Jt would sometimes seem that a demand

to:
eaven folk would shake the foundations of
■ni.sijj nn<̂  even dislocate the necks of angels with as- 

• lenf- Humble folk possess certain qualities of' îmals h
this as ’ do not make hasty conclusions on reading 
'viff hr C, on' Ewes when separated from their lambs 
them V  idlrough fences and hedges to get back to 
Up find them in the dark. A cow will bring
hen jj °r s’x successive calves not her own. An old 
c°ckCr , 10 farm-yard will strut between two fighting 
about t;S an<̂  ffive one a peck and send them both off 
he obs'10 business of growing up. These incidents can 
demai1(iirved without looking for them. Humble folk 
Poke t nothing. They simply travel the earth and
and N “'; slnouldering fires of Providence. The high

nere
Si

y would give their ears for information of 
ae  ̂lese fires could be found.

Pilots , 1 j an °ld woman on whose hands were hard 
W  ade by scrubbing floors, cleaning brass taps, 
Water  ̂ C l° mangle, and carrying numberless buckets of 
1’ears 0'b COu,itless stairs. She would be about sixty 
Stiff c„ ,aRe> but her eyes were bright and her cheeks 
Were ',.ricd the bloom of health. Curious eyes they

S i  yseemed to be the eyes of a child who was
aes ^ 'd  nearly always they twinkled as though the 

D,

>>*;™ ". b»t as there is only stupidity behind most of

.  . . . .  . . . . .  ^  „ a
_ King place in front of them were perennially 

°f s0l eafness had almost cut her off from the world
resl,.

a diSadSe niade by human beings this was not altogether 
at>d eiifVâ tage. She had a husband who was too r 1'1 
a»t of , cd to work, a daughter, two sons who were
lobs 0fVOrb> and at sixty years of age she was doing odd 
riaq , farin g , in addition, one of her duties was to 

10 betting news to her husband, who displayed

much temper at her pronounciation of the horses’ names. 
With her usual cheerfulness she told a neighbour of a 
little win on the “  Grand Natural.”

Physical labour she had intimately known all her life, 
yet there was never heard a grumble at her lot. She 
was closely wedged in by a set of circumstances that 
made me wonder how she could hold the priceless secret 
of content, for happiness was not the word to describe 
her condition.

One day, a severe cold made her take to her bed, 
and pneumonia developed, but a sound and sturdy con
stitution prevented the worst from happening. A note 
from her, written in pencil, enables us to peep behind 
the veil of a personality :—

“ Dear Mrs ---- ,
Thank you so much for my money. I will never be 

out of debt, also for Primroses which always bring back 
to my mind happy days. I am feeling much better to
day. I am very thankful for hoping you will excuse 
the writing with my best respects, thanks,

Yours gratefully,”
In the old woman’s mind something had been gently 

stirred by the sight and fragrance of a few flowers. 
Neither Time nor this narration will te ll; but the seren
ity in her eyes was the gift of some compassionate God 
who had remembered woman. Her illness kept her 
away from work, and door-knobs, taps, windows, and 
linoleum took a vacation. Another letter came, the sig
nificant part may be seen in the phrase “  if you will 
have me.”  I suppose, in my limited knowledge of the 
subject, that it is a near neighbour to the meek in
heriting the earth :—

“ Dear Mrs. ----
I was ever so sorry you was out this morning. I 

have missed you three times. It was nearly eleven 
o’clock when I got back from the doctor, he said he 
did not think anything very serious, only what the 
medicine would clear off. I hope to see you Tuesday, 
if you will have me, trusting you are all well with many 
thanks for all past kindness,

Yours faithfully,”
My last news of her was that she fractured her wrist 

during her endless hours of cleaning; she had gone home 
after the accident and prepared the tea for her daughter 
and two sons.

It would seem in looking over the above review that 
there is nothing dramatic, nothing vitally interesting, 
perhaps nothing even worth the record. The sentient 
world has no appetite for such jog-trot stuff. “  Let us 
have,”  we can hear it bawling, “  some high chronicle 
of court life, some great story of intrigue between kings, 
some throbbing tale of the private life of a famous film 
actress.”  The world can have it, and so much more re
mote from normal life it moves until it becomes a strip 
of film itself.

T have recorded a living woman’s epitaph, im
perfectly perhaps, and as roughly as the cave-man 
scrawled on the wall of his under-ground dwelling. But 
this is not the first or last word on woman. If we 
cease to think of woman without something beyond 
reverence— for this is a poor word, then the closing of the 
book of life begins. But my intimate knowledge of an 
unrecognized heroine tells me that her life can be multi
plied by thousands, and in that lies our hope.

C.de-B.

THE BELLS OF HEAVEN.

“ ’Twould ring the bells of Heaven 
The wildest peal for years,
If Parson lost his senses 
And people came to theirs,
And lie and they together,
Knelt down with angry prayers 
For tamed and shabby tigers,
And dancing dogs and bears,
And wretched, blind pit ponies,
And little hunted hares.”

(From Poems by Ralph Hodgson.)
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Correspondence.
To the E ditor op the “  F reethinker.”

PRESS AND ELECTION ACTIVITY.
S ir ,— By  a happy coincidence Mr. Victor Morris’s 

paper, with its excellent reference to the use to be made 
of local newspapers, appears in the same issue as Mr. 
G. F. Green’s report of the activities of Freethinkers at 
Dulwich by-election. Both newspapers and elections—  
especially by-elections— are likely fields for Freethinkers 
to cultivate. May I, as one who has had some experi
ence in both, congratulate Mr. Morris and Mr. Green on 
their respective efforts, and add a word as to how best 
others can follow their example.

Local papers, and indeed all newspapers, are simply 
flooded with propaganda “  dope,” much of it mere ad
vertising disguised as “  news ”  or controversy. The 
average editor has neither time, nor inclination, and 
in any case there is rarely space, for this kind of thing. 
But a short, relevant, and accurate description of a local 
event or meeting, or a letter on some matter of local in
terest, similarly framed will, in most reputable journals, 
be used, and in many cases be welcomed.

The great thing from the Editor’s point of view is 
brevity— the last thing, it is to be feared, in which en
thusiasts specialize, whether Freethinkers or Christians. 
It is also important that such letters should effuse light 
rather than heat.

“  Outside organizations,” as they are called in politi
cal quarters, cannot legally officially take part in by- 
elections, and if a friendly candidate accepted aid in the 
form of leaflets issued on his behalf by such an organiza
tion or its helpers he would have to return its cost in 
his election expenses. Thus, it will be seen that the 
line taken by Mr. Green and those who helped him is 
much the best, viz., distribution of literature which is 
not identified with a candidate, and questions at meet
ings, or by letter to all candidates. I agree with both 
our friends that there is great scope in these directions.

A lbert C. W hite .

S U N D A Y  L E C T U R E  N O T I C E S ,  E tCl

LONDON,

OUTDOOR.
iLa

Bethnal G reen Branch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, near
Bandstand) : 3.15, Mr. H. S. Wishart.

F ulham and Chelsea Branch N.S.S. (comer of Shorro 
Road, North End Road) : 7.30, Saturday, July 2, ®esi 
Barnes, Tuson and Brvant. Freethinkers on sale.

North L ondon Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, H* jj 
stead) : 11.30, Sunday, July 3, Mr. C. Tuson. South 
Park, Hampstead, 8.0, Monday, July 4, A Debate betw 
Rev. J. Chalmers Lyon and Mr. L- Ebury. Sub]ea 
" Christianity or Secularism. Which is the better 1 
sophy of Life.” Leighton Road, Kentish Town, 8.0, 1 1 
day, July 7. Mr. L. Ebury. ,0|

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park) : v  ̂
Sunday, July 3, Mr. C. Tuson. Wednesday, July 6- .
Pond, Clapham Old Town, 8.0, Mr. L. Ebury. Friday,
8, Wren Road, Camberwell Green, 8.0, Mrs. E. Grout. .

West Ham Branch.— Outing to Kew Gardens. ^et 
9.30 a.m., from Bow Road Underground. Cheap daŷ 1 ^  
is. return. Lunch to be carried, tea arranged at the , 
and Crown,” Kew Green for 4 p.m. All Freethinkers 
friends cordially invited. ,aVl

W est L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : Wedneso  ̂
June 29, at 7.30, Messrs. Tuson and Wood. Thursday, J 
30, at 7.30, Mr. E. C. Saphin. Friday, July 1, at 'jjr, 
Messrs. Bryant and Le Maine. Sunday, July 3, at r2-0’ ' 0<f 
B. A. Le Maine. 3.30, Platform No. 1, Messrs. Bryan 
Wood; Platform No. 2, Messrs. B. A. Le Maine and ‘■v ^  
6.30, Platform No. 1, Messrs. Wood, Tuson and Bryant, 
for No. 2, Messrs. Hyatt and Saphin. teaJ

Woolwich Branch N.S.S. (“  The Ship,” pluir,®ford 
Common) : 7.45, Friday, July 1, Mr. S. Burke. (Bere!< ¡]i 
Square, Woolwich) : 7.45, Sunday, July 3, Mr. S. Burke 
speak.

indoor.
, pi on

South P lace E thical Society (Conway Hall, Re ,,
Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, Professor J. C. Flugel, P.Sc." 
Psychology of Happiness.”

COUNTRY.

N ation a l Secular Society.

R eport of E xecutive M eeting held June 24, 1932.

The President, Mr. Chapman Cohen, in the chair.
Also present : Messrs. Quinton, Hornibrook, Rosetti 

(A. C.), Moss, Clifton, Wood, Le Maine, Silvester, 
Easterbrook, (W. J. W.), Ebtiry, Preece, McLaren, 
Sandys, Easterbrook (L.M.W.), Mrs. Quinton, Jun., Mrs. 
Venton, Miss Rough, and the Secretary.

Minutes of previous meeting read and accepted. The 
monthly Financial Statement presented. New members 
were admitted as follows : Swansea, Wembley, N. Lon
don, W. London Branches, and the Parent Society. 
Under correspondence, matters concerning Birmingham, 
Stockport, Birkenhead, Bloemfontein, N. London, and 
reports from Messrs. Whitehead, Brighton and Clayton, 
were noted and dealt with. The meeting re-affirmed the 
motion passed at the March meeting, that the President 
represents the N.S.S. in the Beeclicroft Settlement Case. 
The Secretary reported progress in enquiries concerning 
a Gramophone Record of a speech from the President. 
After some discussion, Mr. A. C. Rosetti was asked, and 
agreed to make further trade enquiries in co-operation 
with the Secretary. The President reported the wide 
distribution of the leaflet on The Rule of the Sabbatariat, 
and a large reprint was provisionally approved.

The meeting then closed.
R . H. R osetti,

General Secretary. .

OUTDOOR.

' C,a> T c la ^  Mr. J- „ jfr.J “V * J- n
8.0, Friday, July *

Mr. J-
T-

A ccrington : 8.0, Sunday, July 3, Mr. J 
Burnley Market : 3.15, Sunday, July 3 
ChESTER-LE-STREET (Bridge End)

J. T. Brighton.
Durham (Market Place) : 7.30, Tuesday, July 

Brighton. orivo
L iverpool (Merseyside) Branch N.S.S. (Queen s y, 

opposite Walton Baths): 8.0, Messrs. H. Little and J'  ̂
Shortt. Tuesday, July 5, Edge Hill Lamp, 8.0, MesarEvli

of rlcorner 01 - n
A. Tack.sJ- at

Outing
to

(for

Little and P. Sherwin. Thursday, July 7 
Park Street and Park Park, 8.0, Messrs. A. Jack 
Robinson and S. Wollen. Current Freethinkers on 
all meetings.

Merseyside F reethinkers.— Sunday, July 3 
Freshfield. Meet Exchange Station, Liverpool, 2-25 
2.35 train) or outside Freshfield Station about 3 p.m- . et) :

Newcastle-on-Tyne Branch N.S.S. (Bigg Mal 
7.30, Sunday, July 3, Mr. G. Whitehead. Also ^  
day, Wednesday, Thursday and I-'riday. Tuesday, > 1 
Market Place.

Read : 7.30, Friday, July 1, Mr. J. Clayton.
Seaham H arbour (Church Street) : 8.0, Saturday 

Mr. J. T. Brighton.
Sunderland (Lambton Street) : 7.0 

J. T. Brighton.
T odmorden : 8.0, Thursday, July 7

July

Sunday, July 3> 

Mr. J. Clayton.

UNWANTED CHILDRi^
. p 0

In  a C iv ilized  C om m unity th ere should v 
U N W A N T E D  Children.

Y OUNG married couple, scientific Atheists, recently 
arrived from New Zealand would welcome oppor

tunity to get into touch with fellow unbelievers of either 
sex (age 25-35) interested in discussing books and questions 
of the day, living in Lewisham, Catford, Crofton Park, 
Forest Hill or Nunhead area. Reply to G.C.,4 P ioneer 
Press, 61 Farriugdon Street, London, E.C. 4.

C0U'
For an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of

trol Requisites and Books, send a ijd . stamp t0 1

J. R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Be'ks’
ESTABLISHED NEARLY HALF A CENTURY*
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THREE SHILLINGS & SIXPENCE
Postage 2d.

Thk Pioneer PrksS, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4,

CHrî
W . M ANN

•I1RISTIA. ,
i?0t)HRN v ! 1Y m  CHINA. 6d., postage id.
■Ag.^ materialism. Taper is. 6d., postage 2d.

Christian morality. 2d., postage y2d.
'Hi Rĵ j t HE SOUL. 3d., postage id.

‘ ' °I0N of FAMOUS MEN. id., postage yd.

Liu G E R A L D  M A S S E Y
fid., r^i°RlCAE JESUS AND MYTHICAL CHRIST,

id.

Till,;
Hobrs

A C A D E M Y  CIN EM A, Oxford Street
(o p p o s it e  w a r in g  &  g il l o w s). Ger. 2981.

-----.  ..—
Commencing Sunday, July 3rd.

P iei, JUTZl’S

“  MUTTER KRAUSEN.”
Sociological Drama of Berlin.

10th Week.
“  MADCHEN IN UNIFORM.”

A. M IL L A R
S OF PAN. 6d., postage id.

g e c

ageC5 RlST ;
H;scs c GEORGE W H IT E H E A D

2^/ST : Man. GOD, OR MYTH? Cloth, 3s., post-
------ -

^TiGjQv. 1IIS GODS. 2d., postage yd  
H ip,vLANd  PSYCHO-ANALYSIS—1 UN a Mr. __ /■ j   r-m
RlîtlOio»i “  ri>i  l u o a n  t s u  i  oro— 
G0oi ¡Y  and Women. 6d., postage id. 

'iV’n-s and Men. od., postage id.Tlih8* tNn'Vj,n'S and Men. gd„ postage id.
H Casw si,igion. gd., postage id.

AGaINST THEISM. Cloth Bound, as. 6d., 
2Kd.; Paper 1», 3d., postage

CAMBRIDGE CINEMA.
The most Luxurious Cinema in London. 
(Cambridge Circus). Temple Bar 6056.

Sunday, July 3
Premier E kk ’s Russian Sound Film.

“ THE ROAD TO LIFE."
(Russian Dialogue with English Explanatory Titles.) 

Continuous Performance 2-11. Sundays 6-11. 

Prices is, 6d. to 8s. 6d. 500 Seats at is . 6d,
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THE

“ Freethinker”  Endowment Trust
!
| A Great Scheme (or a Great Purpose

| T he Freethinker Endowment Trust was registered on
¡ the 25th of August, 1925, its object being to raise u 

sum of not less than ¿8,000, which, by investment,
! would yield sufficient to cover the estimated annual 

loss incurred in the maintenance of the Freethinker.
( The Trust is controlled and administered by five 

Trustees, of which number the Editor of the Free-

i thinker is one in virtue of his office. By the terms 
of the Trust Deed the Trustees are prohibited from

¡ deriving anything from the Trust in the shape of 
profit, emoluments, or payment, and in the event of

I the Freethinker at any time, in the opinion of the 
Trustees, rendering the Fund unnecessary, it may be

I brought to an end, and the capital sum handed over 
to the National Secular Society.

i The Trustees set themselves the task of raising a 
minimum sum of ¿8,000. This was accomplished by
( the end of December, 1927. At the suggestion of 

some of the largest subscribers, it has since been re
solved to increase the Trust to a round ¿10,000, and 
there is every hope of this being done within a reason
ably short time.

The Trust may be benefited by donations of cash, 
or shares already held, or by bequests. All contri
butions will be acknowledged in the columns of this 
journal, and may be sent to either the Editor, or to 
the Secretary of the Trust, Mr. H. Jessop, Hollyshaw, 
Whitkirk, Nr. Deeds. Any further information con
cerning the Trust will be supplied on application.

There is no need to say more about the Freethinker 
itself, than that its invaluable service to the Free- 
thought Cause is recognized and acknowledged by all. 
It is the mouthpiece of militant Freethought in this 
country, and places its columns, without charge, at 
the service of the Movement.

The address of the Freethinker Endowment Trust 
is 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.
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FOOTSTEPS of the PAST i
— By —

J. M. Wheeler
With a Biographical Note by VICTOR B. NEUBURO

JosErH Mazzini W heeler was not merely a popular- 1 
izer of scientific studies of religion, he was a real * 
pioneer in the field of anthropology. His present j 
work is rich in ascertained facts, but richer still in i 
suggestions as to future lines of research. It is a book f 
that should be in the hands of all speakers and of 

students of the natural history of religion.

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

The Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.

| Materialism Re-stated i
i 
i 
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......................._____..................._  !
T he Pioneer Prims, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. j

By CHAPMAN COHEN.
A clear and concise statement of one of the most 
important issues in the history of science and 

philosophy.
Cloth Bound, price 2/6. Postage 2jld.
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A RECORD OF ESTABLISHED RELIGION. 
IN ENGLAND.

A l a n  H c s n d ^ a c r e
i i í  'i  i]

j Official Facts about Church Revenu63 
: History - - Argument - - Statistics, j

The case for Disestablishment and Diseiid0'  ̂
nient from the secular and financial P°"

of view.

C loth 2s. 6d. 
P ap er Is. 6d.

P ostage 3d. 
P ostage 2d.

Issued for the Secular Society, Limited, by  ̂  ̂4. j
i  Pioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, London,

* ---------------------------------------------------------

l OPINIONS

Ì I
• Random Reflections and Wayside Sayi°Ss

BYi

l i* “

i

CHAPMAN COHEN
( (With Portrait of Author)

l Cloth G i l t .......................................
|  Superior Edition bound in Full Calf
|  P ostage 3d. _____

T he Pioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C-*

39.

59.
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l JU S T  ISSU E D .

! THE NATURAL ORIGIN OF THE 
SUPERNATURAL.
By E C. SAPHIN.

WITH ILLUSTRATIONS*
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Î Price 6d. Postage
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The Foundations of Religion

4

*

i
i
i
!
, _____________________ i - j .
I  T he Pioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. j  |  T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farririgdon Street,
4
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CHAPMAN
Paper

COHEN.
Ninepence

Postage id.

I SP E C IA L  O FFE R . j

i Essays in FreethinkiP^j
1
i

By C H A P M A N  C O H E N .
The Three Volumes Complete of “ Essays > 

Freethinkjng ” will be sent post free for

7 s . 6 d .

Printed and Published by T he Pioneer P ress, (G. W. Fooie and Co., L td.), 61 Farringdon Street, London


