
SCIENCE AND INTOLERANCE

^  FO U N D ED  -1881
W)tTED-Ry CHAMAN - COHEN EDITORT88M915-G-W-FQOTE
jm .. m .- M o  ja S unday, A ugust  7, 1932 P r ic e  T hreepence

p r in c ip a l  c o n ten ts .
■Sci,
D0,1 CC and intolerance.-  
u°gnias
M a Z l r  the Dog-days.-
CrUi7  CeS °f Freeth°™

-The Editor 
-Mimnermus

_ S'reethought.— IT. Cutner
Hol'is,‘Snt “nd Ule Bible- ~ ]V- Craik 
'n,. I /le New Compromise.—G. H. Taylor 
u l? .lUrch the Inn-

°"ti‘ts the
-Alati Handsacre

Malii ' B B‘ st,0P of Antioch.—C. Clayton Dove 
Cash a Facliet of God.— Edward Orleans 

and Candles.— "  Montreal Daily Star "  -

dcid Drops, To Correspondents, Sugar Plums, 
Letters to the Editor, etc.

Page
- 497
- 499
- 500
- 501
- 5°i
- 506
- 507
- 509
- 509

Views and Opinions.

I R aQd Intolerance.
letter other day from Mr. Arnold Lunn
a s. ,lnI°rming me that he is collecting material for 
a?ifj  ̂ °I the conflict between science and scientists, 
W0u]Hlat he would be grateful if Freethinker readers 
aPpe- JSŝst him in his task.* That, on the face of it, 
Jjr Llrs to be quite a good aim in writing a book.

• Cunn says :—
j he great publicity bestowed on the Galileo case 
as sci'ved to distract attention from those humbler 
aityrs of science who in every age and every clime 

o'ave endured boycott and persecution at the hands 
organiZC(j scientific opinion. It would seem 

;ls if the secret forces of scientific obscurantism 
11 cr>tionally focussed indignation on the misdeeds of 

j e Roman Church in order to distract attention 
f°m their own subtle methods of suppressing truth.

ls) I am sure you will, agree, unseemly that in the 
■ -'feat temple of science Galileo alone should be 

h7n °110llred as a martyr to our faith.
'vh  ̂ * detest intolerance, whether in religion or else- 
Mi 1 * detest it more in science than in religion,
flier f *s *ts ProPer an(I abiding home. I should, 
hi- °re> welcome Mr. Lunn’s intended exposure of’’libelahsm in science wholeheartedly were it not forf * l x i - OV.1C11A.C w iiuruauai ---------------------------

that I am just a trifle suspicious that there is 
'n the proposed enquiry than meets the eye.

’hore

4  R
j Questione.

uy p ° _n°*: know, for example, what exactly is meant 
f.it^Hleo being alone honoured as a martyr to our 
S e*1' “ our faith”  means Frcethought in its widest 
a e then- it is not true. There are scores of other 
Senges that are so honoured. If it is Freethouglit in the 
t0 e °I anti-religious or heretical opinion as opposed 
agâ s^Iished religious opinion that is meant, then,

bien
even

it is not true. There are hundreds of brave 
atld women who have suffered at the hands of 

Eial'f ^kurch in Christendom who are honoured. 
8„ 1 eo’s name is used far more as a symbol than as a 

l" ’ary of the consequences of religious intolerance

Nr‘ Dunn's address is Endsleigh Gardens, W.C.i.

because he lived at a peculiarly critical time. He 
and Copernicus— whose work was not made public 
until death had removed him beyond the power of the 
Church— marked discoveries in the world of science 
that inaugurated the modern epoch and also the 
decisive disproof of the fundamental conceptions on 
which Christianity was based. It is true that, histori
cally, chief attention has been given to the misdeeds 
of the Roman Church, but this is because it is the 
symbol of all that has stood for the most complete in
tolerance of the Christian period. No other Churcli 
has had the same opportunity for intolerance and per
secution as the Roman Church, although I cheerfully 
admit that they have all persecuted to the exact 
limits of their opportunities. Intolerance and pro
found Christian belief, toleration and scepticism have 
gone hand in hand.

So, to be quite frank, I am not sure that when Mr. 
Lunn says that the “  secret forces of scientific obscur
antism (has) intentionally focussed indignation on the 
misdeeds of the Roman Church,”  whether we might 
not read that it now is the intention of “  the secret 
forces of the Christian Church to divert attention from 
the misdeeds of itself by focussing attention on the in
tolerance of certain scientists.”  I wish Mr. Lunn 
every success in exposing intolerance and the sup
pression of truth wherever it may be found, whether 
in Church or out of Church. But I must confess my 
ignorance to the extent that I am not acquainted with’ 
the name of Mr. Lunn as one who has fought for free
dom of thought wherever it has been attacked and 
without regard to the topic that was being banned. On 
that point I am open to correction. But in any case I 
hope that Mr. Lunn will be awake to the danger of 
his, no doubt, valuable and impartial researches being 
turned to the benefit of the Roman Catholic Church’ 
and other religious centres of intolerance.

* * *
A H elping Hand.

Mr. Lunn says “  I feel sure that I can count on 
your collaboration to assist in doing honour to all 
victims of obscurantism.”  I heartily thank him for 
the compliment, and by way of helpful acknowledge
ment, and, so that he may not even accidentally create 
a prejudice in the minds of his readers when his book 
is issued, that there is nothing to choose between the 
obscurantism of certain scientists and that of the 
Christian Churches, I desire to stress certain import
ant considerations.

In the first place it is worthy of note that in many 
apologies for religion, and in all attempts to effect a 
reconciliation between religion and science, all apolo
gists stress the fact that the majority of scientific 
men are religious. Mr. Lunn will be well acquainted 
with this, and I fancy that in some of his own writings 
he has called attention to the same fact. He will also, 
I think, admit that in almost every case, if not in 
every case, the religion of these scientific men dates
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from: their earliest years. It is not a product of their 
science, it has persisted in spite of their scientific 
acquirements. The man of science, in the majority 
of cases, is thus subject to two influences. There is 
the religious, the earlier one, and there is the scien
tific impulse which is of necessity acquired in later 
life. It is, of course, granted that a scientist may be 
either liberal or intolerant, just as he may be either 
knock-kneed or bow-legged. But our duty, and Mr. 
Eunn’s duty is to discern to which impulse intoler
ance— religious or scientific— is due, just as we might 
have to determine whether bow legs are due to 
congenital influences or to simple lack of nutrition. 
Unless this is done Mr. Eunn’s book will consist of a 
mere catalogue of cases which will only serve to 
accentuate the common confusion between knowledge 
and understanding. The former may be the posses
sion of any man who is just above sheer stupidity; the 
latter is the quality of men of intelligence only.

*  *  *

Religion and Intolerance.
Now bearing these facts in mind it is plain that 

the impulse to intolerance or to obscurantism cannot 
come from science. Science does not start with a doc
trine, but with an aim and a method. Its aim is to 
establish a working knowledge of the world in which 
we live, its method is to take nothing for granted, to 
frame hypotheses that shall enable us to formulate 
this working knowledge, and to revise these hypo
theses whenever wider and better knowledge shall 
demand such revision. And finality in science is in
conceivable. Science does not say you must not ques
tion, it says you must never leave off questioning; 
and in our time we have seen theory after theory 
questioned by and rejected or modified by scientific 
men. Finally, there is nothing mysterious, or even 
“  mystical ”  about science. The scientist does not 
make his appearance with the mystic rod of the 
medieval necromancer, the spiritual communication 
of the ghost-liunting Spiritualist, or the fantastic 
pantomimic robes of an Archbishop. He comes be
fore the world as might Mr. Eunn or the editor of the 
Freethinker, he has no spiritual powers which only 
he can dispense, he does nothing which any plain man 
may not be able to do, and he says nothing which no 
plain man may not understand.

On the other hand Mr. Eunn will be quite well 
acquainted with a fact which he cannot fail to impress 
on the readers of his proposed book without running 
the risk of misleading them. It is that the im
pulse to iiitolerance and obscurantism has throughout 
the whole of human history come from the side of re
ligion. It is true that a religious man may be tolerant 
just as a man of science may be intolerant. But in 
the latter case he is “  sinning against the light ”  and 
breaking his own rules. In the former case the man 
has to fight against the teaching, the example, and 
the forces of his religious environment. Apart from 
the influence of religion there is no necessary impulse 
in life in favour of intolerance, because living is a 
matter of experimentation. People must find out 
how to live, and as there are often a number of choices 
to be made, the weighing of pros and cons necessarily 
follows. And from the most primitive times, where 
secular affairs are under discussion, this tendency to 
compare and exchange views is noticeable. But in 
religion exactly the opposite is to be seen. Where 
anything may occur because it depends upon the 
caprice of a god, the only safe thing to do is to get 
on good terms with him, the only dangerous thing is 
to displease him. The only thing that gets regular
ized in these circumstances is a technique of placation, 
just as a street bookmaker may evolve a technique of 
tipping a police official. But to question the god, to 
anger him, to countenance others displeasing him is ^

T11 rt • ,1C T̂aves*: ° f social dangers, 
relioin 11S VVai  dlere ls elaborated in connexion with 

?  a technique of intolerance and obscurantism, 
in ti,f Is n n Sea„rch for truth, the truth is already there 
4.1. ,lam a body of men who are in touch with 
trnp o S' PeopIe are not told to find out what is 
to n'ey arf  mereIy toId what to believe, and refusal 
but \C 1S leaviIy Punished, probably in this world, 

Cf ! am Iyin the next. Man’s most solemn
that r.n, °  1 1GVe ^ od> to praise God, and to see 
Tim err C.rS 0 nothing to offend him, or insult hint’

* r is to dMease ?*£
machine,- c ■ me,S 3 P^ffue spot in society. T' 
for ever  ̂ °  lntcderance and obscurantism is there 
ror everyone to see.

As ye Sow, so shall y e  Reap. ,
Now I hope that Mr. Eunn, and Mr. Lunn s 

readers will reflect upon the influence of this reĴ  jy 
impulse to intolerance continued through, sa>i _ 
the nineteen centuries of Christian history, hut a 
ally going back to the most primitive times. L ^  
ing ourselves to the Christian period wye may say  ̂
nearly a hundred generations have been brought1
a social environment where intolerance was the rule'

ay 1
Generation after geneu

religion, taught as a duty, and enforced by

v-hichpains and penalties.
there has been going on a species of selection  ̂
has weeded out the most independent, and bred 
the most mentally docile and the less critical. ba t 
greater part of this period religion has been in a 1 . 
unquestioned control, and has been able to mas  ̂
tolerance part of its openly avowed policy. Ant 
still in connexion with religion that intolerance 
most clearly manifested, and it is in the sphere 0 ^
ligion that least is said against its operation. I'"l l ia .
it must be borne in mind that it is from the sec

ailar

side of life that religion has been forced to act 
greater tolerance than it otherwise would have

with
tloHe-

the
There is no exception to the rule that so long aS 
religious power ruled the secular power intolera 
was the law. It is when the secular power ha* ‘ 
sumed control that the power of the Chns 
Churches to practise intolerance, and the persec11̂  
that naturally follows intolerance, have been curta 

I am quite sure that Mr. Eunn as a student 01 
tory and of .human nature will not expect all
even when they take up with scientific pursuits

thefmediately and completely to throw overboard el^ f 
their religion or the influence of religion. 'lh e 
of offending general public opinion will secure 
silence of some, the hypocrisy that has, thanks td 
ligious influence become part of our social enVl |̂,e 
ment, will secure an outward conformity.  ̂
mental habits which have been engendered by 1 
centuries of religion will exert tlieir power.

•lio"''
in-

tolerant cast of mind will find expression some1 
It is true that the scientist will not publicly count 
tolerance a virtue, as does the religionist. He vvn 
peat the rules of science in favour of open-minded 
and the duty of continuously revising accepted 
liefs, but it should cause no surprise that with nu 
the old religious poison still infects their coim1 
And it should be said in favour of science that i t 1 
at least provide a method by means of which if c 4Religion can never do this all<

tue5
rects its own errors.
never lias done this. Its vices are its own, its vir 
come from the ouside. t(,

I trust that Mr. Eunn will appreciate my efloi* 
collaborate with’ him in paying homage to all vicu ^
of intolerance. And if he cares to take this essay ‘ 
a kind of prologue to his work he has my full pern115.

It is only when we understand the causation 
a disease that we can hope to eradicate it.

Chapman CoHEN-
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dogmas in the Dog-days.

. j  1 t? it 1  true thing ? "Is it honest in deed and word? jfcg It.”
Shakespeare, “ As You ^

John P. Robinson, he ^  „
“ Sez they didn’t  know everything ĵ ozvell.

Fwueness in politics is a very useofJ’\ )̂ r°gecornered 
Politicians who have no intention o f.uangelists 
forwards by irate constituents. Lately, . many 
have tahen to imitating the politicians, ^ ster atKi 
fe s , have “  out-Heroded Herod. rejigion, the
‘°ggier the picture they produce of innocent and 
«'ore likely it is to attract the more tbing f0r 
"derate of the population. There is s nybody 
v«ybody, and nothing that need exclude 

1)Ut a hard-boiled Freethinker.

1 once read a novel, by a lady author, m \  . , , 
f fe  left her w r — - ’  'toS'ttinr

___ , “
her husband for ever because she objected 

(,i, ‘aS opposite a bald-headed man at the breakfast 
jje ?’ Christian believers have faced the same bald- 

Ced arguments for two thousand years, and seenn rv.— • ■
ifongruUy, evoked no hostility. Here, for ex- 

' „ X  is Mr. Geoffrey Gilbey unburdening himself 
, Communism or Christ ?”  in the London Daily hx-  
¿ Ss (J«ly rg), and, tapping his typewriter, inditing 
fliĉ t  awful imaginative rubbish that was ever 111 

upon the unsuspecting readers of a great 
fPaper. Had this rubbish been committed ton|anrwj 

Warded- twenty centuries ago it would have been
rePeat~T aS Ly^erical but scarcely novel, but being 

0(, for tlie umpteen millioneth time, it can serveto Useful 
c

_ 'latl Usually shy. 
A bis ‘

the ¿0 "i purP°se except to fill newspaper space in 
niore < ays, when news is scarce, and advertisers

Pieee*?, ,1S t ê way Mr. Gilbey “  speaks his little 

Tl
ine |e thinking world at the present time seems to 
the ° *lc divided into two classes—those who say 
those'!!? f°r the Prescnt world is Communism, and 

y  w’i° know that the cure is Christianity.

tihd' Perceive that Brother Gilbey has a one-track 
Po°r ’ anf  Probably, because of this, he divides the 
Lis o\v r  ̂ 'n*-° two classes, like the railway officials. 
'Try  ̂beliefs arc first-class and other peoples’ ideas
? ,k ^ ™ 1 - ra,e. Which proceeding, by the way," 
t in » ,,-  P001- world a very mad place; for if the 

f e t  of'? tvorld”  is so sub-divided, the mental dis- 
. 0kever 'e Untbinking herd must beggar description, 
"tg to et Us listen once more to the Gospel accord-

k îlbev- 
It * J

day sUrely becoming more and more obvious every 
Wof], at the only hope of peace and good will in the 
\vorfc' ls ' u the teaching of Jesus Christ. This we 
P'ie] . °hl after the war in a declaration signed by 
^enc f rshals Haig, Robertson and Plumer, and 

Fh' r ' S ^ orne an(t Robertson.
your'f Very distressing. “  Call you this backing 

Iftitmi riends,”  said Jack Falstaff. To bolster the 
bile >> f s With bayonets, to ginger up the ‘ ‘Golden 
S(-'fcrt)s y an appeal to generals and field-marshals, 
h’Oflc 0c° ')e> what the State Prayer Book calls “  a 
1'°n be,.». R’!,:>crcrogatioii. ’ ’ Had this devout declara-
. uy m e u u u n m a iy  g e n e r a l 000111,

Or q . bat beau-sabreur known as “ Woodbine W illie,”
ap e 'pŝ  Smith, one might have pardoned it as being
he n "arT le  of business zeal, but as it is it appears to
o ,l,‘G effects of shell-shock acting on a Public School mtiom

hraoSpLc the advice of the eminent “  brass hats, 
W0ri ' tr Gilbey knows what is wrong with the old 

He knows, and he does not hesitate to name

the cause of tlie trouble T Silence, once more, for Mr. 
Gilbey : —

If we were asked the question, “  who is responsible 
for the world’s trouble?”  We should talk about 
modern conditions, after effects of the war, and short
age of money. The correct answer is, “  I myself am 
responsible.”

That hit me hard. I am an invalid, yet I am re
sponsible for Germans murdering each other in 
Pomerania; for homicidal mania existing between 
Chinese and Japanese. I have little money, yet I am 
responsible for the feverish activity of the “  bulls ”  
and “  bears ”  on the Stock Exchanges of the World. 
I live in a very modest apartment in a very modest 
road, but I am responsible for the housing shortage of 
this country, Mr. Gilbey does me too much honour. 
I pardon him; he is more in need of a doctor than I 
am. He has my sympathy.

Mr. Gilbey has more than a touch of the sensitive
ness of the lady in the novel, who objected to eating 
bacon opposite the same man for a whole lifetime. 
But, being resourceful, he has a very useful remedy. 
Why not let the partner wear a disguise, such as a 
carroty wig, or a flowing beard, or a Kaiser Bill 
moustache, and vary it from time to time. Mr. Gil
bey realizes that the Christian Religion is ascetic, 
greenery-yellowry, and Oriental, and, maybe, likely 
to shock a robust young Briton. The British ideal 
may be brawn and not brains, but blue-blanketed, 
emancipated saints with haloes are not popular. 
Hence Brother Gilbey shows his smartness by claim
ing the founder of the Christian Religion as “  an ideal 
sportsman,”  and, warming to his subject, asserting 
that Christ was no “  killjoy,”  but was “  the greatest 
creator of joy the world has ever known.”  After 
this outburst, one half expects Brother Gilbey to 
claim the “  twelve disciples ”  as the first cricket 
club, with Judas Iscariot as scorekeeper, and Satan as 
umpire.

Being an evangelist, speaking “  with acceptance ”  
at Brotherhood meetings throughout the country. 
Mr. Gilbey is singularly innocent of Christian teach
ing. To hear him chortle about “  joy ”  in this 
fashion might almost persuade the younger members 
of his audiences that the first Salvation Army was a 
nigger minstrel troupe, instead of a band of under
takers chanting: “  Aint it grand to be blooming well 
dead.”

Historic Christianity for two thousand years teaches 
the fall of mankind, and threatens eternal damnation 
for finite offences. There’s not much sportsmanship, 
ideal or otherwise, in this programme. Nor is there 
much joy in it. The symbol of the Christian Re
ligion is a dead man nailed to two pieces of wood, and 
countless thousands of representations of this horror 
are scattered over Christendom. Mr. Gilbey knows 
this, but why does he talk as if the symbol of Ortho
doxy was Saint Valentine playing a banjo?

The mentality revealed in the topsy-turvy theology 
of Brother Gilbey is one with which people are already 
familiar with in other spheres. Messrs. Baldwin, 
Lansbury, and Samuel preach with extreme unction 
in the House of Commons, and tame Labour leaders 
talk boisterous bunkum at Brotherhood meetings. 
When this trash is obtruded in a great newspaper it is 
time to take notice, for it challenges the verdict of the 
more serious reading public.

Is it not playing it a little low down for a great 
newspaper editor to take advantage of his readers in 
this manner, even in the dog days? When the Educa
tion Act has run another half century, the readers 
of newspapers, perhaps, will cease to hunger for saw
dust, and will show a preference for the bread of
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knowledge. So desperate is the dilemma that almost 
is one persuaded that British journalism has declined 
upon a future of hypocrisy and vulgarity for allying 
itself to circulation instead of civilization. As for 
Mr. Gilbey himself, he might do worse than imitate 
the lady in the novel and run home to mother— and 
stay there.

M im n e r m u s .

Masterpieces of Freethought.

X III.

B ibee M y t h s .

By T. W. Doane.

II.

T he method used by Doane in dealing with a Bible 
myth is splendidly exemplified in the very first chap
ter of his book, which deals with the creation and 
fall of man. After giving the story as narrated in the 
Bible, Doane takes you step by step and shows its 
legendary and allegorical meaning. He shows how 
there are “  two different and contradictory accounts 
of the creation,”  and copiously quotes Bishop Colenso 
from the Christian side and Dr. Kalisch from the 
Jewish side, who both admit the narratives are con
tradictory. Deane then show's how' the six days of 
creation tally with the similar story given in the Zend- 
Avesta the sacred book of the Parsees and the crea
tion of man given in the Bundehesh. He quotes a 
host of famous commentators of the Genesis stories, 
such as Dr. Delitzsch, Von Bohlen, George Smith, 
Renan, Rev. M. Faber, Montfaucon, Ferguson and 
others, together with those travellers who found some
thing like the same myth among the Tahitians, the 
ancient Scandinavians, the Mexicans and in Madagas
car, etc.

In case there are Christians who declare their faith 
does not depend on the Creation story, Doane quotes 
a number of eminent churchmen who categorically 
declare it does; finally giving the following gem from 
the orthodox Prof. Thomas Mitchell, the author of 
Cogmogony. “  If the account of Creation in Genesis 
falls, Christ and the Apostles follow. If the Book of 
Genesis is erroneous, so also are the Gospels.”  Apart 
from taking his stand on Faith and Faith alone, the 
average Christian would be almost ready to cry if he 
were to try to answer this chapter of Doane’s devas
tating work.

He deals with the Deluge in much the same way—  
although most Christians would far more readily give 
up the Flood than the Creation; but quite a great deal 
has been discovered about the Exodus of the Israelites 
from Egypt since Doane wrote. He quotes Volney, 
Goldziher and Dunlap to the effect that it is not im
probable that the Hebrews were really in Egypt as 
they claim, but that they elaborated the story. There 
is very little evidence adduced nowadays to show that 
they were, though in fairness it must be admitted that 
the Egyptian portions of the Book of Genesis are un
doubtedly packed with Egyptian ideas and knowledge 
of Egyptian customs.

Doane’s analysis of the exploits of Samson is also 
acute, and he shows the sources of the various stories 
and how similar they are to those related of Hercules. 
Goldziher admits that “  the most complete and 
rounded off solar myth extant in Hebrew is that of 
Samson, a cycle of mythical conceptions fully com
parable with the Greek myth of Hercules.”  But 
Doane calls to his aid a large number of other authori-

ties also and their confirmation of Goldziher b  ̂
the myth of Samson once for all. So again s ior ^  
is made of the myth of Jonah and remarkable ar 
analogies in Paganism of this particular story.

Doane deals with many other Old Testament ®y 
but the larger part of his book discusses t e 
Testament to which I will now follow him.  ̂

Just as the Christian religion requires such a s ^ 
as the Fall of Man— for without such a st0̂ ’ ^  
Saviour would be necessary— so, in common w ^ 
religions of Pagan antiquity, the Saviour s 1011 ^  
a virgin-born deity. Christianity could never 
prospered on the biography of a mere man; n°  ̂
derful morals or ethics alone could have been fl 
to appeal to the “  people ” — and by people ^  
the intellectual as well as the ordinary tyP®̂  afl(]

ir sfldi«1spkn<
of

Son of God was forced to have a miraculous 1 
Doane’s chapter on the coming of Jesus is a 
summary from many authorities on the qneS is" 
“  Immaculate conceptions and celestial c eS„ joIh, 
The stories of Chrishna, Buddha, the Siamese ^(ef| 
the Chinese Fo-hi and Eao-tsze, Horus, Ra, Z°r0̂ (j a 
Bacchus, Perseus, not even excluding Plato> ^  
large number of other famous people are al V ^  
under review, and they are shown to be e»1 ^
victims of miraculous births from virgins, or 
who claimed virginity, or they are the sons 
in much the same way as Christ Jesus. Then ( ^  
deals with the marvellous “  Star of BethlehenE 
shows how many other people, human and 
had similar stars; and the reader should be &  ̂ ¡f 
to the author fo r. having collected such I1SC ^  jt 
curious and out-of-the-way information. ^
would surprise even well-read Freethinkers to » j,y 
number of other gods whose births were célébra Mj 
songs from heavenly hosts, and who were reC. 
by Magi or similar intellectuals and given b"

ofpresents of honey or myrrh.
'bird1Doane also fully deals with the place of . e to 

the heavenly children, and it is most instruc j 
see how bewildered the Gospel writers must hav®  ̂
to settle whether, in the case of Jesus, it shorn" ^  
a house or a cave or a stable or an inn, as a" $  
were used by the other saviours. So also y 0j 
shown how necessary it was to make the savi°  ̂
royal descent as almost all the Pagan deitieS 
kings (as well as gods) for their ancestors; fl'! 
have pointed out for us the extreme Per1,5 fyt 
heavenly babies all ran from jealous kings 
case of Jesus, from Herod; in the case of Cl"
from Hansa and so on.

The famous Temptation of Jesus Christ is also Pĵ , 
leled in other religions; the devil seems t0 ^¿i 
tempted quite a large number of other gods Jfl jgo 
novicate days. Quite a number of tlicin; ^  
were “  crucified,”  that is “  hanged on a tree, ct 
Jesus, or put to death in some other way. ff'hc 
manner doesn’t matter very much, as almost all ,)( 
deities died to save people. The sufferings and ^

10
to S»for example, of Osiris were just as real 

Egyptians as the agony of Jesus on the Cross ig ey 
many Christians, and Doane gives details anc «
amples from very many pagan gods. A*,

ton11;si>chapter for reference this particular one would aStf0,iiC 
even well read Freethinkers if they had not j 
across the accounts themselves in other works. byi 
Jesus “  descended into Hell,”  and Doane shows ^ 
Zoroaster, Osiris, Horus,, Adonis, Bacchus, HerC U 
Mercury Baldur, and Quetzalcoatle all deSCe  ̂
into Hell. Quite a number of them also “  rose ,jy 
the dead,”  and the resurrection of Jesus is car® 1.. 
compared with the other deities who had similar ( 
And it should be remembered that always, F j 
gives chapter and verse for his statements, je. 
failing to quote orthodox writers wherever p°sSl
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«

' example heLC‘ - quotes Dr. Parkhurst’s Hebrew
For

exicon

asInf'U<V Uysdf ob% ed to refer to Tammuz, as well 
idol 12 v ' eek an<̂  Roman Hercules, to that class of 
CrninJ were originally designed to represent the 

Saviour (Christ Jesus), the desire of all 
■ His other name, Adonis, is almost the veryRations.

Christ" W°rd ' ,0 u r Lord- a well-known title of

and secms (comments Doane) that the ingenious
uiost learned orthodox Dr. Parkhurst was ob-

%cd to consider Adonis a type of the 
Saviour. This is a very favourite way for C . 'Q 
divines to express themselves when pus oc ’
by the striking resemblance between Christ
Virgin-born crucified and resurrected g s >Jesus.

Ti
comî '1 aRa'n’ Jesus is not the only God whose second 
a numb WaS expecte(i> and Doane gives particulars of 
this valer otllers who are or were expected back to
acles_tears> And we must not forget the mir-
Which V’ ly> Pai?an history teems with miracles, all of 
miraci ^  Voucbed for with quite as much truth as the 
as qJ f  Jesus. In fact Prof. Max Muller says— 
With • Doane— “  The Buddhist legends teem

ĵqjra lracks attributed to Buddha and his disciples 
the ni-C 6S in wonderfulness certainly surpass
sh°mcjlrades °f any other religion.”  Which is as it 
fells’* ^  would be ridiculous to imagine that 
tory 
and

s miracles were the only genuine ones when his-
records so many other deities equally as popular- hi equnii -----J ----j -----

tfei'ght 1  ̂ aS accomPiisbeci- Any would-be Free 
acles wcturer could give a dozen lectures on mir- 
referh f  d'^erent and all intensely interesting, by 
is h J? to this one chapter on miracles alone, so full 
Chapte detaiIs and authorities. Doane adds two 
°n jt S’ 0ne on Jesus and Buddha compared, and one 
sion i V Uld Christina compared, a marvel of compres- 
ab]e . research. Here again a lecturer would be 
the ijj? lllstruct and entertain his hearers by using
Cap , ?rtnation so carefully gathered by the Ameri- 

wnter.

thip„e lord’s Supper, Doane shows, is also no new 
Moth;rnor baptism, nor the worship of the Virgin 
Proof j fe'feed, if the reader wants accumulated 

f̂eyea ,dle fact that the worship of the “  Queen of 
lopg h f tke “  Mother of God,”  etc., was universal 
Onfy 0 °ce Christians have insisted that Mary is the 
to thp. nu‘nc one, he will find it in the chapter devotedJi Here we get the details of Isis,P o t i o n
aPtl an ,.tnus> Maya, Devarki, Mo-tsoo-po, Mylitta, 

them 16 0tker iadies who have had the honour paid 
Tayl0r, ■ And, incidentally, I can add that Robert 
Confirti s explanation of the myth of Mary receives full 
J'lieq !ation from the authorities quoted by Doane. 
*hich lere is the question of Christian symbols, about 
Pares books have been written. Doane com-
fes n with the symbols of other religions, and 

^difficulty in pr,
otIler c -^  Paganism.”  He shows also how many 
few s Were born on or about the 25th December, 

^ n i t y  ”  is as old as the hills, and how

. UO /d 'rr- v  ̂ —■ '  — ----- ---- 17
tiops r 1 ’ acuity in proving they are “  direct importa

■ he

the «

fega, ? kristian writers are forced to admit 
hiif'S,Tl' s really rampant in Christianity.

that

PossiK^by did Christianity prosper? Why was it
ip:
A 4.1 7
Him. u’af so many of the greatest in the lands of 

)elieV£M in it and fought for it?
’P W{th . so many of the rulers of the people join 
feres ,  ''ll0 church, and so implaccably stamp out 
fl,1fe d These questions are discussed in a long and 
tVeq ^acuinented chapter by Doane, and here again 
fr ■“  UUVUU.U 4UUUV1 VV 111 t* ******w* V / »**

hip, 1 lr>n Which quite possibly will also surprise
. ̂  r̂ell informed reader will find a mine of in-

to all specially recommend a perusal of this chapterA. lx 1  ̂ _ ~---  -- x
ipaljy 10 are able to get hold of Bible Myths. 

We are given an “  explanation ”  of the

Biblical stories. Doane comes to the opinion that the 
god and heroes of all religions are merely personi
fications of the Sun, and backs up his opinion by the 
opinions of many authors. He does not, of course, 
rule out the influence of other things in the shaping 
of the myths, such as Phallicism, but behind almost 
all the stories will be found, as Dupuis insisted, the 
fanciful renderings of the pagan poets and fiction 
writers of the course of the sun through the heavens 
and its influence through the seasons on the earth. 
Doane did not himself believe in the non-historicity 
of Jesus, but he realized how little of his life is actu
ally given in his supposed biographies, and he insisted 
the Gospels cannot stand the test of criticism. Cer
tainly they cannot stand the test of his criticism, for 
he has relegated almost every story in the narratives 
to the realm of myth, and shown us they are almost 
all merely a form of the sun-myth.

From what I have said, the reader can see how 
deadly destructive is Doane’s Bible Myths. I know 
of no reply to it; indeed, I cannot conceive one worth 
anything whatever. I  should like the book to be in 
the hands of all Freethinkers, but I am afraid unless 
it is republished, that is impossible. Let us, how
ever, pay our tribute to its author. If he is forgotten, 
may his work always be remembered.

H. CUTNER.

Criticism and the Bible.

(Concluded from page 492.)

III.

W h o  was the old Yaliwe? Ho was, originally, the 
ancestor-god of the tribe of Judah and of the foreign 
gentes assimilated in this tribe! As far as 
the tribes of Northern Israel are concerned, 
the Yahwe-cult only arises there much later. It was 
taken over by them from the population of Judah only 
after the rise of the kingdom of Judah.

Even in the land of Judah, however, Yaliwe was 
not the only god. Neither was the worship of Yahwe 
a unitary worship. Some of the population thought 
of him and worshipped him in the form of a steer. 
Another part of the population, which lived more 
under the influence of the Levitic conception, wor
shipped him in the form of the flaming pillar of fire. 
Further, apart from Yahwe and along-side of him, the 
serpent55 Nehushtan, apparently a totem god of an 
Arabian or Canaanite clan, which had at one time 
been taken over into the tribe of Judah together with 
its cult, enjoyed a widespread worship.21 At a later 
time when the temple of Yahwe was built in Jerusa
lem, a "  brazen image ”  of this serpent also received 
a place, and an altar for burnt incense. Finally, as 
the second Book of Kings reports, King Hezekiah of 
Judah demolished this idol and abolished its cult.25

Moreover, in Judah, as everywhere in Northern 
Israel, the worship of the teraphim was general at that

-3 The Book of Numbers xxi. 6-9, offers an explanation of 
serpent-worship; an explanation which was made at a time 
when the actual cause of the phenomenon was unknown, 
and is merely a makeshift. The children of Israel had been 
attacked by serpents in the desert, and in order to save 
those who had been bitten, from death, Moses, in obedi
ence to Yahwe’s orders, had a brass serpent made and set 
up in the camp for the victims to look at and live.

24 Serpent-worship is a well known phenomenon among 
many peoples at a certain stage of evolution. It has been 
associated by some with so-called phallic-worship. But 
phallic-worship is not, in our opinion, a separate phase in 
the history of religion, but is simply an aspect of ancestor- 
worship, in the cult of which the organs of sex and the 
symbols of the same play a prominent and essential part.

35 2 Kings xviii. 4.
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time, not withstanding the quite special temperament 
for monotheism which, so the theological representa 
tives assure us, the Hebrews possessed. In order to 
bring rest to a world of doubting souls who might feel 
troubled about this awkward polytheistic habit of the 
monotheistically disposed Hebrews, those critical 
brains of theology hasten to perpetrate another jo k e! 
Armed with a falsified passage from the seventeenth 
chapter of the Book of Judges (the third verse), they 
solemnly declare that the worship of the teraphim 
took place in honour of Yahwe ! That a national god 
like Yahwe, who especially endowed his people with a 
singular disposition for acknowledging him as the sole 
god, and a “ jealous god”  to boot, should esteem it an 
honour to him when those self-same people wor
shipped their totem-group ancestor gods in partly 
human and partly animal form, is like Yahwe’s 
“  peace ”  which, as we are assured by his represent
atives of an earlier as well as of a later age, “ passes all 
understanding.”

Only those may venture to make such assertions, 
who have not the slightest inkling either of the kin
ship organization of pre-civilized peoples or of their 
ancestorism and animism; and if anyone lacks a know
ledge of these things those clerical gentlemen most 
thoroughly do, notwithstanding their missionary in
terests in the heathen, or rather because of these in
terests. There is nothing for them outside of the 
Jewish and Christian religion, unless it is something 
that they call natural religion. Even then, however, 
apart from ethnology and entirely on their own 
ground, it ought to have struck them that every 
mispacha had its particular teraphim, and that these 
were represented in quite another way than Yahwe. 
The teraphim of little David’s circle, for example, had 
a human form.25 Furthermore, does it not strike 
them as odd, to say the least of it, in face of their as 
sertion that the Hebrews in worshipping the teraphim 
were really worshipping Yahwe, that the priests of 
Yahwe should wage such a 'vehement struggle against 
teraphim worship ? What object could such a struggle 
have, if this cult was only a special sort of Yahwe- 
worship ?

That, however, is not all. Many of the learned 
theological critics of the Bible are not content to 
establish the existence of an old Hebrew monotheism, 
but with this they associate the claim that in the be
ginning Yahwe was a god of Nature and his religion a 
purely Natural religion, that therefore this original 
monotheism was, so to speak, a natural monotheism. 
In this view, they start out from the assumption that 
the worship of Nature is the first and oldest cult in 
the evolution of religion. Then they deduce out of 
this assumption that since the old Hebrews were a 
crude people of the desert, their religion must have 
been a Natural religion and Yahwe a Nature-god.

We have already in an earlier part of this work 
criticized the point of view that there is a Natural 
religion, in the sense that the so-called “  naive child 
of Nature ”  is moved to religious veneration by the 
mere physical contact with a stone, or a tree, or an 
earthquake, or a volcano, or an eclipse of the sun. 
How these things impress him depends, as we have 
suggested, upon his social environment in which and 
through which he experiences those things. Natural 
phenomena are at no time the content of a religion, 
but rather the means and accessories of that which is 
always the content, namely, man himself— and never 
an abstract but a concrete man.

Now if Yahwe was at the outset a Natural god, in 
what natural phenomenon did he manifest himself? 
The answer to this question is generally given with 
reference to the nineteenth chapter of Exodus, in

281 Samuel xix. 13, 14.

which it is described how Yahwe came down in fi® 
Sinai while the whole mountain quaked and ^  
The original Yahwe was consequently a god 0  ̂
volcano, or god of fire, and his worship began 
the Hebrews, in their home in North Arabia, 0 
experienced a volcanic eruption.

Yet in an interesting little drama of this kind, 1 ^ 
is not only a god who manifests himself, bu 
drama, at least, was not “  played to an empty b°û  a 
There is the audience to be considered which, ^  
rule, having seen other dramas, has its own ' 
about those matters, views which have by n° 
an unimportant bearing on the reception of the p 
How was it on this occasion with the people to ' 
this Yahwe-Vulcan manifested himself? ® jjjjd 
had any previous notions on the subject of g°ds- 
they already a religion when they experience ^  
volcanic outbreak, or was their consciousness a ' ? 
soil in which no seeds of religion had been S°vv0'^

The assumption that they previously had P°^S a 
no religion, is contradicted by the a c k n o " 1 
facts drawn from the experience of other uncu ^  
peoples, even of those who, when discovered, 
much lower on the ladder than the old Hebrew 
yet, like all the others, had a religion; and îe , 
rews, too, had their religion, which like that 0 
Arabs, before their conversion to Mohanimet a ̂  ,|]e 
was that of ancestor-worship, with rudiments 
still lower forms of animism still sticking to it- ^  
this religious outlook and equipment, those ok ^  
rews, let us assume, actually experience for * 
time the phenomenon of a volcanic eruption-  ̂  ̂
would be the effect of this on their pre-existi*1̂  
ceptions of religion ? Would they simply “  ¡l3d
the old and on with the new?”  Only one " ' rpW 
never studied the religious evolution of any 0 
civilized people, could believe in such a poSSl ĉd 
Deeply-rooted religious ideas are not so easily P . et 

The Hebrews would i° ^up and thrown aside.
the new phenomenon from their old standpoint - ^
might see in this volcanic eruption an annoiU® )̂,, 
or a new manifestation of one of their might®5 * ^ 
or they might regard this uncanny spectacle ^
hostile act of the ancestor-god of an enemy ^
For to people in this stage, the gods of other ^

At the most, '
patuf3.are quite as real as their own, 

only happen that if the impression of this ^  
phenomenon were vivid and powerful enough .[■  
tinually occupy their imagination, they might11 
tribute to their chief ancestor-god the new 
being able to conjure fire out of the earth, 311 thc
even remove in imagination his headquarters 
fiery mountain. In no case, however, could

to
re*"

in the abandonment of ancestor worship in ia'°  
Nature-worship. afl-

• L 3^
For the rest, where arc those characterise ^ ) 

butes which give to Yahwe the appearance^ j,p
Nature-god? What has the relation of man 
god conceived as a blood-covenant, to 1

to
•itl>
*------ — - -— -- . jj0i

the cult of Nature ? What has the view that t ^  
resides in the blood of man and animal, to d ^ fjfanimai, ^  , ;

Or the denim1.Yahwe as a volcanic or fire-god. Ur tne ae1““ - -0ji; 
the offering up of the first-born? Or circuit'd 
Or the passover ? Nothing !

CW-

gC V
Though all the winds of doctrine were let if 

play upon the earth, so truth be in the field, F.
juriously by licencing and prohibiting to m'sc ,  ̂ A  
strength. Let her and falsehood grapple;
knew truth put to the worse in a free and opeli en 

is the best and surest suppressing-
jMilr

Her confuting



AcicL Drops.

The perversion of history in the interests ° ‘^r_ 
was never more industriously pursued 'a  gunday
Christopher Dawson, whose talks £is’apolo-
afternoons of listeners recently, has dec 'e  . e> just
getics with covers, and in The M aking  washing
Published, he continues that process of white- ^  R 
^  Middle Ages which is the common Pre° cc" P̂  ti. 
Catholic propagandists and apologists. 1 , ,v^hout
zan and misleading matter should he pern« >

an r d 0i r“ ’ alul’ i^ thl r i i a s t Phe trust- °u Sundays, with the implication that Q tQ pietyi
worthiness amusingly attributed by the ' wpat

a scandal. To dope the listener ^  of
cannot pretend to be anything but a sect unity as 
"story is as reprehensible a misuse 1 is
'as ever disgraced the B.B.C. The an»" e wjth
bailable and known to everyone who is acqua 
"lodcru historical and social research.

The proverbial grain of salt may be useful in swallow
ing the following “  facts ” : “  Demonstration is being 
given in a striking way that the message for which 
Methodism essentially stands makes a peculiar appeal 
to the mind of our time, and especially to the mind 
of youth.” We should say this is a pious wish stated 
as a fact in order to cheer up doleful chapelites. “  The 
mind of our time,”  and especially “ the mind of youth,” 
is supposed to be deeply affected by “  secularism ” and 
“  paganism,” according to clerical experts of all denom
inations. It is judged to be not so much antagonistic to 
religion as indifferent to it. Now we are asked to be
lieve that the Methodist message makes a peculiar ap
peal to this type of mind! Yet the special missions to 
capture the outsider have largely proved to be failures, 
and some of the more candid organizers have consoled 
themselves by saying that the missions were not quite 
wasted effort, since they had served to arouse luke-warm 
church-members. Therefore we may assume that the 
above-mentioned “  fact ” is merely another “  striking ” 
religious lie.

ûch loam;
concerned as “ ere was 1,1 the Middle Ages was
lation j wutli theological and quasi-philosophical specu- 
Uess, a most wasteless and unproductive busi-

's'°r did this diversion of intellectual resource end
'fiddle Ages. After the first seeds of the Ren-

'd been sown, Protestantism, in alliance with
other T " ’ continued to dissipate constructive energy in er. but *- -■

with ti, * t

-CíiSff **tile c» , ad been s>Stab

Until YrT— not essentially dissimilar forms. It was not 
and t ,C TT'ench Revolution that the ocean of humanistic 
Sale Tnactical achievement began to be seriously navi- 
tin, 1' A learned and leisurelv writer of Queen Anne s 
read m’h° turnccl his malady— the gout—  into the least 

a> e °f his essays, Sir William Temple, notes that . 
Inquiries and contests about matters of religion, and 
'? endless disputes and litigious quarrels upon all these 

. ' ’lects, favoured and encouraged by the several Princes 
"Raged in them, either took up wholly, or general y 

employed the thoughts, the studies, the applications, the 
endeavours of all or most of the finest wits, the deepest 
ll\°lars> and the most learned writers . . . Many exee - 

,'t spirits, and the most penetrating geniuses, the 
,,,'Kht have made admirable progresses and advances in 
;'a"y other sciences, were sunk and overwhelmed in 

e abyss of disputes about matters of religion withou 
t, r turning their looks or thoughts any other way. to 
, esc disputes of the pen succeeded those of the s" °r< > 
a“d the ambition of great Princes and Ministers, mingled 
i lth the zeal, or covered with the pretences of religion, 
a'n'ô T a hundred years past infested Christendom wi i
°r 0£ Perpetual course or succession either of civil

e'gn wars.
ill

Mtei°dcrn a
,nPt to

"nd recent history demolishes the basis of the
i,l( : ' prove that all the mighty achiav^
Z « *  last two centuries arc ol.
Hat; necessity f°r re"ei; • .t^nA'elisrio11- $°
far SWay and authority of the pother of us
all.» the medieval church being evils o{ thought 
ai1(i Was tlie prolific parent of a 1Tien aTUi

r SlaThe condition of England t\v0 „ t}le bves of peoples. Hie condition of

0 UtUncs after the Ref0rfflatr * o n d  question that 
Hier^ at the satnc P€riod* pr°Ietween Catholicism and 
Ttoto , aS llever much to choose bet' { the world
& * » » « • »  »  <”  »a the m .tem l " og of the
en,i pncerncd. The day that saw the the be-
g,n ? ’■ heir control of secular Govern« c ■ bistory of
S S ?  0f thc most KlorioUS chaC a t  is not y it  com-
pw ,n accomplishment, a chapter '< an answer-
able iyhat lias been completed o { q{ thoUght 

indication of science as against • — nac.
L a®»»*t repression, of man as against the still 

“ "fusion of God.

th?di George G°dwin, in Passing^ ^ ¿ ^ e fy .^ T h is  is
hardiv6150 ° f this agc is a T T ’fhe “ new journalism ”
en̂ ur-, rpnSmg’ SeeinR that / ¡ k  that morbid craving
01 panders to> and,expl the popular news-Parlg rant and stupid minds. If the I 1 ^

Writs' o r !  5°Urnals cease.d Rt VrTgtbe disease of thisa.rf, 0 these notoriety-hunters, i
'' 'v°nld no longer be an epidemic-

A revival of “  spiritual religion ”  is the greatest need 
of our time, declares a reverend gent of Nonconformist 
complexion. We don’t quite know what “  «»spiritual ” 
religion might be, but seemingly, it is any kind which 
is different from the reverend one’s own particular fancy. 
However, we daresay that, as trade in the religious line 
has fallen off, he won’t object very much whether the re
vival of religion is spiritual or unspiritual, so long as he 
and other professional exponents of his sect derive some 
benefit therefrom. Undoubtedly, a revival of religion is 
the greatest need of our time— for the parsons. They are 
the people who would derive the greatest—we might say, 
the only—benefit from it.

In a marriage address the other day thc Roman Catho
lic Archbishop Williams urged the young couple “  to 
place themselves under the protection of Our Lady,” 
and to model their home “  on Nazareth.”  It is extra
ordinary how these clerical celibates insist upon giving 
advice on subjects they know nothing about, such as 
birth control, divorce, free love, marriage, etc. It is 
even worse when the celebrated “  home of Nazareth ” 
is dragged in as if we know anything whatever of the 
supposed family life of the Mother of God, her earthly 
husband and Divine Son.

“  In her home,”  we arc told by Archbishop Williams, 
“  purity always reigned—words, eyes, clothes, every
thing breathed purity. In her home love reigned; they 
were one heart, one soul ’ ’— and so on. Yet when we ex
amine the old old story in thc old, old book, we find 
Jesus, even as a child, is quick to “  back answer ” his 
mother, and throughout his supposed earthly career, 
treats her openly with contempt. As for poor old 
Joseph, he disappears from the scene quite early and 
quite as completely as do many American husbands 
nowadays. The slush served up in the name of religion, 
duty and example becomes more contemptible everyday.

The authors of such “  news ”  as is distributed about 
ecclesiastical proceedings'often appear to be gifted with 
an odd, and perhaps, unconscious sense of humour. Thus 
the Seventeenth General Synod of the Nippon Selkokai 
(Japanese Church) was held at Osaka, and “ in many 
ways it was a disappointing gathering, thc time of the 
delegates being occupied with purely domestic concerns, 
and not very important ones at that.”  As it was decided 
to open up mission work in Manchuria, and a Mr. Walton 
was able to report having baptized five people in North 
Japan, “  who had been brought to Christ by a corres
pondence course,” we must assume that both the new 
mission and the new converts are "  not very important 
domestic matters,”  which shows that truth will leak out 
now and then by accident even in clerical publicity.

In a sermon printed in the English Churchman, the 
Rev. T. Pittaway says : “  There is no religious experi
ence which is a matter of scientific demonstration. If
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God explains His every action to us there would be no 
room for faith and no room for salvation.”  In other 
words, and to vary an old definition, “  faith is believing 
what you cannot know.”  This gentleman’s name should 
surely have been Giveaway.

Thl Can ff*ven by ecclesiastics to finance."
of Presentation to a “ cure of souls,”  which is, 

j,OI , ?Sun\e’ ® spiritual privilege,”  can be and still is 
seem« f S° ,< .ln what> according to the latest reports, 
seems to be a brisk and competitive market.

Some of the most interesting experiences are never put 
on record. Speaking to those in attendance at the Kes
wick Convention Bishop Taylor Smith asked them “  to 
go to bed early, rise early, make time every day for a 
little space with God, and when they felt God had 
spoken to them pass the message on to someone else.”  It 
would, perhaps, be as impertinent to enquire as it would 
be informing to know just how many “ messages ”  were 
"  passed on.”  Doubtless the delegates has some time 
left for other matters.

We note that the film journal, To-day's Cinema says, 
apropos of the Lord’s Day Observance Society’s Cam
paign that “  it beat all hands down a trade of which 
advertisement and propaganda are the life-blood.”  This, 
says our cinema contemporary is “  a somewhat melan
choly reflection.” Our own notion is that if the Cinema 
Trade had as much courage in dealing with local magis
trates as it has “  advertising and propaganda ”  it would 
be spared its chagrin ou this account.

It seems that at the annual exhibition of the Copper 
Age, Canaanite and Hyksos antiquities at University 
College contained a glass case which, according to the 
religious press, held remains of “  peculiar interest.” 
They came from a pit north-west of Gaza and were found 
to contain melted gold and silver and remnants of 
vessels, all of which had been burnt and broken with 
their Owner as a “ public purgation.”  This sounds so like 
the story (in Joshua Vii.) when Joshua and all Israel took 
Achan the son of Zerah, and “  stoned him with stones 
and burned him with fire,”  together with the silver and 
gold, and, apparently, “  his sons and his daughters and 
his oxes and his asses and his sheep and his tent and all 
that he had,” were served likewise. after which “ the 
Lord turned away the fierceness of his anger.”  A pretty 
story, but, not to be robbed of the apologetical “ moral” 
thereof, a pious contemporary, having noted the resem
blance above-mentioned, observes that “  this mode of 
reparation apparently existed as a Canaauite custom 
1,000 years before the incident in the Book of Joshua!” 
God and his people do not seem to have changed much 
in x,ooo years, but this is surely of dubious value as an 
aid to belief in the Bible.

The President of the Primitive Methodist Conference, 
after broadcasting a sermon at Middlesbrough said, "h is  
experience confirmed the judgment of B.B.C. (H.Q.) 
that more interest is created by the religious programmes 
than by all the others of the week.” The President’s 
"  experience ”  seems to be as well authenticated as the 
B.B.C.’s "  judgment,”  for he said he received a letter 
from “  a man in a responsible position in Manchester 
saying lie was converted by “ listening-in,”  and another 
from “ a famous man in Scotland and his daughter in 
a Scottish Castle.” He added, that these persons “  shall 
be nameless!”  Wise man!

Comparisons are said to be odious, but they may also 
be informative. The Rev. J. Offer, quoting, in a recent 
address an epigram of Galimbcna, the friar,
“ On an accusative errand no suiter to Rome need wend 
Unless he bring with him the dative, to make that Mammon 

his friend.”
observes that “ we (i.e., church parsons) who are a little 
too apt to grumble at the new demands made upon our 
benefices,” might well think of the fate of the medieval 
clergyman who had to provide for “  first-fruits, tenths, 
subsidies procurations, papal dues, Peter’s pence, arch- 
diacanal dues and special royal exactions.”  The Papal 
Court was, we are told, “  a market in which spiritual 
privileges were bought and sold.”  A careful study of 
the statistical tables in the Church of England Year nook 
for this year will suggest that, like the ancient Registers . 
to which Mr. Offer refers, they reveal “  how much time '

According to the Church of England Ncwspap ^  
religious revival is "  ready to break through, an 
dimensions “ will astonish the world.”  The PretICt]y 
is due, it seems, to the fact that 1,200 people recĉ   ̂
went to Cromer for a convention for the “ deepen111,-^ 
spiritual life,” that the Keswick Convention l0r 
same purpose was more successful than ever, that a 
Group Movement at Oxford has commissioned an Exp  ̂
tionary Force of 150 young men and women who a ^  
go to all parts of England to “  witness for Christ,  ̂
that, according to our contemporary, “  multitudes 
being led “  into the atmosphere of Pentecost." To 1 
from the “  testimonies ” given at the Oxford 
meetings we are in for a flood of that sort of l1 
vanity which “  B.V.”  so aptly satirized. A 1100 ^  
wife from London testified that “  she solved her scn̂ jv, 
problem when she solved her own temper,” aPPar̂ p0];, 
with Divine assistance. Brother Lawrence, a 
“ took the Holy Spirit into the kitchen." A E°° 
clergyman and his wife and children testified “ *° 0
final ending of a terrible fear of operations by E’e ŝ. 
daughters.”  An “  old sea-dog and pioneer motor sP°̂ )C 
man said he could fill a column of the Times w1”1. " 
sins which had kept him from God and other Pe°P\l5 
When whole pages are devoted to such aberration5 
these, who can wonder that the pliaraisaism of Brit'5 
ligion is so often the butt of foreign satire and car  ̂
ture? These are the evidences of “  revival,”  and to1 
what comes of being “  led into the atmosphere of l c 
cost! ”

Canada is said to be the richest country fe f  
to-day. The Bible .Society, having dropped 22 Pcr jS 
in its revenue from that Dominion in the last year’̂ e 
cheered by the conviction that “  Canada should be „ 
first country to recover from the present depress , 
Business in the Bible selling line evidently docs . 
ignore, or escape, fluctuations in trade, but the Gê  . 
.Secretary in Canada preens himself that the j ,1 
Society has suffered less than “  any Society of the bl3 j]£ 
Naturally depression hits the small competitors 01 jj 
British and Foreign Bible Society more than the 
firm itself.

F i f t y  Y e a r s  A g o .

Thu Freethinker puts what educated men really d1’’ji-
upon these matters into plain and popular language. Jl 
poses the sham of modern Christianity. It says sUP(iI, 
naturalism is either true or false. There is or is not ^ 
over-ruling Providence. The Bible is or is not the "'°r 
God. Either God was or was not born' of a virgin- j 
are or are not fore ordained to heaven or hell. Our etl 
salvation did or did not depend on the betrayal by J'11 (|f 
of Jesus. He died or did not die to appease the WI* . ^ 
the Father. To say, as I say, and the average Christy 
say, that these questions are unessential is to say that - 
are untrue, and to say this expressly in forcible and 0 .
language comes as a blast of north wind to those living,^ 
a fetid atmosphere of insincerity. The present prosccu 
has political animus at the bottom, hut the sentiment 
which it relies is not an objection against the Frcctho 
because by leading minds away from Christianity it f 
souls to eternal damnation. This is not the concern  ̂
those who dislike the Freethinker. The head and f r o n t   ̂
its offending is that it speaks out plainly what there 
a tacit conspiracy to conceal. It is really quite too utte^

elite1'
that

awfully shocking. Jesus most assuredly sent devils 
pigs, but the performance can scarcely be repres' 
without blasphemy. It is a part of inspired revelation  ̂
the Lord on one occasion showed his back parts to N°5 
but it would be grossly indecent to portray the scene-

The "  FreethinkerAugust 6,
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T O  C O R R E S P O N D E N T S .

nt Trust.—L.G., 5s.Freethinker E ndowmf. j ^

R. V°UNG (Glasgow).—The work you dp rotmidity of 
lhe Roman Catholic Church questioned positively
Ule earth for about two centuries alter accompli in
established. It is its policy to accep 11" '' responsible
matters beyond dispute, so we do not think an 
Papist denied it so recently as fifty years ag

Moron» (Shoreditch).—The only figures ^om 0 ^ 1 ^ ^  
Fgious) sources make the communicating
R’tgland »t— *■r .

--- - me e-uiiim uuiuaua^

Roman^Gathon' 7’000’000 ° Ut ° f 37>oo°.ooo. This includes

'V  Freethinker" is supplied to the trade on sale or
,el“rn- Any difficulty in securing copies should be at once 
reported to this office.

U c Secular Society, Limited Office is at 62 Farringdon 
Slreet' London, E.C.4.

7,14 National Secular Society’s Office is at 62 Farringdon 
Street. London, E.C.4.

LeaeT for the Editor of the "  Freethinker "  should be
rc$sed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E . *4*

ihe services of the National Secular Society in corn 
*'°n -with Secular Burial Services are required, all corn- 

"“"icaiions should be addressed to the Secretary, R. H. 
Setti< giving as long notice as possible.

f b ?* wh° se"<l as newspapers tould enhance the favour UT niarU:.-„ ,,
Olt,

°rdi

»nark: 
entiô lng the passages to which they wish us to call

ers for ...
°f tlic Pj0̂ erâ ur  ̂ should be sent to the Business Manager 

n°l to the Editor.
Qnd

The
‘filli!

Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4, 
to the "  •••

Preethinkerng ofT ....w will be forwarded direct from the pub-
®ne Vpr,J‘Ce ^e following rates {Home and Abroad) :—

Ml
' year, 

eluesCh, !ö/-; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.
Tlig’ pF an<t Postal Orders should be made payable to

Cl'rken lT : Pr^s,‘
l tc, KWel1 branch, 

m i« ,

and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd.,

—<~-4i 1 " must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London,
7nsedeii 7le first Post on Tuesday, or they will not be

Sugar Plums.

The Birmingham Branch is looking ahead for an active 
winter session, what can be done will of course largely 
depend on local effort. Commencing to-day (Sunday) 
Mr. G. Whitehead will be lecturing in the district for a 
week. It is hoped that all local saints will make the 
meetings a rallying centre, and offers of help in any form 
may be made to the officials, or sent to the Secretary, 
Mr. T. G. Millington, 1 Mayfield Avenue, Pershere Road, 
Selly Park, Birmingham

Efforts are being made to reorganize the Bethnal Green 
Branch N.S.S. Through the kindness of Mr. Samuels a 
meeting will be held at 436 Hackney Road, London, E.ii 
to-day (Sunday) at 4.30 p.m. Actually the Branch has, 
quite a healthy membership, but the resignation of the 
Secretary recently, had, and will have, the usual result 
until another official is appointed in his place. Members 
of the Branch will of course make an effort to attend.

Now that the Country is being saved and restored to 
prosperity at regular intervals, Freethinkers can proceed 
on holiday without worry. Holidays can be made useful 
as well as enjoyable, and many converts to Freethought 
have been made by a chance finding of one of our publi
cations left behind by a saint on holiday. By sending 
one shilling to the Pioneer Press, t¡1 Farringdon Street, 
London, E.C.4, a packet of pamphlets for such holiday 
use will be forwarded to any address.

Not for the first time South Africa has provided an 
ecclesiastical sensation. A recent judgment in the Sup
reme Court at Capetown, if not so portentious as the 
famous Coleuso case, and although concerned not with a 
courageous heretic, but wdth a mercenary contest between 
two sections of Anglicanism in the Colony for the control 
of certain trust funds left for the purposes of the Church 
of England in South Africa, and with the legal status of 
the Archbishop of Capetown who belongs to the opposite 
section to that to which the money was originally given, 
this judgment (of Mr. Justice Watermeyer) states with 
timely force and clarity the real position of the Protestant 
Reformed Religion Established by law in this country 
and nowhere else.

% “1
p  — **•'- w  OV-.V-

!)0rtnfi, ailada, at least in one direction. That is a re-
,'0|>o j„ like to see done in this country what is

0 VaAie of the property which is exempted from 
I'^biot, *bbe report for 1930, as issued from the 
1 'ars- If 7?u?eau statistics, amounts to 283,014,818 
V h  0j ‘ is not stated in the report before us how 
'SUre t]t , j'is is Church property, but we can be quite 
Sl,,ii]ar r .'*■  is mainly made up of that. If we had a 
Nnd f e llri1 in this country we should find at least a 

inade f CVery Canadian dollar. And all of this has to 
’’! Hie pi"'1 by the ordinary citizen whether lie believes 
qS ^c'!>en;"Ĉ  °r no‘ - ^ r‘ Haudsacre points out in 
a^ ttn it"64 Religion, this is virtually a tax upon the 

r \ i i  y  f o r  t l i o  i n n i t i f p n n t i r ' P  r ' l n i r r l i  a t l f l  r l l i m p l

Peaces of worship.

1 "s sortUlatcly there is no kind of a prospect of getting 
,|'aiority ^  return made in this country. The vast 
l’llsy lmu.? individual members of Parliament are too
■ aJority ^ ‘ return made in this country. The vast

]?cficd ^ n£'OUt for a job, and the whole are too much 
s'ITious • with party interests to avoid offending re- 

a j ercsts and fashionable social interests to make 
arino- <>n-—1- - -.ted, interests as a full return

There is no other country in

of
ti th>s k- g attack on vested interests as a full

lv0r,(1,n<1i Would mean. There is no other conn — 
1 Cv°i'lv "'here vested interests are more safely or moreDeft. J * -bettei-*'Rl,arded than in this country, and it requires a 
to Ev k°Ay  of men than we have in politics at presen 

Y the facts.

Quoting the judgment of the Privy Council in 
a previous case the learned judge held that 
“  the Church of England is not a part of the consti
tution in any Colonial Settlement, nor can its authorities 
or those who bear office in it claim to be recognized by 
the law of the Colony otherwise than as members of a 
voluntary association.” The crux of this difference be
tween the Anglican Church, here established by law, and 
in the Dominions existing like all other such bodies only 
as a "voluntary association” is, of course, that the former 
is bound by the decisions of the Privy Council in matters 
of faith and doctrine while the latter are not. Notwith
standing all the privilege resultant from the connexion 
the State Church to-day is concerned to get rid of this 
ultimate secular authority and to retain, at the same 
time, all the advantages that it involves. It is high time 
England took a leaf out of the book of the Dominions, 
and followed the example of Ireland and Wales.

We deeply regret to announce the death of Mrs. H. 
Rosetti, wife of the General Secretary of the N.S.S. and 
Secretary of the West Ham Branch N.S.S., which took 
place on .Saturday morning, July 30. The cremation will 
take place at the City of London Crematorium, Manor 
Park, London, E., on Thursday, August 4, at 12.30. It 
is hoped this notice will be in time to reach her many 
friends, too numerous to communicate with individually.
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Holism, The New Compromise.

It seems permissible to surmise that the future his
torians of philosophy will regard contemporary Vital
ism as the mere forerunner of Holism, which is rather 
less unscientific, and whose prospects, therefore, are 
relatively brighter. To judge from Haldane, the ad
herents to Holism are being drawn from Vitalists, and 
the Materialist now finds himself with a new kind of 
fallacy to destroy.

While one cannot expect the flag of Holism to be 
for ever nailed to Smuts’ mast, the body of reputable 
literature and controversy which has gathered round 
his Holism and Evolution certainly entitles his own 
presentation to be borne well in mind.

Smuts upholds creative evolution— not by the Berg
son myth, or the Joad myth, or the Shaw myth— but 
by what may transpire to be the Smuts myth. A 
fundamental principle (he contends) viz., the holistic 
factor, is operative towards the creation of wholes 
(hence “  holism ” ). It is not a vague impulse like 
the ¿lan vital, nor does it interfere with the closed 
mechanical system; holism “  pulls ”  the evolutionary 
process into ever greater syntheses. There is in the 
whole not something added to the parts— no extra 
constituent— the whole is the parts in their synthesis. 
The important difference between the Holist and the 
Materialistic, however, is that with the Materialist 
emergence is the concept used, whereas with the 
Holist emergence follows from the “  holistic factor 
This makes emergence the manner in which holism 
operates.

There is a measure of mechanism and a measure of 
holism everywhere, says Smuts, and in the course of 
evolution holism gradually gains on mechanism. In 
the progressive grading or series of wholes, in order 
of complexity (e.g., physical mixtures, chemical com
pounds, organisms,, minds, personality), the element 
of freedom increases, and finally takes control of itself 
in human life. Gradation appears to be the keynote. 
“  The new always arrives in the bosom of the pre
existing structure, and at its promptings, and largely 
in harmony with it.”  It is only slightly novel, and 
essentially conservative.

Up to now, we are told, four great achievements of 
the holistic factor are matter, life, mind and person
ality; these, stand like oases in the desert of evolution. 
Units of energy become organized into structure, and 
we have got (1) Matter, which then proceeds to create 
patterns and arrangements. Within this realm the 
molecules of H2O. and CO.2 are wholes with new 
emergent and unpredictable properties. In its colloid 
state in protoplasm matter discloses properties and 
manufactures substances (haemoglobin, and chloro
phyll) which make possible (2) Life, the second funda
mental structure of the universe being the cell. 
‘ ‘Holistic selection ”  then becomes responsible for 
variation, and in the course of time (3) Mind arrives. 
(4) Personality is the latest whole; its chief constituent 
being mind; body is another. Everywhere the whole 
regulates the structure and function of the parts, and 
is itself capable of absorbing external forces, and as
similating them into its own activity.

The materialism of science is not rejected as inap
plicable; it may be, as with Smuts, limited, but at 
best it is regulated to the function of analysis, not 
that of explanation. Smuts conceives that there will 
always be inevitable gaps in the mechanistic account; 
other holists hold that even a complete Determinism 
still allows room for the factor of holism, i.e., a whole
making function. In the words of Forsyth (British 
Association, 1929) : —

“ The lower or simpler is the condition without 
which the appearance of the higher or more complex

would be impossible; but the development to
higher

levels is possible at all only through the ifflPu 
organic unity or synthesis under the controlling 1 
ence of the infinite whole.”  ry.

Some holists see the holistic factor at wor' 
where; others invoke it only at certain leve s.  ̂
dane denies that the logical procedure of phjsics ^  
suffice for biology and physiology, which requi 
assumption of a new factor, viz., holism. ^

By Prof. Hogbcn (Nature of Living Matter) 
is deemed a new compromise to stem the tide 
belief, replacing an exploded Vitalism-.

That this is true seems evident. It w 
dignity and egoism to discover that the comp - ]S

founds i»aD;
es-

himself at the aPeV
to he all-istent, as exemplified by 

dependent on the simple. Is mechanism - 
pervasive ? He looks round for some other me J
telligent and purposive, from which he himsel (0
be derived. He first imagines the breath of ’ ^
account for the supposed fundamental differcnCĈ [ie
tween himself and a piece of inorganic matter-

no 1»hypothesis becomes loaded with difficulty, 3

And s°
. Tltf1

jected. Its place is taken by the Vital Force. ^ ^  
is of no use either; it explains nothing, 
now have the holistic factor. . ¡t0

What does it do? It is invoked, not to expla'n̂ ^  
the parts coalesce, but to give significance to 1 
of their coalescence. .

The Materialist sees emergence. The H°11S 
emergence with meaning. The process of eV° 
acquires the element of direction and purpose-

Is holism arguable in the light of current 
ledge? I think not, and hope later to deal 
failure of holism, which will remove it to the £r ^ 
obsolete theories, there to join its elder brothers, 
and the Vital Force.

G . H . T ayP * '

T h e  C h u r c h  a n d  t h e  I n n .

A n attractive writer, Mr. Thomas Burke, best kne^^n 
the author of Limehouse Nights, and other b 
studies and stories, has given us two most intcr jC]h 
books on Intis. .One, The English Inn (Longm*111®) j(Iii 
of Inns past and present; the other, The Book oj ‘ 
(Constable), is an anthology of Inns from the jin 
of famous authors for six centuries. “  In the Inn, jje 
the churchyard,”  says Mr. Burke in the first book, , 0r

toY'1history of the parish, and whenever I visit a - . ; 
village strange to me, I do not make for the elm11 
my guide book orders me to do; I make for tl^ ^r- 
Most guide books seem to assume in the intelligeI1 
ist no interest save ecclesiastical architecture and ^  
mental brasses . . . The church’s story is of wbat ^ 0jJ 
and only faintly of that, for it murmers mainly
knights and squires, 
matter, the people.”

and not at all of the imp0

I11 the second book this admirable humanity q, p|ie 
shock in the very first paragraph of the Preface- . jj-
Christian Church,” says Mr. Burke, unnecessarily aI),
accurately, “  began in the stable of an inn.” l 'l,r 
“  In almost every old village of England the church 
or tower denotes the position of the inn. For cd1  ̂
they have stood together, complementing each ° . . c 
beautiful wedding of spirit and sense; and, desp1

sp f
For ceil’d, }

toconspiracies of certain evil-disposed persons 
them, they still stand. Should we abolish the l 11'Veil

ght as well prepare to abolish the Church, for {of
men have forgotten how to rejoice they will lia'c 
gotten how to pray.”  tl,c

Now, except for its geographical accuracy as ;lIn! 
nearness of Inns to Churches, this is all wroUP 
irrelevant. Two things, in the main, killed the o 1 .¡̂ ji 
Inn beloved of Mr. Burke. The Industrial K e\°’sate!■ iy

jllrand the Evangelical revival. They were mt'11’ ,,,r 
associated. Mr. Edmond G. A. Holmes in his cha „¡¡si* 
Essay on the Spitalfields Weavers (Modern h-n
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wav*^'f ^°1 says, apropos of this association:
Puritanical

A
, ..... .. Evangelicalism swept over the

country and carried with it the notion (much favoured 
by employers of labour) that all recreation, at any rate 
?.n Part of the working-classes, was ‘ carnal,’ an 
. l̂c harder the poor worked, and the less they en- 

life, the more likely they were to be ‘ saved. 
,At last things came to such a pass that the public-house 
ecame the only place of recreation, and drinking became 
le 01lly distraction from the monotony of never-ending 

p  lU'Paid toil.”  Of this period Mr. McCabe says (A Cen- 
jT  °l Stupendous Progress) “  Nine-tenths of the adults 

oi the nation ”  lived under such conditions and worked 
, cr such conditions “  that their very scanty leisure was 
b0l»'d to take the form of equally gross relaxation. One 
y " s the grossness reflected in the hymns sung by t le 
nonconformists who tried to live apart from the general 
t'ce aud violence. Such phrases as ‘ make us tripes fit 
01 Thy heavenly table,’ are authentically quoted hom 
ra>crs and hymns used in the chapels of the time. 
Social, industrial and economic changes have not left

"p habHs of anv clags untouched, nor the forms and m-
v  tutions connected with those habits. The Bible, the 
. 'T  Testament, knows nothing of teetotalism. The 
'k'stolic injunction to “  let your moderation be known 
,.!to men ”  has been sadly neglected by Christians. 
T n Taul is -r’ffhti
did
All

e°usness

iance.mean Æ

said to have reasoned with Felix “  of 
temperance, and judgment,”  temperance 

it means to the United Kingdom
the s»"'" T he qualifications of a Bishop, according to 
atice'V'1 p aP°sUe, include “ hospitality”  and “ temper- 
be <1 . Tusewhere it appears that “ to temperance ”  must 
held til< Ĉ  knowledge.”  The pre-Rcformation Church

°nly
no creature of God is evil in itself ; teetotalism

idea of f  .new version of the Manichean heresy. The 
like t] ' . 'k in g  as a vice, and of “  drink ”  as a curse, 
and n'C.-Ûea Sunday as the Sabbath, was an English 
kn0\Vn . an invention. These ideas were and are un- 
"evil Protestant Europe outside Great Britain. The 
as!!!. l! lsPoscd’ ’Uneh
"°Use. 
fcjoi, ’ce.

persons ”  referred to by Mr. Burke, are 
11 opposed to the ideal Inn as to the modern publie
nt is not the people who “  have forgotten liow to

contrarv .Wko kave “  forgotten to pray.”  Exactly the 
Mr. *he case. In rural England, even to-day, if
I«n ,,a! rke will enquire, he will find that while the 
Public 1 n°̂  ^le Rtignia which snobbery attaches to the
t , S hUl0ir

Pfoximitv.
Gilbert’ic oft Burnet reports of Archbishop Leighton that 
silo,,!!1 ,Sa’T that if he were to chose a place to die in,

enquire,
ra not the ■lc . ‘■‘t ......... —

otise, it has increasingly little to do with the 
'ts parson, or its congregation, close as may be

U
,V!(i be an inn : it looked like a pilgrim goin„ 

was nearly 250 years ago! The eighteenth> t u; y but that
the \)r\ âve us, in addition to the Evangelical revival, 
tl,oSe monopoly, the tied-house system, and all
in jjj f °VeIopments to which we owe it that Mr. Burke, 
r>lf L a(bnirablc selection of passages about Inns, cuts

s i r
‘ roll, 
1 is

°pe.

the coming of the railway hotel.” He 
With William Langland and ends with Anthony 

The Inn is older than the Christian religion ; 
Jr "-c-—before Chesterton— institution. Appreciat

ive h[, ^urkc’s observations and gleanings, we can as- 
'vho 11 bbat there are many people, ourselves included, 
Kindly *°rg°tten (or ceased) to pray, and who would 

abolish the Church

K Mr

°tlicr ,
“ are

nsP>rators ”

-whether Established or 
neither “  evil-disposed persons,” nor 

plotting the downfall of Inns.

A i.an IIandsacre.

Wl
POLITICAL AMBITION.

atlll; leu

*tr,
>lti,on

"'en of rank sacrifice all ideas of dignity to an 
"’Uc t 'V̂ b a distinct object, and work with low in- 

W  a I°r low ends, the whole composition becomes 
' base.— Burke.

‘°> netn Ver say nothin’ without you’re compelled to, 
IC|* don’t say nothin’ that you can be held to.”

/. R. Lowell.

Leontius Bishop of Antioch.

L eontius was a native of Phrygia. The date of his 
birth is forgotten, but a reference made by him to his 
hoary head proves that he must have reached a fairly 
advanced age before A.D. 358, the year of his decease; 
whilst the fact that he studied in the exegetical school 
of the Christians at Antioch under Lucianus, who 
suffered martyrdom in 312, at Nicomedia, the capital 
of Bithynia, suggests 285, or thereabouts as the time 
of his nativity. Lucianus was a celebrated teacher 
whose strict orthodoxy has been questioned, although 
he proved his loyalty by a singularly heroic death. 
In any case it is certain that among his scholars there 
were many who in after life expressed views opposed 
to the prevalent doctrines of the Church. Very 
little indeed is recorded of Leontius before his last 
ten years; but those rare notices include a most 
pathetic incident. This occurred after he had entered 
Holy Orders and was become a presbyter. He sprang, 
as I have remarked from Phrygia, and the Phrygians 
possessed that invincible disposition to religion and 
love which to-day characterizes the people of Wales 
and their cousins of Brittany. Every observer knows 
how closely these principles are related by nature, 
and how often they are set at strife by conventional 
prescription. Both these facts the case of Leontius 
strikingly exemplifies. It was as follows. In the 
third century, declares Mosheim, clerical marriage, 
although not prohibited v’as discountenanced, because 
an opinion prevailed that married priests were more 
liable than their unmarried brethren to be influenced 
“  by malignant demons ” ; and in consequence of this 
belief the laity encouraged the clergy to practice celi
bacy. The stress of circumstances thus arising occa
sioned a remarkable custom, which continued “  a 
long time.”  For the clergy, endeavouring to please 
the laity at the cost of as little self-sacrifice as possible, 
entered into relations with women who were pledged 
to “  perpetual chastity ” ; and to use the words of the 
great historian, it became “  an ordinary thing for an 
ecclesiastic to admit one of these fair saints to the 
participation of his bed, but still under the most 
solemn declarations that nothing passed in this 
communion that was contrary to the rules of chastity 
and virtue.”  1 Following this agreeable custom, 
Leontius, after his ordination to the priesthood, and 
apparently long before he became a bishop, lived 
with a very young woman named Eustolios,2 whom 
he loved so dearly that when their separation was 
ordered by the ecclesiastical authorities, lie castrated 
himself, hoping in this way to retain her company, 
and yet to remain in his sacred office without in
curring the suspicion of impurity. But his cruel 
sacrifice availed nothing. For being still suspected 
he was deprived of his functions.3 It has been sup-

1 Cent. III. p. ii. c. 2. He adds : “  Those holy concubines 
were called by the Greeks Sugcisaktai, and by the Latins, 
Mulicrcs subintroductac.”  The Rev. Robert Herrick, who 
was for many years rector of Dean Prior, in Devonshire, 
has a delicious poem, evidently inspired by this practice. 
It runs thus :—

No Spouse but a S ister.
A Bachelour I will 
Live as I have lived still,
And never take a wife 
To crucify my life :
But this I’ll tell ye too,
What now I mean to doe;
A sister (in the stead 
Of Wife) about I ’le lead;
Which I will keep embrac’d 
And kisse, but yet be chaste.

* So Athanasius and .Socrates, but Theodoret has Eustolia.
* Athanasius Apol. dc Fuga Sua (26) and Hist. Arian (28). 

Socrates H.E. 26. Theodoret E.H. (ii. 19.)
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posed that the prelates, composing the council of , 
Nicsea (a .d . 325) were moved by this ghastly affair 
when they decided to reinforce a certain disused or
dinance of the Apostolical Constitutions, whereby 
voluntary eunuchs could not hold office in the Church, 
although involuntary eunuchs might occupy any of 
its positions.4 This regulation seems strange indeed 
when we recall that Jesus Christ, the professed Kord 
and Master of those bishops was reported to have said,
“  There are eunuch's which made themselves eunuchs 
for the kingdom of heaven’s sake. He that is able to 
receive it, let him receive it.”  5 The third canon of 
the above Council forbade all clerics to live with any 
save their mothers, sisters, aunts, or at any rate 
females who could not be suspected of exciting lust 
This ordinance which is supposed to have been occa
sioned by the seduction of Eustolios" had but a medi
ocre effect, clerical concubinage indefinitely surviving. 
The story of Leontius and Eustolios is indisputable. 
Athanasius, our earliest authority, mentions it ven
omously in two works7 written at a time when Lion- 
tius stood high in the imperial favour, was among 
the chiefs of a powerful party, and held the noble 
bishopric of Antioch.

The ecclesiastical degradation of Leontius con
tinued until 330, when Eustathius, then bishop of 
Antioch, was deposed. During the next eighteen 
years, Leontius must have gained considerable im
portance, which in 348 reached its highest point.

The Easter of that year, two bishops, dispatched 
by the Synod of Sardica, arrived at Antioch with a 
message for Constantius II. there in residence. To 
get them into trouble a young woman of easy virtue 
was unawares induced to go by night into the cham
ber where they were sleeping at an inn. A  great 
hubbub took place. The girl related how she had 
been beguiled to enter the room; and after much in
vestigation the plot was traced back to Stephen, 
bishop of the city. The seat which he lost by this 
offence was conferred upon Leontius through the in
fluence of the emperor above named, who held him in 
high esteem."

The rule of Leontius fell in troublous times. Thanks 
to political intrigues, Christianity had become the 
official religion of the Roman State. Forthwith it 
introduced an evil thitherto unknown, to wit, re
ligious persecution.

Paganism was abolished, but, as so often happens 
after wars, the victors gave the vanquished the satis
faction of seeing them tear one another to pieces. In 
the second decade of the fourth century, under the 
leadership of two rival theologians, Arius9 and Athan-

4 Variorum Note to Migné’s Socrates (col. 269) and Tille- 
mont’s Mein. Eccles, Vol. VI. p. 668. In his treatise on 
Virginity, St. Basil the Great (329-379) warns maidens against 
eunuchs for reasons very different from those which might 
have been expected; whilst other fathers of the Church give 
similar warnings. Their relations and remarks caused a 
Jesuit named Raynaud, who wrote upon eunuchs to make 
merry over the security which Abelard in his Apology 
claimed for the ladies who consorted- with him after his 
famous misfortune. (Boyle, Art. Cambarbus and Notes). 
Speaking of the Roman ladies, Juvenal remarks :—

Sunt quas enunchi imbellas, ac mollia semper 
Oscula delectent, et disparatio barbae,
Et quod abortive non est opus. (Sat VI. v. 363).

The Ency Brit. Edin. 1797 art. Eunuchs, says, "  Erom good 
authority we learn that the rich enunchs in Persia and other 
countries keep seraglios for their own use.”

3 Matthew xix. 12 R.V.
6 Tillemont, Mem Ecclcs, p. 669.
T See ref. 3.
8 Athan. Hist Arian (e. 20). Socrates H.E. 26. Theodoret 

E.H. ii. 8 and 9. Evidence, satisfactory to me, indicates 
that Leontius was the twenty-ninth bishop of Antioch.

9 Standing before the Council of Niceae, Arius defended

asius, two great parties arose in the Church. ’
although they both owned “  One God, the a 

. and one Lord, Jesus Christ,”  10 turned t e  ̂
pire into a scene of confusion, bloodshed, and 
sion, simply because they differed as to wbe '£jar]y 
not a sou could be as old as his sire.  ̂ A sing" 
impartial historian who lived at the time, anc ^  
seems to have had more than tolerance for 4 e n 
faith, tells how the Emperor Julian [who ha  ̂^  
brought up in it] learned from experience tha

[as] most
SI Thebeasts are [so] hostile to men 

Christians are to themselves [mutually]-” cutf( 
same writer, whose powers of observation were 
notes the pride, luxury, and arogance of the bis  ̂
who went in flocks to attend the councils e ̂  
settle differences respecting their creeds. A 
those haughty prelates and their pious followers s ,

shame“ 
to tfie

dais of all sorts were rampant, and they never 
to expose the filthy rags of their righteousness ^  
public gaze. Thus to take one of the innn®er ^  
instances, the Council of Philoppopolis, held in °P 
sition to that in the neighbouring City of Sardic >> 
which I have before alluded, issued a Synodal FP 
justifying themselves, among other things, fi>r ia „J 
dethroned Hosius, Bishop of Cordova, on the Kr 
that he was too friendly with Paulinus and Ensta 
deposed bishops of Antioch [belonging to the A ^  
asian party]. They refer to Paulinus as one 
fornicates publicly with concubines and harl° 
whilst as for Eustathius and a certain Cymathius 
nected "with him, they describe them as persons, 
infamy of whose lives need not be mentioned, s 
their end is known unto all men.13 The Athanas^ 
on their part were no less offensive; and, since  ̂
secured the triumph, they took care to supPr“sSop. 
the best of their ability, the narratives of tfieir j 
ponents. Meanwhile, as might have been eXP ^jj 
tlie world went from bad to worse, the time '' g 
should have been devoted to secular realities . g 
taken up with transmundane imaginations; but a 
same the quarrelsome saints of those days got iflt^ cjf 
Calendar, and they have churches dedicated to 
honour even unto this day. tj,e

At Antioch the Athanasians were inferior t0iimiGLU Lilt x L̂iiaiiaDiaiî  wcic ig.
Arians in number; and since the deposition of F t 
thius, the last of their party to hold the See, they vV 
in the habit of worshipping by themselves at 
shrines of the Christian martyrs to avoid worships

efc
the
liflí

if ba1wth the Arians at the churches. Leontius himse11 
been one of the earliest followers of Arius, aD(̂ ’ , 
many of his brethren, he had suffered for his ta 
during the episcopate of Eustathius. This was aJ1 E 
perience likely to have deluted the milk of h11 ‘ 
kindness in the case of most men; but Leontius w
------------------------------------------------------------------------ j
what he believed to be the truth in the presence 0 
bishops and the mightiest emperor on earth. Ilis supP°f(iVo 
in the Council were less than twenty, and all these save ^ 
forsook him in the hour of danger. He was anatham.^
and banished along with the men who had supportted
Secundus and Theonas, bishops of Libyia, yet as fflf 
know the grandeur of his conduct and theirs has never

sU°perceived or at least acknowledged by any Christian 
though one has recorded that the latrine in which he tj,e 
denly died, probably from poison, was long shunned by 0| 
public as a locality memorable for a signal exhibit10 
divine judgment.

10Cor viii. 6.
11 Nullas infestas hominibus besttas, ut sunt sibi A . 

plcrique Christianorum, expertus. Ammianus M a r c e l  
xxii. 5.

11 Ibid xxi. 16.
13 Cum concubinis publice ct meretricibus fornicetuf' ■ ^ 

Eustattiis et Cymathis adhaerebat pessime et charus 
quorum vitae infamia turpi dicendi nihil est. E xit ns u i . 
omnibus dcclaravit. See note ofValesius to Migni’s £ ,j|
of Sozomenus , col. 1061, and compare the Vita S. Atha' 
(year 347) in Migni’s Athanasius Vol. I.
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sesscd a good disposition, and therefore des'' ’ 
make peace between the jaring mem ers devotions
he invited the Athanasians to perform worship,
along with the Arians in the usual p aces - were 
mid, to facilitate this communion, the two P waS
Put on opposite sides, so that, when t ie o-
^  sung, the Athanasians might 1st
the Father and the Son and the Ho y ’ ^
the Arians could make the same ascription to ̂  
father through the Son and in the Ho y  ^ a
tins himself was wont to offer the doxo og> words : 
way that the nearest bystanders heard on > ,,
e's tows aionas ton ai non “  to the ages o > t^e 
expedient being designed to save et ier P Uberty o{ 
worshippers from receiving oGe^ce- . the making 
choosing between alternative phrase -Leontius.
o* the glorification was a privilege which Leont who -
his deatĥ e  ̂ •*’ bought likely to be abrogated after
resmt of t^Pular disturbances as an inevitable 
when tl • e a'5ro&ation. “  There will be much mud

IS snow mplfo  ̂ ¡"01/1 h a nrr Tlielock; snow melts,”  said he touching his hoary
so f,r . Although displaying such tolerance he w!as 
the e']11 1U Principles, that he chose rather to incur 
advanlarge Preiuelice than to confer ordination or 
Porsiiâ '1101̂  uP°n any who were not of the Arian 
stea(j !°n' , Hut his kindness and uprightness, in- 
eausej | â'ninS Him the respect of the Athanasians, 
tation f1Cni to discredit his good actions by the impu- 
w-hich ° â  ̂ motivcs.1* Except the facts above cited 
detest f re. taHen almost entirely from authors who 
because *''S creet ’̂ very little is known of Leontius, 
vai]jn 1 le Athanasians, when they became the pre- 
the y\r- Harfy destroyed systematically the writings of 
no pa so that few indeed escaped the fire. But 
him cv'CUlar act misused power is alleged against 
eonte, pn ^  his bitterest foes, they, as I have said, 
bis n themselves with impugning the motives of 
difeet- ,cieeds. The only attempt in the former 
an 0r.0n ls to blame him for his patronage of Aetius, 
becoupi’lna^ h in k er with a romantic career. Before 
I'roph^ hishop, Leontius instructed this man in the 
tlie e  ̂ S’ esPecially in Ezechiel; and after attaining 
tPovecl* iC-°Pa  ̂ throne he made him a deacon, but re- 
by f,j him from the office to abate a scandal caused 
°u his u lleg,ed Atheism. Subsequently he intervened 
his le 5ehalf when Gallus Caeesar ordered him to have 
that p S broken, the result of this intervention being 
Dm-,., aUuS became a warm friend to Aetiim. and an-O lllfo J 1 . ----------“ ‘ “ V U VV Hi AX J. Ì4 ÌV U U  IV  ¿XWWAUO) U1XU u p ,-

half him his teacher of theology ! ir In the first 
astiCa] . fifth century, Philostorgius, an ecclesi- 
Or ^  Pstorian, who did not agree with either Arius 
hibnt,lanasius- pays the lover of Eustolios deserved
or

onte.
ffcriuin' cxt°lling tlie purity' of his doctrine,18 and 

him " th e  peaceful Leontius” ;18 whilst^ o t h c  U X W  p V . a t . L l U l  l ^ L V U t l U a  t W l l l l O L

tespe er ancient writer refers to him as “  a man in all 
true j s leal and pious, and filled with zeal for the 
at th/j :° Leontius must have departed this life 
t° f0j. >efiinning of 358 for Eudoxius, who took pains 
oelerp°'v him in the See of Antioch with the utmost

’ ebru;
°U ^cupied it two years before being elevated

uary x5 i 360 to the Archbishopric of Con-
tl&ople.ai

C. C layton Dove.

*4

U  t ,  °menus II.E .  iii. 20. Theodoret
S°2- ih. 2 0 ,1«

l7T'Ì Tlle0(laret ii. ig.
it ‘ Ieni°nt M.E. Voi. VI. p. 409-

«• *5.

s° c r - ia - is -
1 o IU5-

C rates » . E. ¡,3.

M a k i n g  a  B a c k e t  o f  G o d !

P robably one of the most outstanding, atrocious, wicked, 
flagrant, and infamous crimes one can commit, kid
napping by comparison being a vocation for weaklings, 
is that of showing motion pictures on the Sabbath Day.

To put a stop to this heinous crime is the bounden 
duty of the Lord’s Day Alliance.

It’s a long time since we have heard of this associa
tion—“ The Lord’s Day Alliance”—a collection of Blue 
Law worshippers, whose great kick in life is to make 
other people miserable. But the Alliance has been re
ceiving quite a bit of publicity lately through the re
ligious zeal and racketeering of Mr. Cornelius MeNerney, 
a law enforcement (?) agent for these holy people. While 
Mr. McNerney was an authorized agent of the Alliance, 
he received no salary. So to make the proverbial two 
ends meet it was only natural that the good and holy 
man should pull an A 1 Capone.

And which he did—but he picked the wrong man, Mr. 
Charles L. O’Reilly, President of the Theatres Owners’ 
Chamber of Commerce.

Mr. O’Reilly saw in the person of Cornelius just an 
ordinary graft-seeking racketeer. So he put a dicto
graph in his office with detectives and a stenographer at 
the other end in an adjoining room.

While the holy man held out for $1,000 monthly graft, 
he compromised for $100, the piker. The detective listen
ing testified that McNerney said he made $5,000 last year, 
which he kept for himself— a sum of money not to be 
sneezed at these days, if you can get away with it.

But, bless your heart, the good, holy man who has had 
his eagle eye on harmless theatres and stores for the past 
twenty years, as a “  field man ”  for the Lord’s Day 
Alliance, looking for Blue Law Sabbath violations, fell 
into the pit he dug for himself.

A jury of his peers found him guilty of extortion and 
he is going where he belongs— to prison for a stretch of 
time. In a grated cell he may yearn for a Sunday visit to 
a ball game or a movie. But he’ll be far from the 
temptation of relieving the Sabbath’s monotony. He 
will have lots of time on Sabbaths to devote to praying 
for his racketeering soul— and more time during the week 
to understand that the public is sick and tired of a fr̂ i- 
atical minority interfering with the innocent pleasures of 
the majority.

Mr O’Reilly, of the theatres organization, is to be com
mended for his refusal to be a part of making a racket 
of God.

Other rackets would be on the wane if there were more 
O’Reillys!

E dw ard  O rleans.

From the N.Y. "Dairy Mirror

C a s h  a n d  C a n d l e s .

P rohibition  of the sale of candles in churches, such as 
contained in a decree that went into effect in the diocese 
of Rome yesterday, would mean a big loss of revenue to 
churches in greater Montreal where hundreds of thou
sands of candles, the majority of which are procured in 
the churches, are burned before the altars annually by 
the devout, it was learned to-day.

For instance, 2,000 candles are burned daily in Notre 
Dame Church alone during the summer months, while 
three times this number are lighted each day by wor
shippers at St. Joseph’s Oratory. Cote dcs Neiges. In 
addition there are a large number of churches in the city 
in which 7,000 to 10,000 candles are burned weekly and 
scores of others using 5,000 candles in the same period.

While no official information has been yet received by 
local church authorities regarding the decree forbidding 
the sale of candles in churches, there is a possibility of 
such an edict being issued here in the future. This is 
indicated by the fact that decrees enforced in the mother 
diocese of the church in Rome are usually extended to 
take in the whole Catholic world. It is believed, how
ever, that no changes will be made until the effects of the 
decree in the diocese of Rome are carefully studied by the 
papal authorities.
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At the present time practically all candles burned be
fore the altars of Montreal churches are purchased inside 
the churches, each of the worshippers paying a small 
sum for every candle they wish to burn in the stands pro
vided for this purpose at each side of the altar. While 
the profit on each candle is very small— a fraction of a 
cent— the large number burned make it a source of 
revenue not to be despised, especially at the present time.

In addition to the loss of revenue to the church, the 
interior of the church itself would likely lose a certain 
amount of its appeal to the casual visitor, and there are 
thousands of them during the tourist season, who would 
miss the flaming candles that provide such an effective 
foil to the darkened interior of Montreal’s largest 
churches.

From the "  Montreal Daily Star."

Correspondence.

To the E ditor op the “  F reethinker.”

R.L.S.

S ir ,—Mr. Mackinnon adds an interesting item to the 
records of ill-treatment of literary remains by pious ex
ecutors and relatives. No reader of R.L.S. can fail to 
note that, as Mr. J. M. Robertson has somewhere ob
served, religious susceptibilities “  may be shocked by 
some of his freedoms.” One thing that might shock 
those to whom Mr. Mackinnon refers may be found in 
Father Damien, namely, “  Truth that is suppressed by 
friends is the readiest weapon of the enemy.” The con
tentious may say that the “  Prayers "  prove Steven
son’s piety; but they contain more humanity than divin
ity; and, although he was by no means a Freethinker, 
he loved thought and life and “ all the bustle and 
glamour of reality.”  “  To believe in immortality is one 
thing,”  he wrote, “  but it is first needful to believe in 
life.”  Of the “ average sermon,”  he said it “ flees the 
point, disporting itself in that eternity of which we 
know so little, and need to know so little; avoiding the 
bright, crowded momentous fields of life where destiny 
awaits us.”

“ Under the wide and starry sky,
Dig the grave and let me lie.
Glad did I live and gladly die,

And I laid me down with a will.
This be the verse you grave for me :
Here he lies where he longed to be;
Home is the sailor, home from sea,

And the hunter home from the hill.”
This is no more a Christian epitaph than Swinburne’s 

lines, which it somehow recalls, ending with " even the 
weariest river winds somewhere safe to sea.”

Oi.d R eader.

L ADY seeks a Quiet Room in house of Freethinker, no 
children or young people. Is elderly, ill very fair 

health, vegetarian, no alcohol, no cooking, can do all for 
herself, a reader, and keep to own room and own hours. 
Moderate terms, weekly. “  Not in London.”—Box Gi, 
F reethinker, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

GARDENER, young, life experience (Atheist) : wants odd 
jobs or whole days, is. 2d. per hour.—H.H., 282 Croy- 

land Road, Edmonton, N.9.

UNWANTED CHILDREN
In a Civilized Community there should be no 

UNW ANTED Children.

For an Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of Birth Con
trol Requisites and Books, send a i£d. stamp t o :J .  R . HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berks.

E S T A B L I S H E D  N E A R L Y  H A L F  A C E N T U R Y .

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.
LONDON.

OUTDOOR.
the

» ' s , ? ' ®  p* '1 '
August t,  M ‘ S’ Burke (Australia).

No r t h t a ™  » "1 Comm°n, 8.0, Mr. F. F. Corrigan, 
stead) ■ u  ?n k I,iANCn N -S S. (White Stone Pond, Hanip- 
Aueust s 'e  ’ , , " Tdray’ AuRust 7, Mr. Corrigan. Monday, 

g  St 8’ South Park, Hampstead, 8.0, Mr. Tu*».------.8.0, Mr.

6.3°’
10»

Thursday, August 11, Leighton Road*, Kentish Town,
L. Ebury.

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park):
Sunday, August 7, Mr. L. Ebury. Wednesday, August
Cock Pond, Clapham Old Town, 8.0, Mrs. E. Grout. FriM.’
August 12, Streatham Common, 8.0, Mr. F. P. Corrigan.

West H am Branch N.S.S. (outside Technical CoM ’
Romford Road, Stratford, E.) : 7.0, Mr. Greenhouse.

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : Wednesday.
August 3, at 7.30, Messrs. Tuson and Wood. Thursday
August 4, at 7.30, Mr. E. C. Saphin. Friday, August 5,
7.30, Messrs. Brj-ant and Le Maine. Sundav, August 7--- - Messrs-
12.0, Mr. B. A. Le Maine. 3.30, Platform No. 1, j e 
Bryant and Wood; Platform No. 2, Messrs. B- 
Maine and Tuson. 6.30, Platform No. 1, Messrs. Mood, 
and Bryant; Platform No. 2, Messrs. Hyatt and Sap'1111'

COUNTRY.
OUTDOOR.

B irmingham Branch N.S.S'. (Birmingham Bull 
Sunday, August 7, to Friday, August 12, Mr. George 
head will lecture every evening. . jr J.

Blackburn Market, Sunday, August 7, at 7-°< 1 
Clayton. r) :

Brighton Branch N.S.S. (The Level, North-West c°U (l3y,
7.30, Friday, August 5, Messrs. Keyes and Keast.
August 12, 7.30, Messrs. Keast, Trory and de Lacy’- y[r.

Durham (Market Place) : 7.0, Tuesday, August 9’
J. T. Brighton. jjjgli

L iverpool (Merseyside) Branch N.S.S. (corner 01 jjfi
Park Street and Park Road) : 8.0, Thursday, August 4- p 
G. Whitehead. Friday, August 5, Islington, 8.0,  ̂ ' ;te 
Whitehead. Saturday, August 6, Queen’s Drive (°P‘  ̂ - 
Walton Baths) : 8.0, Mr. G. Whitehead. Sunday, Aug1’ jj 
Queen’s Drive (opposite Walton Baths) : 8.0, Messrl!'jjjll 
Little and D. Robinson. Tuesday, August 9, ,|eti.
Lamp, 8.0, Messrs. H. Little, P. Sherwin and E. S-  ̂ pafk 
Thursday, August n  (corner of High Park Street a” ’ ,,1
Road) : 8.0, Messrs. A. Jackson and J. V. Shortt. Ll1 
Freethinkers on sale at all meetings.

Nelson, Tuesday, August 9, at 8.0, Mr. J. Clayton- -f, 
Newbiggin-by-the-Sea, 7.0, Sunday, August 7, Hr- >' 

Brighton. . et):
Newcastle-on-Tyne Branch N.S.S. (Bigg

7.30, Mr. Atkinson.
R ead, Thursday, August 11, at 7.30, Mr. J. Clayton. 
R iShton, Sunday, August 7, at 3.30, Mr. J. Clayt011, „,<4 
Seaham H arbour (Church Street) : 7.30, Saturday, AUp 

6, Mr. J. T. Brighton. ^ 4
South Shields (Market Place) : 7.0, Wednesday, A”- 

10, Mr. J. T. Brighton.

ACADEMY CINEMA, Oxford Street
(opposite waring & gillow s), Ger. 2981-

Second Week.
L. S. Trauberg's Russian Talkie 

“  ALONE.”
Also Joris Ivcns’

“  RADIO.”

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

Third Week
Richard Oswald’s Brilliant German Comedy 

"  DER HAUPTMANN VON KOEPENICK.” 
Also

“  THE BATTLE OF LIFE.”
(Russian)

Continuous Performance 2-11. Sundays 6-H-
Prices is, 6d. to 8s. 6d. 500 Seats at is. 6d.
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