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Views and Opinions
ft,
. ^  to Deal with an Atheiet

( I ^ ol,r years the Superintendent of the Chorley 
Methodist Circuit has been holding religious 

„ . “togs in the Cattle Market of Chorley. Other 
savc7 rs ' lave joined in, and even if they have not 
I) '( n,any souls, they probably hope that none has 
jjj No one is such an adept at slaughtering
t|,fcV Sc»t enemy as is the Christian preacher, and at 
Up .j00*- of every controversial pulpit there are piled 
W  , mangled remains of scores of unbelievers who 

been killed in their absence. But lately the re- 
harmony of the cattle-market was broken by 

T- 'nuption of Mr. J. V. Shortt, of Liverpool. This 
;,a'd- in the Chorley Guardian, to have roused ‘̂ ‘con- 

a interest, and some amount of concern. The"West 
aff; ■ 1

*>l]l
cut >.

Mr s®eher could not have caused greater concern than 
of j i . Iu'tt ’s visit appears to have done in the breast 
ilisy °Se ministers who had, slain their thousands— of 

t'Cs—-ill the cattle-market. So the Rev. R. M. 
Oii(| , 11 rUshed to the help of his brother Methodist, 
At]lo- ecuired war on the Atheist. Not where the 
•̂ri),,, Was> but where he wasn’t. He preached a 

S]k,| *n Which the Cliorley Guardian calls “  out-

_aY with the public; the concern was the 
A  large multiple store selling 

prices and opening near a small struggling

""irof,a t [ the parsonry.

hr. 'WJi,”
""Cher

which is rather a sinister comment on the
'nu ler. who is not, it would appear, given to being 
tat-;,, en. But Mr. Carnson does not believe in 

^ t i s k s .
varnson gave to his sermon the title, “  Whatsib

%
Oil tve do with our Atheist?”  And I am afraid 1

Hclf).  ̂ Congralulatc him on either the method he has 
o],j °d or the originality of his Question. It is a very 
I^/J^stion, although I admit that among primitive 
tc, s c‘s it does not arise. There are there no Atheists 

e,°r damn. Savagery is the golden age of the 
tji) ” , 1'hey are there in cohorts and they reign un­
is ¡j l0licd. “  What shall we do with our Atheist?”  

T'estion that comes only with the growth of civil­

ization, something like sanitation and preventive medi­
cine. To oblige Mr. Carnson I do not, for the time 
being, mind his calling Atheism a disease of civiliza­
tion. I will only submit that in that case it is a dis­
ease of advanced minds. There is no Atheist among 
savages, there is none among congenital idiots, and 
there is, I believe, none among the insane. I do not 
mean by this last that Atheists never go insane. I 
have known several, just as I have known plenty of 
godites, whom one would confidently assert were 
guarded by nature against excessive cerebral agita­
tion or strain, and so protected from insanity, going 
insane. But when Atheists do go mad they appear to 
revert to some form of belief in God.

There were signs of Atheism in Egypt as it ad­
vanced in civilization, and there was a deal of Athe­
ism among both the Romans and the Greeks. Mr. 
Carnson will, if he is given to reading, find among the 
Greek theists most of the arguments that can be used 
against Atheism, but there is one striking omission. 
They did not slobber over their “  poor lost brother,”  
neither did they attribute the Atheism they met as 
due to Theists not being as good as they ought to be. 
If that were enough to create Atheism, there would 
be by this time no Theists left. The Greeks were not 
humbugs in their superstition, and they did not cant. 
There is this same feature of a development of Athe­
ism at the time of the Renaissance. While the power 
of the Christian Church stood unquestioned in Christ­
endom, and during the period when the Church was 
by its policy crushing the mentally best and breeding 
from the poorer type, there was very little Atheism 
about. There was Atheism in the more civilized Mo­
hammedan countries, but not much in Christendom, 
during the “  Dark Ages.”  But when the Renaissance 
(New Birth) arrived there was again a marked mani­
festation of Atheism. I would refer Mr. Carnson to a 
very good work, although not an exhaustive one, 
Atheism and the English Renaissance, by G. T. 
Buckley, issued by the University of Chicago Press in 
1932. He will also find a much more elaborate devel­
opment of Atheism with the development of European 
culture and civilization. These things are really 
worthy of study, if Mr. Carnson has any ambition 
effectively to reply to Atheism. He really ought to 
get some understanding of the subject. Even in the 
pulpit, where understanding is not vitally necessary, 
it helps. If my own writings on the subject would be 
of assistance, I should be pleased to send them, quite 
free. I would like to see Air. Carnson as well 
equipped as possible. At present the poor man is like 
one trying to bring down a new bombing plane with a 
sixpenny packet of fireworks.

* * *
God’s way with Atheists

‘Mr. Carnson points out there are two ways of deal­
ing with Atheists. One is ‘ ‘God’s way,”  as laid down 
in the Bible : —

l
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If thy brother, the son of thy mother, or thy son, or 
the wife of thy bosom, or thy friend which is as thine 
own soul, entice thee secretly, saying, Let us go and 
serve other gods which thou hast not known . . . 
thou shalt not consent unto him . . . neither slialt 
thine eye pity him, neither shalt thou conceal h im ; 
but thou shalt surely k ill h im ; thine hand shalt be 
first upon him to put him to death.

That is one way— God’s way— of dealing with the 
Atheist, and it was once a very fashionable way. Mr. 
Carnson evidently regrets that it is not a possible way 
at the moment. But, he says, we are not to say it is 
too strong or primitive or un-Christlike. He says, 
very regretfully,

in those days there were more severe loyalties to God 
than we care for to-day. The wife of your bosom was 
a murderer of your soul, more dangerous than any 
murderer of the body . . . and though we shrink 
from the infliction of the death penalty, there is still 
the divine penalty of death for such poisonous seduc­
tion. . . . .Strong meat indeed for the weaker genera­
tion of to day, but necessary.

That is the way in which Mr. Carnson would have 
dealt with “  Our Atheist ”  in the good old days, and 
the way in which, evidently, he would deal with him 
to-day if others were strong in the faith. For the 
power behind the Secular Society is the Devil, and 
Christ said “ If thine eye offend thee cut it out.”  But 
if Christianity be true and we are on earth to get our 
souls saved, then, as I have so often said, persecution 
of the Atheist is an act of social sanitation. The 
Atheist ought to be killed— if Christianity be true. 
Mr. Carnson is a true-blue, dyed-in-the-wool 
Christian. It is by such doctrines as he preaches that 
the Church established itself and maintained its power. 
No wonder the presence of Atheism in the cattle- 
market of Chorley raises him to such heights of elo­
quent denunciation.

*  #  *

Other Times other M anners
But we live in degenerate days. It is not fashion­

able to run about putting to death those who say, “ let 
us go and serve other gods,”  so Mr. Carnson, of the 
Chorley Methodist Circuit, who has so surprised the 
Chorley Guardian by being outspoken, must adopt 
another plan of dealing with the Atheist. He thinks 
the Atheist who disturbs the peace of Chorley, and 
may lead souls in the wrong direction, has been 
brought to what he is by observing that Christians 
were not all good, consistent, honest men and women. 
And out of sheer disgust, because these Christians 
would not make “  Jesus the rule of life,”  people be­
came Atheists. But as it is no longer permitted to 
the Christian to kill the Atheist, we must “  lift him 
in our love” and prayer, and unitedly carry him into 
the presence of the greater healer himself,”  then “ will 
come the new life which he so greatly needs.”  Mr. 
Carnson would rather use the other plan, but as that 
is not workable, then the plan of “ lo ve ”  must be 
tried. If we cannot slaughter, let us slobber. If we 
cannot kill, let us try brain torture with prayer. Let 
11s, he says, “ try to make the Atheists even as we are.” 
Really, this is some degrees worse than the “  Thou 
shalt surely kill him.” After all the death penalty 
would be quick in its administration. The new 
method would be to reduce the Atheist to the level of 
Mr. Carnson. Mr. Carnson says, in effect, we cannot 
appfy the Bible treatment for Atheism, so let us make 
the Atheist as we are. And I think that if the Atheist 
were offered that alternative he would probably say, 
“  Bring along your brick-bats; it will soon be over.”  

* * *
Ohristiantty and Conduct

I doubt if Mr. Carnson can rise to it, but I can as­
sure him that Atheists are not made what they are be-

inen
^use they see that all n  ■ r  , ,and women Ti a Christians are not good
were the /  ^ l̂as uothing to do with it. If it
Christians ti f-vl,,k Christians, brutal
swindling’ Chr-eT-ng Christians, selfish Christians,
Murderous Cl 'i' lans’ hypocritical Christians, ami
there would , nstlans that made people Atheists,
M e *  S t  SriR. '“"■<% any bat All,<**> «»«•
mon as dead 1 lri®hans have always been as coin*
turbed A theist Li?Ves, in October. They have not clis-
a monument if 116 êast- i f  every Christian wfl*
not affect tlm 4 ?00<,ness and truthfulness, it would
A t h d a ^ A * ^  Position in the leas,. »
that the belief in ln a God because he knows
most dangerous m 1S one of tIle world’s oldest am
form of point;, 1 ustons. The retort that takes the
of value as amuW th® conduct of Christians is only* t,lose who argue that Christians are 

But it has nothing to do 
sod. ”superior to other people.. . Mr,

with the question of the existence of a gotl' t|,e 
Carnson represents a very common type of Par ^iast 
one who knows nothing of what can be san ‘ Relief 
his belief, and therefore cannot understand 16 (3ge 
he professes. The Atheist at least has the at  ̂  ̂
of knowing what it is the Christian believes, 3 
finds that when real Christianity is placed e 
believer, he usually disowns it as a caricatur ■ îe 

There is really only one way of dealing '  
Atheist that decent men and women can ad°P ■ ;()U|
is, listening to one’s reasons for being an Au'c 
proving them to be unsound. It is no use t 1 ‘ tjlfi 
ing him, it is no use slobbering over him- ^
two he prefers the first method. There may_he a

to
a'

thing of a man behind a threat; there is nothin? . 
fool or a knave behind a slobber. Last week 1 Ui 
point out that a not-unfriendly critic was mista oJjiy 
thinking that the longer type of Christian esis s îeSe 
here and there in this country. If he rend ^ jo 
notes, I imagine he will find out how wrong 11 ap. 
his conclusions. Air. Carnson, in one respe ¡3 pro* 
pears to be exactly where the most bigoted of 1 ,ct? 
decessors were over a century ago. In other r ^  
his mentality goes back direct to pre-civilizecl

Chapman CoHFjti.

Sixty Years for Secularif#1
“ Not for delectations sweet,  ̂ fl'e

Not the cushion and the slipper, not the peaceful a 
studious,

Not the riches safe and palling, not for us the tanie 
ment.

rioneers! O Pioneers 1”— Whitman.

T hu death of Arthur B. Moss removes a very â"|llCeS 
figure from the Freethouglit Movement, and _rCt 0f 
the small and dwindling number of the SUrvW .p 
the “  Old Guard,”  who served under the leader^ f. 
of Charles Bradlaugh, the Napoleon of British $eC 
ism. Few, indeed, will fail to assent to praise ^  
pioneer soldiers. For the veterans are the l>n j 
tween the present and the past; that past of storm ‘ , 
peril, when the soldiers of Liberty arose almost e ^ 
day to meet a fresh difficulty or a new danger. A j(,f 
one of the “  Old Guard ”  was in itself an honour, ^  
they never knew defeat or surrender. A  few of 
still remain among us; to shame our weakness, c{e 
stimulate our courage. Of these veterans few ' ,
better known than that of Arthur B. Aloss, 'v 
clever and entertaining pen had so often written 
these columns, and whose voice had been so fan1' 
on the lecture platform for two generations. a

Born in London, eighty-two years ago, Moss 
the Free thought Movement in the “  stormy se' a„, 
ties ”  of the last century. When quite a young 1,11
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fm Ti'e l̂at FreethouSht a ône was there any hopetofor Work

loeracy. No man in the Movement ever set
more vigorously to qualify himself

ftw actlng as a teacher of his fellows, and 
'aVe waffe<I the good fight with more 

tenacity' Starting life as a clerk, he after- 
onl* • ’ecanie a journalist, and educated himself not 
"oil I** l̂e. W01̂  ° f  books, but also in the book of the 
as ( • His knowledge of Freethought literature was 
SensenT kable aS F*s P°wer debate; while his keen 
nessC Aiunour saved him from any tendency to dull- 
with' an<̂  P̂ a'n common sense enabled him to meet 
a,rj]1 case the platitudes of clerical triflers, who im- 
wit]e Flat a mere lecturer could be brushed aside 
and10ut trouble. As a writer, his output of books 
Imr was remarkable. Nor did he stop at
Plav u Fiopagandist effort, for in several plays he dis- 
h'oir ' 'terary capacity, which, under happier condi- 
fm ‘ ’ vv°uld have secured for him general recognition 

°ai t]re theatrical world.
"’if,oss s journalistic career, and his later association 
Ver 1 *■ 16 °U  London School Board, brought him into 
citf Ĉ °Se contact with the bed-rock life of a great 
in<>r’ ai1̂  ^le mysteries °1 the Modern Babylon were no 
H0„e_S,etcrets to him than they were to Dickens or to 
gj aiaa- Years ago he accompanied George R. 
tlitk an  ̂ Frec  ̂ Barnard, the black-and-white artist, in 
\VOrj, Itleni°rable travels through London’s under­
go ’ and helped to prepare the material out of which 
])0of  Wlo_te his famous work, How the Poor Live, a 
glltlv which startled quiet folks in sheltered homes, 
deedFaved the way for later legislative effort. In- 
\v]jj ’ jlere were few phases of working-class life with

°are 1° olFs':andhig features of Moss’s busy and useful
\vn iGt were his tenacity and courage. A  tireless 
"orker. h« __ .1.._____
Part 'er> he delivered thousands of lectures, and took 
|j ln scores of debates. And these, be it remem- 
]jj-eCc ’ Were undertaken in the scant leisure of a busy 
0Uc' was it “  roses all the way.”  More than
a Ge l̂e came into conflict with the authorities on 
e.\"e outspoken Freethought opinions. In
of pCIS? Bis right as an elector, he asked a Member 
']'lieadiament to support Bradlaugh’s Affirmation Bill. 
re Member, a typical Christian, promptly replied by 
J ’^ in g  the Education Authority to dismiss Moss, 
fr Fle result was that he was actually prohibited
tj0̂  lecturing and even advertising his own publica- 
fiil Sns- Moss won that battle after delivering a power- 
ros •̂ >e?cF before the School Board, which led to the 
e n d i n g  of the resolution. Nor is this all, for the 

■ mduable old Freethinker carried the war into the 
as my’s camp by himself entering municipal life, and 
In a Fo""cillor defending the principles he loved, and 

"’hick he had devoted his life.yr #
p, ‘ °sss courage was of the strong, silent kind. 
j,| ere was nothing of Donnybrook Fair about it. 
 ̂ Tsical courage, especially in crowds, is cheap and 

f^mon enough. Millions of men will fight and die 
¡s 1 ahiiost anything or nothing. But moral courage 
_ Very rare. Few men are able to stand against a 
I . • fewer still are able to stand, animated solely by 
^ "ciples, against an enraged community. Arthur 

<ISs Was of that rare breed. When he stood for what 
a Saw to be the truth, he was as steadfast as a hill,

' "early as quiet in his resistance. He never asked 
he would lose by so doing. The satisfaction of 

] ls conscience was his sole reward. For sixty years 
"ever wavered in holding aloft the banner of Free- 

r>"ght. And for this, if nothing else, let this brave 
" Veteran be honoured by his comrades.
If Freethinkers need any example to stir them on to 

■ Ve themselves in their great cause, they will find itliCre; jn t |ie qUiet harvest of a laborious life. There 
"y be men and women among us to-day who are ask­

ing perhaps with a note of complaint, whether they 
have not done their share, and whether the time has 
not come for others to take their turn. Such ques­
tions are never asked by the men and women who 
count in the history of a great movement. They go 
on giving themselves because the spirit of duty and of 
loyalty is within them. The unnumbered laggards 
remain behind, dawdling through their lives, and 
passing unhonoured without monument of fame, or 
record of achievement. The real men, the men who 
help to make a movement a live one, work on and on, 
ever in harness, to fulfil their lives. In age men’s 
minds are apt to get indurated against new ideas. Not 
so with Moss. His gaze was ever towards the wide 
horizon of the future. As a Freethinker and as a 
practical humanitarian, he was a public benefactor. 
Let us salute the memory of one of the truest who 
ever drew breath.

Indeed, we do well to doff our hats to the memory 
of this veteran of the Army of Human Liberation. 
There is something more, however, in those eighty 
years than the life of one individual. There is the 
summary of the biggest change that has ever come 
over the life of mankind during the lifetime of one 
man. The greatest change during the past century is 
due to the undoubted fact that Supernaturalism is 
played out, and men’s minds are slowly broadening. 
And Arthur Moss took a man’s share of the gigantic 
work of unloosening the shackles of superstition, and 
challenging “  the lie at the lips of the priest.”

M im n er m u s.

Thomas Paine : An Investigation

[The following essay on Paine was published in 1888. 
It has for a long time been out of print. Recent discus­
sions 011 Paine justify its re-appearance.]

In Mr. Leslie Stephen’s History of English Thought 
in the Eighteenth Century, there occur a number of 
allusions to Thomas Paine, and in particular two pass­
ages in which the historian discusses Paine’s work as 
an anti-theologian and as a politician, prefacing the 
second with what purports tô  be a brief sketch of his 
later life and an estimate of his character. Mr. 
Stephen’s work is in two volumes; and his account of 
the Age of Reason, without biographic elucidation, 
occurs in the first; the criticism of the Rights of Man 
coming separately, with the elucidation, in the second, 
where it was necessary to contrast Paine with Burke. 
The biographical notice, which is extremely brief, 
presents the markedly hostile version given of Paine’s 
life and character in the professed biography of him 
by Cheetham, Mr. Stephen making no reference to 
any other authority, though he shows he is aware of 
the existence of other Lives. The falsity of Cheet- 
ham’s and Mr. Stephen’s account has been pointed 
out before now; several subsequent biographies having 
exposed Cheetham’s, and Mr. Stephen’s paragraph 
being indirectly answered for English readers by Mr. 
Moncure Conway’s valuable article in the Fortnightly 
Review of March, 1879. A  direct and explicit 
answer to Mr. Stephen’s statements and criticism as a 
whole, however, seems still awanting; and as his book 
continues to be a standard source of information on 
Paine for English readers, such an examination seems 
worth attempting in the interests of truth and justice.

I quote first Mr. Stephen’s biographical paragraph 
as it appears in his first edition : —

We have already encountered Paine as an assailant 
of the religious belief of the day. No ingenuity of 
hero-worship can represent him as an altogether edi­
fying pliaenoiuenon. Indeed, lie is commonly made
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to serve tlie purpose of a scarecrow in religious tracts. 
One of his biographers describes his first interviews 
with the old reprobate after liis final flight to 
America. Paine appeared shabbily dressed, with a 
beard of a week’s growth, and a “  face well car- 
buncled, fiery as the setting sun.”  Sitting over a 
table loaded with beer, brandy, and a beefsteak, he 
repeated the introduction of liis reply to W atson; a 
process which occupied half an hour, and was per­
formed with perfect clearness, in spite of the speaker’ s 
intoxication. The details of his habits during the 
few remaining yearS of his life are simply disgusting ; 
he was constantly drunk, filthy beyond all powers of 
decent expression, brutal to the woman he had 
seduced from her husband, constantly engaged in the 
meanest squabbles, and, in short, as disreputable an 
old wretch as was at that time to be found in New 
York. Two or three well-meaning persons tried to 
extort some sort of confession from the dying infidel; 
but he died in a state of surly adherence to his prin­
ciples. The wretched carcase, about which he seems 
to have felt some anxiety, was buried in his farm. 
(History of English Thought in the Eighteenth 
Century, ii. 261.)

The “  one of liis biographers ”  here cited is Cheet- 
ham, whose relations with Paine, before he composed 
Paine’s Life, were those of open and violent enmity; 
and it is to1 Cheetham that Mr. Stephen owes his state­
ments as to filthiness and drunkenness. On the points 
as to whether Paine, immediately after landing from a 
long voyage, undertaken in a weak state of health—  
for it was then that Cheetham professes to have first 
met him— may really have appeared shabbily dressed 
and unshaven, it seems scarcely necessary to spend in­
quiry. It is enough to point out that the devotion of 
one-third of the paragraph of biography in Mr. 
Stephen’s History to an enemy’s description of Paine, 
made up of such details as these, is more suggestive of 
unthinking prejudice than of literary judgment. The 
“  face well carbuncled ”  I pass over for the moment; 
and the clause on the “  table loaded with beer, 
brandy, and a beefsteak ”  might perhaps be left to 
dispose of itself, with the slight help of italics. Mr. 
Stephen is evidently trying to create the impression 
that Paine’s way of life was brutal and disgusting, and 
to that end he catches at the items in question. Beer 
and a beefsteak, it will probably be admitted, might 
innocently appear on any man’s table; and even 
brandy is not unknown in respectable households in 
our time, to say nothing of the drinking usages of 
Paine’s. But the alliterative effect got by coupling it 
with the beer and the beefsteak is calculated to con­
vey the requisite idea to readers who combine sensi­
tiveness with carelessness, and so the description is 
produced. Of readers who possess only the former 
quality T have to ask pardon for pausing over such 
topics, a passing comment being necessitated by Mr. 
Stephen’s having thought them fit garniture for a 
History of English Thought in the Eighteenth 
Century.

To come to more important matters, T would ask the 
reader first to notice the rare verisimilitude of the 
statement that Paine while in a state of intoxication 
repeated with “  perfect clearness,”  at half-an-hour’s 
length, the “  introduction ”  of his reply to Watson.1 
Most unprejudiced inquirers would pronounce the 
story an implausible falsehood; and a falsehood, I 
think, it will finally lie pronounced when the evidence 
as to Paine’s way of life has been set forth. But by 
the way of prefatory indication of the value of Clieet- 
ham’s testimony, and of the general trustworthiness

1 All tlmt has been published of Paine’s reply to the Bishop 
of Llandaff might he recited in about half-an-hour, and there 
is no part that can lie marked off as introductory. If Paine 
recited all or part of what is published, lie was recapitulating 
a close and detailed argument. Mr. Stephen, of course, at­
tempts no investigation on the point.

state facts Paragraph, it will be expedient to
to t3le allegation of Paine’s having and then behavedseduced a woman from her husband 

brutally to her.
There is, I think, only one such story c 

cerhihg

urrent con-
Paine, and the allusion is doubtless to 0j

Bonneville, the wife of one Nicholas Bonnevim-- 
1 ans, who with her children came to America 
J aine when the latter finally returned to his adopted 
country. Paine had boarded with Bonneville during 
part of his stay in Paris, and is said to have been 

much indebted ” to his hospitality. Bonnevi le 
had often declared his intention to emigrate to p  

nited »States as soon as he could, and when I’all,e 
was aMe to leave France he invited the Bonnevilles t() 
accompany him, which they promptly agreed to do.

Ihit (says Sherwin), as Mr. Bonneville could not gp 
ready by the time appointed, it was agreed that pi5

■ • U r .  Pam
as

---- — --------------11— -— > -- ,«•_ paine'
wife and three sons should embark vvitn iwi.vv a a'- uuu Lincc ounc o 11 vo 11 iv_l ciliuai -o»- »*-- _

and that their father should follow them as s t|esigu 
he conveniently could. Whether this xvas . jfe is 
on the part of Bonneville to rid himself of his neVef 
more than I can say, but it is certain that s01)1c 
troubled himself about her or the children 0 
years afterwards, and they were entirely aba 
to the generosity of Mr. Paine. In addition 9 
estate at New Rochelle, Mr. Paine had 3*3'»,''ir(]cii' 
small house with some land attached to it, at 1 
tow n; these he offered to Mrs. Bonneville, a® ¡̂$ 
posed to establish her as a schoolmistress, 3U. 
she declined. Mr. Paine was therefore charge ^  
her entire maintenance, and that of the childte <  ̂  ̂
act of kindness which lie cheerfully performed.
It is a fact that they scarcely ever lived together • ^
our author’s return to America. (W. T. Sher 
Life of Thomas Paine, 1819, pp. 208-210.)

Sherwin is partly in error as to the “  entire 
tenance,”  since it appears that Madame Bonno^j 
gave lessons in French to help to maintain hc ' ^  
But as to the sill stantial truth of his story there ca  ̂
no reasonable doubt. Taken by itself, it might s ^  
as an unsupported testimony by a friend of Paine, 
it is sufficiently made good by the result of the , 
proceedings instituted by Madame Bonneville aSa 
Cheetham, when the latter published his slander 
work after Paine’s death. Cheetham dec al 
Madame Bonneville to be Paine’s mistress, offering , 
proof save an angry letter from one Carver, " rl ^  
after a quarrel with Paine. On the action for slaDt 
being raised, Cheetham’s counsel admitted the m • 
hood of the charge, and pleaded simply that CarV 
letter justified Cheetham, as a historian, in repen 1 " 
the statement. At first it was pleaded that the t 
ineut was true, but when “ several ladies of the 1 ^ 
distinction, whose daughters had been entrusted 
the care of Madame Bonneville to learn the Fre 
language, appeared in court, and attested to the 1 ,, 
blemished character of this much-injured feron ^ 
this plea was abandoned, Carver besides backing 
of his statement under examination. Further, Caf% „ 
later published the avowal that his letter had h 
written in anger, and that it was “  first printed ■ 
Cheetham without my consent for base purposes, n, 
he became a tory and political turncoat ” ; also Prl. )C 
ing a letter of reconciliation he had addressed to 
when tlie latter was on his deathbed, with the  ̂
mark : “  This shows what opinion I had of h'1'1, ,, 
think he was one of the greatest men that ever livcl 'a 
(See the documents in the preface to G. Vale’s i-*/i' ’ 
Thomas Paine, New York, 1841.) The judge in . 
libel ease, in summing up for the jury, took occas ,
to remind them that Cheetham’s book was calciib' L 
to aid the cause of Christianity. The jury, lioWtn  ̂
brought in a verdict against him with ;£ioo darridg ' 
and Cheetham, who had admitted the falsity 
statement, was ordered to expunge it from later cl

I

i
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°>t i / ° r 11S k°°k- (See Refutation of the Calumnies 
jg 16 Character of Thomas Paine, Providence, R. I. 
jiro 1 P- 2-) Thus a wholly or partly Christian jury 
f0 0l,nced the story a slander; Cheetham and his in- 
§{e '¡ant withdrew from it; and it is left for Mr. 
Word16? *° r.ev*ve it ‘n an important work without a 

¡^. qualification or an attempt at inquiry.
S(Xj ls w°rth noting, finally, as to the Bonneville épi­
las Vi lat Pai" e IMt some money by his will to Nico- 
lfa(], onneville, and the bulk of his property to 
“ in "11? BoutlevilH  iu trust for her and her cliildren 
Po(xl<Jlt C1 Blat sBe ma  ̂bring them well up, give them 
duty Useful learning, and instruct them in their 
ptrs' 0 ^ d  and the practice of morality.”  The as- 
“ h-10f1 ,Blrown °ut by Mr. Stephen as to Paine’s 
Cary" i  ̂ "  to Madame Bonneville rests partly on 
Pav Cr S letter- ’n which Paine appears as disputing a 
°theTlerit °n Madame Bpnneville’s account, partly on 
thii \ Statements of Cheetham. We have seen some- 
ye- ? Ihiit authority’s trustworthiness; but there is 

‘Uitlier evidence to be taken.
(Reprinted) John  M. R o bertson . 

(To be continued)

The Saints’ Rest

of j '■ "'M Christianity has always understood the value 
t0 -' ."^nents. The Immortality that Jesus brought 
lkd]Slt huite concrete sliapes in Heaven and 
etlfi - 1 Was Paganism that was responsible for such 
Clip1- barrenness as: Virtue is its own reward. 
On, ISllJnity was a human system; it understood the 
Ji.su U'.>" IIUU1 anB leaning towards a good bargain. 
]{ • * sP°ke to the common people, not to highbrows. 
¿ill0!«*’ he said, when people revile you, for great 
I'Jui]1  ̂ ^°lu" reward in Heaven. If .you do this, thy 
0, lei which seeth in secret himself shall reward you 
ch;i’/ -  If you do that, you have no reward. The 
tllr rcn °f man clamour for that which pays, so Jesus, 
„^'Rkout the Sermon of the Mount, emphasized 
0ff Cllal dividends. There was even a material prize 
f C?jc  ̂ f°r meekness. The meek shall inherit the 
],L khe prize was offered. It may even have 

-d elivered , for the quantity of earth, it will be 
j?c‘i Was not specified.

L'aveii and H e ll! Heaven for the saved ! Hell 
'■ on-Cliristictus ! H e ll! Hell mav not be as hot as

‘or

¡s u,!s- hut, even to the most modern of Modernists, it 
Hi something unmistakably nasty. Heaven, on 
j,.C °fher hand, is a fine place.

definition% but what of that?
'I'herc was difficulty 

If Hell were made
t agreeable enough, Heaven would shine in com-
t ' r.1Son- Make Hell hot enough and all would rush '0 bn
filaat°ard the good ship Salvation, bound for any port 

, registered fewer degrees.
\c Church followed the lead of Jesus, but added ah\v

f f jij* ,,
J,. ( llle Saints’ Rest are given a tolerably comfortable

inducements of its own. Those who qualify

j,j ■ ■ -•in this world. T'hose who fail to qualify are 
en Hell in both worlds. These are the induce­

ments
Hi that have been found to make mankind line up 
lfjf Tieues. It may not be a lofty Gospel, but it is 

■v enough for the Christian Church. It serves. 
011 sands of Infidel Dervishes have in battle thrownthS( Clnselves again and again,

■ are, until not one man was left alive.
against the British

( , ...................... _ .............. .............. .. These poor
j, ‘righted ones believed they were going direct to 

ar:,dise, so what value did they attach to tlicir miser-
e hour of life ?

Ç]°W them the magmneent media via. it  is 
" P'tians who believe they are going to Paradise, 
l(‘ yet try to keep out of it by calling in the best

It is reserved for Christians to 
magnificent media via. It

medical knowledge at command, and running up the 
banner, safety  f ir s t . The Saints’ R est! Yes, that 
will be very nice— but all in good time. It is not 
Christianlike to show undue haste. Christians are 
not gluttons; they do not rush to the table when the 
the dinner-gong goes. Why then should they show 
unseemly haste in endeavouring to grasp the 
Christian’s reward? Heaven is their Home, but as 
long as there are sinners to be saved from the bonfire, 
it is only fitting that they should, first and forerqost^ 
pay attention to the deplorable condition of the un­
saved.

The Saints’ R est! What kind of place is it that is 
going to prove restful to those who have in the lottery 
picked the right turnstile and found themselves on the 
narrow road that led to salvation. On the Broad Road 
that led to the Bonfire they have noticed Uncle Willie, 
Aunt Emily, and, worse than that, their own children, 
little Tommy and Peggie. None of these has been 
attracted by the Means of Grace. Uncle Willie, for 
instance, spent most of his energies pouring scorn 
upon them. Not one of them ever went to Church, 
took a Sacrament or made a Confession. And they, 
bound for the Saints’ Rest, are (Praise the L ord !) 
going to be eternally happy, knowing that the less 
fortunate ones are perpetually in want of a glass of 
cold water. And yet the last thing that Uncle Willie 
did was to pay the saint’s insurance premium for him, 
stipulating neither as to interest nor repayment. But 
I, the Saint, have put in my Church attendances, put 
money in the plate, made my confessions (I remember 
confessing once that I had sold Uncle Willie at full 
price a crate of doubtful eggs), been polite to the 
priest, and now I have earned my reward. Perhaps 
the Lord in his infinite mercy may be good enough to 
bring forgetfulness to me about Uncle Willie and— and 
-— my own dear children.

What is this Saint’s Rest? Whatever it is, it is 
eternal. It is there and it can’t be ended or mended. 
It just was, is and is to come. Joy, incessant joy, in 
the presence of God ! God will see to it that the joy 
does not pall as all joy does in this world. We do not 
know how this will be managed, but as we have Faith 
that great will be our reward, we know it will be 
managed somehow. A  billion of years in the New 
Jerusalem we shall spend, and the countenances of 
the Saints in Glory will still be things of beauty; the 
Song of Moses and the Lamb will satisfy our ear; the 
fate of Uncle Willie will fail to disturb us. The 
B.B.C. in this country knows that the public get sick 
even of the best, and that quite rapidly, but in 
Heaven, the Saints’ power of appreciation will never 
abate.

TJiey used to mediate on the Saints’ Rest, once upon 
a time. They believed in the Reward that Jesus had 
promised them and searched the Scriptures that they 
might have glimpses of the eternal felicity which was 
to be theirs. And when the Scriptures said a thing they 
didn’t like, they accepted it. They didn’t say “ Bah, 
I ’m not having that !”  That attitude was reserved 
for the age when believers possess more intelligence 
but less honesty. In the seventeenth century, Rich­
ard Baxter wrote a boqk called The Saints’ Everlast­
ing Rest, a book which brought many sinners to re­
pentance. It was a sincere attempt to popularize 
God’s promises to the Saints. And when Baxter 
came to a Hot Hell, he accepted it. That did not 
mean he liked it: He thought God knew better than 
he did what was good for Uncle Willie. He was a be­
liever. He was not a person who read “  Infidel ”  ob­
jections, and in order to answer them, played ducks 
and drakes with the Gospel of Christ. He had a brain. 
It convinced him that mankind had had a revelation 
from God, and he thought that if God had taken that 
trouble it would be as well to sec what God had re-
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vealed. He didn’t pick and choose. He didn’t tell 
you what Jesus really meant. He didn’t have the 
presumption to say that here and there, and also here 
and again there, Jesus couldn’t have meant what he 
said. It seemed reasonable to him that in a Revela­
tion to Man, what God said and what God meant 
would be identical. It did not seem reasonable to him 
that God had given the correct meaning only to Holy 
Men, particularly when he looked upon these Holy 
•Men and noticed their humility and their odour. He 
thought it unlikely that God should have go-betweens. 
That Richard Baxter accepted Hell Fire and the In­
anities of the Saints’ Rest must count to him for 
Honesty. And Honesty is no small thing, for to be 
honest as this world goes is to be one man picked out 
of Ten Thousand.

What was in essence the teaching of The Saints’ 
Everlasting Rest? The Saint’s Rest was the happy 
state of a dead Christian, the state when he was able 
to experience the endless enjoyment of God. Doubts 
would not trouble the believer any longer. Neither 
would the temptations of Satan, and, oh Blessed 
Mercy of God, Hell would not be mixed with Heaven. 
But evidently the veil would occasionally be removed, 
for one of the Torments of the Damned would be to see 
and hear the Saints praising and rejoicing, while they, 
poor souls, were howling and lamenting. This— it is 
impossible to resist the conclusion— Baxter thought 
wotild give great satisfaction to the Saint. To acquire 
the Saints’ Rest, it was necessary to be born again in 
Christ Jesus. This was the only way to save your 
soul, and it enabled you to assist others to save theirs. 
You acquired a heavenly mind, for it was clear that 
heaven was the only worthy object to apply one’s mind 
to. Our house and home were above; our hearts must 
be weaned from all things here below.

Christianity was a live belief three hundred years 
ago; as it was alive, dead was all hope of a happy 
world. “  Brother, what of your soul?” and “  How 
shall you spend Eternity?”  were the only questions 
that merited attention. And who shall say that from 
the Christian’s premiss, there is not logic in that atti­
tude? What a drop is Man’s Allotted Span in the 
Ocean of Eternity ! Can it be wondered at, as Gibbon 
reminded us, that it was not in this world that the 
Christian desired to be either agreeable or useful?

nsrhest form of
(3)- *">•*">» -  • ,

cated by (l) ai' ' ° f ePfa°n of a God. The forms mdi-
for in xlii . , fsaiah  must have been cognisant of
form of iJnUt aUC IO'I7 he denounces (i) the lower
11 ¡gher°form oMt. he censures (a) the

for when he°d SCCni's, *° have been conscious of (i) and (2)1 
worshipping the mthe mountain and found the people
Jehovah but ri den ca f̂ he proclaimed a feast to
idolatry’ nrefJ-r d(>mi'iated by the lower form of
directed the second * 'C ° olden Calf- No wonder he 

In the opinion ,,f cornmandment against idolatry'. 
idols. Images - ™a” y  rehgious people images are not 
a .d . 300 for in t C 1.lltroduced into many churches about 
jects of worship " !  °" °n!y ’ but gradually became ob-
gard to their use T h ^ J 26 a controversy  arose wdh.f ’ 
Isaurian issued 'm i ‘mPeror Leo III., surnamed the

out with’relentless rtoourfn Td them’ a”d carried ^
Between the dnli „? . .there is a close nffl n ” lr atld fhe idol of a worsbipPer 

restoration of imn ""  '  ’ a|ld it is significant that the 
woman fthe Pm. ‘ fte" orship was brought about by •'
of Nice' a n c S o E l ,  rene) in *>• Tbe «cond ^  .■reek »«t the .«*•"
The latter are emnl ’ , tcad °f actual images are used-
Most Protestant tbe Koman Catholic Church-

estant Churches exclude them from themonly f°r

put 111
deep-

places of worship, or if they admit them, do so 
ornament. Even s o !

How civilized we seem to have become. 
seeming only. Our civilization is not yet skin 
Fashions and manners may change but customs r y 
Bacon tells us that— “ Manners maketh the man. 
we infer that manners unmasketli the savage? f 
n o t!

•“  The ghost of the Brute that is walking and haul ^  
us yet ”  is too much in evidence. It may be Illor<E e>s 
portant to have perfect table manners— to cat ^ 
dinner correctly than to earn it honestly; t°  ^gar 
efficiently and artistically criminal than to remain '  ^
and virtuous. In manners and fashions we have cm 
but in reality very little. Our life is made up of sa 
•survivals. But the savage was, in his thoughtless 
lence, inefficient, while we to-day are so stud* 
efficient as to have shamed the savage. .  ̂ uc;

So idolatry and current barbarisms must stay W1 3 
for many generations yet, until the}, are finally npr° 
and man is free.

George Wallac ■■■

T. H. E i.sto b .
A French President and the Vatican

Idolatry

Very devout worshippers cannot escape idolatry. Their 
God, they say, is omnipresent, infinite, etc. How then 
can any attempt to worship a being with these attributes 
be anything else but symbolatry ?

Churches are called ‘ ‘Houses of God,”  “ Places of wor­
ship,” etc. Worship is a finite thing, and it requires a 
finite place, and a finite God. This finite God may have 
a visible, material form, which may be kept hidden in a 
little box, or it may occupy a prominent position in the 
house set apart for it in any, or every, home.

Self-interested people made our religious, and our 
laws. For instance : Moses, after making the ten com­
mandments, felt it necessary to go up into the mist cover­
ing the top of the mountain to get the superstitious back­
ground essential to ensure obedience to them. But 
whether his efforts met with proper recognition or not 
Iixod. xxxiii. 23, would seem to leave’some little doubt.

Idolatry, or anthropomorphism, Lubbock tells us, is 
the fifth of six progressive stages in the history of re­
ligion. The ancient Egyptians, the Greeks, and the 
Romans, the modern Chinese, Burmese, Hindoos, etc., 
are all in that filth stage of religious development.

Tlie following three phases characterize idolatry : (1) 
The uneducated worship the idol as if it were in reality 
a god. (2) The enlightened use it as an aid in worship-

ofteHProgressive men who attain long years arc 
accused of fossilizing into Conservatives. This 'v'!s,otlt 
some sort true of the late Gaston Doumcrgue, PreSi 
of the French Republic. sal

In December, 1921, he opposed in the Seuat a l1. rC|a- 
made by Aristide Briand to re-enter into diplomat'0 j 
lions with the Vatican. He protested that every c .(1 
should be made to assure to France its independence  ̂
foreign policy, and that nothing should be done '  ..3
might enfeeble the secular policy established by the 
Republic. The Vatican, it was affirmed, had at no 
during the war employed its influence on behalf 0 j 
defenders of democracy and freedom, but had endear'01 
to undermine the internal peace of France, to nu , g-ib- 
secular legislation or to counteract their effect. “ E° ‘ f 
oration with the Holy See, collaboration with a P®' ,̂ 
which is more subtle, cunning and formidable 1 ^ 
democratic government by means of public opinion, 
prepare for the day, and that day will come q "ic |jv 
when the whole policy of the country will be directed • 
Rome.”  The Vatican, he submitted, hoped for a G e'" 'V  
victory as a means of re-establishing the Papal povvc'  ̂
France. “  1 have heard say that if France had only , . |C- 
an ambassador to the Holy See during the war, the l>|̂  
would have shown a very different attitude tow3' 
France. What, is it possible for a fallible ambassador 
teach Him Who is Infallible on which side are J'1?*1 j  
and l ib e r ty !”  Doumcrguc also pointed out that Brlil
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a(jvSe £ £la<I asked, in 1904, if it could possibly be to the 
p f 11 aSe °f a democracy to maintain relations with a 
self”  Wllic£l was based on tradition, and had showed it- 
n l1,lcaPaMe of adapting itself to the views, hopes and 
Gill Sf a Proffressive people, and that Briand had then 

C( on the Combes Government not to inflict on the
¡̂ public

biiK ni£c£et£ Doumergue, “  Seventeen years ago this re- 
f5cv"e 'vas uiade to me as to the rest of my colleagues, 
lated",,Cen - cars bave gone by and I have not yet capitu-

^outnergue it was who, as President of the Repub- 
hi; ‘a"ded to Mgr. Ceretti, the Papal Nuncio at Paris, 

, f i n a l ’s cap, the emissary of the very power which
Renounced.

I’ar]3̂ 011 ^ 0uinergue owed his entry into the French 
to tp 11Cn£ ant£ £l’s election to the Presidency of the Sénat 
nie] f  Radical Party, of which he was for long a militant 
l'osi'p k'1*’ £le became President of the Republic in op- 
f . 1011 to Painlevé as the candidate of the conservative 
“Ctions.

C. B radi.augh B onner.

Acid Drops

. „ „ - - l i n g  to the Sunday Chronicle of August 15, two
moi ^ H ik e rs  saw the Virgin Mary walking on a lonely
"as"1 a'n *:rach four miles from Llanthony. The Virgin
by .Seetl walkiug in this same spot some four years ago
whlSr e cbildren. The vision was wearing a blue gown,
fi,r *’ as everyone knows is the Virgin's favourite colour
"°t a.,l ress' E  is not for us to say that the Virgin was
Vir.r- 'ere’ £ni*- we do desire to enter a word of caution.
Cl Nlris 'v’ho take to wandering about lonely parts of the
tioiUtry. unattended, are likely to suffer in their reputa-
f0r’ ’ an<I 't is bad policy to so openly provide material
He- Scail(Ial. Moreover, there is, we believe, a monastery
pri'| °r at Llanthony, and one must bear in mind the
that tant i ibe that while it may readily be admitted
(lfcii "lany v 'rg 'ns went into monasteries, there is no evi-
Vir«(e many came out again. In these days the
th/>* °ught to be more careful than ever in choosing
]0tl SCene of her wanderings. Or if she will wander in
ljI] e I places, she might go as a hiker with shorts and
noâ c k .  o r) if s]le cannot bring herself to this, why
I . make her appearance in Piccadilly Circus, or
vis^ t e r  Square, where thousands could confirm the
Lb at’°n ? Then she could come in her famous blue
M„c.’ and set a fashion that would outdo the hats of“iarina_ — - .....................This celestial vision business needs properly

!c Hev- Elisor Walters is delighted with the religious 
« ,,VlceS of the B.B.C. l ie  feels they are answering 

>e « y  of the human soul for God.”  But according to 
it,.- ryI'gious leaders, the human soul has always been 
ajj(lnS for God, and it does seem strange, making every 
pra'Vance for God’s well-known perversity in answering 
giv'N Crs* that he should have waited for this answer to be 
a I*11 to the human soul until now, and then only when 
\\.(|""nan soul has taken out a ten-shilling licence. We 
So,'I, T that Sir John Reith does not advertise “ '1 lie 
^  s cry for Qod answered, ten shillings only. No 
j, ' a charge for families.”  This suggestion is offered 

bs, and it would not infringe the B.B.C. well known 
ti0°* "ever to advertise anything but its own publiea-

llt just as Mr. Ensor Walters sees a way of saving 
l).'"Eind, the Rev. Robert Menzies writes in the Christian 
l,v' T i that “  The Church’s means of grace are neglected 
ln .I'e generality of mankind ”  and “  it is notorious that 
qu ’ ’c worship is more honoured in the breach than in

citf observance.”  There we are! And it would seem
ltl 'er that the B.B.C. religious services are not answer- 
¡s'"’ Ihe soul’s cry for God, or the bleat of the belated sot 
¡s llut for God at all, or the reply given by the Churches 

llot satisfactory, or the B.B.C. is bluffing listeners and

the Rev. Ensor Walters is just joining the B.B.C. in a 
colossal game of misrepresentation. It is not for us to 
say which assumption is correct.

Here is a fine illustration of the mentality of the City 
Temple preacher, the Rev. Leslie Weatherhead. He is 
dealing with the fact of the funeral of a little child, and 
he pictures God as saying, “  This is not my intention.
. . . You (the parents) ought to have taken better care of 
the life I entrusted to you.” But anyone other than a 
popular preacher would have had the wit to see that one 
might turn and ask God, “  W hy, if, and when you sent 
this little child into the world, did you not place the 
child in better hands ? As you could easily have selected 
suitable parents as unsuitable ones why did you not act 
with at least the common sense and decency that human 
beings would have acted ? The responsibility for the 
child’s death is yours, Oh Lord. It is idle for you to blame 
the instruments that \7ou selected.”  But probably Mr. 
Weatherhead judges the mentality of his followers, and 
so can indulge his foolishness with impunity.

From the Washington Post— A Texas Evangelist has 
published a list of 721 sins. We are sending for a copy, 
as its barely possible that we may have missed some­
thing.

The crack Atlantic liner “  The Queen M ary,”  is as 
careful to provide for all kinds of religious tastes as are 
His Majesty’s prisons— where the first question asked of 
a newcomer is, “ What religion?” On the “ Queen 
M ary,”  for the first-class passengers, there are separate 
worshipping-pens for the Roman Catholics, the Episco­
palians and Presbyterians. The third-class passengers 
have merely a “  General Service.”  We should not be 
surprised to find out that there is with these select first- 
class worshippers a similar separation in heaven. It re­
minds one of the French Grande Dame of the Court of 
Louis the Fourteenth, who on hearing from her priest 
that she stood some danger of being sent to hell, re­
marked, “  I fancy God will think twice before he damns 
a person of my quality.”  The brotherhood of man among 
Christians has always been of a kind peculiar to itself.

We have more than once called attention to the B .B.C.’s 
comic parson, the Rev. W. H. Elliott. Mr. Elliott has 
an article (.Syndicated) in one of the Sunday preventa- 
tives of cerebral activity, the Sunday Pictorial, in which 
he talks about (we had almost said, discuss) a cure for 
worry He says to the worrying and anxious man :—

For mvself, I don’t mind telling you that life is too 
much for me. I am not equal to its demands, and I 
cannot solve its problems. The only tiling then is to 
trust oneself as a child to the guidance of One who 
knows all, and can do all that needs to be done. That is 
religion.

We agree, that is religion. Don’t worry, and as you 
may begin to worry, if you give yourself to thinking, 
then don’t think. That is- sound religious advice. And 
we can answer for it— having listened to Mr. Elliott 
several times— that no better object lesson in not think­
ing is to be found in one of Mr. Elliott’s sermons. He is 
one of the few parsons, who, to this extent, practises 
what he preaches.

The humbug of the Bristol Orphanage, founded by 
George Muller, being maintained by prayer, has been so 
often exposed that one is a little surprised to find a 
journal such as the Christian World putting it forward 
in a leading article as an example of the power of prayer. 
George Muller was a very artful gentleman who took 
care to have it advertised that he was not going to ask 
anyone for money, but intended to rely entirely upon 
prayer. And ever since 1834, that advertisement has 
been kept well before the Christian public. But between 
asking for money and advertising the fact that one is 
doing a certain work which needs gifts, but relies upon 
the power of prayer to get it, only a Christian advocate 
can detect a difference. If the editor of the Christian
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World has a real faith in the power of prayer to do things 
— minus advertising— let him decide on starting an insti­
tution that requires funds with which to commence and 
rely upon prayer for the funds, but without saying a 
word to anyone. If this can be done properly and fairly, 
we undertake to match all that comes, solely and exclu­
sively through prayer, pound for pound. That challenge, 
if it is accepted, might really demonstrate the power of 
prayer, and also another thing— which seems to stand in 
equal need of evidence— the honesty and straightforward­
ness of Christian advocates.

The Christian World also refers to the wonderful work 
of faith-healing done by the Rev. Leslie Weatherhead at 
the City Temple. We have read of his “  wonderful 
work,”  and can only conclude that Mr. Weatherhead is 
either another religious Fakir, or is quite ignorant of 
elementary psychological processes. There is not a doc­
tor in existence who does not, and there are few human 
beings in existence who take an interest in their fellows 
who do not, give help by the “  faith ”  that one man has 
in another. As we said last week, hysteria plays a part 
in the majority of ailments, and a feeling of confidence in 
what is being done by a friend or an attendant is always 
a help towards mental and physical recovery. People 
are helped by the colour of the medicine they swallow, 
by the belief that they will get better, and in many other 
ways. These are facts known to medical men, to all 
students of psychology, and have no more to do with 
what Mr. Weatherhead implies by faitli-liealing— that is 
a cure by God in answer to prayers— than divine help has 
to do with picking out the winner of a race with a pin. 
Mr. Weatherhead, if he knows anything about psycho­
logy and human nature, must know this to be true, and 
if he understands this subject his pretence that it comes 
from God is just a play upon the weakness of those who 
pay attention to him. But he cannot have it both ways; 
he can hardly claim honesty and understanding. What 
we should like Mr. Weatherhead to give the public is the 
exact and certified number of those who come to him for 
help, and the number of those who are really and per­
manently benefited by his faith-healing quackery. We 
might then contrast them with those who are helped by 
a “  faith ”  that has nothing at all to do with religion, 
and might even be definitely atheistic in character.

The Church Union of Sociology had a meeting, the 
other day, in which many Christian speakers gave their 
views as to what to do in the present crisis, whether 
Christians should be on the left or right, or in between? 
They agreed that “  the most definitely anti-Christian 
movements are social and collectivist, and if not form­
ally atheistic, they are neo-pagan with an idolatry of 
state, class or race.”  The Rev. V. A. Ilemant summed 
up the discussion by claiming that “  Catholic social 
action must find its first principle and its power in the 
uncaused Being of God.”  l ie  was opposed to “  Protest­
ant pessimism,”  and came to the conclusion that in “  the 
Church, however imperfect and apparently impotent, 
there is always implicit the only solution of the prob­
lem .” But, whatever other solution could the Rev. 
gentleman come to? He is in the Church, an Anglo- 
Catholic who believes everything, even in an “ un­
caused ”  God— whatever that is. Of course, the Church, 
that is his own Church, or his own conception of the 
Church, plus the uncaused God, must be the cure for all 
ills. But all this has been said so often before there wTas 
hardly need to say it all over again.

A barber of Belgrade, in July, 1914, fired at a pontoon 
on the River Save. A Hungarian cabinet-maker was 
wounded by the shot. The barber’s shot was the first of 
the “  World War ”  ; the cabinet-maker was the first man 
wounded. The latter was exempted from further service, 
and both prospered owing to the “  fame ”  they acquired 
by opening hostilities. Both died recently, and a Sun­
day paper heads the news, “ First Two Ilejocs of the war.”  
Here we have an example of the strange and wonderful 
mentality of pressmen in 19,47!

cohim„Cn!;Ii,fIltf - fd c,eric was recently quoted in this
for children6 W 1Hg t0 the total absence of £ood Hy”"1 
Prayers r, r ’ 1 f  are sure tllat there are als0 n0 £<XX 
vont!, bV L C Ven- of us have suffered in our
to “ utter tait'”llt “ with our first feeble accents
by the ri, ?r non?ense -1 ” The latest illustrations given 
general , l' ' s l a n Wojld seem no improvement on tl|L 
World u Wn s ai*dard. Yet the writer of the Christian
like those from’' S, Letter Box>” thinks her readers will m which we select the following drivel

Th e ,v T !S UlrouSh ‘he darkness spread
A d L  °ly Wlnffs abo'-e « y  bed,And keep me safe because I am
Teach e" y ShePherd’s little lamb;
And r  l° d° as 1 am told,And help me be as good as gold.

Father, whom I cannot see,
Look down from heaven on little me,
Thank you, God, for all I have;
Keep and bless all those I love;
Help me always, God to do 
Just as You would wish me to.

ut i le  devil*
Our deepest .sympathy goes with the poor 111  ̂ It

of children who are fed upon such appalling s 1 ,jiaj ¡1 
lends point to a remark once made by G. B. Sbavv, n5 
child’s worst enemies are its parents. Still, these . 
are useful in enabling the outside public to reali 
is so often meant by “  Christian education.”

----- of tbe
Two clergymen write in the same number cjer|c

Listener about Broadcasting Religion. One famo*ts 
says : “  My own belief is that only those listcn-i» ... 
sermons and services who are interested in 
only the church-going public which applauds brof roa(p 
religi/m. . . . There is no evidence whatever that ’ c 
casting has effected any improvement in the attei'f 
at the public worship of the churches. On the con £ 
all the evidence points the other w ay.” After so 
an opinion, the personal assurance of the Rev. . , jtl. 
Goff to the opposite effect falls particularly fiat. ]t ’s ^  
credible that any casual listener-in could poss111 ■ 
favourably impressed by the specimen sermons offvj‘ ( jf 
the Radio. For instance, take the Rev. Porter Gol 
ever that gentleman is amusing, entertaining or in‘° 
tive, it certainly is not when broadcasting.

----- big
Sandylands Promenade, Morccombe Bay, has a c 

new Methodist Church with an up-to-date minister ^ 
innovations would make “  the rude forefathers .? 
Methodism turn in their graves. Fitting cominci' . c 
supplied by a malicious bill-poster who has chosen -c 
wall adjacent to the church for the display of a g*£a . 
announcement which reads : “  The Great Broadcas 
Show.”

Fifty Years Ago

Was it not the late Lord Iddesleigh, formerly Sir Sta 
Northcote, who originated the phrase l ’ ious °Pinn^ t  
Certain opinions, whether true or false, arc pious, 
is they tend to edification, or to the glory of God- 
extreme form of this theory manifested itself in the 1jiO«”

nú5'
rc-

ii
forgeries and frauds of the Church, and constitute -l 
erable spectacle to anyone who wishes to preserve ^ 
spect for his kind. Milder forms still abound. It ft 
pious opinion, although there is no evidence to snl'P  ̂ a 
it, that every leading Freethinker is a scoundrel. ^  
pious opinion, although twenty-four hours’ study  ̂
correct it, that Freethinkers are afraid to die. E  ^  
pious opinion that swearing is an excellent thing in . tii 
courts of law, though perjury is rife. It is. a P’ 
opinion that belief in future rewards and punishments^ 
conducive to morality, though our gaols are filled ' '^  
ladies and gentlemen of that persuasion. It is a P1 ,c 
opinion that while scholars and rich people may- 
safely with scepticism, it is a terrible thing for the 1 • 
educated and poorer classes. Lastly it is a pious opm1 .j. 
in certain circles, that although religion is played on 
will never do to say so, at least in public.

The Preclhinkcr, August 21,
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THE FREETHINKER
F ounded  b y  G. W. FOOTE

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

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

W]
means the last paragraph but one in 

thou",7 K S article by Lady Simon, “  The Recall to Free- 
a„n. . or Turning the Tables,”  was not finished as the

The iplete paragraph should have read
a«th°r left it

follows

inity'1 l:omn,on ground as this should tend towards 
sio n ’ , aid bring home to Freethinkers of all persua- 
f'ope f'0*’ exduding the Archbishop of Canterbury, or the 
Riven *1 R°n3e) Fie case there is for following a lead often 
thou 1 t' wr'ters to the Times, and forming a United Free- 
dan R 1 *'ront against those who regard Freethinkers as a 
die 1 r l° society and little better than criminals, Probably 
Arcl 1^1 " a-v to bring this about would be to follow up the 
pre' .1S10I1'S “ Recall to Religion ”  with a “  Recall to 
saj]in louRltt.”  This should equally well suit Freethinkers 
nlail  ̂ tender their own colours, and those who hoist the 
the 1' ,| ° 'oure<l  banners of the Churches, since it leaves to 
Whifg t,er a free band to add to the Freethought of religion, 
"ant ” 'e f°rmer have already got all the Freethought they

% ur£TT hinker"  iS sut>Plied t0 the trade on sale or 
rcbnJi' ,/1ny difficulty in securing copies should be at once

lcd to this office.

Socie’iCCS •<7  l̂e National Secular Society and the Secular 
I? C y fruited, arc now at 68 Farringdon Street, London 

A. 7 elephone; Central 1367.r Victim,. J '
by s 711/10 send us newspapers would enhance the favour 
aiic^ r^̂ nS the passages to which they wish us to call

Order 1
°l ti °r /‘/eraiure should be sent to the Business Manager 
„ . ,c Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London E.C.4, 

«of to the Editor.

Usl ■ RrCeFt*nfter ”  will be forwarded direct from the Pub- 
“ n8 Office at the following rates (Home and A broad) :— 
e year, 75/.; half year, 7/6; three months, 3/9.

.. dlc9«cs and Postal Orders should be made payable to 
1e Pioneer Press," and crossed “  Midland Bank, Ltd., 

]  ̂ ‘ rkenwcll Branch."
f. ! ? c 1l°Hccs must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
' " v c / f  ^  ^lC 011 TM csday, or they will not be

Jne
dll

written in 1922, concerning the value of the earlier writ­
ings on Freethought. Looking up the passage we find 
it well worth citing. Here it is :—

Rngels long ago advised the leaders of the modern pro­
letariat to translate the militant Atheist, literature of the 
end of the eighteenth century for mass distribution 
among the people. To our shame we have not yet done 
this. . . . Sometimes our sluggishness, indolence, and 
inability in this sphere is excused by all kinds of bom­
bastic arguments, as for example, that the old Atheist 
literature of the eighteenth century is obsolete, unscien­
tific, naïve, etc. There is nothing worse in the world 
than these pseudo-scientific sophisms. . . . Certainly 
there is much that is unscientific in the Atheist works of 
revolutionary Atheists of the eighteenth century. . . .

-A Marxist could not mgke a worse mistake than to think 
that the many millions of people who are condemned by 
modern society to ignorance, illiteracy and prejudices 
can extricate themselves from this ignorance only by 
following the straight line of purely Marxist education. 
. . . The lively, talented writings of the old Atheists of 
the eighteenth century, which attacked skilfully and 
openly the clericalism prevailing in their day, will prove 
very often to be a thousand times more suitable for 
arousing people from their slumber than the dull dry 
paraphrasing of Marxism . . • which (to be frank) fre­
quently distorts Marxism. . . . The most important thing 
. . .  is to be able to rouse the as yet undeveloped 
masses into taking an intelligent interest in the religious 
question and in the criticism of religion.

The trouble is, in this country, that so many so-called 
advanced workers in the field of social reform, not merely 
refrain from a direct criticism of religion, but preach 
their reforms in the name of a “  pure Christianity,”  or a 
“  true religion.” It is not surprising that these people 
receive so many pats on the shoulders from the leaders of 
the Churches. They really do know their best friends 
when they see them.

Of course the evolutionary and anthropological attack 
on religion could not be made in the eighteenth century ; 
but it was often implied, and occasionally more than im­
plied. But the main principles of the criticism of Christ­
ianity were well stated during the eighteenth century. 
And the leaders of Christianity, in the very act of adopt- 
ing (perforce) the statements of the Freethinkers never 
forgot to proclaim that these Freethinkers were not 
“ scholars,”  that they were “ coarse” and “ brutal,”  
etc. A ll more or less lies, but quite sufficient to frighten 
those timid and respectable people who, to shield them­
selves, joined in the falsehoods, and sought shelter under 
the name of some modern heretic who had travelled along 
the road of Freethought, only so far as the earlier Free­
thinkers had made it safe for him.

Suga» Plum«

ti0n'jr Ruv- E. J. Pafield writes expiessing his admira- 
'vitl] UI" °ur recel't  “  Views and Opinions,”  but disagrees 
liir; ' ^le concluding paragraph, in which we say that re- 

has always possessed the quality of moralizing evil 
"Hr f',S* ^11 we can say is history and experience justify
fions yinR so- Slavery, for example, was for genera- 
f0r ' Justified on religious grounds, so was persecution 
c|1j|'LFgi<uis differences, so was burning old women and 
nent l01f for witchcraft, so was the slandering of oppo- 
c0j.j. s f° Christianity so also is the suppression and boy- 

Qf men and papers to-day, so is the falsification ofli-Kf . _ .
an .°ry. f°  s'iit Church claims. In fact, there is hardly 
C:hi 011 c can name that has not had religious justifi-
h ( We are not here concerned with whether the
0r \\'e 'vRo F'Tl these things understood religion rightly

'» till"''fpngly, vve are merely stating tlie historic fact that 
F  'e name of religion these things were done, and they 
q e done because, rightly or wrongly, those who did 
q 1,1 thought they had religious justification for their 

n<mct.

k apropos of our recent articles 
Caso,u, ;l friend reminds us of some

on Paine’s Age of 
comments by Lenin,

Nothing would please us better than to reprint sortie of 
these earlier Freethought writings, and if any of our 
wealthier readers are willing to provide the funds, we are 
quite willing to see to the work of preparation. It was 
only by this means that the Age or Reason was repub­
lished at a “  give-away ”  price. But it is doing its work 
well.

The North-West Federation of Branches Inaugural 
Conference is to be held in No. 9 Room, llesketh Build­
ings, Ormskirk Road, Preston, at 1 p.m., 011 Sunday, 
August 22. Tea to be served at 5 p.m. in adjoining room. 
Members of Preston, Blackburn, Bolton, Burnley, Man­
chester, Birkenhead, Liverpool and Chester Branches 
will be taking part, and all are invited. W ill unattached 
Freethinkers in other Lancashire and Cheshire Towns, 
as also further North, kindly accept this notice as invi­
tation. Further particulars from John V. Shortt, 24 
Warmington Road, Knotty Ash, Liverpool.

Blackburn Branch N.S.S. will be busy this week in co­
operation with Mr. G. Whitehead, who will Jecture to-day 
(August 22), and each evening during the week. The 
local saints will no doubt make the visit well known and 
take full advantage of the increased interest aroused.
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Problems of Chronology

ir.
Ok course, it is one thing for the Catholic Encyclo­
pedia to throw overboard the Bible date for creation—  
4004 n.c.— and quite another thing for individual 
Catholics to do so. I find, on looking through Catho­
lic literature, that the Pentateuch is taught as divinely 
true by numberless Catholics and believed in by mil­
lions. Only when a Catholic is faced by science does 
he hastily run to his Encyclopedia to show that Catho­
lics can— on some things— follow science. Even on 
such a controversial question among religious people 
as Evolution, though Catholics jump with joy when 
an argument can be produced against it, I was actu­
ally told by a well-known priest that the Church does 
not oppose its members being thorough-going Evolu­
tionists. Whether the priest would say the same be­
fore his sheep-like flock is another question.

There are no real “  eras ”  in the Old Testament. 
Everything in that famous work, so far as chronology 
is concerned, is in a state of hopeless confusion and 
muddle. The older the books, the more the chaos. 
The Encyclopedia Biblica, which devotes considerable 
space to the whole question, claims that even as late 
as the production of the Septuagint, there was no 
clear idea how the early history of Israel could be 
measured. Indeed, the numbering seems to have 
come into being with what is known as the Priestly 
Code— that is, the editing, or re-writing up of ancient 
documents, or even inventing, in favour of the Priest­
hood— about the fifth century n.c. That a good deal 
of the dating in the Bible is founded on “  magic ” 
numbers must be apparent to anybody who studies the 
question. Whole eras are built up on forties, or 
sevens, or seventies.

Compare, for example, the way in which the build­
ing of Solomon’s temple is made to take place 480 
years after the exodus. This, says the Encyclopedia 
Biblica, “  bears the clear impress of being artificial, 
for it plainly counts from Moses to David twelve gen­
erations of forty years, each of which we can easily 
identify as follows : Moses, Joshua, Othniel, Ehud, 
Deborah, Gideon, Jepthah, Samson, Eli, Samuel, Saul, 
and 'David.”  But when it comes to fitting some of 
the dates given in Judges and Samuel into the num­
ber 480, the task is found quite impossible; and Bible 
chronologists have to admit that accurate datings are 
quite unattainable.

“  It is much harder,”  says the Encyclopedia Bib­
lica, “  to deal with the chronological dates for the 
period, from the building of the temple by Solomon to 
the conquest of Jerusalem by Nebuchadnezzar.”  And 
one soon finds that the “  much harder ”  can be ap­
plied to almost all the chronology. As the Rev. Dr. 
Giles, in his Hebrew Records, puts it, “  the whole sub­
ject of Bible chronology is hopelessly obscure.”

Considering that so much of Hebrew history is, 
according to such an eminent Egyptologist as Dr. 
Yahuda, entwined with that of Egypt, one would 
think that Egyptian chronology would help 11s. Alas, 
here it is also according to the Encyclopedia Biblica 
“  too obscure and uncertain.”  Nor “  have the monu­
ments fulfilled the expectation that by the help of in­
scriptions giving dates, it would be possible, by calcu­
lation, to reach a more exact chronology for Egyptian 
history.”  If even Egyptian historical dates are in a 
state of chaos, it can hardly be expected that any help 
for Jewish history can be derived therefrom. As a 
matter of fact the earlier Old Testament times get no 
help whatever from Egyptian chronology.

From Assyriology some help seems to have come, 
though here again authorities arc at variance. At all

Israel 'h i  Qv,a/ act tbat the defeat of Ahab, King of 
is not mlnH 3 j3”eser IL  in the ninth century B.C. 
good common ned the ° ld Testament; and thus a 
is of no use foV tf t0 b° th tbe Ass3'rians and the Jews 
also a sum • • rIC ImrI)ose of reckoning. And it » 
date of i g  f3Ct that authorities differ as to the 

B c or T ° 1U ,H,'S deatb "lav have taken pbcc
take your chi; y  hav.e been 95o n.c. You can always 
orthodox. rrCe °n ,BlbIical matters and still remain
ouched for b v ' ^ T ' ^  c,iron°logy, although 

abode in heaven e at,on- ,s no bar to. a permanent

I t would he tedious to go carefully through the Old
'' ularly when‘ cardinal ”  dates, particular o  " .

in that authont
... 11 geci'-

are at their wits’ end to reconcile them vvitn__

Testament for 
these cardinal dates are so uncertain “  sec"'

cu history when the dates of secular history 
iUiow n, that is. Most of these dates also are i" 
state of chaos. Certainly little can l>e claimed as 
either authoritative or final before about 5s6 B'C” 
after that some authorities are content with the “ Can011 
of I tolemy as an “  assured framework.”

( ®,1‘ the difficulties which beset the believer in t,lC 
(fid Testament are renewed as soon as he conies D 
New Testament chronology. ‘ ‘The task,”  says the b*'
cyclopedia Biblica, ‘ ‘is beset with serious difficulty-that the

dafl1
/ere

1 lie reasons for this are quite simple. It seems 
first Christians had no interest in chronology> 

the historical traditions of the Christians V'. 
formed wholly with the purpose of promot«* 
Christian piety.”  Moreover, “ of at least a Par* °t 
i he traditions the historical trustworthiness is subff  ̂
to such grave doubt that we can venture to use the" 
only with great reserve, if at all.”  This is a part"'"' 
ally reassuring confession to come from such an 1

pert as Professor Von Soden, is it not?
mine

The truth really is that there never was a ge" >ril, 
chronology of Jesus, any more than there is of 
ham. It was not the stupidity of the early Chris * 
in not carefully putting into their “  biography _

“  divi"'.necessary dates. They were making up a — j(1
history where dates are unneeessaiy— as they 
the stories of Jupiter, Adonis, or Venus. To say t 
“  tradition,”  as a mere tale of years, had no ime ^  
for the early Christians,”  is simply framing a" . s 
case which may be true or not, but which rell!‘ ,t 
merely an excuse. Had the biography of Jesus )C,̂ r 
a genuine one, the datings would have been caiY r 
fixed. The date given by Luke— the census 1111 
Cyrenius or Quirinius in 7 a.d.— has given rise to ‘ 
interminable discussion which is not yet settled- 
we must never forget that Irenaeus, who lived uca _̂ 
the age of Jesus than do modern critics, threw 0 
board the supposed date of the crucifixion—*0" 
where between 26 a.d . and 36 a.d . He claimed 1 
Jesus was at least 50 years old when he died; "i"  ̂
the passage referring to this, he does not say 1 
Jesus was crucified under Pontius Pilate, but that 
just died.

The chronology of the book of Acts is as hopele^'Y 
muddled as anything else in the Bible. It is T" 
amusing to find how writers on Paul and his miss10 
ary travels, and his imprisonments by the Rom"1’̂  
try to reconcile Acts with the Epistles. One can j 
sure that if Acts says one thing, it will be contradict _ 
in the Epistles. There are any number of these c<l" 
tradictions, one of the most famous being that i" 
Epistles Paul claims to be the Apostle of the Gentd"1’

the
\vs-

In Acts, however, almost from the beginning to 
end of his ministry, he was preaching to the J" 
When Paul died, or when Peter died— if either c '"1 
lived, for it is by no means certain— is quite unknoW"j 
Chronology in early Christian history is just a mass 0 
uncertainty, the dates taken mostly from Eusebius, 91
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authority of hopeless fallibility, who on his own show- 
lnR was ready to lie for the glory of the Lout.

V't all this matter of dubious history, s up 
,lcles> and incomprehensible religion is pn °^v .
a Powerful Church as divine. What a failure 
"lau’s boasted intelligence! H  CuTNER.

Russia’s Perennial Problem

Upoij ,V 1̂ e every other State, is primarily dependent 
Prisii ,1C products °f its soil. In a vast territory com- 
Fopul'̂ i .°ne- Ŝ xt  ̂ °f the globe’s solid surface, whose 
p°rtaa,1011 is pre-eminently rural, this verity is all im- 
Flers'1' ' Consequently, the attention of Russia’s 
to no..ls.ever directed to the various problems relating 

pj rarian economy.
(level * recently> Russia remained probably the least 
cent °^e<̂ a8'1'icultural area in Europe. In their re- 
boi] pronouncement: Soviet Communism, 2 Vols., 
truth1'13̂ ’ Sidney and Eeatrice Webb stress this 
llatur When they note: “ Whether as the result of 
°ppr. 01 nurture; of climate or of race; of centuries of 
and lon and illiteracy; or of generations of slavery 
of c , lage; or of a religion which imposed no code 
tory . uct and amounted to little more than propitia- 
c'oii |1CS’ ^le typical mujik— when not under coer- 
fniled f  landdord> taxgatherer, usurer or employer—  
bad ° b’row enough food, taking good years with 
ana’ ?Ven f° nraintain his own family in full health

’^strength.”
ady,,1 dle Russian peasant laboured under many dis- 
tt11(i a ês- His holdings were inadequate, and ever 
qlle '* to shrink, while his arable strips were fre- 
prj - Y fur apart and his implements were extremely 
'bird 1JC' bf is estimated that the soil of at least one- 
, hil ° f  the holdings was turned with a digging-stick, 
a °ne-fourth boasted neither ox nor horse to draw 
i?,ers°llSU- Manure was scarce, and artificial fertil- 
t),e Poetically unknown, while weeds incommoded 
ryasCl°PS- Corn was threshed with a rude flail, and 
c0npCut with a simple sickle. Marketing was nearly 
rc.Ce n®d to the occasional call of the grain-dealer. So 
Wer ( y as 1900, the mass of the peasant cultivators 

r,c Soo years behind the times.
‘Jfu harvests constantly recurred. From 1800 to 

crops failed in 35 seasons. Again, we gather 
in the 20 years, 1891-1910, there were only 

'. I,0untiful harvests, with 13 poor harvests and two 
if(1.llle years.”  The more substantial peasants, the 
Csp‘ 'lS and landed proprietors who farmed extensive 
ty ts °n more scientific principles fared better, and 
y,Us when impecunious peasants vent hungry, grain 
t], dually available to the urban community, while 
Me,,, 'Vas often a surplus for export abroad. Little

the 
ût ; <( 

f(>Ur

V(>iifl —  ...... .....  — . ......
‘ion f ’ ^ en> that long before the Bolshevik Revolu
acti11 • the rustics occasionally revolted against the ex-

;°ns of greedy landlords, pillaged and destroyed
temporary possession oftbfcir11, . Mansions, and tool 

j!' domains.
q- ‘.^tensive territories were devastated during the 
()j 11 conflicts that raged in Russia at the termination 
si, l̂c World War. The forced requisition of food 
(¡J'blics and the ravages of the contending armies in- 
. <L'd the peasants to limit production and to conceal 
, Wciider for their own consumption. The conse- 
j e.nt scarcity was so serious that Lenin was compelled 

Uiitiate his New Economic Policy in 192 r. This 
. ^''lilted a slight restoration of private enterprise,
, ‘de prices were once more determined by demand 

s,ipplv. Thus the more opulent peasants were en- 
"Uraged to market their hidden grain. But the dis­

astrous Civil commotions, intensified as they were by 
cliinatal inclemencies led to the terrible famine of 
1921. Moreover, Lenin’s concessions caused adverse 
reactions in rustic circles. The peasants in general 
had supported the Bolsheviks in their struggle for 
supremacy, as the overthrow of the Provisional 
Government allowed them to slay or expel the land- 
owners and seize their estates, which they appropri­
ated to themselves. Very generally, also, the rural 
population had favoured the Red Armies as the 
Whites had declared their intention to restore to the 
landowners their confiscated property.

But the peasantry retained possession of the soil; 
yet they resented all Governmental claims either in the 
form of food supplies to the cities or in taxes. A  long 
servile peasantry had risen in rebellion. The 
wealthier and more progressive farmers, the Kulaks, 
prospered, but the poorer cultivators became sullen, 
discontented and sometimes turbulent.

The agrarian situation bristled with difficulties and 
innumerable experiments were undertaken to ease it. 
Voluntary co-operative societies of agriculturists, some 
80,000 in number existed it appears in 1927, but these 
were now superseded by collective farms on which a 
greatly increased production was projected, whose 
profits were to be distributed on a copartnery basis. 
These farms, which were seemingly spontaneous, as­
sumed several forms and some appeared strikingly 
successful. Others, however, made little progress, 
and so far there was a poor prospect of permanent 
security against shortage. So the authorities decided 
that voluntary husbandry must be replaced by State 
initiative and control. Yet, as the Webbs testify, 
“  the State farms (sovkhosi), which the Soviet Govern­
ment had managed to retain in its own administration, 
and had been for nearly a decade struggling to culti­
vate exclusively with wage labourers, had so far failed 
to produce, after their staffs had been fed, even in good 
years, more than a small net addition to the aggregate 
of marketable grain.”

Economic insecurity aroused wide differences of 
opinion concerning remedial measures which were 
freely expressed, both in publications and the discus­
sions of the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party. Trotsky denounced the more prosperous 
peasantry who employed labour as renegades who 
were restoring Capitalism and reversing the triumphs 
of the Revolution. Their drastic repression was 
demanded, but no practical suggestion for the aug­
mentation of foodstuffs emerged. Some advocated 
the increase of State farms, but no one demonstrated 
that this would solve the difficulty. Bukharin and 
Rykov were wiser and recommended compromise. 
State arrangements, they argued, needed time for 
fruition, and it was unreasonable to expect any im­
mediate improvement on the small holdings. It was 
therefore urged that “  only the more energetic and 
enlightened peasants ”  at the moment in possession of 
comparatively large holdings, requisite machinery, 
with modern methods of cultivation, were in a posi­
tion to make any substantial contribution to the in­
creased output so urgently needed.

Despite their sins the Kulaks must be encouraged 
and assisted to increase their undertakings as the only 
available help towards national security, even if the 
more poverty-stricken peasants were temporarily re­
duced to the status of paid labourers.

Collective farms under Soviet supervision began to 
be established on an extensive scale in 1928. On 
these the peasants Were invited to combine, and the 
State promised a supply of modern agricultural 
machinery. Heavier imposts were to be levied on the 
Kulaks; they were denied the advantages of the new’ 
appliances, and were severely incommoded with the 
view to their entire extinction. The average peasant
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was speciously persuaded or intimidated into partici­
pation in the new scheme. The Kulaks, Ukranians 
and Don Cossacks suffered, but the collective farms 
proved fairly successful.

In less than a decade great changes occurred, and 
these were so rapid that they embarrassed the Govern­
ment, which was unable to redeem its pledges. The 
larger number of the recently instituted farms had not 
received their promised tractors, while the peasants 
who had augmented production (many of whom had 
joined the State farms with reluctance) complained 
that their surplus had been confiscated by the Soviet 
agents who were acting in the interests of the urban 
community. Peasants who owned livestock, and who 
cherished a grievance, as the Webbs relate, “  in many 
instances slaughtered, in 1929-30, their cattle and 
horses, sheep and pigs, rather than bring them into 
the common stock. So widespread was the outcry 
that the central committees were driven to instruct 
Stalin to issue his manifesto entitled ‘ Dizzy with 
Success,’ in which the zeal of the Government agents 
was rebuked; the voluntary character of the collec­
tives was emphasized; permission to withdraw was 
conceded; and proper consideration of the varying 
stock brought in by different members was insisted 
on. Nevertheless the animals continued to be 
slaughtered, and the total membership to fall off.”

In 1931-32 the harvests were very poor and discon­
tent spread. There was serious trouble in the 
Ukraine, where the sullen antagonism of the people 
caused the failure of the corn-storing plan, both in 
1931 and 1932, and destitution stalked the country. 
Arable areas of wide extent were not sown and, even 
at harvest-time, where cereals had been planted, 20 or 
even 50 per cent of the grain stood neglected in the 
fields, which was “  either not collected at all or was 
ruined in the threshing.”  This wc learn from Isaac 
Mazepa who was Premier of the Ukranian Republic 
in 1919.

Towards the close of 1932, Russia was menaced 
with a far-flung famine, but Stalin’s bold and ener­
getic policy which was prosecuted on a widely reach­
ing scale, very substantially assisted as it was by ex­
cellent harvests in 1933-34, saved the situation for the 
time being. Without doubt, enormous improvements 
have been made, although the Webbs imply that the 
collective farm system is still on trial. Indeed, many 
unprejudiced observers question whether Russia has 
really mastered the food problem, which remains ex­
asperating in its complexity. Somewhat mournfully 
our Fabian friends conclude that : ‘ ‘ Whatever may 
be done by drastic administration to compel the sullen 
farmers to cultivate effectively, this will not restore 
the slaughtered horses, cattle, sheep and pigs.”

The ingrained antagonism of the peasant to reform 
is everywhere proverbial. When the head of the 
Russian family is asked to abdicate his hereditary 
standing his resentment is perfectly natural. Other 
ancient customs are highly tenacious of life. Still, if 
the younger generation accept the changed conditions 
the new system may endure. Maurice Hindus is 
selected as a publicist, whose closely intimate know­
ledge of the Russian peasant is second to none. Hindus 
believes that even if the Soviet system crumbles, hus­
bandry will still remain collectivized under peasant 
control and he thinks that : “  Collectivization has 
within it the power to convert Russia from a backward 
into a progressive agricultural nation, as individual 
landholding with its inevitable small acreage never 
can.”

This pronouncement appears very rational, 
although other careful observers either reserve judg­
ment or rpanifest grave misgivings.

T. F. Pu.Mtta

God’s M ercy
À  S to r y  f o r  C h i l d r e n

“ All things bright and beautiful, 
All creatures great and small, 
All things wise and wonderful, 
The Lord God made them all.

He gave us eyes to see them, 
And lips that we might tell,
How great is God Almighty,
Who has made all things well.”

tinscunff u
No doubt most of you boys and girls have " il0ol

' day"**-' .(hymn quite often in Sunday-school, or at
before your morning lessons began. But ^

, .1 1 . , . . .  . i  .11 A nd wvou have thought about the words at all
der still more what you will think about themgoiflfl

311th

after
to

of

you have read the true story which I am now 
tell you.

Once upon a time— in fact it was in the m°n 
June of this very year 1937— there was a y°lin. a 
(whom we will call Betty for short) who h 'c ^jg 
sweet little cottage in the heart of the country, 
cottage was very old, having been built when ^ 
Charles I. was on the throne, and there were a 
oak beams in the ceilings and walls, some ° 
probably came out of the wooden battleships 
were used in the Navy at that time. All arou ^  
cottage there were woods and fields, and at the 1 
of the orchard there ran a little stream.

Now Betty was not a bit interested in dolls a"  ̂
because she found it much more amusing and e^e
to watch the doings of real live animals. She

tli
specially fond of birds, which she used to fcc< ^  t„ 
crumbs in the winter; while in the summer she tt- s 
wander round the garden, peeping into the 11
and bushes and trees, looking for signs of bird

life-

where i T ' ’ spriW-timef she'woukfcarefully 
where the new nests were, and she would watch f"r
the first eggs to be laid.

ivould not
Betty was very kind-hearted, and she w°.‘T ’iqtlc 

dream of stealing the eggs, like some stupm j,
boys do-. She much preferred to watch them ^
out one by one, and to see the little birds grow np ‘ 
then leave their nests when they were fully RroV

One day, as she was walking along a privet pc('j"jlC 
she saw a thrush fly out. When she looked b’hj ,y 
hedge, there, sure enough, was a nest with three • ;1 
thrushes and one egg. The baby birds were on 2^ 
day or two old and were not very pretty to look at- , 
feathers lmd grown on their bodies, and they l°(j 
just like tiny chicks which had been plucked. '. 
their eyes were not yet open, though you could P1* 
see where they were through their closed eyelids-

. or tin'Bor the next three days Betty did not go ne‘u t0
nest. She was afraid that if she came too often 
look at the babies, she might frighten the m° . g 
thrush away altogether. Then the poor little tin 
would die for want of food, because no other j  
up thrush would bother to feed them. So she W3 
patiently until the fourth day before she had 
second peep qt the thrushes home. By this time 
egg had been hatched and there were now four 
thrushes.

to 
$ee 

sPr"

For the next couple of weeks Betty was unable 
visit the nest again, but when she next looked to
how the thrush family was getting on, she was

lion>e’
t K

prised to find that there were only two babies at 
What could have happened to the other two? 
were still much too young to be able to fly awa> , 
their own accord. Perhaps they might have tunm 
out of the nest, thought Betty. So she looked c£lf

1

)

\
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full
■ ,°n the ground all around underneath the nest,

b>it she 
It, could find no trace of them at all.

B„t fiVas :*h very mysterious and rather disappointing, 
h'uisln.v' WaS that at least two of the four baby

l° find were alive and well. She made up her mind
, , out, if she could, how the other two little birds 

left the nest. So every morning now she would 
l'!'l until she saw the mother-bird fly off to get a nice 
]Ulcy worm for their breakfast, and then she would go 
luietly up t0 t]);. nest and have a look at them.  ̂ icy 
Vere »ot in the least afraid of her, and would just sit 
'h' and open their big yellow beaks, because they 
U'oiight that the rustling of the leaves was their own 
flotller coming back with a tit-bit. Sire became so 

11(1 °f them that she gave them each a name. re 
11'cnded that they were brother and sister, aiic 
a led them Peter and Paula.
Well; one hot afternoon Betty was very busy in the 

f  rden, weeding the flower-beds, cutting off the dead 
.°Sls, and doing all the little jobs which have to ~ 
°ne in a garden to keep it tidy. She was getting 
trV thirsty and was beginning to think about having 

. CUP of tea when she heard a noise which made ner 
P01* up from her work. A  couple of birds were 
'uttering about, uttering cries of distress, ana mllow- 
T  after a bigger bird. To Betty’s alarm she recog- 
Uzc‘d the two birds as thrushes, and the bigger bin 

a brightly-coloured jay, which flew out of the 
L‘dgc where Peter and Paula’s nest was. The jay 

■ i,'ea settled on the branch of a nearby oak tree, anc 
etty saw quite clearly that it had a little baby bud 
augling from its beak.
^though the two thrushes continued to flutter

°Undthei
tfess, jay, making loud chirps and squeaks of dis- 
tbe lial '̂  '-a  ̂ boobc 110 notice of them. He simply tool 
at it ' ' )’r(l in bis claws and began to peck and peel
l]im bis strong beak. Betty was furious with

'‘”1 shoutin
1?. ..

prCv U e ')lrds.n But the jay only flew off with his 
strea,ai1cb settled in a field on the other side of the 

111. and there he ate the baby bird up. 
if Betty went back to the privet hedgi

were still safe. But, alas! there

aud rushed up to the oak tree, waving her hands 
tlirv..S,'.°ut'ng> “  You cruel bird! How dare you kill

VV;ts " u“ u 1-1
ap(l ¡)"'y Paula left. Peter had disappeared,
1h,, , .ftty was quite certain that it was the jay who 

j, 'died him.
\va,Ce very upset, Betty tried to think of all the
n,-s she ,
¡ S h t  of

vav, s
1 "s sbe could to protect Paula from the jay. She

putting a net over the nest, or of fixing up 
„ Wuidmill to frighten the jay. But she knew 
bam''hatever sbe did, it might quite as easily frighten

Paper
that 
paula 
on] s mother and father away. Then Paula would
Hot!Vbe left to sstarve.
that1'11-*' conltl be done

In the end, she decided that 
So, when she went to bed 

Ouj ” 'gbt, Betty could hardly sleep for anxiety. She 
h'ns !0,)e(i that the jay would not remember there 
mi'i^bll one more little bird left in the nest he had

\vay  morning Betty got up vei-y early, and without 
llriv, n« to have her breakfast, she went over to the 
jfy bedge to take a peep at Paula. But when she 
thq, 1CIe’ fbe nest was empty ! No mother or father 
UUi)_s 1 dew backwards and forwards with tasty little 

f°r their chicks. No little squeaks came from 
clt.|r lumgry baby mouths waiting to be fed. It was 
fol,)' " ’at the thief had again visited the nest and 
c;irJv(l the thrushes of their last baby. The loving 
\vas V'l'icli the two iiarcnts had spent on their babies 
bjj.. :ib iir vain. Nothing now was left of a happy 
1 * "bonie but the deserted nest. Betty went back to 

breakfast in tears.

b'°W, 1 wonder if any of you boys and girls who 
read this story (which is absolutely true), can ex

plain why God should have allowed such a horrible 
thing to happen.

Even if some of you do not think it was very 
horrible, can you explain why God should make 
bigger birds to eat smaller birds, when he could so 
easily have made them all like thrushes, who only eat 
grubs and caterpillars. Or, better still, why couldn’t 
God have made them all to eat leaves and grass and 
seeds, instead of making them feed on other living 
creatures ?

The Bible says that God made everything. It also 
says that God is merciful. Would you think God 
merciful if he had made big giants who could eat you 
up alive ? The mother and father thrush had taken a 
lot of trouble and care to make their nest and to feed 
their babies. Then before the babies were fully 
grown, God allowed the jay to snatch them all away. 
Not only did he allow this, but he also allowed the 
mother and father thrush to be made unhappy by see­
ing their babies killed in front of their very eyes. 
Can you really believe that what the hymn says is true ? 
I don’t. I say that it is all untrue, and that all these 
stories about God are just fairy-tales. When you 
grow older, you will find out that angels and devils, 
spirits and Gods, are all as unreal as the fairies and 
elves which you read about in your story-books.

B eatrice  F r a s e r .

Thanking Heaven

R e c e n t l y , Doctor Frank Buclmian, leader of the Oxford 
Group Movement, said :—

I thank Heaven for a man like Adolf Hitler, who has 
built a Front Line Defence against the anti-Christ of 
Communism.

Well Heaven has been thanked for many things, but 
this is one of the funniest I have ever heard about, prob­
ably only equalled by what Mr. Ward Price, one of the 
regular staff of the Daily Mail, writing in that paper 
comparing Stalin and Hitler on September 2, 1936, 
said :—

Like Lucifer before the Fall, Stalin may mobilize the 
power of darkness; but the German Michael is also fast 
preparing to take the field.

Punch is supposed to be our leading humorous journal, 
but the Daily Mail threatens to outdo it. Punch, how­
ever, is sometimes fu n n y; whereas in politics, the Daily 
Mail is a childish Comic Cuts.

This admiration for Mr. Ilitlcr is not, however, shared 
by Christ’s vicar on earth— the Pope : it is not the first 
time that Christians have disagreed and nobody has yet 
read of the Pope’s thanking Heaven for having put dear 
Adolf on the earth.

Let us analyse Doctor Buchman’s statement from the 
writings of Hitler himself— Hitler as a crusader for 
Christ is really too fu n n y! When one thinks of the num­
ber of priests in concentration camps, Jew-baiting, the 
abolition of the vote, the smashing of the Trade Unions 
and the suppression of free speech aud free press, it is an 
absolute farce. I suppose our reactionaries would even 
have a kind word to say concerning the Aryan God that 
Germany has installed. We should probably be told that 
the Reds did not believe in God, and that any old God, 
Aryan or otherwise, was better than none.

But it is not alone Doctor Frank Buchman’s opinion : 
we also read in the Tory Press that Hitler is a man of 
strict morals, a teetotaller, non-smoker, passionate lover 
of children, and a lover of flowers (especially in concen­
tration camps).

It may be true that Hitler is a man of simple habits : 
even many criminals are men who are known to have 
kindly instincts— so we will just examine some of the 

I utterances of this lover of flowers and children, taken
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from liis own book Mein Kampf.
Ilitlcr says : —

An alliance whose purpose does not comprise the in­
tention of making war, is senseless and worthless. . . . 
We must throw ourselves into a final and decisive fight 
with France . . .  on condition that the annihilation of 
France lie looked upon solely as a means of finally gain­
ing the chance of expansion for our people.

It is this Frankenstein who deliberately talks of anni­
hilating a nation of 40,000,000 people in the same way as 
one would mention swotting a f ly ; this plotter of colos­
sal mass slaughter, who is also the gentleman of a kindly 
simple nature.

I11 the same book he openly proclaims his intention of 
attacking Russia and annexing large tracts of her terri­
tory. When the Russians, knowing these things, pre­
pared to meet force with force, our press tells us that 
Russia is preparing a huge army and an enormous air 
force. W ell, naturally she is ! The Russians are not 
fools, and they are not going to share the fate of a 
defenceless Abyssinia against an armed Fascist force.

In a world that is rapidly losing its sense of humour, 
Doctor Frank Buchman and his friends are doing a use­
ful work in making those of us who are still sane, smile. 
This American gentleman, who is called Frank by all 
his followers, and possesses rather a benign Pickwickian 
appearance, is a pioneer of the Get-back-to-God Move­
ment and open confessions, which latter are concerned 
with the most trivial and stupid happenings.

SUNDAY I jECTUBE NOTICES, Etc.
E.C™ by'till reach 61 Farr‘ ngdon Street, London,
inserted. 0,1 Tuesday, or they will not te

LONDON

(Victor'3
OUTDOOR

Bm h u ai G reen and H ackney Branch N.S.S. 
ark, near the Bandstand) : 6.30, Mr. P. Goldman. 
K ingston-on-Thames Branch N.S.S. (Kingston Market) • 

Saturday, and Sunday, 7.0, A Lecture. Literature for ?ale'
North L ondon B ranch N.S.S. (Highbury Corner) : 

Saturday, Mr. L. Ebury. White Stone Pond, H am p ^ ’ 
11.30, Sunday Mr. L. Ebury. Parliament Hill Fields, 3f '  
Sunday, Mr. L. Ebury. South Hill Park, Hampstead, *• ’ 
Monday, Mr. L. Ebury.

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park) :. T°’ 
Sunday Mr L. Ebury. Rushcroft Road, near 
I own Hall, 8.0, Tuesday, Mr. L. Ebury Cock Pond, CUP 
lam Old town, 8.0, Friday, Mr. F. P. Corrigan.

WEST H am Branch N.S.S.-Outing to Kingston. Train 
leaves Waterloo 10.20. All Freethinkers invited to join.

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 3 .3 °.
Messrs. Bryant, Barnes and Evans. 6.30, M essrs. B<7a"
Barnes, Leacy, Connell, Tuson and Miss Millard.

Dmr?t’ 7‘3° ’ MLSSrS' Br>’ant- Tuson and Miss E.nirsday, 7.30 Messrs, Sapliin, Bryant and Tuson. ’
A , ’ ?? » **3' T ’ Terry and others. The FreetlnnJ ;

Trd ,Mr- ChaPman Cohen’s latest pa«npl>Ie,S 
on sale outside Marble Arch Tube Station every evening-

A successful draper tells us that he found Christ sud­
denly at one of their meetings. It has altered the*whole 
course of Mr. Beverley Nichols’ life and his (never at any 
time very profound) thinking. It claims to sublimate 
s e x ; and men stand up and confess such things as that 
on one occasion when stopping at an hotel, they looked 
with a carnal eye upon a waitress, and now triumphantly 
proclaim that even a gathering of 6,000 of the Women’s 
Health and Beauty League, dressed in abbreviated but 
attractive costumes, leaves them calm and unmoved.

Except for the fact that most of these confessions are 
couched in more correct English, there is practically no 
difference between these recitals of sin and the outpour­
ings of the converted coster of the Salvation Army, who 
tells us that before he joined the “  Harm y,”  and found 
Christ, he used to get drunk and beat his wife every 
Saturday; but that now his whole nature is so changed 
that he never even protests when she comes home and 
tries to belt Hell out of him.

Christianity must be in a pretty poor state when the 
Lord is thanked for sending us plagues equal to those 
with which he is supposed to have visited the Egyptians.

Thank Heaven for Hitler, and the Oxford Group Move­
ment, and the Salvation Army, and Doctor Buchman! 
Poor Heaven !

F. A. H ornibrook.

C o r r e s p o n d e n c e

O LIVER W EN D ELL HOLMES 

To tiie E ditor  oe the “  F reethinker  ”

Sir ,— There is nothing of importance to say about your 
leader in the Freethinker for August 8, for the simple 
reason that it speaks for itself in so cogent a manner, that 
criticism of any value would have to live up to a high 
literary standard.

One remark, however, if you have space for it, I should 
like to make. O. W. Holmes is ignored or contemned 
by the present “  superior ”  generation, especially the 
younger highbrows. I was delighted to notice your 
graceful allusion to this most lovable man who, had he 
been alive to-day, would undoubtedly have been one of 
us. Ilis “ date ”  allowed for, he seems to me head and 
shoulders above similar writers to-day.

G. Todiiunter.
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The Secular Society Ltd.,
Chairman : CHAPMAN COHEN 

Company Limited by Guarantee.

Registered Office: 68 Farriugdon Street, London, E.C.4 
Secretary: R .H. Rosetti.

This 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 enquiry. 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 tc 
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 £1, 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 
1917, 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, that 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. II. ROSETTI, 68 Farringdon Street, London, E.C.4.j Christianity, Slavery and Labour I
i 1V 1
I CHAPMAN COHEN j 1
I Cloth 2s. 6d. Postage 3d.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

I A Great Naturalist and Freethinker
l

I A Naturalist & Immortality
I An Essay on W. II. Hudson, by

\

\
)

l

I Price 2s. Postage 2d. j
-------- ----------------- -— •— -— •— ----------------- 4,

C-de-B

With artistic cover design

Price 2s.

Issued for the Secular Society, Limited, by 
the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon St., E.C.4 

LONDON



544 'THE FREETH IN KER

4 »

The Book Thai Shook The Churches

The Age Of Reason
TH O M AS PAIN E

With Critical Introduction by CH APM AN  COHEN

For more than Thirty Years Men and Women went to prison to vindicate the right to
publish and circulate this book

This is a complete edition of Paine’s immortal work, and covers, with introduction (44 pages), 25° 
pages of close type, well printed on good paper with portrait cover. Price 4d., postage i^d., or strongly 
bound in cloth with portrait on plate paper, is. 6d,, postage 3d.

This is the cheapest work ever published in the history of the Freethought Movement. No other 
book ever shook the Churches so thoroughly, and its wide circulation to-day will repeat the effect it pr°" 
duced more than a century ago. It is simple enough for a child and profound enough for a philosopher. 
Paine's book appealed to the people in 1794 ; it appeals to the public to day.

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

T o  H e l p  t l i e

■ t e s t  C  a  l i s l e
“ The. Churches and Modern Thought 
lias probably made more converts to 
Freethought than any other book 
except Thomas Paine’s A ge o f Reason.
....... One chapter of the famous work,
printed in bold type and covering over 
a hundred pages, is now being issued 
in revised and extended form under the 
title CONCERNING PROGRESSIVE  
REVELATION.” —  Literary Guide, 
November, 1936.

Inviting in its print, its brevity, its 
clarity, and its price, and packed with 
information practically unknown to 
and well calculated to startle the 
average man, this little book is ideal 
as a mind-opener for the million, and 
withal singularly convincing.
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