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Views and Opinions.

<">Ur Superstitions.
What proportion of the population can it be said 

*%t they are without superstition? I have a fairly 
larSe circle of friends and acquaintances, and they 
lil"ge over a very wide area. They are educated and 
^educated, professional, scientific, literary, legal, 
aUd commercial, reading men and non-reading men. 
-Uid yet J (lo not think I could safely claim that more 
ll’an ten per cent are without superstition. I daresay 
that most of them would be surprised to read this 
estimate, but I am safe, for each of them will prob- 
ahly rank himself, or herself, with the minority. I 
ani, I may say, using that term “  superstitious ”  in a 
"file sense. To throw oil the gross form of super
stition embodied in religion is comparatively easy. 
]iut the superstitious type of mind may exist in rela
jón. to science, to politics, to philosophy, to life in 
general; and the “  thought forms ”  that have been 
baulked of expression in the field Of religion seek 
satisfaction elsewhere. Whenever T find the philo
sopher talking of “  Reality,”  as though it stood for 
something apart from the things we know, whenever 
 ̂ find the politician speaking of the “  destiny of a 

Nation,”  or the “  spirit of a people,”  as 
though these stood for an innate endowment, 
°r the lay preacher dilating on the “  cate
gorical imperative ”  in ethics, or the scientist 
Explaining things in terms of “  instinct,”  1 
recognize the influence of the grosser forms of super
stition that once dominated the mind of man in terms 
°f ghosts and gods, of good and evil spirits. And 
"hen we add to these examples those of everyday 
and ordinary life, the half-ashamed belief in luck, 
and. mascots, the fascination that astrology has for 
'"asses of the people, and the trade done in fortune 
telling, the vogue of palmistry and spiritualism, and 
the fascination that stories of the ”  occult ”  have for 
"udtitudes, I am afraid that some of my critics may 
Well wonder why I have claimed as much as ten per 
cent to be free from superstition.

Our Uncivilized Selves.
As an apology for mankind let us remember that 

the opportunity for civilized and scientific thinking 
(by that I do not mean thinking about “  scientific ”  
subjects) has been present only since yesterday. In 
relation to the history of mankind that opportunity 
stands as a fraction of an inch does to the cross on 
the top of St. Paul’s Cathedral. Arid be
hind this day or so of civilized life there 
lie millions of generations, during which the 
mind of man was dominated by the grossest 
of superstitions. Man’s mental development has 
been through superstition to science, and at every 
step forward he has felt the pull— sometimes the 
irresistible pull, of the ghosts and gods he was at
tempting to leave behind. He has not merely to 
think new things, but he has had to create new 
thought forms with which to express them. The in
stitutions he had created were there to threaten him, 
the language he had fashioned were constantly 
suggesting false things to him. His mind was, and is 
clogged with vestigial forms of thought that ever 
threatens to set up a mental sepsis.

An apology of this kind may well be set up on be
half of the prevalence of Spiritualism. The silliness 
of it all, the uselessness of it all, even the horror of it 
all, and the frequent exposures of trickery— conscious 
and unconscious— arid downright fraud has little ap
parent force in preventing a large number of people 
being influenced by it. Let a medium be exposed 
and he, or she, will not lack champions; followers and 
believers will remain, and even those who are re
luctantly compelled to accept the exposure will not 
look very kindly upon those who have opened their 
eyes. If Mrs. A. is a fraud, well, there is Mrs. IL, 
who has never been exposed. And there is the testi
mony of men of science ! Oh, those men of science ! 
The solemnity with which they fix their attention on 
things that do not matter, and their positive blindness 
to things that do! The careful way in which they 
take temperatures and weights, chronicle the colour 
of the wall-paper or of the medium’s eyes, and a 
dozen other things that do not matter in the slightest. 
No fraud could wish for a more accommodating audi
ence than a committee of scientific men. The matter 
they are asked to deal with is so completely out of 
their line.

*- * *

A  G h o st D e tecto r.
I do not think, for the reasons indicated, that the 

very telling exposure of the frauds and follies of 
Spiritualism recently issued by Mr. Harry Price, 
Director of the Laboratory of Psychical Research 
(Lc<tvc5 from d Psychist’s Case-book. Gollancz, 15s.) 
will influencé Spiritualists very much. They will not 
deny the exposure, but they will probably argue, as 
they have argued before, that the fact of a medium 
being found out in trickery— a fate which overtakes
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nearly all sooner or later— does not prove that the 
medium was not genuine at other times. And for the 
perpetuation of this frame of mind I think Mr. Price 
is to some degree responsible. For example, his book, 
extending to about 400 large pages, with numerous 
plates, is almost an unbroken record of the exposure 
of one trickster after another, some of them coming 
to him with the very highest testimonials from scien
tific men. It is amusing to note how Mr. Price takes 
them in hand : Mrs Duncan with her ectoplasmic 
bodies manufactured from cheesecloth (there is in ad
dition to the discovery, the sworn testimony of a maid 
servant who actually purchased it), “  Margery "’ 
with the thumb prints of her dead brother that have 
been identified with those of a living person; 
Valliantine (who for so long imposed on Dennis Brad
ley, until the latter finally dismissed him as a fraud) 
whose speciality was the direct voice, but who could 
get nothing from an Italian composer save phrases 
which were all to be found in a cheap Italian phrase 
book; Rudi Schneider, who is bowled out by the 
camera; so the list runs on. One knows that given 
time and patience, exposure is the inevitable conse
quence. Mr. Price’s list of cases detected is as inter
esting as is the account of how this or that pro
fessional conjuror does his particular tricks; and 
to those who are interested in finding out how it is 
done, one could not recommend a more interesting 
volume.

All the same I question whether Mr. Price’s method 
is quite so effective as he thinks it is. First, because 
his policy of running all over the world after this or 
that medium, with an elaborate set of mechanisms 
for detecting fraud, gives the whole business an air 
of actuality that it does not deserve. One might as 
profitably appoint a committee to investigate every 
time it is reported that some witch has cast a spell 
over a farmer’s child. It leaves both the professed 
Spiritualist and the “  there-may-be-something-in-it ”  
type of character with a conviction that if one only 
sticks to it long enough the genuine article will be 
found. An air of scientific probability is given to a 
superstition in the very act of discrediting it. One 
might as well appoint a commission to investigate the 
stories of the miraculously winking Madonnas, or 
whether a person is cured of disease by touching the 
bones of a dead saint. Superstitions have never been 
killed in this way.

greater need to go chasing mediums over different 
continents to see whether one has at last opened up 
communications between this and some other world, 
than there is to form committees of investigation into 
tlie existence of werwolves. These investigations 
make good newspaper copy, but add nothing of scien
tific or sociological value.

* * *

T h e P ersisten ce  o f th e P rim itiv e .
The prevalence of Spiritualism is in the last rc. 

an illustration of the existence of the type of nnn̂  
with which I dealt in commencing these notes.  ̂
experience of the past twenty years has show" ‘  ̂
with the power of adequate reflection how Preva 
and how powerful is the thought-world of the saV<̂ ._ 
The thinly disguised slogans which inspire and ai 
mate a people at war, are the strict analogues ot 
hardly disguised primitive superstitions that nlfet ^  
in the world of religion. The believer in 1111111 j);lj 
does not require evidence for his belief, all u 
Lourdes can provide him with is the occasion to P10 
claim his belief to those around him. Who is 1 11 
with an adequate knowledge of the origin of the 1 
lierent absurdity of the belief in a continuance of Pe 
sonality in another world that has ever been 
verted by the phenomena— real or “  faked ” — A 
seance room ? The believer in a future life, or the n 
believer in a future life, the person who does not h,l0j  ̂
but thinks “ there might be something in it,”  and » 
shelters his credulity beneath the wholly lin11 ,, 
maxim that “  with nature all things are possibly 
these are the types of mind on which things such ^ 
Spiritualism live. And with such the “  scientific^ 
apparatus with which men like Mr. Price appr°a 
the problem has about as much influence in correct» 
folly as a scientific criticism of the Lourdes lllira5 . 
has with the average Roman Catholic believer. 1 
methods devised to undeceive the believers are ° ‘ e 
those that cause them, to cling the more stubbornly 1(1 
their superstitions. Generally speaking you cat»’ 
disprove a superstition, the surest way to kill it lS 
provide a medium in which it cannot exist.

C hapman  C ohen.

A  God’s Birthday.
Moreover, Mr. Price himself fails to draw the 

proper conclusion from his own experience. He 
says that all the spirit photographers he has ever ex
amined have been frauds. He also believes that every 
“  genuine ”  medium cheats occasionally. But he 
has not managed to catch every medium at the game. 
Now it would seem that the right line of argument 
would be, “  If A. B. C. and I), have, when watched 
long enough and carefully enough, been detected 
cheating, either consciously or unconsciously cheating, 
then if we watch E. and F. long enough and carefully 
we shall find them cheating also.”  On the basis of ex
perience it is wholly a question of whether we can 
find out how it is done. But instead of this Mr. Price 
divides his cases into three classes. Those who are 
detected frauds, those mediums who are undetected 
frauds, but who are open to suspicion, and 
those with whom there is a probability of genuineness. 
If I were a Spiritualist I should not ask for more. The 
case for a future life does not depend upon quantity, 
one proven case is as good as a million. The wholly 
useful line of enquiry would be to take the exposed 
cases as illustrating the types of mind that accept 
such evidence as genuine, and deal with the operator 
and the believer as presenting the problem for ex
planation. And with the material at hand there is no

“  John P. Robinson, he
Sez they didn’t know everything down in Jttdee.”

Lowell
“ The vain crowds wandering blindly, led by lies.”

Lucretius.
T here is a legend as old as any in the Christ»1'1 
Churches, which has put a premium upon gloom, aIli 
has helped to make it part and parcel of the orthodox 
superstition. It is that Jesus Christ was never see» T 
smile, but often to weep. This does not concern Free' 
thinkers overmuch, for those light-hearted sinners d" 
not think it likely that any “  Man of Sorrows ”  wo»!»’ 
as Shakespeare says, “ laugh mortal.”  Man, however 
is a laughing animal, and in this he is superior, if 1,1 
nothing else. To be ashamed of laughter, to ho» 
back merriment and mirth, to live in gloom a»1 
seriousness, may suit morbid ascetics, but is unwortlO 
of men, who should love sunshine and the open breezy 
day, rather than the spectral gloom of the church’ 
cloister, and monastery.

Hence the convivial nature of Christmas DaD 
alleged to be the birthday of the founder of the 
Christian Religion, has been noted frequently to the 
discomfiture of theologians, who object to all ration
alistic explanation of their Eastern creed. “ God S
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birthday ”  is an annual orgy of gluttony and godli- 
lless> and the real reasons for this contradictory com
bination forms a most excellent piece of Christian evi
dence, for it plucks the heart out of the orthodox
sllPerstition.

Christmas Day was not kept regularly as a holiday 
until many generations after the alleged birth of 
Christ. When first observed it was kept 011 varying 
dates. The precise date of Christ’s birth, like that of 
i'hackeray’s Jeames dc la Pluchc, was “  wropt in 
'"ystery but it certainly was not in the month of 
December. Why, then, do innocent Christians ob- 
j'erve Christmas Day on December 25, and why is the 
htliday of the alleged “  Man of Sorrows ”  a veritable 

carnival of conviviality, and not a Golgotha of
Rloom ?

Dike all human institutions, the Christian Churches 
'"’d their feast-days have had to contend in open war- 
are for survival. The festivals of old Pagan Rome 
"fle numerous and popular, and it was in competition 
'Clli the feast of the Saturnalia, one of the principal 

'»nan festivals, that Christmas Day came to be in
stituted by the astute Christian priests, and the date 
IXed as December 25. The anniversary of Saturn was 

* !en an old-established institution, and the propensity 
? converts from Paganism to cling to custom proved 
’’H iiicible. If these apostates were to be retained 

'thin the folds of the new religion, it was imperative 
°r the Christians to incorporate the old under the 

'"ask of the new.
d lie anniversary of Saturn and his wife was held 

Join December 17 to 20, and the Roman Emperor, 
aligula-, added a fifth day of popular rejoicing. On 

t icse five festal days of Pagan Rome, the schools were 
'iosed, no punishment was inflicted, the toga was re
placed by undress garment, distinctions of rank were 
ai(l aside, servants sat at table with their employers, 

and all classes exchanged gifts. This struggle for 
^Uryival has also incorporated other widespread 

agan features. In the far-off centuries, white robed 
h'uid priests cut the sacred mistletoe with a- golden 

s'chle, and chanted their hymns to the frosty air. Even 
lliese features have been absorbed into the Christmas 
estivities, and the mistletoe and carol-singing play 

|heir minor and interesting parts in the modern cele- 
>rations of an event that never happened.

'Thus it is that “  God’s birthday ”  has become the 
»terry birthday of the Man of Sorrows, and the 
»gend of an Oriental ascetic deity is at this period of 

Hie year associated with feasting, winebibbing, and 
»'erriment. Why this particular Hebrew god, who is 
^escribed, nowadays, as triune and eternal, should 
I'ave a birthday at all, is a matter for Christian theo- 
*°gians to settle among themselves. Freethinkers and 
^on-Christians regard this Christ as a purely mythical 
Personage, like all the other saviours and sun-gods of 
a»tiquity, who were generally born miraculously of 
vitgin mothers, and whose careers, like that of Jesus, 
"ere marked by so many alleged marvellous hap
penings. Whether there was once a man called Jesus, 
" ’ho lived and preached in Galilee, is a matter of 
comparatively minor importance. The Romish, 
Greek, and other great Christian Churches worship the 
Purely fanciful figure embodied in the New Testament, 
»»d not a Galilean carpenter, and have done so for 
»ear two thousand years. Christmastide throws a 
searchlight on the devious story of Christian origins. 
For it is a jumble of Paganism and Christianity, and 
has as many diverse and indigestible ingredients as a 
Christmas pudding.

This “  old, old story ”  of “  God’s birthday,”  may 
he very edifying to innocent Christians, and satisfac
tory to priests, who make millions out of the pious 
fiction, but of what real value is this Oriental story to

day? It is no more true than the yarns of Father 
Christmas and his reindeer-sledge, or the story of Red 
Riding Hood and the talkative wolf. The clergy are 
not deceived. They would sympathize with the 
worldly-minded stock-broker, candidate at a Parlia
mentary election, who was asked by a fierce Cliurcli- 
woman if he believed in the immaculate conception. 
“  My dear lady,”  sweetly replied the canny candidate, 
“  I believe in all conceptions that are immaculate.”  
Christmastide, so far as the numerous Christian 
Churches are concerned, is an organized hypocrisy and 
make-believe, a contradictory celebration of an event 
that never happened. As a holiday it was observed 
for centuries before there was such a thing as the 
Christian Religion, and it will survive the passing of 
that Oriental Superstition. Its present, and tempor
ary, association with the abracadabra of Christian 
theology is a further proof that priests are the cleverest 
showmen that the world has ever known.

M im n er m u s.

The Usual Answers.

h i .

A ft er  having considered the two popular answers (1) 
“  Took at the beauties of nature! There must be 
something behind it all,”  and (ii) “  But we must be
lieve in something l”  let us turn an interrogative 
eye upon another popular answer. It is th is: (iii) 
“  After all, we don’t know everything.”  Or, alter
natively, for those who favour the classics : “  There
are more things in heaven and earth than are dreamt 
of in your philosophy.”

The implication here is the same as in the two pre
vious answers. We are expected to believe in “ some
thing”  which, in this case, is admittedly beyond the 
knowledge of the speaker. And as before we run the 
risk of being regarded as social pariahs or eccentrics if 
we do not give this vaporous “ something”  (which the 
speaker calls “  God ” ) the liohour of our lip-service. 
What sort of thing this “  something ”  is, those who 
would have us believe are unable to describe in terms 
that are intelligible even to themselves. It is much 
vaguer than the two previous “  somethings,”  for it 
usually only makes its appearance after the absurdities 
of the first two answers have been laid bare.

The particularly vague form which this answer takes 
is not necessarily adopted consciously or of deliberate 
intent. But it is a form which has acquired popularity 
because it is particularly efficacious in concealing the 
ignorance of its utterer by drawing a red-herring 
across the subject being discussed. And the red-herr
ing is the wholly irrelevant fact, which no one dis
putes, that everyone is relatively ignorant upon some 
subject. “  I  admit,”  says the speaker in effect, 
“  that I am unable to counter your arguments 
on the religious question. But you don’t know every
thing any more than I do. So you may be wrong, 
even though I cannot prove that you are. And since 
you may be wrong, T consider that to be sufficient 
justification for sticking to a belief that I am myself 
unable to prove true.”

It is, of course, the old appeal to ignorance so be
loved of priest and parson. In using it, three facts 
are gaily brushed aside in favour of one irrelevancy. 
First, the fact that the speaker has no valid grounds 
for believing what he says he believes. Second, the 
fact that the Atheist has valid grounds for his disbelief. 
Third, the fact that the validity of one particular be
lief is being discussed and not the validity of any be
lief in general. And these three material points are 
ignored on the irrelevant plea that everyone is ignor
ant on some subject! On the self-same grounds any-
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one would be justified in believing that the world is 
flat, that babies are born on gooseberry bushes, that 
pigs have wings, or any other absurdity.

Of course no one knows everything. And the 
logical Atheist is the last person to pretend knowledge 
of what he doesn’t know. Of course there are more 
things in the universe than any one person could im
agine. And the logical Atheist lays no greater claim 
to universal knowledge than anyone else. But what 
excuse can these facts provide for holding a belief in 
support of which we cannot adduce any logical evi
dence ?

The uninformed religious man, whose best argument 
in favour of his own god is to point to the relative 
ignorance of everyone, is not likely to know much 
about the Ju-Ju or Voodoo deities. Yet it is quite 
certain that he would not admit his own ignorance 
concerning the latter to be a Convincing justification 
for the beliefs held by Ju-Ju or Voodoo worshippers. 
But still he justifies his own belief on the grounds of 
other people’s ignorance! Nor is it to be supposed 
that he would admit the Ju-Ju and Voodoo' beliefs to' 
be as true as his own, on the grounds that any belief 
may be true because everyone doesn’t know every
thing. The fact is that, if he were put to it, he 
would examine all other beliefs critically, and would 
apply his common-sense to every argument which 
might be brought forward in their favour. Yet he 
always makes his own “  God ”  the one exception to 
this rule. What is the reason for this?

Roughly speaking there are three reasons. To the 
Atheist, the most obvious reason is that the word 
“  God ”  represents a convenient rag-bag for all those 
things concerning which a person says, “  I don’t 
know.”  Few people like to confess to ignorance 
about matters which are supposed to be of the highest 
importance. And if one’s ignorance can be con
cealed under a suitably vague word, then that word 
becomes extremely useful in discussion. Everything 
that is mysterious, or beyond immediate comprehen
sion, is simply disposed of by attributing it to the 
action of “  God.”  For example, we still have the 
legal phrase “  an act of God,”  when referring to such 
events as a house or person struck by lightning. This 
phrase was formerly regarded as a full and sufficient 
explanation of the causes of these events— though, of 
course, it explained nothing. Similarly we still use 
the phrase, “  God knows,”  when all that we really 
mean is “  I don’t know.”

The second reason why people find it so difficult to 
apply their common-sense criticism to their belief in 
“  God,”  is because the idea was planted in their 
minds at such an early age, that it is almost impossible 
to get at its roots in later life. Like every other be
lief or habit, the earlier it has been acquired, the more 
difficult it is to change in after years. The truth of 
this is to be witnessed in such different things as One’s 
pronunciation, one’s moral and social standards, arid 
one’s politics. And since religious beliefs make less 
contact with the practical things of everyday exist
ence than any other, it is easily understood why they 
remain untouched by the purifying breezes of experi
ence. “  Gods,”  “  devils,”  “  angels,”  and all the 
other creations of religious imagination manage to sur
vive in belief only in so far as they are left to float un
disturbed in their own fog, and are kept out of the 
davlicht of reason. As soon as they are brought into 
association with reality their shapes melt away like 
dreams. Look at poor “  Santa Claus ”  ! What a 
lesson he teaches of the dangers of bringing religion 
in contact with reality. Once he was a Good Saint—  
now he is just Father 1

The third reason why people refuse to abandon their 
belief in "  God ”  or "  something ”  is that they labour

Ulider the delusion that it is impossible to be _1U0̂  
without some sort of religion. This delusion 1S 0 
that the priests arid parsons are keenest to keep a * 
because without it people would soon come to see  ̂
utterly useless priests and parsons are. M°re ■ T 
half the yarns that they broadcast from their P0 h 
are already swallowed with a large dose of sa ^ 
their congregations. But as long as this he a 
morality is swallowed neat, ministers of religion * 
continue to enjoy their unearned incomes in coinpan 
tive security.

That religion is not necessary to morality of a 
standard can be proved in several ways, the most c 
vincing of which is the test of experience. That 
standards of morality which have generally been 11  ̂
held as the highest, even by religious persons, lu 
any necessary connexion with supernatural belies . 
an untruth which can be demonstrated from the o 
itself. The fact is that those very precepts which 01,1, 
all reference to the supernatural are just the ones 
have suffered least change through the ages; 
those that are tied up to “  God ”  in some way 
other have constantly been revised and altered, or e 'L 
done away with altogether.

“  Do unto others as ye would that they should do 
unto you,”  is a moral precept which origina^ 
centuries before its supposed invention by Jesus-  ̂
value lies in its practical application to living huny 
beings in this life. “  God,”  or a fictitious “  lhe a . 
death,”  have nothing whatever to do with it. 
all things; hold fast that which is good,” is anotne 
precept whose value lies in its purely rational adv'CC- 
There is no insistence here upon the superlat" 
goodness of any particular religion or religious bel'e j 
(Incidentally it is remarkable to note that althoU.c

, that 
while 

or

these precepts appear so often upon the l'Ps
cloChristians, the more religious they are, the less 

they act up to them.)

Then, on the other side, we have such precepts ^ 
these : “  The seventh day is the Sabbath of the L°r‘ 
thy- God; etc., etc.”  The impossibility of acting up  ̂
all the injunctions contained in this commandment  ̂
now accepted as a commonplace even by earnest Je''. 
and Christians. And again : “  Whom God ha 
joined together, let no mail put asunder.”  1

itiyutterly inhumane law of sexual morality is consisten  ̂
ignored by most Christian Churches. Even R°nU j 
Catholics, who profess to adhere to it, have invent  ̂
ways and means to circumvent it— provided that t 
necessary “  backsheesh ”  passes into the cleric 
coffers. And so on through any list of moral precept 
one might care to compile.

In spite of this clear distinction between reli.gr1’" 
and morality, there are still thousands of people "'1>° 
dare not admit to having no religion at all, beca"^ 
of the mistaken idea that religion and morality are u,K 
and the same thing. And in any ordinary discuss'011 
it is well-ftigh impossible to educate the relig'0'15 
ignoramus out of his many false beliefs. lie  has "" 
logical arguments, no valid reasons on his side. ^e 
he fears to admit the truth of Atheistic arguments he' 
cause of his own ignorance, and because of the prefl1 
dice and narrowmindedness which he knows to exist U1 
the minds of other ignorant religious folk like hm1' 
self.

Admittedly there are more things in the univei's 
than are dreamt of in anyone’s philosophy. Yet wh°. 
but a credulous nincompoop could believe in the truth 
or value of what “  we don’t know ” ? Personal igriOr' 
ance is no excuse for stubborn adherence to false be' 
liefs; and the ignorance of others is utterly beside tl,e 
point.

C. S. F r a se r -
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Charles Bradlaugh :
T he R oyae  C o m m issio n  on V accination .

Amongst the many tributes to the memory of our 
^eat leader, no reference has been made, so far as I 
I'avc seen, to his services 011 the Royal Commission on 
Vaccination. The appointment was made on May 29, 
^89. He attended the first eight sittings of the 
Commission, when he was stricken with illness, and 
l|fter some improvement was ordered a sea vojmge, 
"Rich resulted in a visit to India. He returned, as 
*'s daugher tells us in the Life, “  at the end of Janu- 

ai-v ’ [1890] and made his reappearance on the Com- 
"■ issicn at the first available opportunity, which was 
011 the 29th of that month. From that time he at- 
Tiuled every sitting until December 10, and in little 
"Eire than a month he was no more. We know what a 
meat loss to the causes of truth and freedom his death 
"’as, and a perusal of the three volumes of Reports, 
Cfmtaining the minutes of the evidence which had been 
hlaced before the Commission, brings this home to the 
■ eader. His examinations of witnesses are master
pieces which are a delight to read. In particular his 
lamination of Dr. Ogle is a striking example of the 
keenness of his intellect in detecting the exaggerations 
'1 orthodoxy. He fastened upon a statement in the 
Registrar-General’s Forty-Third Annual Report, 
"Rich claimed that “  Before vaccination came into 
'lse, few persons escaped having small-pox at some or 
otl'er time in their lives. The great majority had it 
"hen young, and of these a large proportion died.’ 
Ris clear mind saw at once that if this were true,
S|"all-pOX deaths would have formed an enormous per- 
eentage of the deaths from all causes, and an increase 
°f population would have been well nigh impossible, 
^nder his skilful examination this inflated bubble was 
Pricked, and the “  large proportion ”  was admitted 

be “  less than one in eleven.”  This bald account 
k'ves no idea of the deadly suavity with 11111011 the wit
ness is lured to his doom. Anti-vaccinators have 
every reason to remember with gratitude the services 
rendered by Charles Bradlaugh. The following tribute 
t° his memory, from Dr. W. J. Collins (to “  whose 
"ssiduous care”  Mrs. Bradlaugh-Bonner refers in the 
ki/c) appeared in the Pall Mall Gazette. He wrote,
‘ It was in his role as a Royal Commissioner that I 

Pad the privilege of knowing Mr. Bradlaugh. . . . 
Ry his own reef nest T have occupied the chair next to 
Pint at the meetings of that Commission, and a valued 
"cquaintance rapidly ripened into a close friendship.

“ During the long illness of last winter, by day and by 
night at his bedside, T had many a charming conversa
tion with him upon men and things, the memory of
"'hicli I shall ever value. Of his work on the Commis
sion, his strict impartiality, his mental grasp of even 
Pathological intricacies, his skilful handling of a wit
ness, none could speak but with ungrudging praise 
and admiration. The impression which the evidence 
hitherto adduced had made upon his mind, and which 
he freely communicated to me at the last conversation 
"Rich 1 had with him, . . .  it may be my duty some 
day to publish. At that last conversation it seemed 
■ ■ npossible that that active brain, full of will, noble 
ambition, and plans for future labour could so soon be 
at rest, did not one recognize only too clearly how the 
more merely physical organs of heart and kidneys were 
damaged beyond repair. He had, to use his own 
expression, lived three lives in one, so inveterate a 
Worker had he been. His splendid will would have 
carried him through if man could live by will alone.” 

Another friend whose meed of praise deserves re
suscitation at this time is Alfred Milnes, M.A. It ap
peared ip The Vaccination Inquirer : “  His departure 
is as a light gone out, and hope now shines upon us

with fainter ray. Another brave man’s heart is still 
for ever; another tireless and teeming brain shall 
Weave in liberty ’s behalf the warp and woof of 
patient thought no more. All despotisms look up and 
are glad; while Freedom mourns a man after her own 
heart, and sorrows over the grave of one who through 
all his life had served her and followed her, and loved 
her with a perfect love, casting out all thought of self. 
Wise and noble, strong apd true, I have it, pone now 
living will be privileged to look upon his like again.

“  The first rime I ever personally met Charles Brad
laugh was about seventeen years ago, when I was an 
undergraduate at Oxford. He came to give two lec
tures in that seat of what should be learning, and was 
refused a hearing by the undergraduates of the time. 
To myself and to another this seemed so intolerable 
that we hurriedly organized a little supper pgrjy for 
him in my rooms, which happened to be a trifle bigger 
thap those of my friend, and there, after the storm was 
over and the abortive attempt at holding a meeting 
was done with, Mr. Bradlaugh met privately a few7 men 
whom we had been able hastily to call in. The late 
James Hinton happened to be in Oxford at the time, 
and came at my invitation, £pnl thus these two remark
able men were confronted on opposite sides of my very 
humble board. F'or me it was a very memorable night; 
I remember as but of yesterday the impression made on 
me by Mr. Bradlaugh’s perfect forebearance with 
those whose howls and yells and shouted insults had 
just been making him inaudible to the audience he 
had come to address. ‘ I wish they had consented 
to hear me.’ was his only remark, ‘ for, as it is, I am 
afraid they have only seen the worst side of Charles 
Bradlaugh.’ However that might be, and I think he 
judged himself too harshly, we that night were privi
leged to see the best of him, and a wonderfully winn
ing side it was. From that time I attended his meet
ings and heard his speeches as often as I could, which 
was far from being as often as I wished. It is very 
hard for me to speak of liis oratory in terms which 
should not appear exaggerated to those who have 
never come under its spell; but my deliberate convic
tion is that, while I cannot decide whether John Bright 
or Charles Bradlaugh was the greatest amongst 
those sons of men who have wielded in 
humanity’s cause the mighty weapon of tlie 
human tongue, certain I am that pre-emin
ence lies between them. Were I called upon to select 
the speech which I would hand down to posterity as 
the finest specimen of what our glorious English 
mother tongue can do, I know not how I can decide 
between Bright’s speech against Roebuck’s motion to 
acknowledge the Southern Confederacy, or Brad- 
laugh’s plea for justice at the Bar of the Commons. 
His earnestness was something terrific— the -whole 
man went with the words; while vehement as he 
could be, and as lie sometimes was, you ever felt that 
no unconsidered syllable could escape the sleepless 
vigilance of his judgment and the granite resolution of 
his lips. Instinct with the true spirit of chivalry, he 
was as courteous as he could be formidable. . . .

“ And now all tlie influence that was his through his 
priceless gift of character, all the power that lie 
wielded through the love of him that dwelt in the 
hearts of tens of thousands of his countrymen, all the 
respect which he had compelled even at the hands of 
his enemies, all is lost, to the service of our sorely 
tried cause. For ours it would have been. From the 
first Mr. Bradlaugh was opposed to compulsion in the 
matter of medical treatment. The columns of his 
paper were always open to both sides of the contro
versy, and often he has printed letters from myself in 
reply to arguments which he had printed in common 
with other papers, but to which all right of reply had 
by those other papers been refused. . . .
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“  The loss of such a man when the report stage is 
reached on the Commission will be beyond all count
ing. Our hearts are sore for our little ones, who have 
lost in Charles Bradlaugh one of the bravest and best 
of those who would surround infancy with respect and 
the cradle with the sanctity of freedom.”

It was never my privilege to hear Charles Brad- 
laugh, but it was once my pleasure to see him as he 
sat at the open window of the hotel where he was 
staying after speaking at a miners’ demonstration. 
Not much to speak of, perhaps, but something to re
member, to treasure, and to recall with pleasure. That, 
however, is a purely personal affair. The wider ser
vice to which I have drawn attention is of supreme im
portance, and no account of Charles Bradlaugh can 
be complete,or do him justice, if it omits the work on 
which he was engaged almost up to the last moment 
of his life,

E.G.B.

True Piety.

T he General [Sarrail] told me the following story :
A worthy curé of L ’Aude . . . who had long been a 

friend of the “  rabid sectarian,”  one day opened his 
heart to him on the subject of his flock :—

Poor sinners, General, poor Sinners! How can you 
expect them to confess; they don’t know themselves. 
One beats his wife to a pulp . . , and yet lie’s a good 
Christian who often comes to see me . . .  I hear of the 
conjugal beatings from hearsay. He thinks he’s doing 
right, because he thinks he is responsible for a soul and 
is compelled at all costs to cure his wife of her terrible 
mania for slander. Another has for years been blaming 
himself in the most grotesque way because a long 
time ago he missed a church service; yet in fits of rage 
this man will throw his entire household out of doors. 
Though he doesn’t mention it to me, he takes upon him
self a tremendous moral authority. These poor people 
do not understand; they don’t even know themselves, so 
there you are.

“  But what about yourself, curé ?” Sarrail answered, 
laughing. “  You don’t know yourself either. I know 
your little parish, and here you come blurting out the 
secrets of your confessional!”

“ The good curé,”  Sarrail concluded, “  nearly made 
himself ill when lie realized what he had done, and I 
had great difficulty in restoring his peace of mind.”

(The Silence of Sarrail, by Coblentz, p. 21.)

Acid Drops.

It is a kind of a comment on our "  Views and 
Opinions ”  of last week, that Poland and Italy should 
have both protested against the present constitution of 
the League of Nations, and have asked for such a change 
that will divorce it from the treaty of Versailles. We 
agree that a League of Nations which regards itself as 
chiefly concerned with the enforcement of the terms of a 
treaty dictated by conquerors is pretty hopeless as a 
peace-making factor. The only possible good that the 
League could have done, that could not have been done 
without its expensive and bamboozling procedure, was 
to familiarize the public mind with the principle of arbi
tration. The League needs reforming.

But the reforming should include the elimination of 
the dominating influence of the governing gang of,each 
country represented. So long as that is maintained a 
League of Nations will represent only the policy of each 
of the Governments represented, and Geneva, or else
where, will represent only another platform for the ex
hibition of the trickery, the hand to mouth policy, and 
the dishonesties of each Government represented. We 
deny altogether that these politicians, most of whom pass 
their whole life in tricks and scrambles for office and

power, properly represent either the British, or the 
French or any other nation. Let the politicians he 
lepresented, but let it be seen that they are not more 
than represented. Then see that the League is composed 
of the best men we can send representing the whole of 
the life of the country—science, literature, art, etc. That 
will bring an element of imaginative intellectuality i*'!0 
the League which it has not yet possessed.

Above all the League should have the status of an in" 
dependent tribunal, delivering its opinion on all matters 
that come before it. These decisions should have as 
little fear of Governments or leading politicians as a 
judge of our own High Courts has of the frown of a 
Prime Minister. An independent League of this kin > 
delivering its judgments without regard to the policy ft 
any particular Government, would exert such a force ® 
creating a public opinion that no Government would 
dare ignore it. A League of Nations that is dependent 
upon orders from a number of politicians who are prom1' 
uent to-day and either unknown or ignored to-morro"> 
is too ridiculous for words.

of
A number of Buclimanites, who follow a crazy f°nn 

religious evangelism, were invited by Sir Francis m 
mantle, to hold a meeting in the House of Com®01  ̂
The meeting was held, and the newspapers report t < 
about 150 Members of Parliament attended. We do 11 
know wliat rights private members have in this <hre  ̂
tion, but we suggest that other members who h® 
their peculiar opinions, Freetliinking, Communis 1 
Socialistic, or other, should also hold a meeting iot 
benefit of the rest of the members. Or, alternative ) >
will any Freethinker in the House have the courage 
ask a question and raise a protest against the House 
Commons being used for this purpose?

We presume that Viscountess Snowden thought l'c 
audience of Nonconformists at Manchester recently "  
in special need of the advice she gave them. Said she ■ 
“  Never deliberately lie; never be dishonest. Always > 
upright in your dealings with men and women. AlwW 
search for the truth. Honour integrity wherever >’ 
see it in other people.”  We sincerely hope that s°®e 
the seed that she sowed fell into good ground 
brought forth fruit.

,-oU
of

and

We mentioned a book the other day by a Russ®1 
writer, called Jesus the Unknown. It is perfect!' 
delightful to find how it was written. It seems that 3d1, 
Merezlikovsky was not content to find his “  facts ”  1,1 
the four official biographies. lie  also went to the Nc" 
Testament apocryphia and was not in the least disturb01 
that even the Christian Churches had given them up !lS 
lying forgeries. But the cream of the joke is that he 
actually invented his own Apocrypha when he could i'° 
find out details of the unknown Jesus he imagined shorn1 
be put into his work. Here then we have a typical <•*' 
ample of the way in which the original lives were po*' 
sibly written, and the only reason why this last book l_ 
not enthusiastically received by the Churches is tha1 
only four “  genuine ”  lives are needed. An orthodox >'c' 
viewer actually welcomes it : “  It has real value and i®' 
portance,”  he says. Any book boosting up Jesus is ol 
importance, of course. It almost always is the basis o f 11 
good cash transaction; and it seems, the more tl® 
‘ facts ”  are invented, the bigger the book’s importance-

Another Punch comment:—
“ Insertion of false teeth and eyes by the best metho' 

dists.’ ’— Trade Advt. in China.
Not primitive ones, we hope ?

Leonard Woolf writes in the Sew Statesman : —
The history of the human race is a history of tl® 

ebb and flow of civilizations, and one accompaniment of 
the ebb has always been a loud quacking of mysticism 
and mystics. The symptoms are always the same»
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although superficially they may differ. Reason is 
dethroned as old-fashioned, and the man who asks for 
Proof of a fact before he will believe it is magisterially 
dismissed to the bottom of the form as a nincompoop, 
and told to write out 500 times : “ I must not ask for 
proof.”

lit such a state of affairs— and we are in it to-day,” 
futilities Mr. Woolf, “  one requires a little courage not
0 Thick with the quacks,”

"  e learn through the San Francisco Examiner, that “ a 
"cw and revolutionary religion based upon the misuuder- 
sl,|od sayings of the Galilean Carpenter ”  is just out.
1 New Psychological Religion is discovered by Dr. F. B. 
v°biuson. He has discovered that it is possible for 

every human being to-day “  to duplicate every work 
1 'at the Carpenter of Nazareth ever did, even to raising 
t,le dead.”  For Jesus said, “  The things that I do shall 
- e do also.”

Die things that Jesus did, included (by psychical 
'"cans), the turning of water into wine, the manufacture 

food to meet all requirements, the calming of the 
fives, the withering up of fruit trees by a curse, and 

le production of money from a fish’s mouth. If these 
"ccoinplishments became general it would seem, at first 
thought, that all our troubles were over. In reality ex- 
,stence would become more terrible, much more terrible, 
U,au it is at present, as a little reflection will show.

N is easy to write this all off as “  bunk ”  of the most 
f lig h te d  kind, but it is fair to say that it is not Dr. 
'• B. Robinson’s bunk. The great and solemn truth of 

Nu 111 an Immortality was brought to light 1»y the Resur- 
1 Cetion of Jesus. After he came to life for the second 
little, he said very little, but he did say this (Mark xvi. 
15) :—

Go ye into all the world, and preach the Gospel to 
every creature.

He that believeth and is baptized, shall be saved; but 
he that believeth not, shall be damned.

And these signs shall follow them that believe : In mv 
name shall they cast out devils; they shall speak with 
new tongues.

They shall take up serpents; and if they drink any 
deadly thing, it shall not hurt them; they shall lay 
hands on the sick and they shall recover.

After that Jesus went up to heaven and sat on the 
right hand of God. Mr. Robinson thinks his very last 
"'ords on earth had some little importance. l ie  even 
Ninks they are true. Christians generally put that kind 

believer in gaol, but, in matters of this kind, our 
Empathies are with Dr. Robinson every time.

As an item of news it may be recorded that Richard 
Aldington’s novel All Men are Enemies, has been banned 
°n the grounds of indecency by the Government of 
Australia. The novel, it will be remembered was an 
'Udictment of war, written by a man who served in the 
last European Civil War, and received the D.S.O. for his 
services. Sincerity was its fault, plain language its 
offence, and one wonders if the intellectual level of an 
aborigine is the standard of taste for literature to enter 
Nie portals of Australia.

Tn an article in Everyman, the Earl of Iddcsleigh, 
Taking an attack on birth-control writes, “  Luxury and 
tfreligion have undermined our self-control.”  The noble 
Pari can have the liberty to speak for himself in this 
Tanner, but something more practical must be produced 
before he may get away with that wonderful journalistic 
f'ick  of “  our.”  'Phe noble Earl may be an authority on 
luxury— we arc not, and as he is writing through his 
'oionet, we may add to the fun by handing him a fram
boise for his strawberry leaves in a plain statement of 
fact that birth-control is self-control, and self-control dis
penses with the priest’s control.

S15

The Archbishop of York, Dr. Temple, devoted his 
Presidential address at the York Diocesan Conference to 
the subject of Christian Evidence and the interpretation 
of the Bible in the light of modern research. He sug
gested that from time to time they should put forward 
to the world “  a sort of survey of Christian thought.”  We 
are afraid that the unassisted laymen, without training 
in theological subtleties, would be apt to regard this pro
cess as a kind of spring-cleaning carried out in order that 
the Oracles of God may be kept up to date.

Put in appropriate and sedate language, Dr. Temple 
would appear to be a believer in what is called “  progres
sive revelation,”  but just as this conclusion is reached, 
Dr. Temple remarks : —

A large number of those who criticize the Church from 
outside criticize it for holding beliefs which the 
accredited teachers never have held.

So that there is a definite Christian belief which per
sists, and against which all the depredations of time and 
tide cannot prevail. Well, what is it? We presume that 
in Dr. Temple’s case, the Church is the Church of Eng
land by Law established, and that its accredited teachers 
are its ordained ministers, or perhaps he might whittle 
these down to the more fussily ordained ministers, the 
Bench of Bishops. We would ask if the Bench of 
Bishops to-day could put forward an}" creed possessing 
intelligibility to which they could all subscribe. We 
stress intelligibility for, of course, our point is not met 
if undefined and indefinable terms are going to be used 
so that a pretence of agreement may be reached.

Let us apply this to the one point of “  the interpreta
tion of the Bilile in the light of Modern Criticism.”  We 
believe that Dr. Temple and perhaps most of the Bishops 
would accept the conclusions of Bishop Colenso, as put 
forward by him in his Examination of the Pentateuch. 
The Bench of Bishops in Coleuso’s day, with the Primate 
of A ll England as their mouthpiece, pronounced Colenso’s 
objections “ for the most part, puerile and trite; so 
puerile that an intelligent youth who read his Bible with 
care, could draw the fitting answers from the Bible itself 
— so trite that they have been again and again refuted.” 
Now which, on this subject of God’s Revelation to man, is 
the Truth, and when this is decided, which is the Belief 
which the Church’s accredited representatives have never 
held ?

The power of religion is illustrated in two cases re
ported 011 the same page of a Scottish evening news
paper. One was the inquest on a man known as the “ Rev. 
Stephen Russell,”  who was found dead in bed gassed at 
his flat. His son deposed that about a year before, his 
father had had a stroke and disappeared in August, 
1932; but early in October, 1933 he was enabled to trace 
him. The father would have nothing to do with the 
son; was very strange and wild, and threatened to 
throw himself under a bus. It was not a case of lack of 
money. His father was never a minister but was a lay 
licensed reader.

This case is probably one of thwarted ambition. It 
certainly looked as if the poor man aspired to be a 
“  Reverend ”  ; and eventually having resolved to mas
querade as such, he cut himself off entirely from his 
family. His son testified that lie was a man of “  very 
simple tastes ” ; but it may be inferred that the great 
longing to be a cleric had obsessed him for years; and 
when he had taken up new quarters and adopted a false 
name with “  Rev.”  tacked on in front, and was dis
covered by his sou, he resolved to commit suicide. The 
verdict was that he had taken his life while of unsound 
mind. It was stated that he had for long been very 
depressed. A man of over 60, who deserts his home 
and cuts himself off from his relatives and friends to 
enable him to pose in new scenes as a parson, is a 
curious study!
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The other case was that of a young man, who stole 

;£io from a Glasgow Employment Exchange and was 
captured after a street chase. He pleaded guilty. On 
his behalf it was stated that he was not of the criminal 
type, that he had been in ill-health, and that his mental 
balance had been upset by troubles. He resorted to 
money-lenders, who were pressing him, and temptation 
came on him suddenly. A  city minister described the 
accused as a young man of splendid character and chair
man of one of his Church Clubs for young men. The 
magistrate, in spite of this testimonial, sent accused to 
prison for 60 days, observing that he could not look 
lightly on the offence.

What blessed words are “  Christian U n ity!”  Mention 
the word Protestant to an Anglo-Catholic and he nearly 
foams at the mouth. Mention the same word to a Roman 
Catholic and he looks at you with pityipg contempt. 
The Anglo-Catholic, however, is always presenting 
bouquets to the Roman Catholic, and would gladly join 
Rome if only Papal supremacy were depied- The 
Roman Catholic, on the contrary— but let us give the 
exact words of a Roman Patholic editor. This is what 
he thinks of the Anglos

The “  Anglo-Catholics ”  are simply a section of the 
Protestant Church of England, as by law established. 
They may call themselves “  Catholics,”  but they are 
Protestants all the same. They have no fixed belief, 
but choose their own doctrines just like all other Pro
testants. Hence it is impossible to say in advance how 
much of the Catholic faith any individual “  Anglo- 
Catholic ”  believes. A Catholic is one who is a mem
ber of the Catholic Church. There is only one Catholic 
Church, and the head of it is the Pope. Anglican 
“  priests ”  have no valid orders, and so cannot say 
Mass. Every Anglican vicar has read from his pulpit 
a solemn declaration that “  the sacrifices of Masses ”  are 
“  blasphemous fables and dangerous deceits.”

What a beautiful chance this gives to Mr. Sidney Dark 
or Lord H alifax to speak or write on a tender rapproche
ment between the two God-selected parties!

“ II.M .,”  of the Methodist Recorder, states that a well- 
known Bradford paper, because of certain correspond
ence about closing certain churches, sent a reporter out 
to see what were the attendances at a dozen Free 
Churches a short distance from the Town Hall. In one 
(the reporter told “  H.M .” ) he found 25 pepple, in 
another 28, in another 30, and so on. But the paper did 
not publish his statistics. Says “  H.M .”  : “  It was wise, 
for they would have been somewhat disheartening.”  
Quite gp! 4-ccording to Methodist ethics, it is “  wise ” 
to suppress facts and truth where religion and the 
Churches are concerned. It is Christian wisdom as well 
for such tactics have been employed by Christians for 
nineteen centuries, ryithout any revelation of God’s dis
pleasure.

The firm of J. S. Fry & Sons has just been called to 
attention by the Croydon Grocers Association for adver
tising their delectabilitics in the Sunday Newspapers. 
Messrs. Fry reply that they see no connexion between 
Sunday Trading and Sunday Advertising. It is amaz
ing to think that a commercial body, as we presume the 
Croydon Grocers Association to be, is at this time of 
day run by people who hate to see people reading Sun
day papers instead of being at Church. We will believe 
that these bigots are really concerned about Sunday 
trading when they object to Monday Newspapers, which, 
of course, are produced on Sundays, and do involve »Sun
day labour.

Who shall say that all our youth do not study current 
history? John Simmons (17) errand-boy, when told by a 
London Police Inspector that he would be arrested for 
throwing a firework in the street smartly retorted : "  T 
want none of your Hitlerism.”  Simmons quite ably 
stated his own defence with the result that the charge of 
tlirowing the firework was departed from and he was 
fined 5s. for “  insulting words and behaviour.”  Wc

shall all have to be very careful, and to remember that 0 
accuse a Police Inspector of Hitlerism is an insult, a-i( 
can cost at least five bob.

Anglo-Catholics are every jubilant at the recent con 
fessious of “ Nonconformists”  in the Christian 11°'  ̂
One gentleman, an “  Oxonian,”  admits that he 11 ( 
longer believes in the Holy Ghost, the Virgin Ilirth, 10 
Descent into Hell, the Resurrection, the Ascension, ,L 
Secoud Coming, and possibly—though he does not ac 
ally say so—the Miracles and the Bible. Needless to sa) > 
“ Oxonian”  is a genuine Christian Nonconform^ ■ 
Another one, also a believing Christian, says he does 11 
believe in the Virgin Birth, the Resurrection a,u  ̂ 11 
Atonement. That these people, and there are lalgL 
numbers, should so blatantly admit disbelief in eveÔ  
thing that Anglo-Catholics hold most dear and true, aia 
yet cliiig to the title of Christian is enough to ®a " 
Jesus himself turn in his empty grave. But the Aug " 
are delighted because they have always contended tit 
Protestants—that is, Nonconformists—are heretics a" 
not Christians at a ll; and that they, the Anglos, a,e 
real Christians of the first rank, with Roman Catholics a 
good second. But what a merry bone of contention 
this eternal wrangle between Christians—to outside® 
like ourselves !

Archbishop Macdonald, O.S.B., has written a paste® 
letter, in which he enthusiastically extols the in®®11;’® 
benefit the proclamation of a Holy Year has given to \ 
world. “ We see wars averted,”  he declares, - ” 111 
understandings removed, harmony restored, and S°° 
will encouraged, with an ever spreading recognifj0.11 
throughout the world of the rights of God . . . There Uj 
a growing movement in many countries to seek a fqrun 
definition by the Church that Our Lady is the Mediates 
of all graces . . .”  and so on. It is difficult-to bei®'® 
that anyone could pen such drivel, but there it is j" 
plain black and white for both the godly and ungodly 
read. Perhaps, if any excuse can be found for the dca 
Archbishop, it is that he lives in Edinburgh, a,ll_ 
possibly never ventures out. But fancy our rcceutb 
converted Catholic intelligentsia trying to agree " ’it1 
him ! Or trying to make sense out of his hopeless n°n’ 
sense!

Fifty Years Ago.

O nce admits that the Bible is in the same category as 
other books, and has been no better preserved than othcl 
ancient so-called sacred literature, and the position of tl,e 
Rationalist is secured. There is nothing for it but to tisc 
our own reason and conscience as much in regard to it a)( 
to any other documents. Wc must be critics over the lmb 
ghost and judge for ourselves what is his handiwork 
The infallible book must be vouched for by our ow" 
fallible judgments. And here the disingenuousness a 
the clergy steps in. They say that when any passage 1” 
tfie Bjblp coincides with our highest morality and coin"1’ 
home to our bpst feelings, that is a proof of its inspi®' 
tio n ; but instead of taking the many passages which c<®' 
tradjet our morality qs a proof of the reverse, a systeU1 
of interpretation is resorted to which would make a divb,c 
revelation of Jack the Giant-killer.

What better proof could there be that the Bible is thc 
product of men, and those but semi-civilized, than such 
stories as those of God commanding Abraham to murd® 
his own son; of his killing the first born of Egypt be' 
cause Pharaoh would not let the Jews go; of his saw 
guinary orders against the Canqanites and others ? If any 
one found such a story as that of Joshua staying tl'L> 
sun in the legends of other people he would take it as 
conclusive evidence of their ignorance and barbarity. 3 0 
quote from the Koran how Mahomet sanctioned tin' 
slaughter of Jewish male prisoners is considered by 
Christians sufficient evidence of his not having bed1 
sent of God, yet at the same time they are ready to 
credit that Jahveli ordered thc. extermination of the 
Midiauites.

Thc "  Freethinker,”  December 16, 1883-
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t h e  f r e e t h i n k e r

F ounded  by  G. W. FOOTE. 

E d ito r ial

61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4. 
Telephone No.: Central 2412.

This is not cxactjy a “  Sugar Plum ,”  bqt there is no 
other part of the paper in which it can conveniently gq. 
But we arc quite sure that all our readers will have heard 
with the greatest regret of the accident that lias hap
pened to Mr. George Lansbmy. To have broken his 
thigh at his time of life is no light blow, and he will 
have the best wishes of all Freethinkers for a rapid 
recovery. Devotion to principle is pot sq common in 
present-day politics than we can afford to lose a man of 
Mr. Lansbttry’s type.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

• Poî ock and Others.—We are not always able to make 
unniediate use of cuttings, useful though they may be, but 
their receipt is always appreciated. 

hiNEAYSON.—We have been hoping to use the paragraph 
 ̂ ahout Bradlaugh and may yet. Thank you.
J- ĥ'RRAY.—Why not read Berkeley for yourself instead of 

reading what someone else says about him. Berkeley did 
11()t deny “ objective reality.”  He asserted that things 
exist objectively to the observer as he sees them. His 
uhole system depends upon this and it would have been 
fatal to the object he had in view for him to have con
cluded otherwise.

Knight.—We cannot undertake to answer at length all 
questions put to us, and your case proves that to answer 
them briefly is often to court misunderstanding. What 
you mean by “ thought beyond the conception of thought 
We have no idea.

k' Haney.—Thanks for securing new subscriber. I hat is 
Hie way to help in the most effective manner, both this 
paper and the Frecthought cause.

Hl\vs.—Of course, no possible arrangements could prevent 
Political opportunists, self-seeking financial groups, etc., 
from trying to influence a League of Peoples, but the risk 
becomes a certainty under existing conditions. At present 
the League of Nations is little better than a means of 
carrying into operations the self-seeking ambitions of the 
chief powers interested. All tlie considerations that are 
Present in a court of justice are absent. It is 
too much like a committee of burglars representing each 
Nation discussing under what conditions the holding of 
Private property should continue to exist.

-h McK enna.—You are quite correct Henry’s title “ Defender 
()f the Faith,” was given him by the Pope. Thanks.

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

T,'e Secular Society, Limited Office is at 62 Farringdon 
Street, London, E.C.4.

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

^hen the services of the National Secular Society in con
nexion with Secular Burial Services are required, all com
munications should he addressed to the Secretary, R. H. 
Rosetli, giving as long notice as possible.

Friends who send us newspapers would enhance the favour 
by marking the passages to which they wish us to call 
attention.

Orders tor literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
of the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4, 
and not to the Editor.

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

rill Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
"  The Pioneer Press," and crossed "  Midland Bank, Ltd., 
Clcrkcnwell Branch."

Sugar Plums.

We referred last week to a Catholic journal which had 
been sued by Mary Borden, because of their comments 
Upon her in connexion with her recent novel, Mary of 
Nazareth. The paper on which we based our comments 
'vas the Catholic Herald. It was a mere slip of the pen 
that led us to write the Catholic Times. Nothing of 
'vliat we bad to say bad any reference to flic Catholic 
Times, and we offer our apologies to that journal for any 
annoyance our blunder may have caused.

Mr. Cohen’s new work Bradlaugh and Ingersoll is now 
ready. It is a critical study of these two leading Free
thinkers, and contains twelve plates. Nicely bound in 
cloth, the price is 2s. 6d., pr by post 2s. gd. Those who 
wish to introduce Freethought to a friend can hardly do 
better than offer this volume as a Christmas or New 
Year’s present. The work of tlje Bradlaugh Centenary 
Committee did something to make Bradlaugh known to 
the present generation, but little appeared concerning 
Ingersoll, whose influence on Freethought was not less 
than that of Bradlaugh’s, save the Ingersoll special issue 
of the Freethinker. We anticipate a good demand for 
this book.

We have received a copy of Now I see, by Mr. Arnold 
Lunn. We imagine that Mr. Lunn has written the book 
under the conviction that it provides a study of the 
reasons which may induce other people to join the 
Roman Church. In fact it does no more than to provide 
material for a study of Mr. Lunn, and the psychological 
stud}' of any man, from the genius to the idiot is never 
without its value to the scientific psychologist. We do 
not know with whom Mr. Lum i’s reasoning will be effec
tive, but if it provides a reliable indication of the mental
ity of those who are brought over to the Roman Church, 
we fancy his superiors will wish that he had remained 
silent. One should never give reasons for accepting 
stupidities.

Mr. Lunn has in religion been many tilings in turn, 
and nothing for long. He shows an acquaintance with a 
number of writers in defence of some sort of a religion, 
but there is no evidence of independent study; be evi
dently lias no acquaintance whatever with modern Free- 
thought. He is greatly impressed by the unswerving 
orthodoxy of the Roman Church (something might be 
said against this) but the conclusion is not quite clear 
unless it is that Mr. Lunn believes that when an institu
tion repeats the same stupidities for centuries it becomes 
wisclom. His evidence for religious beliefs is away back 
in the days of Paley. His presentment of the argu
ment (or design drawn from the structure of the e3’e, is, 
for example, extraordinarily crude. He is also deeply 
impressed by the arguments of Aquinas. This was also the 
case with quite a number of Roman Catholics with 
whom 1 have recently come into contact, although it was 
quite evident that they had never read a line of that 
writer. Evidently they were repeating a lesson, like 
good little Roman Catholics. There is no clear proof 
from Mr. Lumps writing that lie has made any indepen
dent study of Aquinas ; if lie had, and had followed this 
ii]> by a study of more recent writers, lie would know liow 
frequently his arguments have been shattered. But 
whether Mr. Lunu has read Aquinas or not we venture to 
present this from that writer for his edification. He will 
find it in the Summa Theologica. “  When a man brings 
reasons that are not cogent to demonstrate the faith, lie 
only prpvokes the scorn of the unbelieving.”  Now I See 
is published by Sliced and Ward at 7s. 6d.

In the McLellau Galleries, Suucliieliall Street, Glas
gow, to-day (December 17) I)r. C. H. R. Carmichael, of 
Liverpool, will give a Lantern Lecture on “  Body and 
Soul.” Dr. Carmichael is an attractive speaker, with a 
style of his own, and well equipped with reasoned and in
structive matter. The lecture is under the auspices of 
flic local N.S.vS. Branch, commences at 7 p.m., and should 
be supported by every local "saint.



8x8 THE FREETHINKER D ecember i 7> T933
The Bradford Branch N.S.S. will be busy in the 

Jovvett Hall, Chapel Street, Leeds Road, to-day (Decem
ber 17) when Mr. George Whitehead (London) will 
speak on "  W hy Man Made God.”  Admission is free, 
with reserved seats at 6d. and is. each. The lecture 
commences at 7.30 p.m. Further lectures wi l l ,  be 
arranged, always providing the saints in the area will 
support the efforts.

Mr. J. T. Brighton is doing some good organizing work 
in the Durham and Northumberland district. He has the 
knack of gathering workers around him, and all Free
thinkers in that area willing to promote some local 
activity should get into touch with him at 18 South View, 
Chester-le-Street, Co. Durham.

A  big consignment of the seasonal greeting card suit
able for Freethinkers is now to hand. They can be for
warded to any address at is. for seven cards, from the 
Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdou Street, or the National 
Secular Society, 62 Farringdon Street,.London, E.C.4.

Roman Catholic historians find it now profitable to 
deny wholesale the “  Protestant ”  judgments of last 
century. Here is Mr. William Walsh with a cheap 
edition of a biography of Isabella oj Spain, who, more 
or less ridicules Prescott. The Spanish Inquisition, it 
seems, was really a beneficent institution, was a life
saving organization, “  averting far more deaths than it 
caused.”  What a blessing it should prove now! Win- 
does not Mr. Walsh agitate for its re-institution ? Then 
Torquemada was a “  pleasant, kindly, industrious, able 
and modest man, whose chief ambition was to imitate 
Jesus Christ.”  Whether this makes Torquemada like 
Jesus or Jesus like Torquemada is not quite clear, but 
it shows the contempt for modern criticism and the power 
of Roman Catholicism, in that it can hold up a monster 
likc Torquemada as a Christian model. We hope that some 
Catholic historian will now try to whitewash a few of 
the Popes— John X II. or Alexander VI., for instance.

Freethought 8c Political Science.

ir.

(Concluded from page 787.)

Ordered politics, where conference and debate enters 
into the conduct of affairs and public decisions, must 
have related executive agencies. After the failure of 
the antique experiment therein, their emergence takes 
on another form. Medieval policy was largely in the 
hands: of ecclesiastical statesmen, and was concerned 
mainly with defining relations under a régime of regu
lated status, both within the community, and in deal
ings with other countries similarly placed. The first 
appearance of any such agency on a national scale is in 
England during the Anglo-Norman period; in a Parlia
ment or Conference between the King and certified 
representatives of his subjects, recalling in a measure 
the earlier Saxon Witan. The idea of representation 
had not entered into Græco-Roman concepts. As the 
English nation was consolidated in the thirteenth 
century, onwards, Parliament became an organic ele
ment of the Constitution, concerned with things like 
taxation and supply, and questions arising out of 
growing trading interests at that time.

The Mother of Parliaments attained to its supremacy 
in the State by slow stages. The civil broils of the 
seventeenth century were connected with its place in 
the Constitution, mixed up with ecclesiastical issues. 
Even in the early part of Anne’s reign the House of 
Commons “  still regarded itself as the critic of 
Government which it had been in the past, not the

seat of Government which it was to be in the fut'111'- 
In the reign of William and Mary all the leading 
Cabinet ministers were found in the Upper House • • 
Sir Robert Walpole was the first of our rulets "  
preferred to govern the country from his seat on 
front bench of the House of Commons, and to go up 0 
the Eord9 only when he left office. . . . The idea.^ 
Government was personally associated no longer wi 
the Court, but with the House of Lords; and agams 
the House of Lords the Commons nourished a j rat! 
tion of jealousy almost as strong as that which * 
nourished against the Court.” * By the time of 11L 
Reform Bill of 1832 the respective prerogatives of t 11 
two Houses had been defined, as with finance an 
control of administration, mainly by force of circui" 
stance and expediency. So with extensions of lt 
franchise during and after 1832, this has been due m°re 
to the pressure of public agitation than to any foi1'1" 
lated doctrine of “  democracy,”  except in so fa' a 
this was influenced by popular advocacy like Pauie * 
Rights of Man.

Still, public discontents and urgent secular 
set men thinking afresh on first principles of g°vel! 
ment. The creation of a Federal Union of the 
vclted States or Colonies of North America was a PiaL 
tical issue. But its framers prefaced their work hv 
Declaration of Rights, as a necessary article. Wl>e11 
the National Assembly in France, in 1789 were co" 
fronted by a related task, they drew up a set of Prl" 
ciples or rights as a basis upon which to build, as the>
1__ ,..1 „ ___  „...1.... .,1__ „c _1,1 __ . “  The

of 
(1

hoped, a new order in place of the old régime : 
end of all political associations, is the preservation 
the natural and imprescriptible rights of man; a11 
these rights are liberty, property, security, and i'eSlS 
anee of oppression.”  It is significant too that e111̂ 
phaSis is laid on the unrestrained communication 
thoughts and opinions, including religious opinion-1 
as being one of the most precious rights of man. Them' 
fore “  every citizen may speak, write, and publ’S1 
freely, provided he is responsible for the abuse of th|S 
liberty in cases determined by the law.” The <hs‘ 
astrous course of the movement that followed, and
causes, belong to history. Its effect here was to
strengthen reaction in one direction, and to evoke i'e‘ 
flection on popular advancement in another.

The doctrine of “  Rights ”  has had ample criticism, 
and those of “  property ”  are now much called 1,1 
question. Yet behind it is an attempt to find in rigT 
reason an intellectual view of life and living distinc 
from Theocracy; just as utility is a similar step 111 
morals. These things belong to a comprehensive 
social philosophy, still in the making, and link wit’1 
free inquiry all along the line, of which Governmem 
is one phase. To its exponents in this country '"'e 
owe the first valid illumination here; as with the 
classic studies of J. S. Mill in Liberty and Represent 
live Government, and the conditions essential to the11 
successful conduct in the lx>dy politic. One jS 
capacity and will for responsible citizenship. That 
goes with opportunity for full development and educa
tion for each person, as the quality of the unit deter
mines the effective quality of the whole society. The 
end in view is an upstanding People, each alive to hi® 
own interest, able to direct advisedly his affairs either 
personally or in concert with others; and to form a 
more or Jess intelligent judgment on matters that fall 
for consideration as a citizen. Ordered public opinio'1 
is therefore the leading factor in shaping national 
policy, reached by a consensus under fair means of 
open canvass and decision.

Of such is the Free State— whatever its difficulty of 
achievement. As its rulers are responsible to public 
feeling there must be a true representative system.

* G. M. Trevelyan.
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"hich excludes all arbitrary will. The function of 
science in this connexion is to give exact shape to the 
’Mechanism and process which best fulfil the purpose.

.D perhaps, is the more correct term, as it must deal 
"'Hi things largely of an empirical or experimental 
wder; the organization of opinion and its just repre
sentation; a stable Executive versus Parliamentary in
dependence; the limits or extent of Administrative 
action, and the like. Some of these questions are con
nected with highly controversial material concerns 
"liicli complicate the clear issue before us. We may 
’cturn to them in a separate regard.

Now the above positions im ply a State constituted 
so as to draw its power from the generative force of its 
"'embers. T hough its partial attainment is of yester- 
<lay> it is now called in question, or derided and out- 
' aged, at home and abroad by devotees of another cult 
" th a t  of the Robot State; w hich include some so- 
called intellectualists here, and is exhibited in prac- 
‘ jce by sundry foreign dictatorships. W hether dis
tinguished as Brown, Black, or Red, they have this in 
c°mmon— that the individual subject is rolled out to 
Pattern under a patent juggernaut, according to the 
t,es'gn supplied by a self-appointed hierarchy at the 
c°ntrols. A  reversion to barbaric standards, the 
Ca"se of which is a subject apart; but we w ill point, 
111 conclusion, to intimations of the disorder in our 
°W" midst.

During the present century the English Parlia
mentary system, based on two parties, has been com
plicated by the advent of a third party, strongly Social- 
lstic, which has strengthened its position at the ex
pense of what formerly ranked as the progressive 
section; besides a revolutionary faction in the offing. 
D"r electoral method since its adoption in the ’8o’s 
Das failed to give correct results. With three candi
dates, or more, contending for one seat it becomes a 
'"ere gamble, shown by recent elections, and the 
Socialist rout at the last, where they obtained a frac
tion of the membership of the Commons to whatever 
'"ting strength they were entitled. Moreover, through 
tl'is change of allegiance, no one section could now 
command a clear majority in the country, under an 
e1"itable method of return, to make a Government of 
"He colour. To meet this situation fairly, quite 
""other mode of envisaging Parliament and National 
Government is requisite.

Net for specious reasons the two larger parties 
"void facing it. The best counsel in the interest of 
‘ strong government ”  that a Socialist light, pro

fessor of the “  science,”  can offer is the Alternative 
Note; which allows to the free and independent elector 
fl'e choice of supporting those he dislikes least— a diffi
cult decision itself, f  Whilefrom the same school comes 
" proposal to jettison Parliament altogether, once a 
chance majority can be returned to force on a Socialist 
Programme; supported by the revolutionary wing on 
the plea of “  preventive action ” to forestall an im
pending capitalist dictatorship !

In view  of all this there is left to others the duty 
to enhance the efficacy of institutions upon which 
depend, absolutely, sure progress— and Freethought.

A u sten  V e r n e y .

In an article in the Labour Magazine, prior to the Jtk-c- 
P°n, which advances familiar objections to proportional, that 
,s> real representation. Objections met, authoritatively, by 
Publications of the Proportional Representation Society deal
ing with the whole subject of Executive and Parliament.

The problem of evil only exists for those who believe 
that the world is created and governed by God.

Archbishop of York (Dr. Temple).

Figuring It Out.
—>̂ 1—

W h en ever  a religion or philosophy pops up its head 
to-daj" it claims to have the support of scientists and 
science, or, if it is at all possible, it masquerades as a 
science. Christianity, after hundreds of years sup
pression and persecution of science, now does its best 
in the sacred cause of publicity to attract scientists to 
its gatherings. Having done its damnedest to an
nihilate the seekers after truth, and failed, religion 
smiles sweetly at them and says, “  Of course, you are 
really on our side all the time.”

During the last few years the “  science ”  of Numer
ology has been trying to edge its way into the 
limelight of the philosophic stage, and, since a num
ber of books have been published on the subject, and 
many people apparently pay fancy fees for readings, 
there is obviously still plenty of money to be made by 
taking advantage of the public’s puerile superstitions.

What is Numerology? It calls itself the science of 
numbers, and tells you how you may be lucky without 
buying all those Birmingham-made mystic charms of 
the East. It is not a religion, but since it seems to 
involve its adherents in a religious belief in astrology, 
Jesus and Madame Blavatsky one may readily com
prehend that this science does not stand on a very 
solid scientific foundation.

Determination to judge everything on its merits has 
often been a valuable steadying influence when enthu
siasm has got the better of public sanity, and it is our 
plain duty to help the more gullible to retain what 
sense of proportion they have in the face of propa
gandist activities in favour of this new old superstition 
of numbers.

According to the Nmaerologists there are oidy nine 
types of character on earth, and if you want to find 
out to which you belong you simply add up the date of 
your birth, and keep on adding until you reduce the 
total to a single figure. If you were born on the First 
of April, 1899, your “  fadic ”  number is 1+ 4 (the 
number of the month) + 1+  8 + 9+ 9 = 32, and 3 + 2 = 5. 
Thus you arc a five-type. Each type has certain 
clearly defined characteristics, and lucky and unlucky 
dates. Each type has a “  year of destiny”  every nine 
years, the exact year being decided by its fadic num
ber; hence, 1933 is a destiny year for number seven 
type (1 + 9 + 3 + 3 = 16, 1 + 6 = 7). No explanation is
offered as to why this should be so. That is the sig
nificant point which always distinguishes these 
pseudo-sciences. A  freak theory is dogmatically 
stated, and then the “  scientists ”  scratch about look
ing for evidence to support it.

This Numerology could doubtless provide us with 
an excellent parlour game, cspeciall}’- if the ladies 
played fairly and told us their real ages, but when 
people start to take it seriously . . . !

The theory will not withstand the simplest tests. If 
you believe it you must maintain that heredity and en
vironment play no important part in the formation of 
character. Every man born on the same day has 
fundamentally the same character, whether his 
parents are Nordic or Negro, whether he is brought 
up in Park Dane or Poplar.

Now consider the question of one’s years of destiny. 
Let it be understood that these are not necessarily 
lucky years; to allow themselves the widest; scope for 
taking advantage of coincidence, the Numerologists 
define a destiny year merely as an important or event
ful year. Imaginative people can persuade them
selves that any year the Numerologist cares to name 
is an important year in their lives.

In my particular instance Numerology has been 
specially unlucky. From my birth-date I find that I 
am a seven type (I, a militant Atheist, am of the
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psychic type; this type, we are told, is nearly always 
a potential spiritualist medium, and is also well-fitted 
to become a clergyman!). My last destiny year was 
J924. Had 1923, 1925, or 1926 been chosen I could 
have found some evidence to support the choice, but 
1924 was one of the least eventful years of my life. 
I must apologize for having been so inconsiderate 
about the date of my birth; I promise it won’t happen 
again.

It will be noted that the odds are eight to one that 
one of the most important events in life, namely, 
birth, does not occur in a year of destiny. Indeed, 
the case against Numerology, like that against all re
ligious and semi-religious superstitions, is so over
whelming that one might continue indefinitely pro
ducing conclusive arguments against it. Let us 
therefore examine the case for the defence.

The institute propagating this gospel issues a hand
book introducing the subject to the public, and while 
it is the least pretentious book on the subject it is 
nevertheless an amazing piece of audacity. Does it 
provide evidence ? Evidence ? Dear me, n o ! 
“  Proof ”  is the word used. It cites three examples 
as ‘‘ actual proof of the science of Numerology.” 
And what a trinity ! Gladstone, Christ, and Crippen. 
These Numerological people are assuredly uncon
scious humorists— “  unconscious ”  in the full Ameri
can sense of the word.

But to show how terribly thin these “  proofs ”  are, 
let us take the Gladstone figures. He was born on 
December 29, 1809, hence he is a five personality. It 
therefore becomes necessary to find a few numbers in 
the “  Grand Old Man’s ”  life which add up to total 
five. With nearly eighty-nine years of material they 
succeed in finding seven examples.

A  casual glance through Gladstone’s life will allow 
one to “  prove ”  (equally unconvincingly) that seven
was his governing number, thus : —

Lord of the Treasury, 1834 .............. 7
At the age of 25 ... ... ... ... 7
Raised to Cabinet rank, 1S43 ... ... 7
At the age of 34 .....................................  7
Chancellor of the Exchequer, 1S52 ... 7
At the age of 43 ... ......................... 7
Died at the age of SS .........................  7
250,000 viewed his body in the Abbey 

during its two days’ Christian exhi
bition .............. ... ... ... 7

This last one, I admit, is feeble, but it is no worse 
than one of the Numerologist’s examples, namely, 
that when he was first elected for Parliament Glad
stone polled 887 votes. My case for seven is defi
nitely better than the Numerologist’s case for five, 
and I have pot the slightest doubt that anyone reason
ably at home with figures could “  prove ”  that Glad
stone’s life was governed by any number one liked to 
name.

The whole theory is so extraordinarily unconvinc
ing that it would have been laughed out of existence 
at birth had it been presented to an intelligent world; 
but the ignorant, fearful, superstitious Christian mind 
is fertile soil for such a doctrine. In a world where 
at any given moment the religious-minded may be per
suaded that it is pious to kill every member of any 
race with which one’s government has quarrelled; in a 
world where a Hitler can convince his followers that a 
certain Jesus of Nazareth was not a Jew but a Ger
man; in a world which still largely believes that up
wards of 17,000 feet of rain can fall in the dry Ararat 
area in forty days when the wettest place on earth 
gets considerably less than fifty feet in a year; in such 
a world as this Numerology should go from, strength 
to strength.

A  Kind Jaques.

T h ese  verses and epigrams are the product of a >un'( 
which feels the tragedy as well as sees the coined} 0 
life. The author tilts at conventions— the conven 
ticn faith, conventional patriotism and conventi<»u 
love-making. He give us his philosophy of life in ‘ 
series of beautifully finished verses reminiscent,  ̂
their terseness, of Dryden and Pope; and cruelty a 
humbug are the pet objects of his satire. He a * 
treats of man’s mistakes, and quite early i11 1' 
treasure-house we find a jibe at himself : —

I made an armament to overcome
The embattled brutishness of Tweedledum,
Only to find that weapons forged by me 
Upheld the brutish cause of Tweedledee.

A  patriot, he is not blind to our faults; thougi’ 
we m ay be the best of a poor bunch.

When all our prides and pomps are past,
When Fortune sets her face to frown,
And England is allowedrat last
To la}' the Wlnte Man’s Jingo down . . .
. . . We shall not know, we cannot care, •
111 casual graves or quiet vaults,
If the report be false or fair 
Of all our virtues and our faults.

Obviously lie doesn’t expect any hereafter, if °"c' 
may judge by his humorous epitaphs. Try this ()I1L 
on A Gentleman of the Old School :—

Here lies a man of wealth and rank 
Who hunted, whored, made bets and drank : 
There is not much to tell beside 
Except that he was born and died.

The epitaphs on A Gentleman of the New Schof > 
A Fashionable Man, or A Selfish Man, are eqda 
neat. There is another fine one 011 liveryman : al 
that entitled An old-fashioned epitaph might well ha' 
been written on Ingersoll : —

A man whom all men loved lies here—
Pity not him whose life is ended,
But drop for those who held him dear 
And, stranger, for thyself a tear,
Who cannot be by him befriended.

T he conflicting aims of modern civilization arc eX 
pressed in a co u p le t: —

Science finds out ingenious ways to kill 
Strong men, and keep alive the weak and ill.

And what lie terms Bungaloid Growth is ticked 
in in a quatrain : —

When England’s multitudes observed with frowns 
That those who came before had spoiled the towns, 
“  This can no longer be endured!” they cried,
And set to work to spoil the countryside.

A tide From the Chinese is a neat satire on the |L 
wards of literature, and incidentally illustrates ollj 
dictum “ with how little wisdom is the v'°ra 
governed.”

Some of the longer poems such as laving in the M lCl' 
lands tire really little essays in criticism and simikuT 
A death— not in the desert. I hope the author 
not mind my pilfering the last verse of this satire 

On the day of resurrection 
Must I be raised from where T rot ?
Meet once more the whole collection ?
Let’s hope not!

T h e verses on Adolescence, Youth, and on Oh d ■' 
my delight gel right down to the heart o f matters ai'1 
indicate a mind that has pondered deeply (!l’ 
essentials : and which conies through w ith a phiD' 
sophy of one world at a time and m aking the best ()1 
it. T his is happily exemplified in Euripides al Ca>u' 
bridge.

The Sonnet on My M.P. just bristles with clever 
hits at the Public Schools; and the M.P. who claim5 
monopoly of honesty and sense : —II. T . B u ck i.E.
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And shofits tod loudly hi the I’afty fight 
' Down with the Left, and God defend the Right!”

I must not piifer too much of the poet’s work : 
though the temptation to do so is very great : for his 
thought is so varied and so well-expressed that every 
v«se yields something fresh. Two couplets on dining 
"one for not dining with Peter, and another why lie 
has not been invited by Paul are simply perfect : and 
a quatrain on Head and Heart hits off the Holly wood- 
jnade romance: while the ode Profiteers, O Profiteers 
's a scathing commentary on the commercialism which 
ias been so long our pride, and is becoming tbe 

World’s apoplexy.
A Missionary Sermon will delight the hearts of all 

freethinkers, for here are portrayed the steps bv 
which, first our missionaries, then our traders, and 
then our soldiers come on the scene, and how we 
annex the lands of the heathen who bow down to 
stocks and stone . . .

Then all may be at last as God has willed,
The Sermon on the Mount be then fulfilled,
And Earth inherited by us, the meek,
While coloured peoples turn the other cheek.

1 here, we have pilfered another stanza< and con
science does not allow us to repeat the offence, or we 
should quote the whole of Caliban’s God. It consists 
°f only eight lines, but it puts the case against Theism 
with unerring skill, more than cancelling out I he 
Preferential Creditor, where a faint Theism shows it
self.

I lie Nero Vicar of Bray is undoubtedly a Brimstone 
ballad of the type made familiar to readers of this 
journal by G. E. Mackenzie: while Spaniel Ser
mons is almost equal to the best in tbe volume.

Although this book appeared over a year ago, In 
Athens when the Poets Sowed might have been 
Written to point to the Hitler regime in Germany : 
but, of course, its applicability to all religious perse
cution will make it topical while any group of men 
desire to tyrannize over the thoughts of others.

The Mysterious Universe pokes fun at the mathe
matician's and physicist’s formula-God, in a manner 

bring joy to the heart of everyone who loves clear 
thinking; and by the time the writer has 
finished with the “  Mutnbo Jumbo of the .Skies,”  there 
's nothing left for him but to ask, “  may x  have 
Uiercy on my soul.”  It may be there arc some roll0 
know is really a discussion of “  Is life worth living,” 
and the author’s answer is “  yes." He believes in 
die secular view of life, and when pain or trouble 
comes he will grin and hear it— riot ask some parson if 
he “ knows d way to cheat the Fates.”  A Guide to 
Gonduct reminds one of the “ moral tales” of fifty 
years ago— with a difference all to the reader’s enjoy
ment. Life after Death— to Crusoe, a Spaniel gives 
Us a clue to the author’s fondness for dogs, arid he 
suggests that the dog’s heaven, like man’s, must be in 
the memory of those who are left behind to love.

II faut vivre (one must live), Chimney Corner and 
Max Venit are new. renderings of the age-long philo
sophy “  gather ye rosebuds while ye may,” and his 
final verses A Heady Lost is a further reminder that we 
are only young once.

Many of the epigrams are well worth memorizing, 
while the longer poems generally repay a second and a 
third reading. I hail this new Freethought singer, 
for his readers will find that Mournful Numbers are 
very cheerful, and deserve shelf-room beside James 
Thomson (B.V.) and Robt. Buchanan.

U l y s s e s .

* Mournful Numbers (Verses and Epigrams.) Colin Ellis 
I’ublisberi by Macmillan, 5*. net.

Extremes in Destinations.
— > * —

“  M r . W allace N elson ,”  writes Frank Hill 
from Sydney (N.S.W., Australia) “  may still be re
membered by some of your readers. He was a prom
inent figure on the Freethought platform in Scotland 
and England forty years ago. Since then he has 
been settled in Australia, beginning here as a Free- 
thought lecturer, and then devoting himself almost 
entirely to newspaper writing, with a wide range of 
subjects. I am sending you a few lines of verse, 
written by Air. Nelson, and heard, so far, only by 
those of his friends that he has entertained with 
them. The verse humorously yet truthfully describes 
the happy conditions that prevail in the married life 
of Air. and Airs. Nelson.”

The lines enclosed by Air. Hill, with the heading 
given to them by ATr. Nelsori, are as follows : —

The New Toleration.

Mv wife’s a Holy Romanist,
I am an Infidel;

And yet, delightful to relate,
We get on very .well.

I pardon her excess of faith,
Although it doth me grieve;

And she in turn forgives me for 
The things I don’t believe.

And so we trip along through life,
As through a flowery dell,

Though she is off to Paradise—
And I am bound for Hell.

Correspondence.

GROCERS AS BIGOTS.
To the E ditor of the “  F reethinker.”

S ir ,— 1 trust the following will be of interest. Con
tributions to your pages appear to emanate from the 
“  profession ”  for which there is probably a very «nod 
reason. I wish contributions from those in the “ trades”  
appeared. The writer is employed in the dairy distri
buting trade, and lias roughly one thousand connexions 
in the grocery and dairy trades. Do your readers realize 
how strong religion is in the grocery trade ? The 
Grocers Gazette (which claim to have the largest circula
tion of ariy grocery papier in the Empire) gives one a 
good idea.

Every month or thereabouts uplift by way of a sermoti- 
ette appears from the pen of one Millett. Sunday trad
ing appears regularly each week, arid the fight against it 
is On strictly religious grounds. I11 the case of Glasgow, 
we find the local grocers association working with the 
Suriflâÿ Observance Society. The choicest hit is tbe 
following culled from the issue of the Grocers Gazette, 
November 11, 1933- Under tile heading Sunderland 
Grocers Association will be found Sunday Broadcasts :—

Sunday Broadcasts. With reference to the protests of 
the Sunderland and Middtesbroûgh Associations and the 
North-Eastern Council to Messrs. Fry, of Bristol, against 
the announcement of their Sunday advertising broadcast 
from Athlone, satisfaction was expressed that the broad
cast did not take place.

In plain words these grocers, by an indirect threat of 
the withdrawal of their business, were able to stop the 
.Sunday Broadcasts. Messrs. Fry were woefully weak in 
the matter. Another firm who have been threatened 
have, up to date, ignored the grocers association, and 
continued tlfeif broadcast. The Metropolitan Grocers’ 
Association did not go so far as a threat, but require “ an 
assurance from the firms using Sunday Broadcasts that 
it will be discontinued when present contracts expire.”  
The Editor of the Freethinker has pointed out that 
eternal vigilance is necessary, so is it too much to ask 
those in the grocery and distributing trades who read the
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Freethinker to register their opinion. If necessary the 
writer is willing to work in conjunction with anyone in 
the grocery trade to fight these Christian grocers. I 
trust the instances I have given will give those readers 
in the “  professions ”  some idea of the bigotry existing 
in one trade. Much more could be written.

SUNDAY LE C TU R E  NOTICES, Etc.
Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 

E.C.4 by the first post on Tuesday, or they will not ¡>e 
inserted.

LONDON,
A. H. Jackson .

TH EO LO G Y IS FAR CICAL.

S ir ,— I went to a theological college, not to become a 
padre, although my family is patron of a Church of 
England living, but to study theology.

I cannot now honestly say the Nicean Creed when it 
says “  Maker of Heaven, and Christ the only begotten 
Son of God,”  as we are all sons of God, if by God we 
mean the spiritual as opposed to the material, and there 
is no proof that spirit made matter, or vice versa. Only 
an evil spirit could make such a world as it has been 
since the Dawn of Life.

“ Born of the Virgin M ary” does not worry me, as in 
those days people had no surnames, and even after 
marriage this Mary could be called the Virgin, to dis
tinguish her from the other Mary Magdalene, who 
married first most likely. Dr. Goudge, Regius Professor 
of Divinity at Oxford produces this theory and quotes 
the nickname Pontius also. Two thousand years hence 
we may read “  born of Miss Gladys Cooper,”  and it may 
not then be realized that an actress kept, although 
married, her maiden name to retain better her youth in 
people’s minds, whose minds then won’t need to be 
bluffed by such trickery.

Even in later times we find John Vandyk, meaning the 
John who lived near the dyke. “  Mary, the Mother of 
Jesus,”  is another expression used to distinguish her.

Your paper can do much good, but I admit the power 
of prayer. Suggestion and auto-suggestion are powerful 
forces, and had our soldiers prayed more, there would 
have been fewer shell shock cases and mental derange
ments in battle. A ny psychologist will allow this. The 
churches teach singing and some of the best brains of 
musicians'have contributed in compositions for services.

In fact the church or chapel is like the curate’s egg, 
good in parts.

H. Crawshay F rost.

outdoor.

North L ondon Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond; IIat»P 
stead) : 11.30, Mr. L. Ebury.

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 
Sunday, B. A. Le Maine. 3.30, Platform 1, Messrs. Col1 
and Bryant. Platform 2, B. A. Le Maine. 6.30, Various 
speakers. Wednesday, 7.30, Messrs. Collins and Le Main

INDOOR.

The Metropolitan Secular Society (Reggiori’s Rest3lir" 
ant, 1 Euston Road, opposite King’s Cross Station) : 7-3°’ 
Mr. H. W. Armstrong—“  Secular Education.”

South London Branch N.S.S. (New Morris Hall, Hall No- 
5, 79 Bedford Road, Clapham, S.W.) : 7.30, Mr. C. E- 
cliffe (President, Metropolitan Secular Society)—“ Are \ 'e 
any Better than Christians?”

South Place E thical Society (Conway Hall, Red I-11’1' 
Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, C. Delisle Burns, M.A., I).Lit.— "®ar 
barism and Progress.”

Study Circle (N.S.S. Office, 62 Farringdon Street, E-C-4) - 
8.0, Monday, December 18, Mr. A. D. McLaren— “ Sba 'e 
speare the Freethinker.”

COUNTRY.

INDOOR.
Blackburn Branch N.S.S. (Cobden Hall, Cort Street> 

Street, Blackburn) : 7.30, Mr. F. J, Hill (Brierfield)"
“ Buddha and Asoka.”

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Jowett Hall, Chapel Streeb 
Leeds Road, Bradford) : 7.30, Air. George Whitehead (L011 
don)— “  Why Man Made God.”  Reserved Seats 6d. and lS- 
each.

Chester Branch N.S.S. (Peoples’ Flail, Delamere Street 
Chester) : 7.0, Mr. W. J. Paul (Heston)— “  Religion 1,1 
Soviet Russia.”

E ast L ancashire Rationalist Association (28 Bridge
Street, Burnley) : 2.30, Mr. Jack Clayton—“ Freethought an 
Christmas.”

Letters from Cine Cere, H. Della-Verde, Austin Verney, 
held over till next week.

Obituary.

W illiam H enry H olt.

On Tuesday, November 28, the remains of William 
Henry Holt were interred at the City of London Ceme- 
tary, Manor Park, London, E. Death took place after 
several months of suffering from cancer. l ie  was a 
member of the West Ham Branch, and was known as 
thoroughly sincere in his principles. Although in pain 
for months, his Freethought opinions remained firm to 
the end, which came in his sixtieth year. Members of 
the West Ham Branch N.S.S. mourn the loss of a com
rade, and offer sincere sympathy to the surviving mem
bers of the family. A t the cemetery the last scene was 
carried out quietly, and with dignity, a Secular Service 
being read by Mr. R. H. Rosetti.

W illiam James W hite.

A t Mitcham Cemetery, Surrey, the remains of William 
James White, only child of Mr. and Mrs. William White, 
were interred on Thursday, December 7. Death, which 
took place at the age of twenty-three, ensued under 
tragic circumstances. An injury to his foot, caused by 
his motor-cycle, appeared to he progpressing favourably 
under treatment, when tetanus developed, and although 
he was at once taken to hospital, death took place on 
December x. The loss of one so young, and so full of 
promise is a terrible blow to the parents, both of whom 
are Freethinkers. We are sure all members of the move
ment will join in an expression of deep-felt sympathy 
with them in their great loss. A  Secular Service was 
read at the graveside by Mr. R. H. Rosetti.

Glasgow Secular Society (East Flail, M’Lellan Galleries- 
Sauchiehall Srreet, Glasgow) : 7.0, Dr. C. H. R. Carmichael- 
M.B., C.M.B. (Liverpool), A Lantern Lecture— “ Body all< 
Soul.”  Freethinker and other literature on sale at a'1 
meetings.

L eicester Secular Society (Secular Flail, Humberstone 
Gate) : 6.30, Mr. Joseph McCabe— “ The Triumph 0
Materialism.’!

L iverpool Branch N.S.S. (Transport Hall, Islington, Lh,er' 
pool, entrance in Christian Street) : 7.0, Mr. F. C. MooJe’ 
M.A. (For the Merseyside Anti-War Committee)— “ Relig*011 
and the Menace of War.”

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Clarion Cafe, Market Street)’2 
7.30, Mrs. Janet Chance— “ The Legalization of Abortion-’

North Shields (Labour Social. Hall) : 7.0, Mr. J. '*'• 
Brighton— “ Flow Spirits are Born and Live.”

Plymouth Branch N.S.S. (Plymouth Chambers, Hall 5- 
Drake Circus) : 7.0, Mr. E. G. Harwood— “ What do V"c 
Know of Jesus ?”

South Shields Branch N.S.S. (Central Hall, Chapt<"f 
Row) : 7.0, A Lecture.

S underland : 7.30, Tuesday, December ig, Mr. J. 1 • 
Brighton,

Sunderland Branch N.S.S. (Co-operative Rooms, Green 
Street) : 7.15, Mr. Alan Flanders, A Lecture.

* A  |

j Grammar of Freethought. \
) By CHAPMAN COHEN. \

I Cloth Bound 5s. Postage 3d \

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

Mr
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BRADLAUGH AND TO-DAY LIST O F  PUBLICATIONS
Issued and Sold by

THE PIONEER PRESS (G. W. Foots & Co,, Ltd.)

A Verbatim Report 
the speeches delivered at the Cen

tenary Demonstration and Dinner on 
Sept. 23rd and 26th

By Professor Laski, Chapman Cohen, 
J. P. Gilmour, G. Bernard Shaw, 
Lord Snell, Lord Horder, A. B. Moss, 
Josiah Wedgewood, M.P., Dr. C. Y. 
Drysdale, Professor Gilbert Murray, 
Judge Cl uer ,  F. Y e r i n d e r  and 

C. Bradlaugh Bonner.

128 pages
^ paper 6d. by post 8d. Cloth ls.6d. By 

post Is. 9d.

— . . f
j ABOLITION OF SLAVERY j
j The Truth about the Christian Churches j

!
! Christianity, Slavery j 

and Labour
CHAPMAN COHEN

THIRD EDITION REVISED AND ENLARGED

I Paper Is. 6d. Postage 2d. Cloth 2s. 6d. Postage 8d. j

AN M.A. gives lessons in English, Latin, French, German, 
Shorthand, etc. Terms moderate. Reply D j, c.'o. 

F reethinker, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

¡61 FARRINGDON STREET, LONDON, E.C.4.

ROBERT ARCH
SOCIETY AND SUPERSTITION, «d., postage yd.

CHAPMAN COHEN
A GRAMMAR OF FR EETH O U G H T, Cloth Bound, 5»., 

postage 3}4d.
ESSAYS IN FR EETH IN K IN G . Three Complete Volume», 

7s. 6d., post free.
GOD AND EVOLUTION. 6d., postage id.
M ATERIALISM  RE-STATED. Cloth, as. 6d., postage atfd. 
GOD AND T H E  U NIVERSE. Cloth 3s., postage 3d., Paper 

as., postage 2d.
CH RISTIAN ITY AND SLA V E R Y , Cloth as. 6d., postage 

3d.; Paper is. 6d., postage 2d.
WAR, CIVILIZATION AND T H E  CHURCHES. Cloth 3s,, 

Paper 2s., postage 3d. and 2d. respectively.

Prof. J. W. DRAPER
CH RISTIAN ITY AND CIVILIZATION. 2d., postage yd.  
H ISTORY OF TH E CONFLICT BETW EEN RELIGION  

AND SCIENCE. 395 pages, 29., postage 4$id.

ARTHUR FALLOYYS
REALISTIC APHORISMS AND PURPLE PATCHES, 

Paper Covers, 3s. 6d., postage 4^d.

H. G. FARMER
H ERESY IN ART. 2d., postage yd.

G. W. FOOTE
BIBLE ROMANCES. 28. 6d., postage 3d.

TH E BIBLE HANDBOOK. 2s. 6d., postage atfd.
TH E PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM, ad., postage yd, 
TH E JEWISH L IF E  OF CHRIST. 6d., postage yd.
SH AKESPEAR E AND OTHER L IT E R A R Y  ESSAYS  

Cloth 3s. 6d., postage 3d.

Col. R. G. INGERSOLL
TH E HOUSEHOLD OF FAITH , id., postage yd,
W HAT IS R ELIG IO N ? id., postage yd.
W HAT IS IT  W ORTH ? - id . ,  postage yd.

DAVID HUME
AN ESSAY ON SUICIDE, id., postage 'Ad.

ARTHUR LYNCH
BRAIN AND MIND. 6d., postage id,

YY. MANN
CH RISTIAN ITY IN CHINA. 6d., postage id.
MODERN M ATERIALISM . Paper is, 6d., postage ad. 
PAGAN AND CHRISTIAN M ORALITY, ad., postage yd,  
SCIENCE AND T H E  SOUL. 3d., postage id.
THE RELIGION OF FAMOUS MEN. id., postage y d ,

GERALD MASSEY
TH E HISTORICAL JESUS AND M YTH ICAL CHRIST. 

6d., postage id.

UNWANTED CHILDREN
I n  a C iv i l iz e d  C o m m u n ity  th e r e  s h o u ld  b e  n o  

U N W A N T E D  C h ild r e n .

For an Illustrated Descriptive L ist (68 pages) of Birth 

Control Requisites and Books, send a ij^ d , stamp to :

1. t .  HOLMES, East Hanney, W astage, Berks,
ESTABLISHED NEARLY HALF A CENTURY,

A. MILLAR
TH E ROBES OF PAN. 6d., postage id.

UPASAKA
A H E A TH E N ’S TH OUGHTS ON CH RISTIAN ITY, 

postage id .

GEORGE WHITEHEAD
T H E  CASE AGAINST TH EISM , A Reasonable View of 

God. Cloth Bound, 2s. 6d., postage ajid.

TH E COMING O F  T H E  SUPERM AN, ad., postage y d .

R ELIGIO N  AND PSYCHO-ANALYSIS—
R eligion and W omen, id ., pottage id .
Go d , D evils and Men. 9d., postage id .
Sex and R eligion, ©d., postage id.
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NOW ON SÄLE

Bradlaugh and Ingersoll
A  critical study of two Great Reformers

By

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

Issued by the Secular Society Limited

208 PAGES CLOTH * ' * * ' 12 PLATES
2s. 6d. - By Post - 2s. 9d,

j Seasonable Gifts
By CHAPMAN COHEN

Opinions :—
Random Reflection and Wayside Sayings. With 
portrait of the Author, Calf 5s. Cloth Gilt 3s. 6d. 
Postage 3d.

Selected Heresies :—
A N  ANTHO LO GY. Cloth Gilt 3s. 6d. Post
age 3d.

Gramophone Record :—
Gold Label Edison Bell :— “ The Meaning and 
Value of Frcethought.” Price as. By post 2s. 6d. 
Foreign and Colonial orders is. extra.

A  New Years Card:
A folding card, printed in colour with a telling 
and suitable quotation from IngerSoll, and floral 
design by II. Gutuer. Post free, single copy 2d. 
Packet of seven is. Issued by the National 
Secular Society, 62 Farringdon Street, London, 
E.C.4.

How to kill two birds 
with one stone —------- -
O N E  combined subscription of 10s. 6d. will 
only make you a member of the Rationalist 
Press Association until the end of 1934, so that 
you will become one of the organized body ° ‘ 
Rationalists engaged in fighting superstition 
and religious obscurantism ; it will also entitle 
you to the following :—
(1) A copy of the abridged edition of SIR JAMES FRAZER  ̂

famous book, The Golden Bough (hitherto obtain
able only for 18s.) ;

(2) The Rationalist Annual for 1934 (now ready) •
(3) New Literature in 1934 to the value of 

4s. 6d.; cind, in addition, as a

Special Enrolment Gift,
SLY O TH ER VALU ABLE BOOKS

MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION FORM
To The Secretary, The Rationalist Press Association Limited,

4, 5, & 6 Johnson’s Court, Fleet Street, London, E.C.4
Dear Sir, Referring- to your offer in “ The Freethinker,” T desire to 

become a member o f the IE P. A. Limited, and enclose herewith 10/6, entitling- 
me to Membership until the end o f 1934 and to the books mentioned in yobr 
offer. I agree to abide by the Rules and Regulations o f  the Association as 
set forth in the Memorandum and Articles o f  Association.

[BLOCK LETTERS PLEASE]
NAME ...........................................................................................................................

[If lady, state whether Mrs. or Miss]
A D D R E S S .....................................................................................................................

OCCUPATION (completion optional).....................................................................

u SIGNATURE..
*  Will be supplied on request."

DATE..

Printed and Published by T u n  P io n e e r  P r e s s , (G . W . F o o te  a n d  C o ., L t d . ) ,  6 i  Earringdon Street, London E.C.4■


