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View« and Opinions

The N ational Secular Society and its Work
Tor the nineteenth time the Annual Conference of the 
National Secular Society did me the honour of elect
ing me its President for the next twelve months. I 
deeply appreciate the honour, although in justice to 
»yself I  may say that it is a post 1  did not seek. I  re
member that once when proposing the re-election of 
D. W. I'oote to the position, I said that the Presidency 
n'as a post that no man who loved case would seek, 
and no man with a sense of duty would refuse. It 
involves much work, great responsibility, a liability 

be misunderstood, and offers very little of what 
most people value in exchange. So long as someone was 
there fitted for the work and willing to do it, I was 
finite content to serve in a subordinate capacity, and 
hi playing a part in one of the most important move
ments in this country. And I like an easy life, 
although I have not had much chance of gratifying 
my liking. But I  dislike most of all seeing something 
I either strongly like or dislike without giving the 
°ne a helping hand and the other a helpful and well- 
deserved kick.

But if I never sought the honour of being President 
the N .S.S. I  value it very highly. It is the chief 

official honour the .Society can bestow, and it comes 
from a body of men and women who have never made 
die mistake of converting a leader into a master, nor 
do I think they arc ever likely to do so. If they ever 
do, and whenever they do, the honour of being their 
^resident will have vanished. There is no great 
crcdit in leading a crowd, whether that crowd Ik- a 
reHgious or a political one. The Freethinker is one 
"ffio should talk not bleat. He should voice opinions, 
Hot ejaculate prejudices. So, when the honour of tire 
^residency was offered me I  accepted it, because it 
"n s one way of carrying on a work which had occu
pied practically my whole life, because it gave me the 
°Pportunity of dodging the bricks that would Ire sure 
to be thrown, because I love an enjoyable time, and 
c°iihl think of nothing more enjoyable than doing day 
affer day just the work one wishes to do, and to note

the discomforture of the “ enemy”  when one does it. 
And finally, I  have always lacked the energy to do 
nothing continuously, and have never possessed the 
self-control that would enable me to stand idly by and 
see a good cause needing help.

* * *

The Past and the Present

1 do not wish to talk about myself in these notes, 
but about ourselves, or more definitely, about the 
Society to which we belong and the movement we 
represent. The National Secular Society has been in 
existence for nearly seventy years, the Secular move
ment for a longer time, and the movement in favour 
of Freethought for a still longer period. The Secular 
Society was formed by an amalgamation of those 
separate bodies which owed their existence to the com
bined influence of the writings of Paine, and the teach
ing and societies formed by Robert Owen and the 
Richard Carlile group. These people had to fight 
vicious laws, the tyranny of strongly entrenched 
vested interests, and a narrow, unenlightened religious 
belief such as the present generation would find it 
very hard to conceive. The times were hard, but 
they were stimulating. The opposition was bitter, 
but it was open, and when opjx>sition is open it is 
less unnerving than when it is concealed under a pre
tence of liberalism, undermines character by professed 
concern for the social amenities, and so makes a dis
guised appeal to self-interest. So it happens that the 
testing-time for men and women—and women have 
played a great part in the history of modern Free- 
thought—is not when the air is full of the cries and 
smoke of battle. That comes when the form of the 
fight has changed and the enemy seeks conquest by 
compromise. Each of 11s is then thrown back upon 
stark principle, and the response, when it is made, 
comes from those of a rather finer and more idealistic 
character than was demanded when the fight was 
open and no terms were held out by the enemy.

I do not, therefore, agree with those who talk at 
large about the heroic ages of Freethought, and who 
speak as though present-day Freethinkers were un
worthy of their forbears. Military leaders have often 
said that it is not difficult to control men in war when 
the actual fighting is on. The task is to keep them 
with their nerves steady and their courage undimin
ished during the time of waiting before the attack. 
And in the case of the higher Freethought war that is 
always in being the same generalization holds good. 
Direct opposition and persecution rouses to resist
ance. It is the recognition of principle when it is no 
longer fiercely opposed, and no longer openly opposed, 
that is the real test of character; and if many pro
fessed Freethinkers yield to social bribery, it is not 
that they are of poorer stuff than was their immediate 
predecessors, but because all are subjected to a much 
severer test of character than was formerly the case.
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Danger

I have written thus because I  feel very strongly that 
unless those who have a genuine concern for real 
intellectual freedom are more alert and more ener
getic than they are, there is great danger of losing 
what has been so dearly bought. As was pointed out 
in the Executive’s Report, Freethought is now being 
attacked openly as an outworn principle, to use cant 
expressions, as “ bourgeois”  on the one side and 
“  anti-patriotic ”  on the other. This attack has been 
made possible first because of an economic and in
dustrial development that has not been kept pace with 
by an ethical and intellectual growth, and also because 
we are dealing with a new generation—a war genera
tion—that has grown up. This generation began with 
an established belief of the right to individual free
dom around it. But before it had arrived at an age to 
appreciate this freedom the war came. Its extreme 
youth was lived under war-time regulations which 
negatived the rights of the individual—as war always 
does—and accustomed all to the imposition of order 
after order, the questioning of which was an offence. 
Accompanying this has been the very much delayed 
attempt to control social and economic forces in the 
interests of society as a whole. If there had been a 
general step-by-step criticism this latter development 
would have meant nothing but good, but, again, the 
influence of the war-mind ! Orders came to have 
something of a sacred character to this new genera
tion, and a great many of the older ones were not slow 
to avail themselves of the opportunity. Legislation 
was imposed, such as no political party would have 
dared attempt fifty years ago. Government by official 
decree is becoming the order of the day, the police are 
being militarized, and bid fair to become the nearest 
equivalent we can get to a foreign army of occupation, 
the Incitement to Sedition Bill—a measure which no 
pre-war Government would have dared to introduce— 
may soon become law, and the Mosley-Hitler-Musso- 
lini movement is being boomed by very powerful 
vested interests, while its supporters among the new 
generation are, apparently, pleased to belong to a 
movement where no questions are permitted, where 
blind obedience is demanded, and a chain is worn with 
all the pride of an honourable decoration. And, so 
far as our movement is concerned there is the fact that 
the direct aggression of the Churches is not so strong, 
and the more revolting forms of Christian doctrine are 
disowned by Christian leaders, and too many Free
thinkers are inclined to take their present position as 
secure in perpetuity. They do not properly appre
ciate the freedom that has been given them because 
they have not known what it was to be without it.

* * *

W hat M ay be Done

Translated into terms that directly affect ourselves, 
this means that an attempt is being made to destroy 
the Freethought tradition, of which the National 
Secular Society is the hereditary custodian. It is not 
altogether a question of maintaining our own right to 
criticize religious teachings—the issue that is raised 
to-day is of a wider application. It is the general 
right of free expression, which once lost, the right to 
criticize religion will speedily follow. And this 
defence of the larger right of freedom of expression is 
no mere debating society issue; it is not moved by the 
desire to turn the world into an arena for mere dia
lectical display. Only those with mental incapacity 
for appreciating logical processes, and a want of un
derstanding of the situation, can thus conclude. A 
very little more general passion for both might easily 
have saved the world getting into its present state. 
The belief in freedom is based on the perception of the 
historical evidence that however great may be the I

danger to which intellectual freedom exposes a society, 
the dangers that are certain to occur where it is denied 
are far greater.

Now it seems to me that in this situation the 
National Secular Society has a clear task before it; and 
it is its task in a sense that it is hardly that of any 
other organization in the country. And I must again 
point out that our task—as an organization—is really 
two-fold. First, it is to destroy the belief in super
naturalism in all its forms, and so divert the energy 
given to theology to useful social work. Second, to 
work for that freedom of thought and speech which 
can alone ensure the greatest measure of social justice. 
We have been doing this for nearly seventy years, 
and it has contributed greatly to reform movements 
as a whole, but there is much more we can do now, 
and the need for the doing was never more urgent. 
As a Freethought organization the N .S.S. is in a 
stronger position than it has ever been, certainly 
stronger than at any time during my own forty-four 
year’s connexion with it. We should have a much 
larger membership, and we should have a much 
greater extensive and intensive propaganda. There 
should also be a much larger circulation of our litera
ture, particularly of the Freethinker. The motion 
carried at the Conference, that of setting up corres
ponding members, ought to lead to the formation of 
more branches, with the result of our exerting a 
greater influence on those outside our movement. 
Somehow or the other we must get hold of a larger 
proportion of those who have lost touch with all the 
Churches, but who continue to help the Churches by 
their continued passivity. Above all, if we are to re
tain our present freedom—setting aside the question 
of its extension—we must fight for it. We can mark 
this determination by raising our questions and stat
ing our views wherever and whenever possible. We 
can insist on our full legal privileges. We 
can mark our attitude by withdrawing our children 
from religious instruction in the schools. We can, 
within whatever party or movement we belong, pro
test against the introduction of religion—a practice be
fore which so many Freethinkers remain silent. In 
other words, we must prove that we know what we 
want and are willing to work to get it. Hitherto we 
have not gained all we ought to have gained. And we 
have not gained because we have not insisted on 
having. I f  genuine freedom of thought is worth 
having, it is surely worth doing something to get. I 
invite every reader of this paper seriously to consider 
what he or she can do. Otherwise they may wake 
up one day and find it is too late. We must not be 
beaten back because one section of the people appear 
to be losing their courage, and another section in
creasing in impudence.

Chapman Coiien.

Silen t F rie n d s

N igh t  comes apace; the last gold clouds are fading, 
And I must make unwillingly for home ;
Forsake the trees that were so kindly shading 
My head from Phoebus in the sk y ’s blue dome. 
’Twas good to prop my back against the beech 
And gaze upon the still more ancient oak,
To muse, and wonder, had these giants speech, 
Would they not call mankind an evil joke.
Long have I listened in a silence tense
T °r whispered words, but oak and beech are dumb;
Vet, somehow, I their ancient wisdom sense;
I would stay more, but now the night has come. 
Hood night, dear trees, I leave you in the dark,
But you will greet the morning with the lark.

Bayard  ,Sim m o ns.
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“ Robert the D evil”

“  General opinion is no proof of truth, for the gen
erality of men are ignorant.” —Clifford.

“ Camels and Christians receive their burdens kneel
ing.” —Ambrose Bierce.

Robert B uchanan always bulked largely upon the 
literary horizon of his own time. Cradled in poverty, 
ha fought his way at the pen’s point to an enviable 
Position in the world of literature. Much of his ten- 
acity he owed to his father, who was a Chartist and 
hulitant Freethinker in those days when it was 
dangerous to hold advanced views in politics or re
ligion. Young Buchanan came to London and com
menced that struggle with fortune in which he was 
ultimately victorious, although his early privations 
left a lasting impress on his sensitive nature.

The privations were real enough. His close friend, 
Pavid Gray, died broken-hearted. Once, while wait- 
lng in a publisher’s office, Buchanan himself fainted 
from want of food. Nor was this an isolated instance. 
Christie Murray has told us that, in those bad old 
days, when pressmen had not ceased to be pariahs, in 
a group of well-known journalists, himself included, 
each admitted having had, at one time or the other, to 
sleep in the open air, or at “  The Hotel of the Beauti
ful Star,”  as he wittily phrased it. Henry Murray, 
his brother, also recounted that he was compelled to 
share a room with another man, and, money being 
short, they had only one suit of clothes between them. 
Since the other man was the bigger, and that suit was 
Ids, it was a case of Shallow in Falstaff’s clothes.

Even during the most strenuous part of his career, 
Buchanan never forgot his high aims, and he always 
Put good work into what he did. Once, perhaps, in 
°ne of his articles, he uttered something like a cry of 
despair. He quoted the biting lines of De Musset, 
‘the dead young poet whom the man survives.”  This 

Pregnant line would apply to so many writers who 
have started on their careers full of enthusiasms, but 
Who have outlived their early ideals. Buchanan, not
withstanding his privations, retained his youthfulness 
fn the last. I11 Browning’s expressive phrase, 
Buch anan was “  ever a fighter,”  but he won the fight 
unaided against most terrible odds.

A literary Ishmael, every man’s hand was against 
him. This position has its advantages, and its draw- 
hacks. One publisher said : “  I  can’t stand that 
young fellow. He talked to me as if he were Omni
potence, and I was a cockroach.”  Buchanan always 
hept his sword sharp, and he struck hard. His ap
pearance in the literary arena always meant real figlit- 
Uig. His attacks on Christianity were in no half
hearted fashion. He threw himself against the per
sonality of the Nazarene, and penned in “  The Wan
dering Jew ”  the most tremendous indictment of the 
hgure of Christ in the whole of English literature. 
His impeachment is as impassioned as language can 
uiake i t : —

“  With all the woes of earth upon thy head,
TJplift thy cross and go! Thy doom is said.”

This poem caused an uproar in Victorian times, and 
ut the dialectical encounters which followed, Buchanan 
Hid about him stoutly, and his opponents left the 
Ufena with more hurry than dignity. Always a most 
fiumane and sensitive man, his objections to the 
Christian Superstition were startling in their sin
cerity. He often got astonishing effects in his rvrit- 
lngs by the union of intellect and emotion. Listen to 
this striking sonnet addressed to “  Our Father in 
Heaven ”  : —

“  Oh, Thou art pitiless! They call Thee Light,
Law, Justice, Love, but Thou art pitiless.

What thing of earth is precious in Thy sight 
But weary waiting on and soul’s distress ?
When dost Thou come with glorious hands to bless 
The good man that dies cold for lack of Thee ?
Where bringest thou garlands for our happiness ? 
Whom dost Thou send but Death to set us free ?
Blood runs like wine—foul spirits sit and rule;
The weak are crushed in every street and lane.
He who is generous becomes the fool 
Of all the world, and gives his life in vain.
Wert Thou as good as Thou art beautiful,
Thou could’st not bear to look upon such pain.”

This mocking attitude annoyed the Christians ex
ceedingly. They saw quite clearly that the under
lying ethical appeal would be a more dangerous 
weapon in his hands than any purely academical ob
jections and criticisms. Here is another example : —

“  Oh, what have sickly children done to share 
Thy cup of sorrows ? Yet their dull, sad pain 
Makes the earth awful; on the tomb’s dark stair 
Moan idiots, with no glimmer on the brain;
No shrill priest with his hangman’s cord can beat 
Thy mercy into these—ah nay, ah nay!
The angels Thou hast sent to haunt the street,
Are hunger and distortion and decay.
Lord that mad’st man, and send’st him foes so fleet,
Who shall judge Thee upon Thy judgment day?”

Buchanan was always outspoken, and particularly 
so in his verse. His lines, “  God in Piccadilly ”  arc 
Voltairean in their bitterness : —

“  Smiling like spectres, we gather bereaven,
Leprosy’s taint on us, ghost-like we pass,
Watched by the eyes of yon pitiless heaven !
Let the stars stare at us 1 God, too, may glare at us 
Out of the void where He liideth so well.
Sisters of midnight, He damned us by making us,
Cast us like carrion to men, then forsaking us,
Smiles from His Throne on these markets of Hell.”

In rating his poems more highly than any of his 
other work, Buchanan did wisely. Certainly his vivid 
personality came out in his verse more clearly than in 
his prose, and he often showed unexpected depth and 
tenderness. He had a Pagan sense of the joy of life. 
His passion for nature, his joy of existence, was at the 
very root of his objection to the ascetic Orientalism 
of the Christian Religion, and he voiced his joy and 
his passion in most melodious language. He was not 
only a poet, but an accomplished novelist, a successful 
dramatist, and a powerful critic. His masterly articles 
on “  The Failure of Christianity ”  are well worth re
printing in pamphlet form. On their original appear
ance in a leading London newspaper they made a 
great sensation, and age has not staled their applica
bility.

Brave-hearted Buchanan was buried at Southend-on- 
Sea in the loveliest month of the year, while the frag
rance of the June roses was in the air. The lilacs 
were still lingering and waving their white and purple 
plumes, the laburnums dropping their golden chains, 
the may perfuming the ways, and the thrushes sing
ing in the tree-tops. The poet lies there, always 
within sound of the sea he loved so well. As the 
queen of the months returns, our thoughts go to the 
grave of one of the most romantic and striking person
alities of our time, who, to use the beautiful words of 
Shakespeare carved upon his tomb ; —

“  After life’s fitful fever, sleeps well.”

Buchanan’s Freethought was not unusual, for so 
many poets had ceased to gain inspiration from Christ
ianity. Byron was a thorough sceptic, Shelley a con
vinced Atheist. Keats was as Pagan as a Greek of the 
Classic era; and Edward Fitzgerald as Epicurean as 
old Omar Khayyam himself. Tennyson w'as Hetero
dox, and Matthew Arnold was as Secularistic as Brad- 
laugh. James Thomson was a militant Freethinker, 
and George Meredith and William Morris were both 
sceptics. Thomas Hardy was militant in his Free-
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thought, and Swinburne flamed his anti-religous views 
over Europe. Watson, our greatest living poet, is 
Agnostic. The highest poetic genius of modern 
times is enkindled at the altar of Humanity, which 
was standing before any other was built, and will en
dure when every other has crumbled into dust and 
nothingness.

M im n krm us.

The Latest Revival

(Concluded from p. 309.)
“  If the multitudes have turned in hope to political 

and social ideals, and sneer at religion as dope, one 
reason is that religion has been presented to them in a 
form so emasculated that it is bound to excite derision. 
What degrading exhibitions one has seen in Hyde Park, 
what nauseating verbiage one has read in books and 
pamphlets.” (Rev. M. C. D’Arcy, S.J., in “ Oxford and 
the Groups,”  p. 178.)

T he work from which we quoted in our last article, 
and with which our present article is concerned, 
namely, Oxford and the Groups (Basil Blackwell, 5s.) 
consists of twelve essays, nine of which are contri
buted by representatives of different Oxford Colleges 
which, along with others, constitute the University; 
most of the contributors are College tutors. Professor 
Grensted, himself a Grouper—who winds up the dis
cussion in the concluding essay—observes : “ As these 
essays stand they have the value of independent im
pressions made by the Oxford Group upon a number 
of competent, and not unfriendly senior members of 
the University.”  (p. 192.)

The impression made upon some of these “  not un
friendly ”  critics—probably chosen because they are 
not unfriendly—is highly unfavourable, and surpris
ingly outspoken. We should like to see another 
dozen essays, written by members of the University, 
who disagree with, and dislike, the Group Movement.

The young Grouper, in his newborn enthusiasm, 
barges in on his friends, like another John the Bap
tist, declaring : “  One thing 1 know : I  have been 
changed, and you must be changed too.”  But as Mr. 
John Maud of University College, in his essay, ob
serves : —

No one can live in organized society (or even out 
of it) without making himself an infernal nuisance 
to his neighbours, unless he shows enough considera
tion for other people's convenience to make up his 
mind in advance on a number of comparatively un
important matters (such as the date of his visit and 
the length of his stay), and stick to his plans. The 
Grouper, on the other hand, glories in having no 
idea what he will be doing, or where he will be next 
year, or even next week, and claims for himself a 
special standard of unreliability and inconsiderate
ness, on the ground that he is doing “  whole time 
work for God.’ ’ (p. 51.)

Miss B. E. Gwyer, who is Principal of St. Hugh’s 
College, goes further than Mr. Maud, and shows that 
in some instances the enthusiastic pertinacity of these 
new gospellers amounts to actual persecution, and ob
serves : “  The exciting pursuit of some eager or half- 
reluctant soul, the exaltation of being in at the death 
of some long watched-for, and now publicly declared 
‘ surrender,’ can be destructive not of time only, but 
of that equally precious thing reverence.”  Miss 
Gwyer gives instances of what a nuisance some 
of these Groupers make of themselves; in one case she 
had to interfere :—■

“ These bishops and people who write to the papers, 
they ought to live in the same house with a Group 
person,”  was a reminiscent young M .A.’s cri de cceur 
in mv hearing, “ then they’d know what it was like ! ”  
Nor is the persecution to which she alluded confined

to domiciled neighbours. Another undergraduate, of 
less robust nerves than the above, I was obliged to 
send out of residence for a period as the sole means 
of escape from'an older woman, not connected with 
the University, who could not be induced to leave 
her alone : remonstrance, whether of victim or 
parent, falls on deaf ears, when “  Dictatorship ”  (sig
nificant term) from an unimpeachable source has as
sumed undivided possession of them. (pp. 66-67.)

They look upon themselves as divinely inspired and 
above mere worldly considerations. Nevertheless Dr. 
Buchmau is a sound man of business, and notwith
standing the financial collapse in America, he is able 
to rake in the shekels in a way that is calculated to 
make the average Missionary- green with envy. As 
Mr. Crossman, in his essay, observes, without Dr. 
Buchmau the movement would soon fall to pieces: 
“  and would certainly not have the money to spend 
that it now has. There are at least thirty whole-time 
workers living, and living comfortably, on contribu
tions. It has been calculated that the last American 
tour must, on a conservative estimate, have cost more 
than £25,000.”  The publicity of splendid unearned 
living may be an inevitable adjunct of American re
vivalism, adds Mr. Crossman : “  but in England its 
effect is unfortunate upon the Grouper no less than on 
his audience. The remark was made by one young 
evangelist, ‘ I  always wanted this kind of l i fe : big 
hotels, comfort, powerful cars, and the best people— 
and as soon as I get changed, God gives them all to 
m e!’ ”  (p. 114.) This is a case indeed, in which 
“ Godliness is great gain !”  There are many who would 
gladly be “ changed”  on the same terms.

These revivals are always followed by a relapse; en
thusiasm cannot be kept continually on the stretch, 
and the more easily and quickly the subject is con
verted by the new methods, the sooner fervour burns 
out. In their recent American tour, says Mr. Cross- 
man, they “  found the work of conversion far harder 
in towns where they had previously worked . . .  at 
Louisville, where two years previously hundreds had 
made their surrender, they found only eleven who had 
remained in any sense active members.”  (p. 105). And 
further, remarks the same writer : —

The irresistible temptation to collect conversions, 
and to magnify past sins for the sake of the effect 
they create. It cannot be healthy for a student 
mouth after mouth to rehearse “  the story of his 
life B.c.”  | Before conversion ] before large audiences.
Truth in the end is bound to be sacrificed to effect, 
and, on off-days, acting must be substituted for 
sincerity, (p. 105.)

Just as in the Salvation Army it has been noted 
how converts tend to depict their past life as a good 
deal more lurid than it really has been. Again, con
sider the position of the Group Movement in regard to 
politics and social reform. It takes part in neither. 
'I'lie Groupers argue that when we have all joined the 
Groups, the economic and social difficulties will auto
matically solve themselves. Does this mean, asks 
Mr. Morris, in his essay dealing with “  The Group 
Movement and Social Problems,”  “  if a woman pleads 
that she cannot live the good life if she is brought up 
from childhood in an overcrowded house, ought we 
to tell her that if she were ‘ changed ’ she would live 
a good life anywhere, and if she is not ‘ changed ’ she 
will not live a good life anywhere? Or ought we to 
try to improve the housing conditions? Or ought we 
to do both?”  There is no doubt, continues Mr. 
Morris, some precedent for reading the teaching of 
Christianity in accordance with the first view, but it 
w ill not “  commend itself as moral teaching to the 
common man in what is on the whole a humanitarian 
age.”  And further : —

It is difficult to sec how in a twentieth-century 
world it can be maintained that, with our social and
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material conditions, neighbourly treatment as be
tween individuals will accomplish all that is neces
sary. To-day it is clear to everyone that nothing 
but organized action can prevent starvation and want 
from raising their heads from time to time in one 
part or another of the community. But if so, what 
organization? And how is it to be brought into 
being when so many of the nation are indifferent to 
the need ? (p. 87.)

Many people will think, continues Mr. Morris, 
that the Group does not exert an influence in social 

aud political matters, but rather that it is a positive 
hindrance, in that it creates a new fund of energy to 
be added to the forces which are arrayed against social 
and political change of any kind. And this criticism 
ls worthy of serious reflection.”  (p. 80.) The effect 
°f large revivals is always to sidetrack social reform. 
This constitutes the real poison of Christianity; it is 
the foe of earthly welfare in favour of the heavenly.

W. Mann.

At the N .S S . Conference

(Strictly unofficial.)

T his year the Conference was near enough to my 
home to enable me to go by road, but the huge in
dustrial district of Eancashire is so interwoven with 
roads that I took a wrong turning when nearing the 
end of the journey. I was saved, however, by the fact 
that it commenced to rain, and I immediately knew I 
must be heading for Manchester instead of Bolton. 
I stopped and asked my way of a pedestrian who con
firmed my suspicions. Pointing to a grey-black mass 
011 the horizon he said that it was called Manchester 
by the local folk, though he admitted that there were 
alternative names used by aliens from the Southern 
bounties. I was to bear to the left towards a paler 
S'ey mass, which he assured me was Bolton.

Once arrived on the outskirts of Bolton, which were 
not clearly differentiated from the outskirts of every
where else within a radius of twenty miles, I made my 
Way to the Swan Hotel. It proved to be a place of 
historic interest, dating back to the seventeenth cen
tury. I  could not help thinking, as I  turned the nose 
° f  my car in at the narrow porch leading to what had 
'obviously been extensive stables, how the times had 
changed. Here I  was driving a mechanically-pro- 
Priled vehicle under the old porch, through which it 
seemed more fitting that horses’ hoofs should clatter 
a"d coach-w heels rumble, and I was going to a Con
ference of Atheists. With what horror and amaze
ment would not the passengers in the old coacli have 
booked upon a man who did not believe in God ! To 
fbose old-world folk, wrapped in tlieir travelling capes 
an<l regaling themselves with pinches of snuff, one 
might as soon disbelieve in God as doubt the authen- 
1'city of London '1 'own. At the same time as honour- 
u'g  these picturesque ghosts in my thoughts, I  was 
Fond to belong to a Movement that had done so much 

change the outlook of their descendants, as we be- 
'eve for the better. T stood for a moment in the low- 

r°°fed stable with its manger gone and its floor eon- 
creted to receive the motor vehicle, and hoped that 

10 future would be still in a forward direction; but 
"b o  knows?

b rom inside the hotel T could already catch the buzz 
voices, though I could not yet distinguish the many 

Accents which were soon to greet me in the smoke- 
r°°m  upstairs. A  moment after, I was shaking hands 
"Wh old members, and recognizing familiar faces, 

bat evening was just a social re-union preparatory to 
10 sterner business of the morrow. Soon most of us 

Gent through into the lounge, and clinking glasses

and bursts of laughter testified to our high spirits. 
Whatever the future might bring we were clearly alive 
and well. Sitting near us was a lady of more than 
tender years, who became so interested in us as to ask 
me who we were, for we seemed, as she put it, "such 
a jolly lot.”  I told her that we were Mr. G. K . Ches
terton’s Dismal Atheists, and her interest in the an
omaly became such that she turned up at the Demon
stration on the following evening. After a little 
music on a tolerable piano, with singing that increased 
in gusto as the evening wore on, we all went to bed 
tired but happy.

The Conference next day was, I  thought, a par
ticularly cheery one. We kept up our reputation for 
originality by talking most about the items that were 
least expected to lead to discussion, and it was soon 
apparent that the delegates had minds of their own. 
Sometimes, when discussion became a little dull, I 
could not prevent my mind from drifting on to other 
aspects of the meeting. Its aesthetic features were not 
negligible. The room in which we sat was cosy but 
ample, plainly but tastefully decorated. Wood-pan
elling, formed by broadish beams enclosing squares of 
a yellow tint, gave it a quiet colourfulness. The 
President, as he stood backgrounded by one of the 
panels, yet correctly placed a little to one side of it, 
would have proved an irresistible temptation to a 
portrait painter. His becoming grey suit perfectly 
matched his now greying hair, and the soft yellow 
and brown of the wall set him off to an effect of which 
he was entirely unconscious; in fact, when taxed with 
the matter afterwards he disclaimed all responsibility 
and blamed the suit on his wife (but not the grey 
hair).

Then, as I looked more intently, something vaguely 
familiar about the scene suggested itself. Mr. Rosetti 
was leaning towards the Chair; Mr. Cutner was posed 
before his notes with a solemn expression. Further 
towards the periphery, sat Mr. Easterbrook, his form 
following a line that blended subtly in the low pyra
mid ascending to Mr. Cohen, who formed the apex 
as he stood. Still further towards the sides of the im
agined canvas other members straggled out, tapering 
gently at the table ends in lines still harmonizing with 
the central theme. Then it came to me all of a sudden. 
Of course! The Last Supper! For all the world 
there it was. Then, quite without warning, Mr. 
Easterbrook Senior spoilt it all. Unexpectedly plac
ing a big kind-hearted hand on an exposed part of his 
head, he commenced abstractedly to massage his scalp. 
The oscillating movement disturbed the equilibrium 
of the picture. The illusion had vanished. I f we 
had not been in Conference I should have rolled up 
my Agenda into a tight ball and thrown it at Mr. 
Easterbrook. Angrily I turned my attention back to 
someone who was seconding a resolution.

How different the weather to that of the last Con
ference ! It became so chilly that we had to get the 
radiators turned on, while, last year, I remember hav
ing to go out frequently during the session to have 
iced water with Mr. Hornibrook, whom we regretfully 
missed this year. Before long, discussion was in full 
swing, but never rose to an emotional heat that could 
not be quelled by a jest from the Presidential Chair. 
The President was in great form, and piloted the 
meeting with as sure a touch as ever. But sometimes 
our enthusiasm would get the better of us, and a point 
would be driven home by a clenched first banged down 
upon the Agenda of one’s next door neighbour, but no 
one ever got so excited as to miss the Agenda and 
strike the man. The personal touch always came to 
the rescue, once to its happiest effect when Mr. Hall 
terminated a dispute amid laughter by referring to 
the President of the Manchester Branch as “ Sammy.”  
In the intervals, of course, we all tried to monopolize
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Mr. Chapman Cohen, with the result that he became 
a communal affair. He can still keep up his unflagg
ing raillery, and was never more characteristic than 
when he told a group of Bolton friends that the great 
geographical virtue of Lancashire consisted in the 
fact that it was so easy for the inhabitants to get into 
Cheshire.

The Demonstration in the evening was a great suc
cess. The Spinners’ Hall is not specially large, but it 
had ample seating accommodation, and the acoustics 
were good. The speeches went off well, and the audi
ence were obviously gratified by the meeting. There 
was more than the usual amount of humour from the 
platform, and special mention has to be made of Mr. 
Brighton’s delightful and perfectly balanced little 
speech, in which he showed a gift of genuine wit that 
was not lost upon an audience which applauded him 
long after he was seated. At the finish Mr. Chapman 
Cohen gathered together the many skeins which the 
speakers had provided, and Wove them into a pattern 
that mixed its wisdom with its wit in a way that few 
can emulate. Then back to the Swan Hotel for the 
final pow-wow. Once again we were in a large circle 
in the lounge, and laughter mixed itself with earnest 
conversation. We all went to bed rather earlier (those 
who were staying in the Hotel) because we had to be 
up betimes on the following morning. On Monday, 
even though it was a public holiday, I  was wakened 
very early by the sound of unusually loud footsteps in 
the street below. After listening a moment the ex
planation came to me in a flash. C logs!

Clogs. It was the first time I had heard them. So 
these were the clogs ! What a history of those clogs !
I had only read it, never lived it; but the reading was 
enough. More than a hundred years ago people had 
been wakened, even as I had been, by the sound of 
clogs; but it had been a lighter sound and a quicker 
rhythm than that to which I had listened. It had been 
the patter, patter, pattering of little childrens’ feet, as 
they went to a fourteen-hour day’s work in the mills. 
The mites were too poor to buy watches and too 
frightened to risk being late, so that it had started at 
two or three o’clock in the morning. Then it came 
to me that our Demonstration had been in the 
Spinners’ Hall. So the Spinners had built a h a ll! 
Bravo for the Spinners! Yes, that was the place for 
a Demonstration. I don’t know the history of the 
Spinners’ Hall, but I guess they must have built it 
because they were sick of something, and were deter
mined to have no more of it. So they built a hall 
where people could speak and others could listen. I 
felt proud to have spoken in the Spinners’ Hall. Their 
work is not done yet, but they’ve got a hall and the 
right to speak in it. Good old spinners! But they 
must keep the right they have so dearly won. If the 
Demonstration reminded them of what it means to 
have that hall, and that right to speak in it without a 
policeman taking notes, if the Demonstration did only 
that it would have been worth while. I  hope many of 
our Demonstrations in the future will be held in places 
like the Spinners’ Hall, in places built by or for people 
who once had no rights and no fairplay; for it will re
mind them that the right to speak out is fundamental 
to all change for the better. That is something we 
can only forget at our peril.

Medicus.

DO IT NOW

“  Procrastination is the Tliief of Time ’ ’—and not only 
time. A favour, long delayed, looks like alms flung in 
the face of a leper; and the thanks we openly bestow is 
compensated by the grudge we inwardly conceal.

Beligion and The League of Nation’* 
Union
—p-w«—

We may take it for granted that practically all Secu
larists are in agreement with the peace movement. But 
some of them who attend the Union meetings must (like 
the present writer) be occasionally if not frequently irri
tated by references to religion. Some speakers say that 
the success of the cause necessitates a “  change of heart” 
(which seems to suggest religious “  conversion ”  or 
other mystic influence). Others indicate, if they do not 
plainly state, that the establishment of permanent in
ternational peace depends upon the spread of a “  true 
Christian spirit,”  or the like. And they quote from the 
Bible, omitting, of course, the numerous, fiercely bel
ligerent passages. And so on

In addition to this there seems to be in some quarters 
a persistent attempt to establish religious observance, 
viz., prayer, as a normal and regular part of all meet
ings. Recently this was advocated in a long letter, 
written by a parson, to Headway. But a reply I sent to 
the Editor, pointing out that the practice would probably 
work harm to the Union by offending Freethinkers and 
other Rationalists, and possibly also Unitarians, Jews 
and other non-Christians, was not printed.

The Chairman of our local Branch of the Union is a 
fervent religionist, and has adopted the method of call
ing on any parson who may be present “  to say a few 
words of prayer.”  Most of the active members are, like 
the Chairman, adherents of the “  Free Churches.”  The 
result is that the Branch has been described as a “  little 
Free Church affair.”  I pointed this out at a Committee 
meeting; also the fact that we get extremely little sup
port from the political party to which I belong (all of 
whose members probably agree with the policy and pro
cedure of the League); and that when I approached the 
Chairman, in the hope of securing his support and induc
ing him to give a lead to his fellow members, he rather 
contemptuously made the statement just quoted. And 
exactly the same notion was expressed (in the hearing of 
a relative of mine) by a master of the Grammar School 
when the teachers were talking about the League and 
the Union in the staff-room.

Again, at a recent meeting of the London Federation 
of the Union (011 which I act as a delegate) the agenda 
included a resolution which called for prayer at the open
ing of each meeting. This was rejected. But at a sub
sequent meeting a modified resolution from the same 
source, calling for “  two minutes of silent prayer to the 
Architect of the Universe,”  was passed. One argument 
of the religionists was that the League Assembly goes to 
a church service. But the obvious answer to this is that 
the members can stay away from the church without 
penalty, while secularist members of the Union cannot 
absent themselves from the meetings unless they re
linquish their active membership. And if they arc not 
prepared to do that, they are practically forced to 
acquiesce in a ritual they regard as not only irrelevant 
and useless, but harmful, because it wastes time and dis
tracts attention from things that are real and important.

Of course, people who do not read secularist literature 
may be unacquainted with the facts that in the League 
of Nations Union of the various countries of the world 
the number of non-Christian members probably exceeds 
that of Christians (until lately, if not now, the Japanese 
Union was one of the largest) ; that a considerable pro
portion of members are known to be .Secularists; that 
these include a good number of the most eminent 
workers for the League—e.g., Nansen, who did so much 
repatriation and other work, F. J. Gould, who has long 
edited League News, F. S. Marvin, whose Unity History 
School and his historical and other writings and lectures 
have contributed much to the cause; while others, who 
are not known to be entirely without religious belief, are 
Ethicists or other unorthodox people.

Reference may also be made here to the International 
Conference for the Teaching of History, the object of 
which is to promote international amity by the writing 
and teaching of suitable history, more especially in 
school books. Of this body, a British Committee lias 
just been formed, consisting of eleven of ns who are in
terested in history, education and internationalism, and
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"lost or all of whom have written on these subjects. The 
President is a famous historian and President of the 
Ethical Union; four (including H. G. Wells) are mem
bers or associates of the Rationalist Press Association; 
°"e (as well as two of the foregoing) is a Positivist; and 
another is, as I have heard him state, an Agnostic. Thus 
a clear majority reject traditional religious belief, and 
probably not less than five all theological belief what
ever.

Again, we may well suppose that most religionist 
members of the League of Nations Union are ignorant of 
die fact that supernatural and obscurantist doctrines, 
such as their own, have throughout the course of history 
commonly been associated with war, murder, massacre 
mid other brutality—from the days when the Hebrews 
adopted the notion that they were the “  chosen people,”  
and that others who would not accept their particular 
system of superstition must, at the command of Yahweh, 
be exterminated; on to the dreadful events accompany
ing the establishment of Christianity; and then on to the 
still greater horrors of organized ecclesiastical torture, 
burning and butchery of medieval and earlier modern 
limes; with a further extension in the riots and other 
political, moral and social disorder brought about by the 
leligious dissensions of our own day.

In view of these facts and considerations, I am making 
a silent protest against the procedure in question at 
meetings by taking a paper from my pocket (which 
always contains a supply) and openly reading it until 
the prayer-period is over.

J. R eeves.

Acid Drops

Mussolini has declared that he does not believe in per
petual peace. He does not mean by this that it is not 
likely to exist, but that war is desirable every now and 
then in order to keep a people up to the mark. That is 
also the teaching of German Fascism, and it would be 
that of English Fascism if it felt it safe to express itself 
openly. One need not be surprised, for robbed of all its 
empty phrases Fascism is the philosophy of brute force, 
and a return in practice to the worst forms of barbarism.

But Mussolini’s policy also means that if war does not 
conie “  naturally,”  it must be provided artificially. And 
there are only about three ways in which it can be 
brought about—in order to keep people healthy. The one 
m to pick a quarrel with one stronger than oneself. The 
other is to pick a quarrel with someone weaker than one
self. 'I'lie other is to fall upon some unarmed, or poorly 
armed native race and rob them of what they may happen 
to possess. But your fire-eating militarist never picks a 
fiuarrel with one stronger than himself. Fundamentally 
his policy is a sublimation of cowardice—covering the 
bull y  with a cloak of national aspiration or ethical en
deavour. So he is, perforce, reduced to the latter possi
bilities. The military history of any nation will fully bear 
this out. We Britishers have, at the present juncture 
much to learn from Mussolini and Hitler. It will help 
ms to understand their spiritual brethren in this country.

Lord Beaverbrook is going ahead with his Empire 
crUsade. In the Evening Standard for May 24, he an
nounces that his latest convert is God Almighty. At 
’cast we gather this from his explaining his policy in an 
article of two columns length, which winds up with 
" And now, O God, what we wait for is Thee? Our hope 
ls >11 Thee.”  So having explained to God what he means, 
and what he wants, the rest is left to God. And we do 
not believe that Lord Beaverbrook believes that God will 
'ct him down. If he does, we suggest that Low chips in 
'vith one his inimitable cartoons explaining the situa
tion.

The Rev. G. T. Peet, of Worthing, tells Daily Herald 
leaders that although the Holy Bible is an infallible 
Jtuide, yet it doesn’t seem of much use when the ques
tion has to be settled among Christians, whether war is

wrong. Mr. Peet doesn’t put the matter quite like that, 
but anyone can catch his drift. He says :—

Unfortunately, the signatories to the protest against 
renewed armaments cannot insist on anything; for the 
Pugilists in every Church rule the roost, and the Pacifists 
take a back seat. The time is now ripe for every Church 
to say that all war is wrong.

The time, you will note, is only just ripe—although the 
Christian religion has been about for nineteen centuries 
or so, and Christian Churches have existed most of that 
time. If Christians have been unable to decide that 
“  all war is wrong ”  during those many hundreds of 
years, what hope is there now of coming to a decision one 
way or the other ? Perhaps the quickest way of deciding 
the question would be to ignore the Bible and God as 
sources of inspiration in the matter, and rely only 011 the 
common sense and experience of mankind.

A missionary from India recently told a pious gather
ing about a new leper hospital run by his Church. A 
report of his speech says that “  A new remedy has been 
discovered, and frequently patients are now sent home 
with all signs of leprosy gone. Although there are 
Government hospitals, the sufferers come to the Metho
dists because they prefer a ‘ Christian injection.’ Jesus 
touched a leper (surprising fact) and the Methodist 
doctors and nurses are doing every day just what Jesus 
did.”  Nevertheless, we may add, the Methodist doctors; 
can do nothing by prayer alone; they rely solely on the 
resources placed in their hands by materialistic medical 
science. They can achieve no more than the Government 
doctors. But we don’t suppose for a moment that the 
missionaries go out of their way to undeceive the Indian 
patient. We daresay native ignorance and superstitious 
fancy can be usefully exploited “  for Christ’s sake,”  and 
the missionaries render thanks unto God for a heaven
sent opportunity.

Mr. Norman Birkett, K.C., has been relating one of 
his early misfortunes, and we cannot help commiserating 
with him. He says that “  A Methodist assembly is like 
home to me because the most formative influence that 
came into my life, excluding home, school, university, 
Inns of Court, was a country chapel.”  Reared in such a 
shocking environment, he never really had a chance to 
be anything but a “  good Methodist.”  Let us charitably 
remember that he is a case of more sinned against than 
sinning. We daresay he still believes how wonderful it 
was that, when he “  found Jesus,”  Jesus was more like a 
Methodist than like any other sectarian Christian.

The lipping Forest air is so bracing that we must ex
cuse the Rev. Mr. Ellis, a missionary from Hyderabad 
(India), who rivalled Baron Munchausen in his "  tall ”  
stories of whole tribes in India “  becoming Christians en 
masse.”  The Methodist Times report says “  Mr. Ellis 
gave the startling figure of eighty thousand persons in 
the mass movement in Hyderabad alone. He told of this 
mighty crowd moving towards Christ.”  He added that 
“  in Dharapuram twenty years ago there were no 
Christians at all, to-day there are at least twenty thou
sand Methodists alone.”  Mr. Ellis is a highly successful 
missionary—if we can believe so incredible a narrative. 
His “  at least ”  is a stroke of genius . . . but not of 
statistics.

I11 the chemical trade there is a distinction between 
drugs of unadulterated quality, and drugs of “  com
mercial ”  quality. It is quite necessary to keep clearly 
in mind the difference between common qualities and 
Christian species of the same or nominally the same 
thing. The Vicar of St. Peter’s Streatham calls himself 
a “  Pacifist.”  But his congregation is of redder blood. 
Its officials have taken umbrage at sitting under a Paci
fist. The Vicar has reassured them. “  I am a Pacifist,”  
he says, “  but I wish you to understand I am not a 
political Pacifist. I am a Christian Pacifist.”  That ex
plains everything.

The Bishop of Southwark, in raising funds for more 
Churches, said, “  I am very proud to belong to South
wark myself.”  “  One thing I dread,”  said another
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speaker at the same meeting, “  is that they will build 
beautiful arterial roads and no church set amongst 
them.”  The Bishop probably would be “  very proud ”  
anyhow. Southwark is as good as any other place to 
draw a big income from. Let us add that the Bishop 
lives at Kennington Park, and his Assistant bishop at 
Carshalton, in palaces which many of the Tabard Street 
section of their Lordships’ diocese might also be “  very 
proud ”  to occupy.

In the Sunday Times an example is given of Spur
geon’s “  power of expressing old thoughts in new and 
striking words that would appeal to everyone.”  The in
stance given is not a very happy one : “  God’s dearest 
love-letters are often enclosed in black-edged envelopes.”  
For sheer bad taste this is quite equal to the Chicago 
gangsters’ method of sending wreaths to the funerals of 
their victims.

Whit-Sunday, or Pentecost, has troubled the Christian 
press to explain the meaning, if any, of the “  Holy 
.Spirit.”  This used to be a very easy task. The Holy 
Spirit was the “  Third ’ ’ of God. He was a “  Person,”  
just as much as the other Gods, Jehovah and Jesus. Jesus 
has now become the fashionable Deity, and the other two 
thirds are relegated to the back benches, “  accompanied 
by tile Devil”  as the concert-programmes would say. The 
Rev. George Jackson, one of the most thoughtful of 
Methodist writers, quotes several authorities amongst the 
present-day divines who fail to see any kind of individu
ality or personality in this Holy Ghost. Prof. Humphries 
says plainly that “  to me the Holy Spirit and the living 
Christ are but two names for the same reality.”  Professor 
James Maekinnon plumps for “  Biuitarianism ”  instead 
of trinitarianism. He says St. Paul was a Binitarian.

The Modern Churchman says that “  for some years 
¡>ast, Church promotions have been surely but silently 
separating the sheep from the goats,”  meaning that 
vacancies have been systematically filled with modernist 
clergy like Dr. Barnes. It continues, “  When the hour 
of crisis comes in the not distant future, it will be seen 
that the Church of England is on the side of compre
hensiveness, moral evolution, dogmatic re-interpretation 
and re-statement. With the rapid ascendancy of the 
Roman Church in England, and the not less significant 
advances of Secularism, this is the only sound policy 
open to her.”  We acknowledge the tribute to our work 
and its victory.

The Actors’ Church Union is a “  Church ”  union right 
enough, but “  Actors ”  seem, as the Americans say, not 
so hot about it. At the recent Annual Meeting, Mr. 
Gillie Potter told the world “  Our Chaplains are a splen
did body of men, but we must have actors in the A.C.U. 
as well as clergy.”

The British and Foreign Bible Society’s Annual Meet
ing, boasting of its 453,000,000 copies of God’s Word dis
tributed to an unappreciative world, was addressed by the 
pessimistic .Sir Josiah Stamp. Sir Josiah assured the 
astonished pietists that “  The truth is we know more 
about the Bible to-day, but we know much less of it. I 
doubt whether the treasures of the Bible are the personal 
possession, the comfort, the guide they were fifty years 
ago.’ ’

The Christian Ilcrald appeals to its readers in Kilsyth 
to write to a local paper protesting against the admission 
of an article (letter ?) in its columns, in which there are 
“  eight statements challenging the divine truth of the 
Bible narrative.”  That is quite a Christian attitude, 
and a wise one. For the only way in which one can re
tain intact “  divine truth,”  is to see that no one is ever 
allowed to question it. We have never heard yet of a 
divine truth that could withstand criticism.

Xt’w Britain has lost its head if it ever had one. It has 
some excellent contributors like Mr. S. G. Hobson, and 
at one time we thought it had some sort of reasoned

policy. But what can we make of Sir Patrick Geddes’s 
remark (in boxed block large type), “  The Churches have 
their duty,”  and in italics, “  We need a spiritual power 
independent of the temporal.”  We utterly despair of 
getting a grain of intelligent meaning out of the Edi
torial big-typed nonsense : “  To realize Christianity and 
Socialism, Imperially and Socially, is the world-task of 
Britain.”  Nor are we enlightened as to the editor’s 
meaning, when he says : “  For the sake of our human 
gratitude to the Grace and Providence of God it should 
be done.”

The Rev. T. T. James, M.A., Chairman of the Con
gregational Union, thinks that “  the Church of God 
must be endowed with courage, initiative, imagination 
and passion.”  What a pity God has only “  endowed ” 
it with imagination.

Another Congregationalist, Dr. James Black, says, 
“  The Church needs a sacred ingenuity.”  His prayer is 
answered. Unlike the prayer asking God “  to endow 
the Lords of the Council and all the nobilitv with grace, 
wisdom and understanding,”  which prayer Bradlaugh’s 
colleague, Labouchere, used to quote as being un
answered, although prayed daily in every Episcopal 
Church. Labouchere thought it proved that God was in 
favour of abolishing the House of Lords.

A Catechism of Christian Faith, issued by the Catholic 
Literature Society, has at least one good conundrum 
properly answered. The Question is, “ Has God made 
known to us How He created things?”  Unexpectedly 
wisely conies the “  Answer ’ ’ : “ God has not. He is lead
ing men little by little to learn for themselves.”  Who 
says the “ Catholics”  are not progressing? A few cen
turies ago, the “  Answer”  would have been : “ God HAS. 
And if you try to learn any more than He has revealed 
you will be burnt here and and then burnt again in hell.”  
Let us add that this is the only lapse into sense dis
coverable in this "  Catechism.”

The People announcing an unfortunate catastrophe in 
the United States, which it describes as a “  black 
drought,”  destroying millions of bushels of grain, des
cribes it as “  Retribution.”  It heads its article “ Nature 
Turns the Table on U.S.A. Farmers.’ ’ All this merely 
proves that “  popular ”  journalism is still in the back- 
woods stage of religion. It is only another way of say
ing, “  An Act of God.”  It illustrates our frequent re
minder that many people are ashamed to use the old 
words, but are still unashamed of the discredited ideas 
represented by the God idea.

Fifty Tears Ago 
— —

To tiif. Clergy

A m, for Jesus! Oh yes, of course. But, gentlemen, of 
all the cash you ever collected for the Lord can you aver 
that a single halfpenny ever reached him ? Have you 
not intercepted it all, from the annual tithes to last 
Sunday’s collections ? You have a society for converting 
Jews. Well, 1 will show you more than one Jew con
verted to Freethought by this paper. Can you show one? 
I doubt it. In London you talk of a Jew who was con
verted in Paris, and in Paris of a Jew who was converted 
in Berlin. Show us a single Jew converted here. Our 
demand is moderate. Show us one, only one.

The truth is, gentlemen, “  all for Jesus ”  means all for 
yourselves. My private belief is that your religion is 
chiefly a trade, and that, sooner than forefeit your livings, 
you would preach any other gospel to-morrow. All for 
Jesus! Why you have nothing in common with the 
revolutionist of Nazareth except his bigotry; and if lie 
were alive again lie would say to you, in language which 
he and you would consider divine, “  Depart fjoui me ye’ 
cursed, into everlasting fire, prepared for the devil and 
his angels.”

The “  F r e e t h i n k e r J u n e  1, 1S84.



3, 1934 THE FREETHINKER 345

'

I

THE FREETHINKER
F o u n d ed  b y  G. W. FOOTE.,

E d i t o r i a l :’

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

T O  C O R R E S P O N D E N T S

We are glad to see that the campaign which is being 
carried on by N .S.S. speakers in Durham and Northum
berland has been successful enough to cause a number 
of the clergy to hold a meeting in the Market Place at 
Blyth, to proclaim their faith, and to administer what a 
local paper calls a “  gentle reproof to Atheism.”  That 
is all very nice, but it would have been more impressive 
had the “  reproof ”  been administered under conditions 
that would have given the Atheists a chance gently to 
express their appreciation of the “  reproof.”  It would 
certainly have been more interesting to the audience.

Tab Can.” —Thanks. Your appreciation is valued.
A- R. F. H ill.—Mr. Cohen hopes to resume the articles on 

reasoning in a week or so.
G- B. Malkinson.—Books sent on May, 28, hope they have 

reached you safely.
J- L. Orton.—Sorry, but we do not see any use in further 

Prolonging the correspondence.
1 • Mosley.—Bishop Talbot shows at least that he has discre

tion in refraining from a debate with a known Freethinker. 
We quite agree that, so far as Christianity, and the stand
ing of a Christian parson, no useful object would be served.

A. F orbes.—Very pleased to have jour report of the success
ful meeting held by Mr. Brighton. We hope local Free
thinkers will give Mr. Brighton tire support he deserves.

J. W. Poynter.—It is really useless publishing letters asking 
Freethinkers to investigate the claims of religion with an 
open mind, as though that had not been done. You do not 
pay attention to the plain fact that religion does not serve 
“  a real human need,” but lives only by misinterpreting

- human qualities which have an explanation quite apart 
from religion.

S. Newton.—You are quite right; it was completely irrele
vant to anything we said or intended. But the religious 
spirit dies hard, and it is not uncommon to find those who 
imagine they are free from religion, exhibiting some of its 
worst tendencies when their own particular idol is said to 
be less than perfect. But we never like to suppress criti
cism of ourself.

The "  Freethinker"  is supplied to the trade on sale or 
return. Any difficulty in securing copies should be at once 
reported to this office.

The offices of the National Secular Society and the Secular 
Society Limited, are now at 68 Farringdon Street, London, 
E.C.4. Telephone: Central 7367.

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

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

All Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
"  The Pioneer Press,’ " and crossed "  Midland Dank, Ltd., 
Clerkenwell Branch.”

Sugar Plums

Quite a number of newspaper notices of the N .S.S. 
Conference appeared in the provincial press. Even the 
Nevus-Chronicle gave a brief notice in its Northern 
edition. Several leading articles dealing with the Con
ference were also published

Somehow or the other we omitted to mention in the 
account of the N .S.S. Conference proceedings, the Mon- 
day excursion which took place. Southport was the place 
selected, and Mr. Collins, Secretary of the Manchester 
branch, was responsible for the arrangements, which pro
filed  for those who attended a very pleasing day. The 
"catlicr was very gracious, and everyone appeared 
thoroughly to enjoy themselves. The “  dismal Athe
n s  ”  were obligingly dismal—in their usual fashion.

The Secular .Society Limited is issuing, almost directly, 
au interesting and scholarly pamphlet by Mr. C. Clayton 
Love, under the title of The Miracles of St. Martin, with 
1111 introduction extending to six pages by Mr. Cohen. 
The pamphlet will be published at sixpence, by post 
sevenpence, and in view of the manner in which the 
miraculous has conic into the limelight recently, should 
l’rove of interest.

The Manchester Branch N.S.S. will hold fortnightly 
open-air meetings during the summer at Platt Fields 
and Alexandra Park Gates alternately Mr. J. Clayton 
of Burnley will be the speaker to-day (June 3rd) at 6.30 
p.m., in Platt Fields. Members are, of course, expected 
to support the meetings, and Branch officials will be 
pleased to give information concerning membership to 
unattached Freethinkers.

Mr. G. Whitehead will be lecturing in the Burnley and 
Nelson districts this week from June 3 until June 8 in
clusive. There is a Branch of the N.S.S. in each place 
containing keen Freethinkers, and with their co-opera
tion, some good meetings are sure to follow. Details 
will be found in the Lecture Notice column, and details 
of membership can be had at all the meetings.

We regret to learn that Mr. A. B. Le Maine, who has 
for many years been indefatigable in the open-air work in 
Hyde Park, has been ill for some weeks. We have warned 
him several times of the risks run b\- holding out-door 
meetings during the winter, and he is now paying the 
price. We hope to hear of his speedy recovery, and ho]>e 
also that he will in the future temper zeal with a little 
discretion where his own health is concerned.

Mr. J. T. Brighton has been holding some successful 
meetings at Stockton-on-Tees. From rejxirts to hand 
we note that his audiences have been large and appreci
ative. He will be holding another meeting there at the 
Market Cross at 7 p.m. on June 5. We hope that local 
Freethinkers will make it a point of attending. There 
should be a Branch of the .Society in the town.

Few social questions have caused greater controversy 
than the problem of Over-Population. From the day Mal
thus published his famous Essay, a constant stream of 
books have poured from the press, either in defence of bis 
thesis, or violently attacking it. Whether one agrees 
with him or not on the dangers of over-population, it is 
always good to read the other side. Dr. Enid Charles’ 
carefully documented work The Twilight of Parenthood 
(Watts & Co., Ltd., 7s. 6d. net), is not merely an attack 
on the Malthusian jxjsition, but also a grave warning on 
the menace of under-population. Dr. Charles calls to her 
aid the latest discoveries in food production and food 
preservation, and also the statistical studies of Kuczyn- 
ski. Whether Malthusians will agree with many of her 
assertions or deductions is quite another question. 
Malthus himself was a very careful writer and antici
pated many points subsequently raised against him.

For the rest, Dr. Charles devotes many pages to the 
question of mechanical contraceptive devices, and the part 
they played, or are supposed to have played, in determin
ing the declining populations in some of the largest civil
ized countries. .She claims that contraceptive practice 
“ cannot be a correct explanation of why fertility started to 
decline at a particular period of modern history.”  One 
thing, she adds, is certain : “  The psychological character
istics of sex and parenthood are changing for both men 
and women.”  The discussion on fertility in man will 
prove interesting, but she points out that “  the sterility 
of the more distinguished could not be used to show that 
superior ability encourages sterility, or that any selective 
process affecting the survival of iutellieuce is at work.” 
In the last chapter the whole question is discussed in re
lation to Soviet Russia. The Twilight nl Parenthood 
should cause some very acute discussion.
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National Secular Society

AN N U AL CO N FEREN CE 

Morning S ession

P romptly at 10.30 a.m., on May 20, at the Swan 
Hotel, Bolton, the President took the chair for the 
Annual Conference of the National Secular Society. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following dele
gates answered to their nam es:—Mr. H. Bayford, 
Ashington; T. H. Elstob, Birmingham; H. S. Wishart, 
Bethnal Green; B. L. Bowers, Airs. Revitt, Bradford; 
H. Ha hid n, W. H. Sissons, Bolton; J . Sharpies, 
Blackburn; J . Spann, Birkenhead; Miss L . R. Holland, 
Brighton; A . Lawson, Burnley; J .  T. Brighton, 
Chester-le-Street; J . E . Edmundson, Cardiff; A . D. 
Hodgkinson, Chester; J .  Crook, Derby; F . Unsworth, 
Dublin; W. A. Atkinson, Fulham & Chelsea; J . Far- 
rand, Glasgow; L . M. Werrey-Easterbrook, Hants & 
Dorset; S .R .A . Ready, W. LI. Owen, J .  V . Shortt, 
Liverpool; S. Cohen, Miss Brockenhurst, W. Collins, 
Manchester; A . Flanders, Newcastle; R. Hartley, 
Nelson; A . D. McLaren, North London; H. P. 
Turner, North Shields; F . E . Monks, Oxford; 
W. J. W. Easterbrook, H. H. Hick, Plymouth; T. 
Ingham, Perth; Mrs. H. Grant, South London; G. 
Whitehead, South Shields; G. F . Green, Sunderland; 
L . R. Boyle, H. Roberts, J .  Hyde, Stockport; J . Clay
ton, Seaham; H. S. Wishart, West Ham.

There were also present a large number of members.
The minutes of the last Conference were taken as 

read, and at the suggestion of the President the meet
ing agreed to adjourn the discussion on the Report of 
the Committee on the Society’s Principles and Ob
jects until the afternoon.

The President then read the Executive’s Annual 
Report. Mr. Shortt moved and Mr. Spann seconded 
that the Report be adopted. A  lively and interesting 
discussion then took place on some of the statements, 
commencing with Mr. Egerton Stafford, who wanted 
to know whether it was right to saddle the Disaffec
tion and Seditions Bill as being based on religious feel
ing when its objects were purely political. The 
President in reply thought it was just as well to realize 
that its implications reached deeper than political 
actions. Mr. Maughan (Bolton) asked what was our 
position in regard to Fascism? The President ex
plained that our position against Fascism was the 
same as it was against all movements attacking free
dom of thought. Fascism was a close and immediate 
danger, but it must be clearly understood we opposed 
all movements which aimed at suppressing freedom of 
expression. 'Mr. .Shortt wanted to know why Com
munism was not coupled with Fascism. He proposed 
an amendment that “  Communism ”  should be 
bracketed with “  Fascism.”

Dr. Carmichael (Liverpool) asked whether it was 
fair to Communism to place it on the same plane as 
Fascism. He thought Fascism overwhelmingly more 
reactionary, as apart from other things, it specially 
attacked freedom of intellectual conviction.

The President again called attention to the fact that 
the National .Secular Society was opposed to any form 
of Government which oppressed opinion, and he re
sented any attempt to prevent even Roman Catholics 
from speaking.

Mr. Fisher also objc-cted to any form of government 
interference with expression of opinion, and Dr. Car
michael added that Fascism was notoriously against 
international peace. The President again called at
tention to the fact that it was not the business 
of the Conference to discuss the relative merits of 
Fascism and Communism..

Mr. Sissons opposed Fascism, and Mr. Hick said lie 
saw no more freedom from Communism than from

Fascism. Mr. Owen spoke against the Amendment 
because he thought any danger from Communism was 
a little further off, and Mr. Whitehead supported the 
Amendment. He thought we should not include any 
specific reference to either Communism or Fascism.

Mr. Flanders opposed the Amendment, and Miss 
Holland pointed out that we were really non-political. 
Mr. Wishart agreed, and Mr. Shortt, trying to sum up 
the discussion, said he was more concerned with our 
essential agreements than with our differences. He 
strongly deprecated any attempt to suppress opinion, 
whether from Communism or Fascism.

The President said that the Amendment was to re
move from the Report any specific mention of Fascism, 
but to include a reference which would cover all kinds 
of opposition to freedom; of thought. He was glad to 
note so much independence of opinion in the meeting-

A  vote was then taken on the Amendment. Lost 
by three votes. Mr. Shortt was not satisfied, and 
moved that a Poll should be taken. Mr. Whitehead 
seconded, but the motion was again lost. The Re
port was then adopted.

Mr. Werrey-Easterbiook then moved the adoption of 
the Financial Report, and Mr. Farrand seconded. 
Questions relating to several items in the Report were 
asked by Mr. Monks, Mr. Collins, Mr. Sam Cohen, 
and others, and were satisfactorily answered by the 
President, after which the Report was unanimously 
accepted by the Conference.

The election of the President for the coming year 
then took place. Mr. Rosetti formally took the chair, 
and Mrs. Grant moved on behalf of the South Lon
don, Manchester, Liverpool, West Ham, Wembley, 
Chester-le-Street, Birkenhead, Bradford, Burnley, 
Swansea, and North London Branches : —

“  That Mr. Chapman Cohen be re-elected President 
of the N .S .S .”

Mr. Werrey-Easterbrook seconded and Mr. Sissons 
spoke strongly in support.

Mr. Chapman Cohen was then unanimously and 
enthusiastically elected.

He thanked the Conference in a few well-chosen 
words, and added that this was the nineteenth time it 
had done him the honour of electing him President— 
two years only from his “  coming-of-age,”  in that 
capacity. He continued by pointing out that he 
always invited vigorous criticism, and it was for the 
members to act as vigilant critics. He did not want 
to be the head of a flock of “ sheep.”  'The .Society was 
far stronger than when he first took over his duties, 
and since then, the N .S.S. had followed the main 
stream of Freethought, putting, as far as possible, 
political entanglements on one side.

'The President, for the Executive, then moved the 
re-election of Mr. R. II. Rosetti as Secretary in a 
warm eulogy of his work. Air. Egerton .Stafford 
seconded. Mr. Brighton added a fine tribute to Mr. 
Rosetti’s unfailing courtesy and attention in every
thing appertaining to the Society, and the motion was 
carried.

Mr. Hick moved for the Swansea, North London, 
and West Ham Branches : —

“  That Mr. C. G. Quinton be re-elected Treasurer.”

Mr. W. J. W. Easterbrook seconded, and the motion 
was carried.

 ̂Mr. Burgess then proposed Messrs. H. Theobald & 
Co. as Auditors to be re-elected. Mr. Elstob 
seconded and the motion was carried.

Mr. Egerton Stafford proposed and Mr. Swann 
seconded the election of representatives on the Execu
tive as set forth in the Agenda, which was carried 
without dissent.

I’ or the Stockport and Bradford Branches, Mr. 
Boyle moved : —
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"  That this Conference strongly protests against 
the declared policy of the British Broadcasting Com
pany in exercising a censorship and boycott, and 
suggests that this protest be given practical form by 
subscribers informing the Corporation of their deter
mination not to renew their wireless licence until 
freedom of expression is given to all forms of 
opinion.”

Mr. Boyle attacked the censorship policy of the 
IhB.C. and explained how the Stockport Branch had 
organized its strong protest with the help of the local 
bodies and trade unions. He was prepared to accept 
any amendment which would add strength to the reso
lution. Mr. Green seconded, and was supported by 
Mr. Bowers. Mr. Brighton pointed out that even if 
'ye did not renew our subscriptions we still could 
jisten. Mr. Green thought we ought to make the 
rssue a practical one, and suggested preparing petition 
sheets to be signed at meetings all over the countrj'.

Mr. Ready insisted that we had to pay for licences 
'f we had sets, whether they were or were not used.

Mr. Werrey-Easterbrook proposed an Amendment, 
the latter part of the resolution to read (after the word 
boycott) “  . . . and that the Conference devise a 
campaign to give effect to this resolution.”  Mr. 
Ready seconded. Mir. Shortt opposed the amend
ment, Mr. Flanders supported it and it was carried, 
rile Conference then adjourned for lunch.

A fternoon S ession

On resumption, motion 2 (the Committee’s Report 
on the Aims and Objects of the Society) on the 
Agenda, was proposed by Mr. Werrey-Easterbrook 
and seconded by Mr. Bayford. Mr. Ready at once 
challenged the right of the Conference to discuss it 
"ithout having the Report circulated among all the 
members.

The President said that the Conference had full 
power to discuss it—all members can attend, but, of 
course, Mr. Ready could move an amendment to the 
effect that the Report be circulated among the mem
bers before adoption.

Mr. Wishart pointed out that members were re
quested to send in suggestions to the Committee though 
he thought this recommendation was omitted from 
file Report of last year’s Conference.

Mr. Shortt proposed an amendment. to the effect 
that members should have every opportunity to study 
the newly proposed Aims and Objects, and Mr. Owen 
"arm ly seconded.

The President then carefully explained the work of 
the Committee, and the little time there had been to 
circularize all members, and Messrs. Collins, Black, 
Easterbrook, Shortt, Wishart, Ready, and Mrs. Grant 
Joined in the further discussion. Finally, the Presi
dent suggested the terms of the Amendment as : —

That while expressing its appreciation of the work 
of the Committee appointed to consider and redraft 
the Principles and Objects of the Society, is of 
opinion that sufficient Opportunity should be given 
to all members to receive copies of the Report and 
comment thereon, and adjourn its further considera
tion until the 1935 Conference.”

Mr. Blake wished to know whether we could still 
hnprove on the Report, and Messrs. Black, Sissons 
a»d Monks wanted to know why the matter could not 
be decided at once.

Mr. Green (who formed one of the original C0111- 
huttee dealing with the Rejxirt) suggested that the 
trouble was really due to the Committee not having 
completed the re]*>rt six months ago. He wanted now 
to make sure that the delegates would be in a position 
next year to discuss fully the Principles and Objects, 
mid also any reports from individual members.

Mr. Wishart was very anxious that members should 
scud in their opinions, though for his part, he thought

the Report met our requirements very well. It cut 
out a lot of old and useless lumber.

Mr. Flanders thought we should pass a resolution of 
approval to the Committee for their excellent work. 
It was a great satisfaction to read something new, and 
he considered the Report a change for the better.

Mr. Fisher—as an anarchist—took exception to the 
words “  Secularism demands the complete seculariza
tion of the State ” —he objected to the word “ State ”  
altogether.

The President summed up the discussion by sum
marizing the points raised. He thought that, gener
ally, good was done in overhauling the verbal expres
sion of one’s principles, even though those principles 
remained unchanged.

The Amendment was then put to the vote and 
carried.

Mr. Lawson then proposed for the Burnley 
Branch : —

“  That a small pamphlet be prepared for distribu
tion, setting forth the legal position of Freethinkers 
with respect to the right of affirmation, and of the 
withdrawal of children from religious instruction in 
State-supported schools.”

and Mr. Werrey-Easterbrook seconded. Mr. Lawson 
spoke in detail as to the general lack of knowledge on 
these points by the majority of the public, and felt 
it was time a pamphlet should be prepared for free 
distribution.

The President pointed out that such a pamphlet was 
already in existence, entitled General Information for 
Freethinkers, and suggested its being reprinted for 
distribution. It dealt with the legal position of other 
Freethinkers including parents.

Mr. Lawson wanted one to deal only with the 
question of affirmation and religious instruction in 
schools, but the President thought the present pam
phlet would better fill all requirements. Mr. Law- 
son then proposed an Amendment to include all the 
questions in this pamphlet. Mr. Shortt opposed its 
free distribution, while Mr. Black expressed his 
opinion that it was time something was really done in 
the matter of asserting our right to affirm and getting 
some courage into parents.

Mr. Egerton Stafford then proposed the Amend
ment, and Mr. Spann seconded. Carried.

Mrs. Grant then proposed on behalf of the South 
London Branch : —

“  That this Conference reaffirms its adherence to a 
non-political propaganda. ’ ’

Mr. Stafford suggested the introduction of “ party”  
before “  non-political,”  which was accepted and the 
resolution carried.

Mr. Ready moved for the Liverpool Branch : —
”  That Section 17 of the Society’s Constitution be 

amended so as to arrange (a) that each of the existing 
areas shall have the Conference held within that area 
in rotation; (b) that a vote of the Branches shall 
decide in which area the Conference is to be held, and 
connexion with which Branch; (c) for the purpose 
of fixing the Conference, London shall be reckoned 
as part of the South-Eastern group.”

He thought the idea an excellent one—it would 
give many districts the chance of having a Conference, 
as it was obvious that if voting only was used, P ly
mouth, Scotland and Wales were definitely out of the 
running.

Mr. Owen seconded the proposal.
The President showed the difficulties members 

would be placed in getting to a Conference if it were 
held in a part of the country that was not central to a 
number of Branches. Tt was necessary to consider the 
situation of the town selected as much as possible, to 
ensure a good attendance of members, for obviously, 
a poor attendance would not do the movement much
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good. Members could not be expected to pay big 
fares to towns and other incidental expenses.

Mr. Sissons thought that a new district should be 
chosen as often as possible, and Mr. Flanders ex
pressed his opinion that the whole matter could be 
safely left in the Executive’s hands.

Mr. Werrey-Easterbrook asked the Conference to 
permit No. 18 to be next taken, in order to allow time 
for discussion. This was agreed to and Mr. Boyle 
moved for the Stockport Branch : —

“  That in the interests of public economy and 
justice, this Conference is of opinion that all places 
of religious worship should be upon the same footing 
as property belonging to non-religious associations, 
and thus would abolish what is in effect a tax upon 
the whole community for the maintenance of re
ligion.”  .

He objected to paying taxes when these were used 
for subsidizing religious buildings. He also dealt 
with the refusal of many of the public libraries to 
place the Freethinker in their reading rooms.

Mr. Werrey-Easterbrook seconded, and gave some 
astounding figures showing the amount of money lost 
to the State through not taxing Churches and other 
religious buildings.

After further discussion, Mr. Black thought it was 
time we did something practicable about it, and Mr. 
Egerton Stafford wanted to know what exactly would 
happen even if the resolution were passed.

The President explained that all resolutions went to 
the responsible people concerned, and one would have 
to await events. The Motion was then passed.

The Conference then reverted to Motion 13  (b) : —
(b) “  That Membership Forms shall in the future 

exhibit a clear explanation of what is meant by the 
terms ‘ Active or passive ’ as printed thereon.”

Air. Owen said that the words were very confusing 
to newcomers, and hoped the Conference would adopt 
the motion. Mr. Black thought that no man who was 
a member of the N .S.S. should object to having his 
membership made public. The resolution was adopted.

Air. Shortt moved Motion 13 (c) : —
(c) “  That this Conference considers that the in

terests of Freethought can be well served by Free
thinkers securing election on public bodies, which 
will provide greater scope for the application of those 
principles for which the National Secular .Society 
stands, and that it be part of the duties of Branch 
Secretaries to supply copies of the Freethinker to 
those engaged in public work in their districts.”

Air. Shortt said he felt very strongly on this subject. 
Freethinkers, in his opinion, did not do all they might 
to be properly represented on public bodies. On the 
other hand religious people took good care to see that 
their interests were well represented. The result was 
that Freethinkers were ignored, while religious folk 
ruled. Mr. Black said he also felt strongly with re
gard to this motion. The difficulty as he saw it was 
that if a man were active with his Freethought lie did 
not get elected; if he was elected, partly because he 
kept his Freethought in the background, he was not 
likely to speak out afterwards.

Mr. Boyle said he thought the religious opposition 
could be exaggerated. He had secured public recog
nition in Stockport, in spite of his known opinions, 
and in many other places he did not think experience 
would be very different.

The President said he would not like the impres
sion to go forth, as a result of what had been said, that 
Freethinkers held themselves aloof from local or other 
political and social movements. They did not, and, 
as a matter of fact, the Freethought movement had 
supplied some of the most ardent, social and political 
workers in the social and political world for the past 
hundred years. The Motion w as then carried.

• Motion 14
“  That in view of the many attempts being made 

to curtail or destroy the propaganda of advanced 
opinion, and in view of the threat to individual 
liberty offered by the Incitement to Disaffection Bill 
at present before Parliament, this Conference urges 
upon all lovers of freedom to do whatever lies in 
their power to maintain the limited freedom that 
has been won for us at so great a cost.’ ’

was moved by the President on behalf of the Execu
tive. He said the matter had been dealt with in the 
Executive’s Report, and he would not say more upon 
it at this juncture. The Motion was seconded by Mr. 
Hick, and carried.

Motion 15
“  That this Conference, recognizing that the exist

ence in Statute and Common Law of the priest-made 
offence of “  Blasphemy ”  gives encouragement to 
the passing of other measures intended to restrict 
freedom of thought, calls upon Freethinkers to make 
the abolition of the Blasphemy Laws a test question 
at all parliamentary elections.”

was moved by Mr. Wishart, and after a brief discus
sion, carried.

Motion 16
(a) “ That in view of the general attack made 

Upon freedom of thought in many parts of Europe, 
and the increasing danger facing Freethought in this 
country, this Conference reminds all concerned of 
the great fight that has been waged to secure the 
limited freedom- we possess, and urges all concerned 
to intensify their efforts to preserve freedom of 
thought, speech and publication.’ ’

was formally moved by the President, and seconded 
by Mr. Kasterbrook, junior. Carried.

Motion 16
(b) “ That recognizing the retrogressive influence 

of organized religion, and the way in which its 
representatives on public bodies use their influence 
to strengthen the position of the Churches, this Con
ference calls on all Freethinkers, whether engaged 
in administrative work or not, to do whatever lies 
in their power to secure the complete secularization 
of local government in law and in fact.”

was next carried after a brief discussion.
Motion 17

“  That in towns where no Branch of the N.S.S. 
exists corresponding members be appointed 
whose duty it shall be to acquaint headquarters with 
all local proceedings that are of interest to the Move
ment.”

was proposed by the President, in the absence of a 
West London delegate, and seconded by Mr. Easter- 
brook, Junior.

Motion 19
“  That this Conference is of opinion that the 

setting aside of a column in the Freethinker for 
Branch news would be of assistance to the Society’s 
propaganda.”

was moved by Mr. Farrand. The President pointed 
out that Branches already received notice of their 
work, when it was sent, in one of the best read por
tions of the paper. When advisable, a separate 
column, or part of a column was made up. But he 
thought that a weekly column of branch notices would 
be a warning to many readers to skip it. At present, 
so long as it was mixed with other matter, it was read 
by most w ho saw the paper. It was decided to leave 
the matter to the discretion of the editor.

Motion No. 20, recommending that a speaker be ap
pointed for work in the Birkenhead district, was nega
tived, owing to the present difficulties in the way of 
the experiment being tried.

The last Motion on the Agenda
“  That this Annual Conference of the National 

Secular Society affirms its sincere sympathy to our 
brethren in Germany, Italy and Austria, whose
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organizations have been destroyed, and tlieir funds 
sequestrated, and promises whatever assistance it is 
within its power to give.*’

"as moved by Mr. A. U. McLaren. He said that he 
feared there was a section of the British public that 
"as not in the least interested in what was occuring 
>n other countries, but they carried many lessons, and 
also warnings. In many countries open Frcethought 
propaganda had been completely suppressed, and we 
"ere not merely called upon to express our sympathy, 
• ut to watch similar attempts that were being made 
"pen our freedom.

Mr. Egerton Stafford seconded the motion. Mr. 
Whitehead proposed as an amendment, that in place 
°f the words, “  Germany, Italy and Austria,”  the 
motion should read, “  with victims of tyranny in all 
l arts of the world.”  The amendment was put and 
seconded by Mr. Shortt, but on being put to the vote 
"as  declared lost. The original motion was then 
carried.

In bringing the meetings to a close the President 
congratulated the Conference on its unmistakable 
success, in both point of numbers and in the spirit in 
"hicli the business had been conducted. All had 
shown that differences of opinion could exist without 
disturbing tempers, and with a complete appreciation 
°f each other’s devotion to a common cause. The in
dependence of opinion manifested, the readiness to 
see other points of view argued well for the future of 
°ur movement. The proportion of young people 
Present, with their interest in the Cause was another 
feature of the Conference that could not he too highly 
valued. He had also to thank the Bolton Branch on 
hehalf of all present for the labour it had put into pre
paring for the Conference, and the success which had 
attended their efforts.

Get to the Roots!

The call to examine critically the foundations of the 
Christian Faith is addressed with equal force to the 
individualist and to the altruist. The special impu
dence of clericalism is that it presumes, with super
natural sanctions, to interfere with ME—to dictate 
My way of living—to say how my time shall be ap
portioned and utilized—to prescribe what I shall eat 
a>id drink and wherewithal I shall be clothed—to 
choose my recreations for me, and to direct what I 
"lay read and what I may not. Every intelli
gent human being is first of all essentially an 
individualist. He is required in the present 
Welter of existence (as the first and essential 
thing) to devise means of securing for himself cloth
ing, food and shelter. In this sorry scramble, the 
"eak must still go to the wall. The strong and lucky 
dies patronize the parsons and the parsons patronize 
the underdogs. “ The poor ye have always with you.”  
‘It tal ces all sorts and conditions of people to make a 

World.”  “  No Cross, no Crown.”  “  There is no 
Pleasure without pain,”  and “  the Devil take the 
hindmost.”  A  disorganized world this, in which the 
vast majority of human beings have their thinking 
done for them and whose “  opinions ”  are all 
borrowed or second hand !

Some time since we discussed the parable in Luke 
known everywhere by the familiar title of “  The 
Ti'odigal Son.”  The crazy ethics and economics and 
the grotesque law of the story were revealed. I f you 
take away the Prodigal Son, you deprive the evan
gelist of his most vital asset, the most im
portant item of his stock-in-trade. Yet a little 
1 "lpartial, dispassionate and independent thought 

..pannot fail to show the sheer sentimentality and in
justice of the narrative. It is chiefly intended to

prove the loving fatherhood of God, who we are 
asked to believe yearns over and ardently seeks the 
well-being of all his creatures. But the “  stuff ”  
that is put over by the preachers who love the 
“  Prodigal Son,”  as their special text can only have 
any effect upon maudlin and illiterate minds, which 
are always predisposed to sentimentality and even 
hysteria. It can have no effect upon minds stored 
with the lessons of experience and history. No doubt 
we find men of high cultural attainments identified 
with some church. But they are so identified for 
some reason or interest unconnected with an absorb
ing personal faith in the supernatural. Who can 
deny that in dealing w ith the set of circumstances dis
closed in the “ Prodigal Son,”  the humanistic method 
is infinitely to be preferred to the divine? The 
clerics profess to define for us, with their usual pre
sumption and arrogance, what “  sin ”  is—though we 
very well know that what is sin here is not sin there; 
and what was sin then is not sin now. The Westmin
ster Assembly defined sin with convenient vagueness 
as “  any want of conformity unto or transgression of 
the Law of God.”  The Law of God is the Deca
logue; and the self-elceted interpreters of the Deca
logue themselves do not by any means show unani
mity in their interpretations.

Day by day, we are furnished with proofs that men 
who are really entitled to be called altruists, are being 
convinced of the inadequacy, ineffectiveness and 
actual failure of Christianity. Humanity is growing 
out of the shoddy clothes of- its boyhood. It is en
larging its horizons and becoming more and more 
conscious of the magnificence of the universe and the 
dignity of Man.

At every turn, we encounter shallow busy bodies 
with “  missions ” —in form i>erhaps differing from 
the Victorian nuisances satirized by Dickens for ex
ample, in essentials very much the same. The 
present-day Chadbands, Stigginses, Jellybys and Par- 
diggles may not dress the same as their predecessors; 
but they are the same in impudence, in assurance, in 
intrusiveness. These be thy altruists, oh Israel ! To 
them, more than to any others, is the frustration of 
the efforts of the real regenerators of society due. 
The homes of the poor are their happy hunting 
ground. But they are nauseously and obsequiously 
submissive to the “  great,”  the wealthy and power
ful. Oh, the poor and disregarded Trottv Vecks of 
the twentieth century !

Professedly—if not sincerely—all the big bosses, 
blackguards and tyrants in history have been religious 
men. They certainly have found a “  use ”  for re
ligion. The exploiters of the masses have ever been 
convinced of the necessity of religious controls for 
their inferiors. Supernatural terrorism they have 
found to be a potent weapon. Conviction of sin 
keeps tlie ordinary, common, illiterate wo.ker in such 
concern about his personal salvation, that his atten
tion is diverted from the glaring economic injustices 
under which he lives. Ignotus.

(To be concluded.)

Correspondence

BRADLAUGH AND THE OATH 
To Tint E ditor or the "  F reethinker.”

S ir ,—In your issue of May 20, on page 314, you pub
lish a paragraph implying that 1 had made a misstatement 
with regard to liradlaugh and the oath.

I am not aware of any misstatement in the course of 
my lecture at the North End Hall, Croydon, on April 20. 
in the course of describing the introduction of Members 
I made a passing remark, reported as following in the 
Croydon A dvertiser:—
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Since Bradlaugh refused to take the oath new members 
were allowed, if they chose, to make an affirmation in
stead of taking the oath.

While this is, of course, a very incomplete account of 
the conflict between Bradlaugli and the House of Com
mons, which went on for several years, nevertheless it 
makes it quite clear that as a result of Bradlaugh’s action 
the practice was altered.

Under these circumstances I trust that you will in your 
next issue express regret for the unkindly comment on 
myself, which does not seem to have been called for.

H erbert G. Wileiams.

[We cannot see that we misrepresented Mr. Williams, nor 
that our comment was unkind. Bradlaugh never “  refused ” 
the oath; he claimed to affirm, because he believed he had the 
legal right to do so. The “  refusal ”  was invented by 
Christians to give the impression that Bradlaugh retreated 
from his original position. His stand was the same through
out. It is this that we Freethinkers wish to make quite 
clear.—F ditor.]

TH E MONGOLS

S ir ,—The truth would appear partly to embrace both 
the views of Mr. Mann and Mr. Bailey.

“  The vSpirit of Conquest,”  says Gibbon Ch. LX IV ., 
“  breathed in the law that peace should never be granted 
unless to a vanquished and suppliant enemy.”  No 
wholesale massacre occurred where the people paid 
tribute without question. The Outline History of the 
World (J. A. Hammerton Ed.) p. 421, says : “  Wherever 
resistance was offered, the conqueror smote without 
mercy,- slaughtering by thousands and tens of thousands; 
instant submission was rewarded with practical im
munity.”

In Through Khiva to Golden Samarkand, p. 36, 
Ella Christie, F .R .G .S ., says that Ginghiz Khan “  cap
tured Merv and, it is said, put over a million of the in
habitants to death. This may possibly be an exaggera
tion, though the Mongol method of numbering the slain 
should have made for accuracy—every thousandth corpse 
was buried head downwards with the feet sticking up” ; 
and continuing (lb. p. 59)—“  The right bank (of the 
Oxus) is an absolute desert, though remnants of mud 
houses are still to be seen, bearing out the tradition that 
before the devastating raids of Ginghiz took place, that 
side was so thickly populated that a cat could leap from 
house to house along that now desolate shore.’ ’

On the other hand, the Universal Encyclopedia says, 
“  Ginglriz was famous for his extremely enlightened 
legal code and the skilful administration of his far spread 
possessions,”  and Gibbon says (op. cit.) “  The Catholic 
Inquisitors of Europe, who defended nonsense by cruelty, 
might have been confounded by the example of a bar
barian, who anticipated the lessons of philosophy, and 
established by his laws a system of pure theism and 
perfect toleration.”

It would appear that the Mongol conquest was cer
tainly most bloody, but that Mongol administration, 
under strong rulers, such as Ginghiz, Ogdai, and Kublai, 
was, compared to the contemporary European adminis
tration, quite enlightened, but whether, “  so mild were 
their manners that Europe had hopes of converting 
them ”  (Freethinker, April 22), seems doubtful. The 
latter statement is probably founded on the legend of 
Brester John, and indeed, there are evidences of Nestorian 
penetration into Turkestan, in various religious rites, 
and litanies (Skrine : Chinese Central Asia, p. 217), but 
when Kublai despatched the Polo Brothers to Europe for 
teachers, “  it was not believed at the Court of the Pope, 
or indeed throughout Italy generally, that there would 
be much chance of safety for Europeans endeavouring to 
act, in the realm of the barbarous Mongols, as promoters 
of Christianity and European Civilization ”  (Justin 
McCarthy), and they were unsuccessful in their quest.

Williamson says (Freethinker, April 22), that the 
Mongol conquest “  was all done without elaborate arma
ment or novel engines of war,”  but H. G. Wells (Short 
History of the World, p. 193), says “  they had with them 
a Chinese invention, gunpowder, which they used in 
small field guns,”  and this is supported by De Bloch. 
(Perris : War and Peace, p. 105.)

J ohn H. Shaw (Junr.)

SUNDAY LECTUBH NOTICES, Etc.
LONDON.

INDOOR.

South Place E thical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion
Square, W.C.i) : n.o, Joseph McCabe—“ The Blood-Price of 
Democracy.”

OUTDOOR.

Bethnal G reen B ranch N.S.S. (Victoria Park, near the 
Bandstand) : 3.15, Mr. P. Goldman—A Lecture.

North L ondon Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, HatnP' 
stead) : 11.30, Sunday, June 3, Mr. L. Ebury. Highbury 
Corner, 8.0, Mr. L. Ebury. South Hill Park, Hampstead, 
8.0, Monday, June 4, Mr. L. Ebury. Highbury Corner, 8.0, 
Thursday, June 7, Mr. L. Ebury.

S outh L ondon B ranch (Brockwell Park) : 7.0, Sunday, 
June 3, Mr. P. Goldman. Rushcroft Road, near Brixton 
Town Hall, 8.0, Tuesday, June 5, Mr. P. Goldman. Cock 
Pond, Clapham Old Town, 8.0, Wednesday, June 6, Mr. B. C. 
Smith. Aliwall Road, Clapham Junction, Friday, June 8, 
Mrs. E. Grout.

West H am B ranch N.S.S. (Corner of Deanery Road, oppo
site the Library, Water Lane, Stratford, E.) : 7.0, Mr. L- 
Ebury.

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 12.0,
Sunday, A Lecture. 3.30, Platform N. 1, Messrs. Collins 
and Wood. Platform No. 2, Mr. Hyatt. 6.30, Messrs. 
Hyatt, Bryant and others. Wednesday, 7.0, Messrs. Collins 
and W. P. Campbell Everden. Thursday, 7.30, Messrs. 
Wood and Saphin.

Woolwich (Beresford Square) : 8.0, Sunday, June 3>
Messrs. S. Burke and F. W. Smith. Plumstead Common, 
“ The Ship,”  8.0, Tuesday, June 5, Mr. S. Burke. Plum- 
stead Common, “  The Ship,”  8.0, Thursday, June 7, Mr. $■  
Burke.

COUNTRY.
outdoor.

Ashincton (Grand Corner) : 7.0, Friday, June 8, Mr. J. 1 • 
Brighton.

B irm ingham  B ranch N.S.S. A grand combined Rail and 
Coach Tour through the High Peak of Derbyshire will take 
place on Sunday, June 17. Train leaves New Street, L.M-S- 
10.0 a.m. Fare gs. P'urther particulars, F. Terry, 9 Middle 
Park Road, Selly Oak.

B lyth  (Market Place) : 7.0, Monday, June 4, Mr. J. T. 
Brighton.

B urnley and N elson B ranches N.S.S. (Market Place, 
Burnley) : 7.30, Sunday, June 3, Mr. G. Whitehead. Chapel 
Street, Nelson, 7.30, Monday, June 4, Mr. G. Whitehead. 
Burnley Market,Tuesday, Thursday and Friday, 7.30, Mr. G- 
Whitehead. Accrington, 7.30, Wednesday, June 6, Mr. G- 
Whitehead.

Crawshawbooth : 7.30, Monday, June 4, Mr. J. Clayton.
Crook (Market Place) : 7.0, Wednesday, June 6, Mr. J. L  

Brighton.
G lasgow S ecular S ociety (Dunne Square, Taisley) : 8.0, 

Saturday, June 2, Mr. J. Quinn and Mrs. Whitefield. West 
Regent Street, 7.30, Sunday, June 3, Mrs. Whitefield—A- 
Lecture. Literature 011 sale.

H igham  : 7.30, Friday, June 1, Mr. J. Clayton.
L iverpool B ranch N.S.S. (Queen’s Drive, opposite Walton 

Baths) : 8.0, Sunday, June 3, Messrs. C. McKelvie and J. Y. 
Shortt. Corner of High Park Street and Park Road, 8.0, 
Thursday, June 7, Messrs. A. Jackson and D. Robinson.

Manchester B ranch N.S.S. Platt P'ields, Rusholine) : 6-3°' 
Mr. J. Clayton (Burnley)—A Lecture.

S outh S hields (Would Have Memorial) : 7.0, Wednesday, 
June 6—A Lecture.

S underland (Gill Bridge Avenue) : 7.0, Mr. J. Brighton—A 
Lecture.

T oiimorden : 7.45, Wednesday, June 6, Mr. J. Clayton.

S E X  ED UCATIO N C E N T R E , I
CENTURY THEATRE, j

Archer Street, Westbourne Grove, W.i i . i

i
i
¿**

Open Mondays, 7-9 p m ., till end of July. 
Consultations 2s 6d. Library books 2d. t

)
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MINERVA’S OWL
j AND OTHER POEMS

’/ ^ j
j BAYARD SIMMONS j
* *
i A Poet of Ours . . . sceptical poets of whom Mr. J
;  Simmons is, among modern, by no means least. He ;  
f has sense of form, grace of word, and vitality of j 
j spirit . . .  a light, and sometimes, sprightly wit.-~ • 
1 A. H., in the Freethinker. (
j This mingling of flippancy and seriousness is char- j 
;  acteristic. In some of his lighter verses it is agreeable * 
j enough, and he handles such verse-forms as the J 
i  rondeau, villanelle, and triolet quite deftly.—Times i 
f Literary Supplement. I
j The very versatile author of the recently-issued j 
I “  Minerva’s Owl.” —Sunday Referee. I
j Mr. Simmons’ verses are slight in content, but reveal | 
! an unusual command of metrical schemes. Rondeaus, » 
f villanelles and triolets are his ordinary media and he f 
j handles them all with skill.—Birmingham Gazette. J 
I Mr. Bayard Simmons gives us the quality of wit ' 
j with clever versification, particularly in the title poem, j 
i —Poetry Review. ;
[ Modern ballades of excellence have been written by f 
j W. E. Henley, Swinburne, Wilde, G. K. Chesterton, j
I Bayard Simmons, Paul Selver, Hilaire Belloc, and J 
J others.—Everyman’s Encyclopcedia. j
I :
J Published by i
j E L K I N  M A T H E W S  & M A R R O T  j
: 44 Essex Street, London, W .C.2 :
( at 3 s. 6 d . net j
j Obtainable from THE PIONEER PRESS, j 
j  61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4 j

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

•— cf

| War, Civilization and the j 
Churches i

I
i _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
\ The P ioneer P ress, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4. |

By C H A P M A N  C O H E N  [
Paper 2s. V  Cloth 3s. \

Postage— Paper 2d., Cloth 3d. 1

The Secular Society, Ltd.
C hairman— CH APM AN CO H EN. 

Company Limited by Guarantee,

Registered Office: 68 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4 

Secretary: R. H. R osetti.

Th is  Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to 
the acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

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

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

The liability of members is limited to £ i, in case the 
Society should ever be wound up.

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

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

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

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

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

It is advisable, but not necessary, |hat the Secretary 
should be formally notified of such bequests, as wills some
times get lost or mislaid. A form of membership, with full 
particulars, will be sent on application to the Secretary,
R. H. R osetti, 68 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.

ACADEMY CINEMA,
Oxford Street. Ger. 2981

Pierre Loti’s Breton masterpiece 
*• PECHEUR D’lSLANDE ”  (U) 

with Y vette G uiebert 
and “  AUTUMN CROCUS ”  (A)

UNWANTED CHILDREN
a C iv ilized  C om m unity th ere should be no 

U N W A N T E D  Children.
■ ■ E—3----•

Illustrated Descriptive List (68 pages) of Birth Con- 
tr°l Requisites and Books sent post free for a I'/d . stamp.

N.B.—P rices are now L ower.

h  R. HOLMES, East Hanney, Wantage, Berks.
IS T A B U S H K D  N E A R L Y  H A L F  A C E N T U R Y *

IThe Christian Su n d ay: Its History j 
and Its Fruits

B y  A .  D .  M c L a r e n

Price 2d . -------------- Postage Jd.

*>-------- ----------------------------------------------------------<f

I Christianity & Civilization j
i  A Chapter from “ The History of the Intellectual I 
• Development of Europe." t
( B y  P r o f .  J .  W.  D R A P E R .  (

| P rice - T W O PEN C E. Postage Jd  j

| The Pioneer Press, 6i Farringdon Street, E.C.4. j
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BRAIN and MIND
BY

• 
! 
! 
1 
i

j Dr. ARTHUR LYNCH. j
i 
i

i
i
(
!
l
Ì
«F*

I
l
(
)

This is an introduction to a scientific psych
ology along lines on which Dr. Lynch is 
entitled to speak as an authority. It is a 

pamphlet which all should read.

Price - 6d. By post - 7d.

Bradlaugh and Ingersoll
By

CHAPM AN COHEN

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

Cloth 208 pages

Price 2s. 6d. Postage 3d.

12 Plates

The P ioneer Press , 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.

•'ll

.  j

j Infidel D eath-B eds
I b ,

) G . W . Foote an d
«
) A.  D.  M e l a r e n

Price 2s. Postage 3d. extra

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

« »-w* 1^ .1 ••

ii FOOTSTEPS of the PAST i
i -  *  -  i
| J .  M. W heeler j
j With a Biographical Note by YICTOB B. NEUBURO j
j  Joseph Mazzini W heeler was not merely a popular- 1 
* izer of scientific studies of religion, he was a real ;

i pioneer in the field of anthropology. His present /

¡work is rich in ascertained facts, but richer still in j 
suggestions as to future lines of research. It is a book ( 
that should be in the hands of all speakers and of |

I

i
!
i

*

students of the natural history of religion. 

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

The Pioneer Press, 6i  Farringdon 8treet, B.C.4.

I ^  a * ^

GOD AND THE UNIVERSE !
EDDINGTON, JEANS, HUXLEY & EINSTEIN

B Y

CHAPMAN COHEN

! 
i 
i 
i

With a Reply by Professor A. S. Eddington j
Second Edition. 1

|

(Inued by the Secular Society, LtdJ j
• f ---- *  j

P a p e r  2 s  Postage 2d. i
C lo th  3a. . Postage 3d.

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

i
SOME CHRISTIAN TYPES i

i 
!

by

CRITICUS

Price 4d. By post 5d.

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farrmgdon Street, E.C.4 j

220 pages of W it and Wisdom

i BIBLE ROMANCES !
By G. W. Foote

The Bible Romances is an illustration of G. W. 
Foote at his best. It is profound without being 
dull, witty without being shallow; and is as 
indispensible to the Freethinker as is the 
Bible Handbook.

Price 2/6 Postage 3d.
Well printed and well bound.

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.
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B L A S P H E M Y  ON T R I A L

DEFENCE OF FREE 
SPEECH

By

G. W. FOOTE.
W it h  H is t o r ic a l  I n t r o d u c t io n  b y  H . C u t n e r

Being a Three Honrs’ Address to the Jury in the Court 
of Queen’s Bench, before Lord Coleridge on April

*4. 1883-

Price SIXPENCE. Postage id.

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.
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