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View s and Opinions

L. Priestley and Life

*° the examples I gave last week of the extent to 
"'hich established religious teachings “  muddy ” 
thought, even with those who openly profess to have 
Sot rid altogether of religious beliefs, may be added 
111 passing some comments on an article which ap- 
heared in the Sunday Dispatch for November 6. The 
article is written by Mr. J. B. Priestley, the subject, 
' When I am dead,” and however much the article 

may serve its purpose in a newspaper which is con
cerned more with the circulation value of a name than 
"dli the soundness of the thinking displayed, it will 
certainly not enhance Mr. Priestley’s reputation as a 
Philosophic thinker. But the main idea of these 
Newspaper articles on such subjects as Mr. Priestley 
"'rites does not appear to be either a clarification 
°f thought, or an expression of reasoned conviction. 
* he main purpose seems to be that of saving one’s 

reputation as an “  advanced ”  thinker by rejecting 
soine very obvious absurdities in their customary his
toric forms, and then escaping the odium of being too 
heretical by reintroducing the rejected ideas in a 
Vague and laboured exposition.

Mr. Priestley, for example, with the exception of a 
few flirtatory comments on Mr. J. W. Dunne’s theory 
°f Time, which, so far as 1 understand it, has no 
necessary connexion whatever with what people 
Understand by immortality, professes no definite be
lief in a future life. So far he will please a certain 
section of the “  advanced ”  world. But there is the 
rest of the world, made up of Carlyle’s “  Mostly’s,”  
"'ho hold power in social circles, and these also must 
he considered. So what we get is a number of vague 
and quite unjustifiable objections to what Mr. Priest- 
fey calls “ Materialism,”  although exactly what he 
"leans by the term only he and God knows, and I 
have a suspicion that there is little use in applying to 
the first-named for information.

Y ea  and N ay
Take a sample of the dish served up by Mr. 

Priestley. He says: —

What is called my personality is, I know, a tem
porary allair. I am glad of it. I should hate an 
immortality of J. B. Priestley. I have known him only 
for 44 years, but I have had enough of him already. 
It is not for this bunch of habits and bag of tricks 
that I demand immortality.

So far, good, and I am sure everyone will admire the 
modesty that prevents Mr. Priestley demanding of 
nature he shall live for ever. Mr. Priestley evidently 
wishes to reserve for nature the right to apologize for 
some of its blunders by wiping them out. Mr. 
Priestley thinks the bunch of habits, etc., that 
passes for Mr. Priestley not worth preserving. 
At any rate he would “  hate ”  it, and therefore 
does not desire it. But now comes a problem. Mr. 
Priestley is represented by the bunch of habits that 
(shall we say?) masquerades as Mr. Priestley. There 
is, so far as we know, no other J.B.P. There is no 
other “  I ”  or “  you ”  distinct from bundles of habits 
bearing distinctive labels. If, for example, I had 
met a woman who was black instead of white, or if I 
had come across some curious non-sexed animal, it is 
not likely I should have married her. If I am to live 
again it must be I, if she is to live again it must be 
her. It is no use finding in the next world some “ I ” 
that is not the “  I ”  my family and friends are 
acquainted with and saying that is me. No one, not 
even the recording angel would be fooled in that way. 
If we live again “  I ”  must be “  I ”  and “  you ” 
must be “  you,”  not an unrecognizable, non-sexual, 
non-personal, inconceivable lump of— what? Mr. 
Priestley must recognize that if things change com
pletely they are not the same. I hope that is not too 
abstruse a point, and I pass to another statement. 
This makes me wonder whether J.B.P. agrees that if 
things arc different they are not the same; for, he 
says : —

There is in me, as there is in everybody, something 
that a few years of this life cannot possibly satisfy, 
and this something is easily the most important part 
of me. Sometimes it takes the form of vastly and 
oddly impersonal curiosity. At others it is a deep, 
feeling of admiration, well-wishing, love. At others 
it is a terrible hunger for beauty.

We are familiar with this aesthetic pulpit pose, and it 
is to be noted that it is not a hunger for a good dinner, 
or a good game, or a-good physical contest; that would 
be too material, and if one plans to live beyond the 
clouds, one must get used to a misty atmosphere.

But here’s the rub. Mr. J. B. Priestley would hate 
the thought of immortality. Good ! But the only 
J.B.P. we know is the J.B.P. who writes novels, and 
that is the only J.B.P. that J.B.P. himself knows. If 
I met a J.B.P. who could not write, and who had no
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resemblance to J.B.P. I should not know him. Nay, 
J.B.P. would not in such circumstances know him
self. But this J.B.P. who does not “  demand ”  im
mortality (modest man !) ends with fifty or sixty 
years of life, how, then, can he get to the next world 
where he is able to indulge in orgies of love and ad
miration and curiosity— but no games or struggles or 
beautifully cooked foods or delicious wines? He 
simply cannot have immortality and yet end at the 
grave. How does the bunch of tricks that is J.B.P. 
satisfy his desire to end life at the grave, because he 
hates the idea of the immortality of that bunch of 
tricks, and yet remain in existence to enjoy love, and 
admiration, and all the other super-aesthetical 
qualities? I am beginning to get quite dizzy. In 
this respect Mr. Priestley has me at a disadvantage. 
He only had to write something at so much a column. 
There his job ended. But I have got to try and 
understand it, and really that wants some doing. If 
I dare say it, I have a notion that Mr. Priestley’s long 
suit is neither logic nor common-sense; but in this I 
may be mistaken.

This further passage, again, appears to me to be 
an echo of familiar pulpit phrases written round a 
portrait of the writer sucking a pipe, with a look of 
one struggling with terrific problems; and it immedi
ately follows the passage just cited : —

If I thought there was nothing in the universe 
that could correspond to those needs (for love, 
beauty, etc.), that all was a silly illusion, I would 
consider it a crime to have helped to bring a child 
into the world, would see in every birth the begin
ning of another hopeless tragedy.

But if longing number one, that of not being con
demned to immortality is satisfied, why should, or 
how does, one live after death in order to indulge in 
this aforesaid debauch of beauty and admiration ? 
J.B.P. ought really to make up his mind whether he 
will put up with the immortality of himself, which he 
says he would “  hate,”  or whether he would sooner 
end with an earthly death, the thought of which, he 
says, embitters his existence and makes life a 
mockery. Not even Nature can gratify a man who 
cannot hold the same opinion about himself and his 
desires for the space of two newspaper paragraphs. 
To follow him is almost like trying to solve a cross
word puzzle without an alphabet. My head would 
be whirling if my lips were not smiling.

* *  ■ »

A n  O ld S to ry
Now let us take Mr. Priestley as a philosopher. He 

says: —•
It has always seemed to me that Materialists do not 

begin to understand those of us who oppose their 
view.

I am afraid I cannot plead guilty to that charge. On 
the contrary, it is, to me, as plain as daylight that the 
Materialist understands J.B.P.’s view better than he 
understands the view of the Materialist. It does not 
follow that because Mr. Priestley is able to string to
gether a few very, very old mis-statements about the 
Materialistic view of life, that he understands the 
question before him. Mr. Priestley actually under
stands neither himself nor his opponent. On the con
trary, he appears to be without that equipment which 
should l>e possessed by any educated man or woman 
who deals with this topic. Mr. Priestley says : —

What worries me about this Materialism Is that it 
promptly takes the sense and significance out of 
everything. You cheat sense and significance by 
saying that though the individual is doomed, we 
enjoy a sort of vogue immortality through the race 
or species. This will not do because obviously the 
race or species is hurrying towards final extinction.

How many thousand times has. this statement e 
made? It is one of the commonest and cheapest ex 
pressions of unenlightened egotism and religious nns 
understanding that the world holds.

To begin with, no Materialist has ever said, save * 
a mere figure of speech, that we, the individual, L'U 
joys any sort of immortality. It is what the i,K  ̂
vidual does that survives, woven into the texture o 
the race for good or ill. The question of whether t R 
individual exists for ever has nothing to do with t u. 
view. Mr. Priestley does not appear to grasp the sift 
nificance of this statement because his mind is clogPT 
by early and current religious teaching. The Pr0° 
that Mr. Priestley has no genuine understanding 0 
the question at issue is contained in the already quot  ̂
sentence that Materialism “  promptly takes the sense 
and significance out of everything.”  In the name ° 
all that is sensible, or even intelligible, why? 
this comes from a man who is at the same time voicing 
some cheaply popular ravings about the glory l) 
beauty, love, and so forth. Is love less love because 
the individual does not live forever ? Is a flower of
a sunset less beautiful because my eyes will not loo' 
at them for ever, or is the flower less perfumed be
cause it will one day wither to destruction ? 
would seem the plainest of truths that things are what 
they are, the consequences of action will remain what 
they are, whether I am able to observe them, or Pr2' 
sently cease being able to observe anything. It ,s 
said of an old French aristocrat that he set aside the 
consequences of the treatment of his serfs with the 
comment, “  After me the deluge.”  Mr. Priestley in 
his intense and unenlightened egotism (I am assum
ing that he really understands the “  sense and the 
significance ”  of what lie is saying) in the same 
vein as this aristocrat, says, unless I live for ever there 
is no sense or significance in anything. And this 
from a man who at the same time, with an adoption 
of the pose of being bored by- existence, says he wouhl 
hate an immortality of J. B. Priestley.

* * *

A  F e w  F a c ts
I trust Mr. Priestley will not think me impertinent 

if I venture to give him a hint as to the direction in 
which he should turn his thought if he has any real 
desire to understand the situation. The first point f°r 
him to note (I am now teaching, not arguing, because 
I am dealing with the basic facts of scientific in* 
vestigation) is that every thing, and every quality, Is 
in its development related to a specific environment- 
The shape and fragrance of flowers, the structure and 
functions of animals, the love between human beings 
— male and female, parent and child— patriotism) 
kindness or cruelty, admiration and curiosity, every
thing that one can think of has “  sense and signific
ance ” only in relation to a specific environment.

If Mr. Priestley were writing a novel he would re
cognize this. If he did not his book would be set 
aside as mere rubbish. And if he transferred one of 
his characters, say from a Yorkshire village to the 
middle of the City of London, he would recognb-e 
that he must allow for the new environment and its 
influence on the moulding of character. A  novel that 
does not consciously or unconsciously do this is mere 
rubbish.

Now a very important fact of the human environ
ment is that of death and birth. One is the comple
ment of the other, and it does not require a very pro
found thinker to realize that love rests solidly upon 
the fact that the individual is not made for eternal 
existence. Again, a great many of our qualities (1 
qualify the statement in order to make it the clearer) 
obviously rest upon the existence of a social environ
ment. Patriotism, loyalty, mutual help, admiration
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and so forth are clearly related to this fact. And being 
a novelist, Mr. Priestley should readily recognize that 

lie, in thought, transports the human animal into 
•m environment where death and birth do not exist, 
where the individual that exists in that new environ- 
nient does not resemble the individual that exists in 
this one, there will be a complete misfit. The 
qualities developed here will be of no use there. The 
•Jdl.P. that exists here cannot be the J.li.P. that exists 
there. So far as J.B.P. is concerned, he will cease to 
exist. Put if the next world does resemble this, the 
!ack of “ sense and significance”  will be as manifest in 
tt'at imaginary world of Mr. Priestley’s as it is in the 
Ieal °ne in which he now moves.

It is the same with the fatuous statement that a few 
>’ears of this life cannot possibly satisfy. Satisfaction 
depends entirely upon how one is built, and what one 
expects. If I have the stupid ambition merely to own 
several millions of pounds I shall not be contented 
"ith say ten thousand pounds. If I long for wings I 
shall not be satisfied with extra legs. But I do not be
lieve that any man or woman has, considered by it- 
self, a desire to live in some other world. Where a 
desire for more life exists it is life in this world that 
Is the referent. 'The other comes in as a kind of mis
understood substitute.

The truth is that Mr. Priestley represents the com
mon fact of a man who is still dominated by a number 

very primitive ideas, and has not shaken himself 
sufficiently free from them to appreciate the changed 
morld of knowledge in which we are living. He 
illustrates the common fact that we have tailed minds 
as well as tailed bodies, and that the persistence of 
*hese primitive ideas may often be found among 
[hose who consider themselves free and enlightened 
individuals. As I said last week, this phenomenon 
is to be found, not merely with those who are avow
r y  religious, but with those who are loudly non-re- 
lifiious, or even anti-religious. Mr. Priestley is a 
fine example of one with whom these primitive ideas 
linger, and who imagines that he is freed from them 
liccause they are not put in quite so primitive a form 
af> when they appear in the pulpit. The unearthing 
°f these half-buried absurdities is a very interesting 
study, and I will give more examples next week. For 
Hie moment I have to thank Mr. Priestley for having 
furnished me with so fine an illustration of my 
thesis. C hapman  C o iie n .

To a Chosen People

W here now the Teuton beast in fury strides, 
Where now he blindly follows evil guides, 
Where now his hapless victim lie derides,

Shall come a peace :
He sure of this,

That Justice in the heart of man abides.
Be sure of this, that there shall eotne a day 
When Justice armed will hold the beast at bay; 
If she be blind, she has a sword to s la y ;

It shall bring peace ;
Be sure of this,

The reign of violence will pass away.
The jackals that around the wild beast pressed, 
The Bonnets, Chamberlains and all the rest 
Who sing the praise of Hitler with such zest, 

W ill hold their peace :
Be sure of this,

Justice shall reign and all our world be blessed.
The time will come, indeed is coming now, 
When all the nations of the earth will bow 
Before the Rule of Law, and men will vow 

To live in peace :
Be sure of this,

That Justice bears this promise on her brow.
Bayard  S im mons.

The Valour of Voltaire

“ Voltaire was a stupendous power.” —John Morley.

“ Who saw life steadily and saw it whole.”
Matthew Arnold.

T he whole civilized world owes a deep debt to France 
for her continued support of intellectual liberty. 
French literature has been one blaze of splendid scep
ticism from the days of Abelard to those of Anatole 
France, but no man held the banner of reason higher 
than Voltaire. Indeed, Victor Plugo regarded Vol
taire as the champion of Freethought, and, in his fine, 
epigrammatic way, said: “  Voltaire smiled, Christ 
wept.”  And that smile of Voltaire cost him dear, for 
none has been more hated, none more reviled by 
priests. The reason is not far to seek. He attacked 
bigotry and superstition, not in the dry fashion of 
professors, writing for other professors, but with wit 
and pleasantry which survive the winnowing of gen
erations. He made priests appear ridiculous as well 
as odious, and those who felt the sting of his lash 
denounced him as Anti-Christ, whose writings all 
should avoid as they would a plague. All whose in
terests were bound up with Orthodoxy stigmatized 
Voltaire as a scoffer, railing at all things sacred.

In his own time this jaundiced view of Voltaire was 
very prevalent. Doctor Johnson, not at all a bad- 
liearted man, has voiced this prejudice. In conversa
tion with Boswell he said, “ Rousseau, sir, is a very 
bad man. I would sooner sign a sentence for his trans
portation than that of any felon who has gone from 
the Old Bailey these many years. Yes, I should like 
to have him work in the plantations.”  “  Sir, do yon 
think him as bad a man as Voltaire?” inquired Bos
well. “  Why, sir,’ ’ returned the doctor, “  it is diffi
cult to settle the proportion of iniquity between 
them.”  In artistic circles one meets similar abuse. 
Sir Joshua Reynolds, in one of his most popular pic
tures, introduced Voltaire as the personification of 
sophistry. The clergy made Voltaire into an Aunt 
Sally. He was the helot of thousands of homilies, 
and served to point morals past counting. The priests 
lied so lustily and to such purpose that whole genera
tions of stupid Christians firmly believed that Vol
taire was personally responsible for the excesses of the 
French Revolution.

In England there is still great prejudice against 
Voltaire, which only sheer ignorance can excuse. 
The shouts of friends and foes still fill the troubled 
air, and the dust of controversy is blinding. One 
turns with relief from hooks about Voltaire by enemies 
and partisans alike to his own letters and writings. 
Here one finds tlie real man, no mere jester, but a 
sensitive nature, bent on the destruction of cruelty 
and intolerance, and striking with all his strength at 
the superstition of which these vices are the outcome. 
His keen eyes saw the barbarism entwined with 
Christianity. He Saw it was essential that such a re
ligion should be proved detestable and ridiculous. 
Men, lie said, will not cease to he persecutors until 
they have ceased to he absurd; and, more than any 
other man, he caused the European world to smile at 
its own absurdities.

“  Aye, sharpest, shrewdest steel that ever stabbed
Imposture, through the armor-joints to death.”

Voltaire’s motto was “  Straight to the fact.”  He 
brought, smilingly, all religions to the test of truth 
and common-sense. Was it true or not that Omni
potence had chosen Oriental barbarians as his peculiar 
people? Was “  God ’ ’ horn of a virgin? Did Jesus, 
indeed, ascend from the earth “  like a balloon?”  To 
ask these questions, and to cross-examine priests, was 
to provoke laughter. Voltaire was not a mei;e
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mocker, hut a man of serious aims. He had profound 
convictions, and employed his wit as a weapon. There 
is no case of Voltaire mocking at any men who lived 
good lives. He did not jibe at the English Quakers, 
but he was merciless when he attacked the murderous 
priests of France, who invoked the laws to destroy 
their opponents. A  Protestant pastor, Rochette, was 
hanged for merely exercising his functions in Langue
doc. The Protestant, Calas, was broken on the wheel 
because his son was found dead, and someone said 
that the father had killed him to prevent him turning 
Catholic. Even women and children were not 
spared. Calas’s widow and children were put to the 
torture. La Barre, a lad of eighteen, was condemned 
on the charge of mutilating a crucifix, to have his 
tongue and right hand cut off, and then be burnt 
alive, a sentence which was commuted to decapita
tion. It was Voltaire, the Freethinker, who exposed 
these jtrdicial murders. “  This is the country of the 
St. Bartholomew massacre,”  he burst out. The 
whole man kindled into a blaze of indignation to des
troy such infamies. It was another Freethinker, 
Emile Zola, who did similar service to the poor Jew, 
Alfred Dreyfus. Such things will never fade from 
the memory of men, for they add to the glory and 
dignity of mankind.

Voltaire was well equipped for his battle with 
Priestcraft. A  perfect master of language, he wrote 
with the ease with which a bird trills out his song. 
His versatility was marvellous. “  Monsieur Multi
form was his witty name for D ’Alembert, and he 
himself had an equal right to it. In the eighty vol
umes of his collected writings, he has excelled as his
torian, poet, essayist, thinker, humorist, tale-teller, 
letter-writer, and critic. So fascinating has been his 
appeal to literary men that there is a Voltaireau tradi
tion in style. Macaulay, one of the most omnivorous 
of readers, selected Voltaire’s works for his reading 
on his lengthy sea-voyage to India.

Among Voltaire’s works Candide is the most char
acteristic. It is also the wittiest book in the world. 
Nowhere has he displayed to such advantage his ex
traordinary genius. The news of the awful horrors 
of the dreadful earthquake at Lisbon, in which 40,000 
people lost their lives, roused Voltaire like a blow in 
the face. lie  cast his protest in a masterpiece 
amongst masterpieces. He brought out all his 
batteries at once, and he faced the foe and withered 
the cheap, current, convenient optimism. Yet Vol
taire himself was actually sixty-four years of age when 
he wrote it; a time when most men are dreaming of 
slippered ease. The story of Candide is, briefly, that 
of a young man brought up in the belief that this is 
the best of all possible worlds. He meets with a hun
dred adventures, each of which gives it the lie direct. 
Life is a doubtful bargain, but one can make the best 
of it. That is the moral of Candide, that is the ver
dict of a very remarkable man. “  What I know,” 
says Candide, “ is that we must cultivate our garden.” 
The advice has become proverbial in many languages. 
In the last resort, “  with close-lipped patience for our 
only friend,”  be it remembered that Voltaire’s philo
sophy. was Secularistic.

Voltaire was an apostle of sanity, of clear thinking. 
In this he resembled Socrates, and ho one can pay him 
greater tribute. His swift, live brain anticipated 
modern thought. In an ignorant age he accepted the 
view of man’s savage origin. He derived the belief 
in ghosts from dreams, and discerned the admixture 
of magic with early religions. He even stated the 
population question; and saw through the central 
myths of the Christian Bible in a pre-scientific age.

p'or sixty years Voltaire waged unending war 
against Priestcraft, and when he died the clergy re
fused him burial, hoping that he would be thrown

into the gutter like the famous actress, Adrienne <ĉ  
couvrier. But he had carved his name too deeply 
his country’s roll of honour, and his remains now 
rest beneath the dome of the Pantheon, the facat e 0 
which glows with the splendid words: —

“ Aux grands homines la patrie recoimaisante.

Here he sleeps undisturbed by priests, and by b1? 
side rests the ashes of Rousseau. Shoulder 
shoulder, these great soldiers of the Army of Huivm 
Emancipation rest in their magnificent tombs.

“ With the sound of those they wrought for,
And the feet of those they fought for,
Echoing round their tombs for evermore.”

M im nerm cS-

“ The Catholic Herald” and the 
Ninth Commandment

Prof-

I n the issue of the Catholic Herald of September 23. 
on p. 3, is an article w hich is typ icak o f the religi°lis 
attitude towards the moral code of Christianity. _

In May last Professor G. E. G. Catlin was inyitet 
to join the Committee of Honour of the Internation-1 
Freethought Congress to take place in September, 
193S. He assented, with one condition. This was 111 
his own words, “  that I am correctly informed about 
the nature of the Russian delegation,’ ’ which, he bar 
been told, was “  for the repression of all other vien? 
save these of Lenin’s within the Communist Party ifl 
Russia.”  The Professor was given such a reply that 
he wrote on June 1, thanking me for the “  very fl,U 
and frank explanation.”  Towards the end of July be 
wrote saying that he wished to attend the Congress 
Dinner on September 12.

A Catholic journalist apparently attacked 
Catlin for supporting Communists by lending his name 
to the Committee of Honour of the Congress, and the 
Professor, wishful to make his situation clear, sent 
a copy of the letter of invitation and one of his answer 
to the Catholic Herald.

Lo, here a miracle ! The Professor’s letter under
went a remarkable metamorphosis. “  T he man WH° 
INDICTED ATHEIST CONGRESS is put Oil GODI.ESS COM
MITTEE of h o n o u r ,”  is the heading given to the 
Catholic Herald article. This includes three false 
statements. Firstly Professor Catlin had not “  in* 
dieted ”  the Congress. Secondly, the Congress was 
not an “ Atheist”  one, and thirdly the Committee of 
Honour was not “  Godless,”  save in so far as there 
were no deities invited to join it.

I11 the second sentence of this article, one in capi
tals, it is said that the Professor “  completely boy
cotted ”  the Congress. If to write saying that be 
looks forward “  with great pleasure to being present 
at your Dinner on the 12th, at 6.30 p.m.,”  is a com
plete boycott, the word has changed its meaning re
cently. The statement looks more like a complete 
“  Catholic truth.”

The Catholic Herald's fourth sentence runs: “  lie 
(Professor Catlin) has explained he cannot consider 
as a 1fee-tliinking meeting, one which he understand? 
is planned to repress all opinions other than those of 
Lenin.’ Professor Catlin never wrote me anythin? 
of the sort. This was a double-barrelled inexacti
tude. Not only were words given to the Professor 
which he did not use, but the implication was that 
the Congress was planned to repress all opinions other 
than those of Lenin. That was why we had in oW 
Manifesto the paragraph declaring that the World 
Union is the enemy of all totalitarianism,”  why We 
had statements such as these made at the Congress,
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the present abominations in Germany, Italy and 
Russia are perpetrated, not in the name of God, but 
|n the name of the State ”  (H. W. Nevinson) : “  the 
imposition of an official orthodoxy is always a men
ace, whether the orthodoxy be Christian or Hindu, 
Communist or Nazi ”  (Dr. Julian Huxley); and many 
others in the same vein. The Congress was free- 
thinking and free-speaking. The only demand made
for co-operation with Catholics came from thex -------V V X C J i  v ^ a t J i o i i y o
Russian Union of Militant Atheists (!)

The Catholic Herald goes on to declare that “  a 
short reply ”  was sent to the Professor, who was “ not 
at all satisfied that was why lie wrote, on June 1, 
'hanking me for the “  very full and frank explana
tion.” What a shocking distortion this Catholic 
Paper serves up in place of the truth, this journal, 
"Rich claims in its headlines to “  Give Reliable In
formation,”  and “  To Set Forth Sound Christian 
Principles of Life ”  (The Aims for which Pius NT. 
Hlessed the Catholic Herald).

In the table of contents on page 1 this article is re
ferred to thus “  How the Godless got supporters. Pro
fessor reveals the truth.”

Professor Catlin had in the meantime gone to New 
Tork. When the matter was brought to his notice 
l'e sent me a letter to he published in the “  Herald,”  
correcting the deliberate misrepresentation of his cor
respondence. This was incorporated in a brief letter 
to the Editor and sent on October 18. It brought back 
tills reply : —

Many thanks for your letter of October 18. Wliat 
We published on September 16 (23) was only the cor
respondence sent us by Professor Catlin, together 
with very short comments quite naturally arising 
from it.

I don’t feel that I should publish Professor Cat- 
lin ’s letter to yourself just because you sent it to me. 
I am, however, perfectly willing to publish anything 
sent by Professor Catlin himself to the Catholic 
Herald.

Yours truly,

M. de i.a Bedoyere.

A copy of this was sent on to the Professor, who re
plied stating his readiness to ask for my letter to be 
inserted in the Catholic Herald.

It is to be noted that the Editor found the “ short 
comments quite naturally arising from it,”  when not 
one of the comments was a truthful one.

C. B rad lau gii B o n n er .

Beliefs—Hot and Cold

R fr ie n d  of long standing, and an excellent friend 
Withal, complains of my cold belief. I do not feel it 
to be chilly, and I have not felt Christian beliefs, in 
any of their metamorphoses, to be particularly warm, 
Unless there are, indeed, radiations to be picked up 
from a belief in a hot Hell. But is it meant that a be
lief is to be given house room because of its comfort- 
"ig qualities? We may be influenced in the choice 
°f an hotel because we see it advertises Water, h. & c., 
1,1 bedrooms. Pity it is that so many pick a belief on 
Precisely the same basis. They want a comforting 
belief— Christianity is h., Secularism is c. So they 
choose the h. item as the suitable belief for them.

The belief, however, that it is hot on the top of 
Mount Everest does not make it hot there. The be
lief that it is cold, does not make it cold there. 
There is even a strong common-sense argument that 
it must be warmer on the sumihit of Everest than it 
is on a lower plane because it is nearer the sun. It is 
cold at the top of Mount Everest all the same. So

mountain climbers look facts in the face, and, when 
they intend climbing, see to it that they increase their 
amount of clothing. They find comfort in facing the 
facts, and much more than one kind of comfort. 
There are, strange though it may appear to some, 
people in the world who derive comfort in propor
tion to their loyalty to the facts. The chilliest of be
liefs to them is that one that has been allowed house- 
room because it comforts, but of which one is not 
quite sure as to its validity. One often seeks the mul
titude in such cases, and hides oneself in the middle 
of them. There is much comfort in the kindly chorus. 
But there comes the moment when pne is alone and 
one realizes that one has been picking a belief in the 
same way as one picks a nosegay. Is it not beautiful ? 
Yes, there is such a thing as a beautiful nosegay. 
Even the secularist may appreciate a beautiful thing. 
He tries, in fact, to bring more nosegays into the 
business of living. He knows that with nosegays 
circulating there goes a better disposition; people are 
more inclined to put themselves into the other man’s 
place, they show less inclination to fight, to rob, to 
lie, in order that they shall have the nosegays and 
other people have none.

The persons who confine their activities to this 
woijd and do not bother about their souls, are as litttle 
inclined as anyone to exaggerate the value of being 
alive. They see quite plainly the doubtful blessing 
life is. They see, however, much more than that. 
They see its potentialities. They see warmth in 
human life, and would extend it. They see brutality 
and would counter it. They see injustice and would 
replace it by justice. A  slow job, perhaps, but a job 
which, whatever it appear to the pious, is capable of 
inducing a glow. Religionists can get a glow, so 
they tell us, by contemplating their immortal souls. 
For them a good time is coming— a good time when 
they are dead— and they glow in anticipation. 
Well, belief in this good time will not make it, and the 
more people there are who grow warm by contemplat
ing the route through the theological maze into the 
Gorgeous Summerland, the colder and colder it gets 
for this poor planet of ours.

Why should a person who has got his soul in order 
bother about this vale of tears? He is sure he has 
backed the winning sect? True, he doesn’t care 
much for his brother who tells him he has got into the 
wrong bus. Ile'often, indeed, tries to hit this brother 
very hard on the head. You see it is such an import
ant matter which is the correct bus. Those who have 
cold beliefs look round and marvel at the warmth our 
religious friends can generate in trying to exterminate 
those who serve up what they consider a wrong pre
scription for the soul. O, Happy Household of 
Faith !

Let the believer divest himself of his Happy Land 
Above just for one moment and confine his considera
tions to here and now. What is there of fire in this 
world that the secularist cannot equally derive com
fort from ?

The world remains with its winters and homes and 
firesides, where grow and bloom the virtues of our x 
race. A ll these are le ft ; and music, with its sad and 
thrilling voice, and all there is of art and song and 
hope and love and aspiration high. A ll these re
main.

Yes, replies the Christian, but what about Malice 
and Envy, Injustice and Intolerance? Disease in its 
myriads of forms bringing desolation to hundreds of 
thousands of homes, Poverty which causes frail 
bodies and, still worse, sadness and bitterness of 
spirit? Selfish people, who think the main end of ex
istence is to have the ability to eat cake, to wear costly 
raiment, and to “  show off,”  though countless thou
sands mourn? What about our Modern Torque-
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madas? What about tliose who would trade on rela
tive ignorance and defend their profits as their pre
scriptive right? It is a cold, world. There is no 
hope in it, and you would make it unbearable by tak
ing away the bright day which is coming.

One remembers some of those without souls, who 
did not believe that the world was a picnic, but be 
lieved, all the same, that we should cultivate our gar
den; who believed that we should spend time in pull
ing up some of the weeds. One remembers Voltaire 
who tweaked Imposture by the beard, who looked for 
Injustice, and fought it, whenever he found a con
crete case;1 one remembers Zola,2 who flung him 
self into a fight against the Infamous Things of the 
Earth, in his battle for the persecuted Jew, Dreyfus; 
one remembers Ronald Ross in this world of “  com
fort,”  spending his years hunting out the Malari 
bacillus and obtaining honour without bread. One 
remembers the unbelieving Curies intent on their 
discovery of radium. One remembers Colonel In- 
gersoll, whose life was a thing of beauty, and who did 
his share towards devising a technique of living, 
quite content to let his soul take its chance. He 
sought from life “  sounds and sweet airs that give 
delight and hurt not.”

Something of warmth surely had these people? 
Something of warmth, surely, they have generated in 
others? And if life is not worth living, if this life 
end all, what are we going to do about it? Can we 
not find sufficient live coals here at which we can 
warm our hands? Is not life something warmer 
and richer to-day because of the efforts of those who 
have looked at it, seen its troubles, and tried to miti
gate them ? Jain to-morrow never brought into ex
istence the purring of a kitten, the smile of happy 
recognition on the face of a friend. Jam to-morrow 
never set a broken limb. What is good, what is 
warm, in this world, is of the earth, earthy. It can 
be a better earth, a warmer dime, if we only throw 
aside narcotics, and concentrate on the Here and 
New. There is something of inspiration in this as 
well; although it may possibly surprise the soulful.

T. H. E l st o b .

1 O11 Voltaire’s tomb in the l ’antheon appears hut one 
phrase to commemorate this remarkable man : lie defended 
Calas, Sirven, de la Bar re, Montbailly. To those who would 
consider this epitaph inapt, we would say : book around !

- " In him lived for a moment the conscience of human
ity.”  .Inatolc France.

Religion and the Industrial 
Revolution in England

1. -The O pium  D ealers

R elig io u s  ideas, like all other ideas, do not drop, 
manna-like from heaven. They are part of the ideo
logical complement of definite social and economic 
systems; they change as the system changes, flourish
ing or decaying, or taking on strange, warped forms, 
as they seek to adapt themselves to changing circum
stances— much as the gorse has evolved from a trefoil- 
bearing, unarmed plant, into' a prickly bush, or deep- 
set creatures have lost their eves from lack of need and 
use of sight, and plant-lice are the descendants of , 
higher insects which have degenerated to their present 
low level through the excessive abundance of their ' 
food. Perhaps no period of history more aptly illus-' 
trates these remarks than those years covered by the 
Industrial Revolution in England— say from 1760 to 
1832. J. L. Hammond and Barbara Hammond, in ‘ 
their trilogy of valuable books dealing with that

period give a host of illustrative facts, a few of "'hid'

of the
I should like to quote in this paper.

Eet 11s divide our inquiry into the religion 
period, into two parts. First let us consider how it 
was used as “  the opium of the working-class ’’—as 
the Bolsheviks have very aptly termed it— and secorn 
how the dreadful industrial conditions which the 
Revolution brought into existence fostered aiu 
moulded the growth of Methodism.

For an account of the hideous conditions 
rhich the industrial population existed during

under
this

period, I must refer you to any work on Industrial His 
tory : the whole of my space might easily be given t° 
the description, were I  to essay the task of describing 
those conditions. Suffice it must, to say that the men. 
women, and children of the working-class led lives » 
dull, dreary, drudgery, ill-clad, under-fed, and denied 
all the higher aesthetic and intellectual amenities of 
life— lives compared to which the existence of a slave 
111 Imperial Rome must have been beatific. »Snial 
wonder, then, that with the ideas of liberty am 
equality that the French Revolution had just loosed 
upon an astounded and angry world of cultured, easy- 
living leisured class that they should see to it that one 
of the prime lessons that religion taught was that o 
subordination and discipline. “  The rich and p°°r 
were equal in the sight of God, but the effective recog
nition of equality was to come in another world. Hi 
this world the poor were not to presume on that prin
ciple : they were to learn patience and gratitude. 1 i*c 
Evangelical religion made a special feature of grati
tude. Wilberforce* used to carry about, for use in 
meditation and prayer, a list of advantages for which 
lie owed gratitude to Providence, such as his rank in 
life, his parents, his home, and in particular his good 
fortune in being born in the country and age that 
combined the greatest measure of temporal comforts 
and of spiritual privileges . . . the philanthropy ot 
the rich, like the political economy of the day, helped 
to reconcile the conscience of the upper classes to a 
servile standard for the poor. For resignation was the 
message of religion . . .”  (The Town Laboured,
1760-1832, J. L. Hammond and Barbara Hammond)- 

Nowhere is this attitude more clearly indicated than 
in the writings of Hannah More (17745-1833). “  1,1
the year 1789 Wilberforce was taken to see the famous 
Cheddar cliffs, but the beauties of nature were quite 
overshadowed in his mind by the poverty and squalor 
that he encountered in the neighbourhood. O11 his
return he urged the sisters More to attempt the motL * l g L . L  1 L i l t  3 1 » L t l &  J . U U 1 C  L O  «I l I t  111J ) L l i l t  liiL/.al
reclamation of the district, and they took up the task 
with great fervour and determination. They started 
Sunday-schools and Women’s Benefit Clubs in several 
villages. These they managed despotically, and they 
used to pay periodical visits to see that their teachers 
and pupils had not lapsed from virtue and Bible read
ing, and to address the villages in a series °f 
charges. . . .

“  The conditions of these villages was such that one 
of them was popularly known as Botany Bay or Little 
Hell. In one place Hannah More mentions that the 
wages are a shilling a day; in another that two hundred 
people are crammed into nineteen hovels. Of another 
parish she writes : I will only add that we have one 
large parish of miners so poor that there is not one 
creature in it that can give a cup of broth if it would 
save a life. Of course, they have nothing human to 
look to but us. The clergyman, a poor saint, told 
me, when we set up our schools there twenty-five years 
ago, that eighteen had perished that winter of a putrid 
fever, and he could not raise a sixpence to save a lif*2- 
Nowhere perhaps was there a better illustration of tl'»

* \\ ilberforce, of course, played a great part in the aboli
tion of slavery.
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£>reat process described in this volume, the exploita
tion, that is, of the mass of a race by the classes hold
ing economic and political power. Now the sisters 
More were benevolent women, who put themselves to 
Ŝ eat trouble and discomfort out of pity for these vill
ages, and yet from beginning to end of the illendip 
Annals there is not a single reflection on the persons 
or system responsible for these conditions. It never 
^ems to have crossed the minds of these philanthro
pists that it was desirable that men and women should 
have decent wages, or decent homes, or that there was 
something wrong with the arrangements of a society 
that left the mass of the people in this plight. This 
15 their comment on the overcrowded glass workers in 
the nineteen hovels : ‘ Both sexes and all ages herding 
together: voluptuous beyond belief. The work of a 
glass-house is an irregular thing, uncertain, whether 
by day or by n ight: not only infringing upon man’s 
rest, but constantly intruding upon the privileges of 
the Sabbath. The wages high, the eating and drink- 
hig luxurious— the body scarcely covered, but fed 
with dainties of a shameful description. The high 
building of the glass-houses ranged before the doors 
°f these cottages— the great furnaces roaring— the 
swearing, eating and drinking of these half-dressed, 
black-looking beings gave it a most infernal and 
horrible appearance. One, if not two, joints of the 
finest, meat were roasting in each of these little hot 
kitchens, pots of ale standing about, and plenty of early 
delicate-looking vegetables.’ Thus the guilty in this 
scheme of civilization are not the persons who neglect 
1° provide the decencies of . life, and housing and 
education for the men and women by whose labour 
they become rich, but the voluptuous glass-workers 
who feed their bodies on shameful dainties and enjoy 
delicate-looking vegetables and joints of the finest 
meat. The employers and gentry are sometimes 
blamed, it is true, in these pages, but they are only 
blamed for their want of sympathy with the efforts of 
the More sisters to teach religion. They are nowhere 
blamed for ill-treating their dependants, or told that 
they have any duties to them except the duty of en
couraging them to listen to Hannah More on the im
portance of obedience, and on the claims to their re
gard and gratitude of a Providence that had lavished 
such attention upon them.”  {Ibid).

Another passage in The Mcndip Annals : A Narra
tive of the Charitable Labours of Hannah and Martha 
■ 'lore, refers to the parish of Blagdon, where a woman 
was “  condemned to death for attempting to begin a 
riot and purloining some butter from a man who 
offered it for sale at a price they thought unreason
able.”  The churchwarden and overseer of the parish 
invited the two sisters to found a Sunday-school there; 
Which they did, with “  the gratifying result ”  as the 
Hammonds scathingly comment, “  that they were 
able to report a few months later that many of the 
Pupils ‘ understood tolerably well the first twenty 
chapters of Genesis.’ ”  Neither of the devout couple 
have any comment to make concerning the barbaric 
sentence which gave them this opportunity of still 
further spreading themselves, and “  uplifting ”  the 
masses. But, it would be unfair to them to suspect 
them of being deliberate humbugs. They were 
simply the victims of a perverted set of ideas.

W . H. M o r r is .
{To be concluded)

I.o, how a man ought to take heed, lest he overween- 
inglv follow vulgar opinions, which should be measured 
by the rule of reason and not by common report.

Montaigne.

Acid Drops

On November 9, Mr. Chamberlain, speaking at the 
Lord Mayor’s banquet, said that we could all settle down 
to a peaceful and happy Christmas. This peaceful and 
happy time was made possible by the semi-secret agree
ment with Hitler at Munich. It depended also upon Mr. 
Chamberlain’s'child-like confidence in Hitler’s honesty, 
truthfulness, and a genuine desire for a real peace. 
But less than forty-eight hours after the delivery of Mr. 
Chamberlain’s praise of his own efforts, Hitler and his 
mob crossed the t ’s and dotted the I ’s of the Guildhall 
speech. And the annotation is such that it has roused a 
cry of horror throughout the civilized world— we except 
some of the members of the Cabinet, the German-fed 
British Fascists, and similar products of decadence. Their 
anxiety to keep some form of Fascism in existence is 
plain to all impartial observers.

Consider the situation. A  Jewish lad of 17, driven 
desperate by the ill-treatment of his parents by the 
Nazis, shot and killed, in Paris, a German official. 
Before the death of the official the Hitler gang 
publicly proclaimed that, should the wounded man 
die reprisals would be made upon the whole 
of the 600,000 Jews in Germany. The official 
died and the German Government kept its promise in 
the only direction in which one may count on it doing 
so— by an exhibition of a planned robbery, outrage, and 
arson such as the modern world has never before seen. 
The accounts in the newspapers, not by any means ex
haustive in their scope— we except such papers as the 
Evening News, the Sunday Dispatch, the Daily Mail, 
the Observer, and other supporters of Fascism, which 
have been strikingly subdued in their comments on the 
outrage— have made known what has occurred. 600,000 
Jews have had their homes invaded, their shops looted, 
some beaten to death, many thousands carted off to 
prison, large numbers have simply “  disappeared,”  and 
in one day in Vienna, 20 Jews committed suicide.

One need not pile up the horrors. The “  Pogrom ” 
was carefully arranged. One of the Nazi gang of degen
erates, Goebbels, has denied that the outrage was more 
than the spontaneous indignation of the mob— his own 
words were justifiable and righteous indignation of the 
German people.”  “ Spontaneous,”  when reprisals were 
threatened before the official died. When the sadistic 
orgy of brutality and robbery broke out in most of the 
towns in Germany at the same hour, were conducted in 
the same way at every place, with the police standing by 
watching the riot of robbery and ill-treatment, and when 
Hitler had only two or three days before said that there 
was only one opinion in Germany— his, and that the 
whole of the German people were solidly with him, and 
when not a word of condemnation had been heard from 
any of the rulers of Germ any! None but Mr. Chamber- 
lain, who has publicly professed his trust in H itler’s 
honesty and truthfulness, can even pretend to swallow 
that lie.

liven this is not the end. Since it has been officially 
decreed that hereafter no Jew is to be permitted to en
gage in trade or commerce in Germany, and, moreover, 
if any agitation for the better treatment of the Jews in 
Germany is carried on in other countries, the whole 
600,000 of German Jews will suffer for it. That is strictly 
acting up to the Fascist rule in both Italy and German}-, 
where parents afie imprisoned and ill-treated because 
their children have escaped the terror, and children be
cause their parents have escaped. We sincerely hope 
that this advice will be ignored. The Jews in Germany 
cannot be treated worse than is at present the case, and 
if the Jews are massacred wholesale that would be an 
act of kindness compared with their continuing to live 
under such a rule. A  general massacre would be an act 
of humanity compared with living the life of degradation 
and slow torture to which the brutes who rule Gcrmany 
have condemned all the German Jews There is neither 
profit nor dignity in living under certain conditions.
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Russia, in the bad old days, had its occasional pog
roms. But these were occasional, and when over there 
were periods of rest. But for cold-blooded, calculated 
brutality, the world has seen nothing to compare with 
the conduct of these semi-insane criminals who rule the 
German people. It is useless saying that it is not our 
business how Germany treats its people. It is every
body’s business when such an outrage on human decency 
is committed. We recall that in the case of one of the 
Russian pogroms— Kishniev, we think, the British 
Government entered a protest to the Russian Govern
ment. Is it quite outside our interests to make some 
sort of a protest to Germany ? Even Mr. Chamberlain 
should find his faith in Hitler a little weak after what 
has happened, and Lord H alifax might forego his hunt
ing jaunts with Goering. Or why not turn a few hunt- 
dred Jews loose in Germany and let Lord H alifax and 
other British admirers of Hitler rule, hunt them in
stead of harmless animals ? It would at least show some 
kind of moral courage, even though it was the kind of 
moral courage illustrated by unashamed and undiluted 
villainy.

Only a few days ago some of our newspapers were 
“  kiteflying ”  in the form of a suggestion that Goering 
might pay a semi-official visit to London. We hope that 
our “  righteous and justifiable indignation ”  will pre
vent that being done, and that even the promise that all 
is right because we have “  peace,”  a Chamberlain- 
Hitler-Peace, may be too dearly punished. Or if Goer
ing, why not Goebbels and Hitler and Streicher, we may 
as well swallow the whole dose while we are about it. 
We see it reported that a protest has been made to Berlin 
on the filthy abuse heaped by Hitler on Eden and 
Churchill. We hope that has been done -very respect
fully, and that in no way have the delicate feelings of 
Goering and Hitler been hurt. After doing so much for 
Hitler, it would be a pity to undo what has been done by 
protesting against Eden and Churchill being bracketed 
as warmongers engaged in an international Jewish plot 
against Germany.

As we said two or three weeks ago, the one rule for 
every British subject who has a genuine detestation of 
villainy and cold blooded brutality, is that no kind of 
friendly intercourse with Germany should be maintained 
while the present kind of rule continues. One cannot 
moralize a bully by submission, or satisfy a blackmailer 
by paying instalments. If the German people are kept 
in ignorance as to the real state of opinion in England, 
it is useless depending upon visits of politicians who say 
nothing against German rule, who profess their admira
tion for and trust in German leaders, and so leave the 
people with an altogether false idea of the situation. 
Already there is a growing number of people in Germany 
who arc dissatisfied with the Hitler rule. That number 
would have been very considerably augmented had 
Hitler’s bluff been called, or if his generals had been 
foolish enough to permit him to go to war. But now that 
this has been altered and Hitler given control over the 
whole of Central and Eastern Europe, the remaining 
method— unless Hitler being now in a stronger posi
tion than ever he was, forces war on Europe— is to make 
the German people realize by our conduct and the con
duct of others, that there is a limit to the brutality and 
robbery and assassination that the world will stand with
out showing at least its moral disgust.

But after all why should anyone lie surprised at these 
murderous outrages in Germany? No one, but Mr. 
Chamberlain ought to be surprised, and his childlike 
confidence in Hitler and his gang is one of the bright 
spots on a dark outlook. But what this gang is doing in 
Germany now is only in line with what it has done ever 
since it achieved power. It began its career by setting 
fire to its own House of Parliament, in order to find an 
excuse for killing and torturing Socialists, Freethinkers 
and Communists. Thalemann, the leader of the Com
munists, has beeu in prison for over five years without 
being brought to trial. Over five years of slow torture. 
'1'he Chancellor of an independent nation, Austria, is

, I938

lying in prison, without trial, charged with not obeying 
orders issued by Hitler, head of another State. The 
assassins of Dolfuss are canonized as martyrs. Horst 
W eisel, plainly a sexual degenerate of a marked criniin* 
type, has also been canonized and made the theme of a 
national hymn. Since the establishment of Hitler its 
history has been one long record of murder, assassina
tion, arson, lying, robbery and outrage, such as 
no other country the world has known can pro
duce. W hy then be surprized at this whole
sale robbery and torture of the Jews? It is in 
line with the Nazi record. And only our innocent 
Mi. Chamberlain still insists that Hitler is a gentleman 
whose word m ay be taken, and who has no ill-will to
wards England— so long as we do not elect a Government

- • busilyof which he disapproves, and so long as he is so
engaged in gobbling up other small nations, that h 
would be dangerous for him openly to attack this 
country.

By way of retort to British criticism of the German 
biutality, German papers are offering a “ compromise- 
They are printing accounts of British misdeeds in a" 
paits of the world, but offer to cease if English papers 
cease exposing them. This means, ‘ ‘ If you stop lying 
about us or exposing- us, we will stop lying about, or ex
posing, you.”  We should not be surprised if the com
promise is accepted.

No one will question the ability of General Smuts. The 
greater pity it is that he should m ix wise observation 
with quite foolish religious observations. In a recent 
broadcast on the “  Crisis,”  he said that we had been 
very near the abyss of war, but by “ God’s mercy” we had 
been saved. What a pity- it is that God’s mercy did not 
operate by preventing us getting so near the “ abyss- 
It reminds one of a brute of a man holding a child over 
an open furnace, and after frightening it nearly to death 
putting it back on the ground. Such mercy would have 
secured any- human being a term of imprisonment- 
General Smuts also thinks that Mr. Chamberlain had 
been “  providentially guided ”  in his “  peace pact.”  As 
the guidance consisted in giving Hitler all he wanted, 
and at the same time asking him to consider what else he 
required, it hardly needed “  Providence ”  to get this 
end. A ny House of Commons official might have done 
as well.

The Religious Film Society advertises the exhibition 
of a film depicting the Life (and Death) of Jesus Christ 
(at Besant Hall of all places). It is called why pAI.kS- 
TINE? Not having seen the film we do net know the 
R .F .S .’s answer, if any, to their own question. We can 
only guess that it was because Palestine never was a civ
ilized land, it was always the scene of bloody warfare, it 
had no libraries, no universities, and very inferior sup
plies of “ milk and honey.”  It was just the sort of soil 
where one would expect deities to be born (and flourish 
on the local ignorant fanaticism and credulity).
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G. s. Smelters writes from Riga (Latvia), after read- 
m8 <>ur twelve Pamphlets for the People, “ I can’t help 
sending you my unreserved congratulations on your 
having done the job so admirably. They are little master
pieces; honest, persuasive, scientific thinking.”  thanks; 
"e  hope to add more to the list shortly.

n- W. Cannings.—We have had many letters commending 
the advice given recently in the notes on “  The Force of 
Social Coercion,”  with suggestions as to its reprinting as a 
Jeaflet. But more than a leaflet would be required if the 
idea was put in permanent form, and we have no time for 
extra work at present. But we cannot go to war with 
every country whose Government behaves in a criminal 
manner. W'e can, however, refuse to affront human 
decency by pretending to be on terms of friendship with 
it or professing a belief that the Government of such a 
country has our respect, or that we place reliance upon 
frequently exposed liars.

James A. Langton.—At 82 your writing is wonderfully 
decisive in form and expression. Freethought has reason 
to be proud of its veterans.

*'• T ietze.—There is no such organization in this country 
similar to the one you name.

T Humphreys and M. Hoole.—Thanks for addresses of 
likely new readers ; paper being sent for four weeks.

A- Ii. Peck.—We have something in print about the matter, 
but you are mistaken in thinking that newspapers are 
Published for “  circulation among sensible folk.” They are 
Published for circulation, and as there are more fools than 
sensible folk about, the papers naturally cater for the 
majority. No paper could reach a million or so circula
tion if it were published wholly for sensible folk.

II- Stockton.—Pleased to have the appreciation of one of 
the younger members of the N.S.S. It is with the younger 
generation that the future of every movement rests.

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

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

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

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

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

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

The offices of the National Secular Society and the Secular 
Society Limited, arc now at 68 Farringdon Street, I.ondon 
E.C.4. Telephone: Central ¡367.

t-ccturc notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, London, 
E.C.4 by the first post on Tuesday, or they will not be 
inserted.

Mr. Cohen had a capital audience at Leicester, atten
tive, interested and highly appreciative. There were a 
few questions, and then Mr. Cohen made a dash for, and 
caught, the return train to London. He is now taking a 
fortnight’s lecturing rest, in order to placate the ferocity 
of his friends, who are insisting on his taking more rest. 
It means he will be busy at home instead of abroad. Mr. 
Cohen’s next lecture will be at Edinburgh, on December 
4-

Our Czech Freethinkers’ Relief Fund is mounting, and 
would have been greater than it is but for the fact that 
many of the subscribers have already contributed to other 
funds. And there is still the contribution of the Secular 
Society to come. Mr. McCartney, in sending his 10s. sub
scription says, that in sending it he feels “  a ten-shilling 
better man.”  That is the expression of a man who, 
whether he knows it or not, realizes the greatest pleasure 
we have, that of giving to someone or to some cause that 
is worthy of the giving. The old Eastern maxim, far 
greater than anything the New Testament contains, has 
it : —

A ll I had I spent,
A ll I saved I lost,
A ll I gave I have.

We should like to see this fund closed bĵ  the end of the 
month.

Armistice Day has come and gone, and there has been 
much of the usual talk which has by now become almost 
a habit. Those who lost relatives or friends in the 
‘ ‘ great war ”  think of them, as they are bound to do, 
with a pain that becomes gradually less, but, let us hope, 
with no weakening of affection for the dead. But tills 
affection, where it exists, needs no artifical stimulant to 
keep it alive, if it did, the best thing would be to let it 
die. With genuine affection for the dead, no formal pro
fession of grief is necessary. There is needed no special 
day of remembrance for our dead while memory is 
always with us, and the suggestion that we need a 
special day for it is an insult to the living and the dead.

But if we leave the dead out of this personal relation
ship and make it a national one, then we are faced with 
a different situation. The dead gave their lives— for 
what ? To end war, to put an end to the plotting and 
planning of megalomaniac statesmen, to end secret 
treaties by which statesmen pledged the life and hap
piness of hundreds of thousands, to make the world safe 
for democracy, to make this country and the world fit 
for heroes to live in, to preserve freedom of speech and 
thought and publication. Well what has been achieved ? 
There is not more freedom, thought and speech, there is 
less. There is not less tyranny, but more. There has 
been no cessation of war, but more war than in any 
twenty years for at least a century before the Armistice. 
There is not less dictatorship, but more, even in this 
country. There are not fewer secret treaties made, but 
more. There is not a single thing for which the Great 
War was ostensibly fought ,that has been gained. So if 
we must keep Armistice Day, let us at least make cap
ital out of our blunders, and let us place over the Ceno
taph the inscription : —

These men whose death this monument registers 
died for a noble ideal, but they died in vain. Not 
one of the things for which they died has been realized. 
The evils against which they fought have been intensi
fied. Let us see to it that we act with greater wisdom in 
the future than we have in the past. It is not yet too late 
to turn their defeat into a triumph.

Superstition, folly, and cunning will go 011 to the end of 
time, spinning their poison webs around the consciences 
of mankind. Courage and veracity— these qualities and 
only these— avail to defeat them.— J. A. Fronde.

At the Bceclicroft Settlement, Whetstone Lane, Birken
head, Mr. R. H. Rosetti will speak this evening (Novem
ber 20) of 1 “  Christianity and the Growth of Militarism.” 
The subject is attractive, and should induce the local 
saints to bring orthodox friends to the meeting, which 
commences at 7 o’clock.
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Our suggestion of October 30, that Germany and Ger
mans should be subjected to a social ostracism, while 
still maintaining correct relations with both Germany 
and Germans, has brought us a large number of letters 
of approval, and we notice that the same advice is now 
beginning to show itself in some newspapers. One paper 
remarks that the moral boycott would be far more effecT 
live than the economic one, and with that we agree. An 
economic boycott, though it may be useful, has yet an 
element in it that spurs to resistance. A  moral and social 
boycott is calculated to awaken a spirit of self-examina
tion. So long as our public men go on professing great 
admiration for the German people, for its leaders, so long 
as our Cabinet Ministers hob-nob with persons such as 
Goering and Goebbels, and profess confidence and trust 
in Hitler, with loud praise of all he has clone for Ger
many, so long the German people— who are permitted 
to know the things named, and nothing else—w ill remain 
unconscious of how much the very name of Germany is 
beginning to Stink in the nostrils of decent-minded men 
and women.

The Secretary of the local Labour Party lias written to 
the Romford Times, protesting that it is no part of the 
policy of the Labour Party to interfere in the matter of 
opening Cinemas on Sunday. It is 011I3' true of some 
members of the Labour Party to say that they supported 
the Act arranging for Cinemas to be open on Sunday. 
Others took an opposite view. It would have been all 
right if the Secretary had stopped there, but he went on 
to explain things, and that is a very dangerous thing in 
some circumstances. He says the Labour Parties con
sider that “  questions such as Sunday Cinemas should 
be left to the individual for no political party has the 
right to interfere with the dictates of a person’s con
science.”

We agree. But it was precisely because the law, the 
Christian-made lawr, prevented the individual doing as he 
pleased that the Sunday Entertainment Act became 
necessary. The old law' said that these Sunday Enter
tainments should not be permitted, and that was an in
terference with the freedom of those who did not hold 
such narrow views. The new Act did not say that one 
must go to the Cinema, it merely said that those who 
wished to go should not be prevented going. It was the 
Sabbatarians who said that because they did not believe 
in going to the Cinema bn Sunday no one else should go. 
That was not leaving the matter to the individual, it 
was permitting one set of individuals to tyrannize over 
others. If the Labour Party really believed that the 
question of Sunday cinemas should lie left to the indi
vidual, it should have supported the Act. Those who did 
not support it were really saying they did not believe in 
the individual doing as he pleased. If the Secretary had 
said that the Labour Party did not support the Bill be
cause they were afraid of offending Sabbatarians and 
losing votes he would have told the truth. But lie 
blundered into explaining, and that, we repeat, is 
dangerous. The best policy when you are not acting on 
any principle, but not actuated by not too noble motives, 
is to say as little as possible. The Secretaiy' has 
blundered.

Another vile act, almost a crime, has been committed 
by Russia, which will justify Mr. Chamberlain in having 
shut Russia out of the conversations when he made his 
famous “ peace ”  with Hitler. The Catholic Herald, as 
an example of what villainy Godless Russia can be guilty 
of, reprints from a Russian anti-religious paper the 
following note to Shakespeare’s play of Measure for 
Measure :—

This play by Shakespeare exposes the bigotry of the 
clergy, the cruelty of the Christian religion, and the sub
servience of the Church to the feudal Lords.

H orrible!!! Can one wonder at Mr. Chamberlain, in 
the course of the'Munich pact, declined to associate with 
a people capable of such unbelievable villainy as this ?

The Reminiscences of a Free- 
thinking ; Reformer

lx  1921, the humanitarian reformer, Mr. H. S- Sa 
published his Seventy Years Am ong Savages (Alh11 
and Unwin). But one must not infer from the title o' 
this fascinating volume that the author had spent his 
life among untutored tribes, as the savages in 
lion are our cultured and superior selves, while t 'e 
numerous instances of barbarism, fatuity and pre.i1̂  
dice recorded in its pages awaken wonder at the 
supercilious complacency with which the average 
European plumes himself on his remoteness from tin 
civilized mankind.

On reperusal Salt’s reminiscences and reflections 
seem as fresh as ever. As schoolmaster, humanist, 
Freethinker and social reformer our author natural! 
became familiar with many choice spirits who. wcie 
eminent in advanced circles in their day. His auto- 
1 iography therefore remains permanently important 
to tlie Rationalist reader.

Eton College in Salt’s time recalls the line —
“ There are our young barbarians, all at play.”

And in the summer of 1866, Salt as a young student 
was coached for a scholarship by the then Rev. E. 
Kegau Paul, who later left the Church and foundec 
the well-known publishing firm of that name. Fa" 
was then a modernist of the school of Charles Kings
ley and F . D. Maurice, who confirmed pupils. Sonic 
regarded this rite with considerable misgiving, hut in 
this instance it proved much less irksome than was 
feared. And Salt expresses his gratitude for the 
“  simplicity of his method, which was free from tl'e 
morbid inquiries then common in schools. I think 
he asked me only one question : ‘ Is it wrong t° 
doubt?’ This was a problem in which I felt no sort 
of concern; making a bold shot, I replied, ‘ No,’ and 
was gratified to find that I had answered correctly-

The Headmaster of Eton, Dr. Hornby, frequently 
flogged offenders, and it is said that scarcely a day 
passed without some culprit being hidden to “ stay 
after school ” to receive castigation. When, during 
vacation, visitors were shown over the College, the then 
guide usually directed their attention to the “ block 
and then remark : “ They receive the punishment on 
their seats.’ ’ To Salt this procedure was revolting, as 
it proved “ a disgusting sight even to- the two Tower 
boys,’ who then had to act as ‘ holders down ’ ; still 
more so to the Sixth Form Prepositor, whose duty it 
was to be present; most of all, one would suppose to 
the headmaster.”  It is noteworthy that when Dr. 
Lyttletcn succeeded to this post the hirclr was re
placed by a cane.

If almost invariably men of ability, the assistant 
masters at Eton were sometimes extremely eccentric, 
and their sayings and doings gave rise to many quaint 
stories. “  Russell Day ”  is cited as “  a quiet and in
significant looking little man, who had a mordant wit 
and gift of ready epigram, which caused him to he 
dreaded alike by master and boys. ‘ Friend, thoti 
hast learned this lesson with a crib : a tiling in which 
thou liest,’ was the remark in the course of a Theo
critus less'ni to a member of his Division.”

Salt proceeded from Eton to Cambridge where 
King’s College seemed very sedate after the turmoil 
of his public school. Cambridge was then emerging 
from the traditional customs and was slowly adapting 
itself to modern requirements. Maurice was in the 
’seventies of last century, the incumbent of St. 
Edw ards’ Church, and despite the unspeakable dreari
ness of the customary chapel services a few under
graduates sometimes attended St. Edward’s to listen 
to the preacher’s discourses, in which the flames of
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iii-'ll were extinguished. Maurice’s curate was 
Edward Carpenter, who left the Church in 1871 to be
come a prose writer and poet of distinction as his 1\Iy 
Da-ys and Dreams, and England Arise, clearly prove. 
Salt recalls with regret the circumstance that he was 
cmce so enthused by one of Dean Farrar’s missionary 
sermons that he made a contribution he could ill 
afford. But he soon realized that he had been im
posed upon, and that “  it was worse than folly to send 
missions to other countries when we ourselves are 
little better than pagans at home.”  Still, some opine 
diat even Pagans were not nearly so black as they 
have been painted by prejudiced clerical writers.

From Cambridge our veteran returned to his old 
College as an assistant to the then Headmaster, Dr. 
Hornby, and his description of his sensations when 
ho first confronted his class is psychologically sugges
tive. Men of renown occasionally delivered lectures 
at Eton. Among these were Gladstone, Lowell, 
Arnold and Morris. Most of the speakers chose col
ourless themes, but Morris mentioned Socialism, at 
that time anathema, and was hissed for his pains. 
Luskin also addressed the boys, and to him Salt 
awards pre-eminence as a lecturer. His lucid tiain 
of thought and clear musical voice could hold en
chanted an audience, even of Eton boys, for the full 
space of an hour.”

In those distant days divinity was constantly in evi
dence, and the wearisome experiences of theological 
instruction no doubt drove many in later life to dis
card religion altogether. The sufferings endured 
both, by preceptors and pupils, it is suggested, in
duced many to hail the time

When Reason’s rays, illuming all,
Shall put the saints to rout,

And Peter’s holiness shall pall,
And Paul’s shall peter out.

Although the real religion of Eton was spotless re
spectability, the rebellious spirit was not unknown. 
One of the junior masters departed and afterwards be
came prominent in the Social Democratic Federation. 
Hornby dismissed several insurgent assistants, in
cluding the scholar, Oscar Browning, whose departure 
was a serious loss to Eton. Hornby was succeeded 
by Dr. Warre, whose rugged exterior could not con
ceal a truer sympathy and understanding than his 
predecessor ever displayed. Salt, himself, eventu
ally decided to resign his post and bade farewell to Dr. 
Warre. “  Most kindly he expressed his regret,”  says 
Salt, “  that I had lost faith in that public school sys
tem to which he himself as all Etonians are aware, 
devoted a lifetime of unsparing service.”  Warre at
tributed Salt’s desertion to the vegetarian diet he had 
adopted, but was told that Socialism was partly to 
blame, when the Headmaster then exclaimed : “ Then 
blow us up, blow us up ! There is nothing left for it 
but that.”

In the ’eighties unsophisticated citizens feared the 
approaching advent of Socialism. John Burns and 
Hyndman were regarded as wicked demagogues 
Satanically bent on a bloody revolution. Hynd- 
man’s repeated prophecies of the almost immediate 
overthrow of Capitalism were taken seriously both in 
conventional and Socialist circles, despite the fact that 
they were never fulfilled. In 1887, John Burns and 
Cunninghame Graham went to prison for alleged tur
bulence in Trafalgar Square, when what would have 
been a perfectly peaceful demonstration was violently 
prevented by the police, who acted under the instruc
tions of that egregious Commissioner, Sir Charles 
Warren, whose downfall was not long delayed. When 
a great gathering welcomed Burns and Graham on 
their release, Salt participated in the celebration, 
when he and others lost their watches. As he humor
ously remarks : “  This placed us in an embarrassing

position; for having assembled to protest against the 
conduct of the police in the Square, we could not with 
dignity invoke their aid against the pickpockets.”

Salt joined the Fabian Society and became deeply 
impressed by the ability of G.B.S. But lie soon dis
covered that although the Fabians deemed themselves 
Socialists they were Individualists with a new label. 
And he justly complains of the neglect of those two 
fine poets of freedom : Francis Adams and John Bar- 
las. Several of the latter’s poems, including Le 
Jeune Barbaroux, originally appeared in the National 
Reformer. Edward Carpenter was another free spirit 
whose writings Shaw audaciously intimated might be 
classified as trivial and profound. The unimportant 
productions were penned, it was suggested, before 
Carpenter came under Shavian influences, and the 
really valuable ones were composed in consequence of 
this inspiration. “  I mentioned this scheme to Car
penter,”  states Salt, “  and he smilingly suggested 
that the names of the debtor and creditor must be 
reversed.”

Shelley’s centenary was celebrated in 1894, when a 
highly respectable and conventional gathering of 
country squires and “  littery gents ”  participated 
in an afternoon commemoration at Horsham, when 
the Freethought poet’s character was solemnly 
depicted as truly pious. But this assembly was com
pletely eclipsed by the magnificent celebration at the 
Hall of Science in London in the evening, when the 
chairman, the late G. W. Foote, delivered a splendid 
address, and Bernard Shaw “  convulsed the audience 
by his description of the Horsham apologetics.”  An 
article by Shaw also appeared in the Albemarle Re
view, in which he suggested that the Republican, 
Shelley, should be represented at Horsham on a bas- 
relief, “  in a tall hat, Bible in hand, leading his child
ren on Sunday morning to Church in his native 
parish.”

Among his various writings, Salt’s brief 
biographies of James Thomson (B.V.) and Richard 
Jefferies will merit remembrance, while in his Seventy 
Years he speaks gratefully of tire famous men who 
loyally supported him in his humanitarian crusade. 
These included Thomas Hardy, George Meredith, 
Russell Wallace and Watts, the eminent artist. The 
Socialist Salt’s tribute to the arch-individualist, Spen
cer is significant: “  Mr. Herbert Spencer’s philo
sophical writings were fully imbued with the humane 
spirit. An opponent of militarism, of vindictive 
penal laws, of corporal punishment for the young, of 
cruel sports, and indeed of every form of brutality, 
he has done as much as any man of his generation to 
humanize public opinion. He willingly signed the 
Humanitarian League’s memorials against the Royal 
Buckhounds and the Eton Beagles.”  It is also note
worthy that when some others hesitated to- sign the 
petition for G. W  Foote’s release, Spencer promptly 
affixed his signature to the document.

Salt also writes highly of the loyalty to principle 
ever displayed by the then Editor of the Freethinker. 
Moreover, he continues : “  I have heard no public 
speaker who had the faculty of going so straight to 
the core of a subject. . . .  It was always an intel
lectual treat to hear him speak; and though owing to 
religious prejudices, his public reputation as thinker 
and writer were absurdly below his deserts, he had the 
regard of George Meredith and others who were quali
fied to judge. . . -. All social reformers, whether they 
acknowledge it or not, owe a debt of gratitude to 
iconoclasts like Bradlaugh and Foote, who made free 
speech possible where it was hardly possible before.”

Finally, the reader will discover many other gems 
in Salt’s remembrances of brave departed days spent 
among the so-far uncivilized inhabitants of our island 
home. T. F. Palmer.
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Proverbs

T he name of Solomon is associated with Wisdom, 
wives, and concubines. Of the latter we read in x 
Kings xi. 1 : “  Now Solomon was immoderately fond 
of women, tie  had 700 wives and 300 concubines.”  
Well might the poet Burns sing : —

“  The wisest man the warl’ e’er saw,
He dearly lov’d the lassies O.”

His father, King David, had only seven wives and 
ten concubines (2 Sam. iii, 2, 3, 4, 5; xx. 3), but 
David hadn’t as much wisdom as Solomon! David’s 
literary output in the Book of Psalms and elsewhere 
is very limited. The Book of Psalms, in the Heb
rew, is made up of one hundred and fifty psalms, 
arranged in five books, all but thirty-four of them 
having titles. The Septuagint gives one hundred and 
fifty-one psalms, not arranged in five books, all but 
three of them having titles. Our Revised Version 
arranges the psalms in five books, all but thirty-four 
of them having titles. This collection of psalms may 
have been begun by David, but many centuries were 
doubtless devoted to their composition and compila
tion. Psalm cxxxvii. seems to have been written 
after the Babylonian captivity. David made his con
tribution— some eighty of them— to the book of 
Psalms in the eleventh century b .c . The captivity 
took place in the seventh century b .c ., and lasted for 
seventy years, four hundred years, at least, after 
David.

I11 1 Kings iv. 29 we read that : “  The Lord gave 
Solomon understanding and very comprehensive 
knowledge; and the effusions of his heart were like 
the sand on the sea shore.”  As specimens of his wis
dom “  He uttered 3,000 parables, and his odes were 
5,000.”  (1,005 A.V.)

Wives— Queens— he kept as a duty. They brought 
dowries with them, entered into fellowship with him, 
and he assisted them in the government of their 
families. ' Their children inherited his estate, and 
equality of treatment. But differences of opinion 
created family disturbances, which were of frequent 
occurrence. And Solomon, to preserve order among 
his wives and their children, wrote 3,000 proverbs. 
But they failed to preserve order ! When old age 
came upon him his wives “  turned away his heart 
after other gods,” and instead of burning these 
strange women for heresy, and being readily forgiven 
and thanked for doing so, he “  burnt and sacrificed 
unto their gods.” (t Kings xi) Not possessed of 
sufficient wisdom to withstand the wiles of his foreign 
wives, he did evil in the sight of the L ord !

When mothers’ meetings, were held in the Palace 
Solomon sought refuge and comfort among his con
cubines. These women were permitted by God, and 
were sacredly classed along with the things not to be 
coveted— such as wives, oxen, asses, etc.— belonging 
to their owner (Exod. xx. 17). Nowadays they may 
be coveted and hired by those able to pay a fee—  
though condemned and forbidden by Christians! 
While they retained office they were treated by the 
Jews as secondary wives, but their children did not 
inherit their father’s estate. Favours for themselves 
and their children were bought with kisses. When 
sick of wives Solomon comforted himself with con
cubines. And his love songs— his woeful ballads—  
5,000 of them, made to three hundred eyebrows— “ the 
effusions of his heart were like the sand on the sea
shore !” — were devised only when he was “  sick of 
love.”  As B.V. puts it: —

“  Singing is sweet; !>ut be sure of Ibis,
Lips only sing when they cannot hiss.
Did he ever suspire a tender lay
While her presence took his breath away?”

But, while a few of his proverbs are extant» 1 
songs, probably considered unfit for publication 1 
his wives, were destroyed. The famous one a r 
buted to him— “  The Song of Songs ” — he could no > 
and would not if he could, have written.

King David had more concubines than wi •
-ten concubines and seven wives. Solo'J101' 

had more wives than concubines— seven hunt 1 
wives and three hundred concubines— and a 
reigning forty years in Jerusalem he died and left >'■ 
son Roboam (Rehoboam A.V.) to reign in his stea • 
Profiting by his father’s example he reverted to t 
of his grandfather— as regards concubines ! I n l 
and one years old was he when he began to reip1 
over eighteen wives and three score concubines. 
reigned over them for seventeen years and he beg 
“  twenty and eight sons, and three score daughter 
(2 Chron. xi. 21). Now, if Roboam, with seventy 
eight women, in seventeen years, begat eighty-eig' 
children, how many children should King Solom<m 
have begotten, with one thousand women, in f°r • 
years? Not quite 3,000 ! Instead of which he bega 
3,000 proverbs. . ,

In Roughing It, Mark Twain gives “  Jim Blaine s 
Account of His Grandfather’s Old Ram.”  Jim. ',c 
fore he could begin the story had to be “  tranquil v, 
serenely, symmetrically drunk— not a hiccup to m,u 
his voice, not a cloud on his brain thick enough to 
obscure his memory. Then he maundered off mtei 
minably from one thing to another till the whisk) 
got the better of him and he fell asleep. The men 
tion of the ram in the first sentence was as far as an) 
man had ever heard him get concerning it.”  Think
ing that this article would recall Jim Blaine’s story to 
many readers, I mention it to acknowledge the sligl' 
similarity which was unavoidable.

The Book of Proverbs when dealt with in a vet) 
scholarly fashion is, as a rule, not very interesting 
to the thinker. Scholarship seems to neutralize 
thought.

Anyhow, I think one point should now be clear-— 
that Solomon wrote proverbs for his wives, and songs 
for his concubines. And that the poet was mistaken 
when he attributed them to “  qualms ”  !

To Solomon proverbs were the data of his ethics. 
To Herbert Spencer they were but interesting aphor
isms.

But what is a proverb?
A proverb is a short, familiar, pithy sentence ex

pressing a well known truth. Or it may be a sitnih- 
tude, a parable (Ezek. xvii. 2; xxiv. 3), a song 01 
poem, prophetic (Num. xxiii. 7, iS), didactic (Joj* 
xxvii. 1) or derisive (Isa. xiv. 4) and so on. Now, is 
it necesary to say much more about the Book of Pro
verbs than that it consists of all the above? It is not 
an ethical treatise. The composition and complin' 
tion of this book, like the Psalms of David, were the 
work of many centuries.

In conclusion, I will give a few quotations from 
Thomson’s Septuagint. Comparison with the A.V. 
will be found interesting.

Several proverbs are alluded to in the New Testa
ment, and the following are quoted : Prov. iii. iiria , 
in Heb. xii. 5-6; Prov. iii. 34, in Jas. iv. 6; Prov. xi- 
31, in 1 Pet. iv. 18; Prov. xxv. 21-22, in Rom. xii. 20; 
and Prov. xxvi. 11, in 2 Pet. ii. 22 : —

Prov. iii. 34. The Lord resisteth the proud; hut 
he granteth favour to the humble.

Prov. x. 13. He who from his lips uttereth wis
dom, smiteth an imprudent man with a rod.

Prov. x. 26. As vinegar is hurtful to the teeth ; 
and smoke to the eyes; so is transgression to them 
who commit it.

Prov. xi. 29. l ie  who hath no cover for his own 
house shall inherit the wind; and a fool shall be
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servant to the prudent.
Prov. xiii. 7. Some pretend to be licli, having 

nothing; and Some feign themselves poor, in great
wealth.

Prov. xvii. x. Better is a morsel with pleasure in 
peace; than a house full of goods and ill-gotten 
dainties, with contention.

Prov. xviii. 2. He who is void of understanding 
Hath no use for wisdom ; for he is rather led by folly.

Prov. xviii. 9. He who doth not use his en
deavours to cure himself is brother to him who des
troyed himself.

Prov. xx i. 30. There is no wisdom, there is no for
titude, no counsel in the wicked.

Prov. xxvi. 17. He who meddletli with another’s 
strife, is like one who taketh a dog by the tail.

Prov. xxvii. 15. A  continual dropping driveth a 
man out of his house in a rainy day : and so doth a 
contentious wife.

Prov. x x x . 29-31. There are three things which 
"'arcli well and a fourth which is stately in its gait 
— a young lion the strongest of beasts which turneth 
not aside nor feareth any beast— and a cock strutting 
magnanimously among his females— and a lie-goat 
marching at the head of a flock— and a king har
anguing a nation.

Solomon, Rabbinical writers tell 11s, was a great 
Philosopher and poet. He possessed magical power 
an<l knowledge. He was king over the whole earth. 
He reigned over devils and evil spirits and had the 
Power of expelling them from the bodies of men and 
animals, and also of delivering people to them, etc. 
hnt, ignoring all this, I have tried, in the above, 
'0 array him only in all his Biblical g lo ry!

G eorge W allace .

A Graceful Gesture

Inis year in Parliament, one of the Conservative M .P.’s 
asked Mr. Chamberlain if it would not be a graceful ges- 
hwc to Japan if our supply of ammunition to China was 
stopped. There was no reply to this question.

At one time in the history of this country, before our 
political morality has sunk to its present low level, an 
answer would have been forthcoming. There would have 
been an outbreak of indignation in the House; every 
Paper would have commented adversely, and it is more 
Bum likely that the member in question would have been 
called upon by his constituents to resign. Even Glad- 
stoue, who had an abnormal capacity for moralizing his 
desires, rose from a sick bed, at over 80 years of age, and 
tramped the country protesting against the Bulgarian at
rocities !

We lead of the appalling slaughter of Chinese women 
and children, and an Englishman stands up and asks his 
colleagues if even the inadequate means of protection 
that the Chinese have, should not be still further reduced, 
and if by doing this we should not be paying a graceful 
compliment to their murderers. But although the mem
ber was a Conservative, the other parties are just as 
guilty, because not a single man registered his disgust or 
disapproval of one of the foulest propositions that had 
ever been propounded in Parliament. Yet it was only 
the other day that the Church Times proudly told us 
that 200 members of the House of Commons published a

Manifesto of Witness ”  to their own religious faith. 
Their object, the paper says was distinct from any direct 
problem of politics, being simply to make a profession 
"f dissent from the proceedings of the so-called Anti-Cod 
Conference.

Again quoting from the same paper, we read :—
In order to encourage their fellow citizens, .they testi

fied to certain firm convictions which they held them
selves, beginning with the Fatherhood of God, which 
implies that Ilis guidance and help are bestowed on 
those who seek them, and the brotherhood of man, 
which is the basis of human freedom, and requires the 
practice of truth and justice as its practical manifesta
tion. It was clearly implied that this practice, to be 
effective, must he a Christian activity. The Manifesto

then plainly stated that the combined aspiration of tlic 
human spirit and its moral weakness necessitate repent
ance and forgiveness in order to attain harmony; being 
once established, the means to settle differences and 
secure peace would follow.

But the gem of this leading article is summed up as 
follows : “ They (the M .P.’s) claimed that National Policy 
is determined by National Character, and by the inspira
tion 011 which National Leaders arc able to draw.”

If this incident in the House was a proof of our 
National Character, then the Church Times is easily 
satisfied with its champions.

The Chinese evidently do not nejed any protection 
against bombs, for the Church Times says that what is 
required for a reconstruction of civilization is a moral 
and spiritual rearmament.

An even worse feature than war itself, is the casual 
attitude towards human life adopted by the nations 
which are themselves not engaged in war. Thus we 
read in a Reuter dispatch, which is not even starred or 
headed— that near Hong Kong over 1,000 Chinese were 
starved to death in one month. We pick up a paper and 
see that 50 people have been killed in an air raid in Bar
celona ; and then we turn over the page to read the 
latest racing or football results, which interest most of us 
much more.

The whole attitude was well expressed by an 
Australian writer S. Snell, some years ago in a short 
poem :—

T ouched

He read about eight hundred dead 
Upon the field of battle spread 
I11 motley squalor grey and red.
“ My God, its terrible!”  said be . . .
“ My love, another cup of tea.”

They talked of towns torn up like rags,
Guns belching death from riven crags,
And little girls like haunted hags . . .
Said she : “ I ’m furious at the way 
That woman did my hair to-day.”

We turn from the Conservative M.P. who proposed the 
graceful gesture, to the attitude of the Labour Party. 
They have voiced their indignation throughout the 
country at the treatment of Czechoslovakia, yet how 
little real protest their leaders have made against the 
rape of Spain ! W hy ? Because by so doing they were 
afraid of losing the Catholic vote, which hangs over the 
Labour Party like a blight not only in this country but 
also in Australia, New Zealand and Canada. They arc 
prepared to thunder about the tyranny of Fascism, hut 
on the subject of the tyranny of the Roman Catholic 
Church, they are a lot of dumb dogs.

If the leaders of the Labour Party were more concerned 
with the future of Democracy and less with obtaining the 
immediate spoils of office, they would resent Roman 
Catholic dictation and tell the dictators to go to blazes : 
and in doing this they would probably not even lose 
votes because the Roman Catholic vote is to a great ex
tent, a big bluff. They never publish tlieir figures, and 
there are quite enough decent people in the community 
who resent tyranny of any k in d ; and quite enough among 
the other religious sects who, although just ns much op
posed to liberty as are Roman Catholics, will always 
vote against them.

The fact that Fascism in Germany is now opposed to 
Catholicism docs not alter the point. It is a fight be
tween two tyrannies for the possession of the child. Prob
ably, of tlie two, Fascism is the more brutal, but the 
other is just as dangerous, and much more subtle.

Now that we have horrors served up to us for seven 
days a week and have come fix accept them as part of our 
everyday life, isn’t it about time that the Church, in 
common decency, should cease bleating next Christinas 
about peace 011 earth and mercy mild ? Isn’t it about 
time that, with a large percentage of tlie population 
suffering from malnutrition, the whole of Europe one 
huge armed camp, rubber truncheon and castor oil rule 
and general brutality firmly enthroned in many 
countries, we should stop wasting money in sending 
missionaries to convert the heathen ?

F. A. Hornibrook.
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Correspondence

THE FREETHINKER November

SUNDAY L E C T U B E  NOTICES,

% GERMANY ANI) FOREIGN MONEY 

To the E ditor of the “  F reethinker ”

»Sir,— 111 your article in tlie Freethinker of October 30, 
entitled “  The Power of Social Coercion,”  you appear to 
go to such absurd lengths in an endeavour to justify a 
Pacifist attitude, that I can only conclude that yon are 
allowing sentiment to overcome reason.

There were quite a number of apparent inconsistencies, 
but I will dwell upon one, and in tips case I was so sur
prised, and my respect for yourself so high, that I find 
myself considering whether it was myself that was in 
error; this prize absurdity was the suggestion that the 
German Government were manufacturing aeroplanes 
from profits made out of tourists seeking cheap holidays.

Consider the facts : The German Government offer 
facilities to English tourists. On the face of it, the Ger
man Government foots the bill, and the German tax
payer pays the piper. True the tourist leaves his money 
behind, but he leaves it in the hands of hotel-keepers 
and others interested in the tourist traffic, These people 
receive not only the tourists’ money, but also, the bal
ance of the extra tourist rate.

Now consider the position of the German Government. 
English money has been taken into the country, where it 
is of no use except for the purchase of English goods 
against which there are prohibitive tariffs and embar
goes.

It is absurd to suggest that the German Government is 
going out of its way to attract English money, and then 
allow it to be pocketed by the hotelkeepers, etc., and a 
moment’s consideration should show these tourists’ 
facilities are a method of subsidizing the tourist trade.

To find the re-iteration of such an absurd suggestion in 
other connexions would not be surprising, but in the 
Freethinker . . . surely this is an instance of your oft- 
made statement : At the present time there is a greater 
need than ever for cool heads and clear thinkers.

II. P ref.ce.

[We regret that we have been compelled to slightly abbre
viate the above letter, but nothing material has been omitted. 
We need only say by way of criticism, that an understanding 
of the financial situation would remove Mr. Preece’s fear of 
a lapse into insanity on my part. Germany’s great need 
has been for foreign exchange, and every shilling of foreign 
money is helping it. That it goes into the hands of hotel- 
keepers first makes not the slightest difference. All foreign 
money reaching this country, after deducting custom and 
tariff due, goes into private pockets first. Hut greater than 
the actual money received by Germany is the apparent en
dorsement of the obscene brutality of the German governing 
gang by the fraternizing of British men and women. Hence 
my plea that all who prize decency in public life should show 
bv their attitude their real opinions.

I think Mr. Preece confesses his blunder when he says 
that out of many “  apparent inconsistencies ” he selects only 
one. I hat, I think, is the one solid point in his letter. 
The inconsistencies are really “  apparent ”  only.—C.C.]

Obituary

E dmund Partington

W e regret to announce the death of Mr. Edmund Parting
ton of Westhoughtou, Lancashire, at the age of eighty. 
Mr. Partington was well-known and respected for his 
openly-expressed views in Westhoughton and the sur
rounding district. He died in Southport, where he had 
been staying with his son, who, however, made arrange
ments for his funeral at the Cemetery of Westhoughton, 
and the delivery of a Secular Service at the graveside by 
Mr. J. V. Shortt.— J.V.S.

Lecture notices must reach 61 Farringdon Street, To 
E.C.4 by the first post on Tuesday, or they will 11 
inserted.

LONDON

OUTDOOR

K ingston Branch N.S.S. (Market Place) : 7-3°> ^ Lectu 
Weather permitting.

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone P°D̂  
11.30, Mrs. N. Buxton. Parliament Hill Fields, 3-3°> rs' 
Buxton.

WEST L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park) : 3-3°. Suuday’ 
Messrs. Bryant, Barnes, Collins and Tuson.

INDOOR

South L ondon Branch N.S.S. (Alexandra Hotel, Sou^
Side, Clapham Common, S.W.4) : 7.30, P 'ath er Vine
McNabb, O.P.— “ The Use a n d  Limits o f  R e a s o n .”

South Peace E thical Society (Conway Hall, Red L’̂ 1
Square, W.C.i) : 11.0, Professor G. W. K e e to n , 1 • ’
LL.D.— “ The English Tradition.”

West L ondon Branch N.S.S. (‘ ‘The Laurie Arms,” 
ford Place, Edgware Road, W.) : 7.30, T. H. Elstob 
Being Alive.”

COUNTRY

OUTDOOR

Birkenhead Branch N.S.S. (Haymarket) : 7.30, Saturday 
A Lecture.

INDOOR

Birkenhead (Wirral) Branch N.S.S. (Beechcroft Settle
ment, Whetstone Lane) : 7.0, R. H. Rosetti (London)
Christianity and the Growth of Militarism.”

Birkenhead Branch N.S.S. (Beechcroft Hall, Whetstone 
Lane) : 8.0, Wednesday, Debate— “ Is the Belief in * 
Reasonable?” Affir.: Rev. Percival M. Depres (Metlioibs • 
Neg.: Mr. G. Whitehead (N.S.S.). Admission by ticke 
only, 6d. A very few tickets will be on sale at the door.

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Laycock’s Forum, Kirkgate) • 
7.15, Mr. L. Corina— “ Our Mind : Material or Spirit’ .’

E ast L ancashire R ationalist A ssociation (28 Bridge 
Street .Burnley) : 2.30, Mr. J. Clayton—“ Christianity am 
Crime”

E dinburgh Branch N.S.S. (Free Gardeners’ Hall, Picardy
Place, Edinburgh) : 7.0, Dr A. C Stevens—“ The Making 0 
Animal Life.”  Illustrated by Sound film.

G lasgow Secular Society (East Hall, McLellan Galleries, 
Sauchieliall Street, Glasgow) : 7.0, Debate—“ Which is the 
Worst Book in the Bible?” Muriel Whitefield—Old Testa
ment. Arthur Copland—New Testament.

G reenock Branch N.S.S. (Forresters’ Hall, Trafalgar
Street) : 7.0, J. Rattray—“ Esperanto and Secularism.”

L eicester S ecular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone
Gate) : Mr. Allan Flanders Freethought and Politics To
day.”

L iverpool Branch N.S.S. (Transport Hall, Islington,
entrance in Christian Street) : 7.0, G. IT. Taylor (Stockport) 
— “ Will Materialism Explain Mind?”

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (King’s Café, 64-66 Oxford 
Road, Manchester, near All Saints Church) : 7.0, Mr. O. 
Thomson (Liverpool)— “ Fascism, Freethought and Christ
ianity.”

P reston Branch N.SS. (Farmers’ Arms Hotel) : 7.0, Mr. 
R. Jenkinson— “ The Nature of Matter.”

Sunderland Branch N.S.S. (Co-operative Hall, Green 
Street) : 7.30. Mr. G. II. Dalkin (Stockport)—A Lecture.

T am drawn by conviction like a Man, not by a halter 
like an Ass.— Robert Burns.

TOTTERTDGE l a n e , N.20.—Board Residence, Full 
board op’t’l. Nice room overlooking garden. H. & C. 

in bedroom ; terms very moderate ; suit City man. Write— 
Tottekidce, c /o. Freethinker, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C.4.
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Christianity is Fascism applied to the field of Re- 
igion. Fascism is Christianity applied to the whole 

field of political and social life.”

N EW  PAM PH LET

FASCISM &  CHRISTIANITY

C h a p m a n  C o h e n

(Issued by the Secular Society, Ltd.)

This is a timely and appropriate propa
gandist pamphlet, and should be circulated 
as widely and as wisely as possible. 
Packets of Fifty copies will be sent post 

free for 4s. 6d.

ONE PENNY.  By  post Threehalfpence

HENRY HETHERINGTON
( 1 7 9 2 - 1 8 4 9 )

Ambrose G. Barker

Hetherington was a pioneer in the fight against 
religious orthodoxy and of Trades Unionism, 
°f the cheap Newspaper Press, and of many other 
reforms. An avowed Atheist, he served three terms 
of imprisonment, but, like Carlile, the Government 
could not bend and, in the end, did not break him.

Sixty-four pages, with p ortra it: Sixpence, 
by post, Sevenpence

ESSAYS IN f r e e t h in k in g
F O U R T H  S E R IE S

C HAP MA N COHEN

Edniund Burke on Atheism. George Bernard Shaw 
and the N.S.S. The Ways of God. An Apology for 
Parsons. A  Christian Myth. What is Blasphemy? 
Platant Atheism. The Ghost of Religion. Whoso 
Would be a Reformer! The Function of Atheism. 
Should Opinion be Free? Fife and Death. The Real 
Chesterton. The Holy Bible. Christ and Christmas.

2s. 6d. each volume. Postage 2id. Four 
volumes post free 10s.

AN ORATION ON THOMAS PAINE
COLONEL R. G. 1NGERS0LL

Price TW O PEN CE. By post ajd.

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY.
President - - - CHAPMAN COHEN.
General Secretary - R. H. ROSETTI.

68 FARRINGDON S T R E E T , LONDON, E.C . 4
PRINCIPLES AND OBJECTB.

SECULARISM affirms that this life is the ouly one ot 
which we have any knowledge, and that human 

effort should be wholly directed towards its improve
ment : it asserts that supernaturalism is based upon 
ignorance, and assails it as the historic enemy of pro
gress.

Secularism affirms that progress is only possible on 
the basis of equal freedom of speech and publication; it 
affirms that liberty belongs of right to all, and that the 
free criticism of institutions and ideas is essential to a 
civilized State.

Secularism affirms that morality is social in origin and 
application, and aims at promoting the happiness and 
well-being of mankind.

Secularism demands the complete secularization of the 
State, and the abolition of all privileges granted to re
ligious organizations it seeks to spread education, to 
promote the fraternity of peoples as a means of advanc
ing international peace, to further common cultural in
terests, and to develop the freedom and dignity of man 

The Funds of the National Secular Society are legally 
secured by Trust Deed. The Trustees are the President, 
Treasurer and Secretary of the Society, with two others 
appointed by the Executive. There is thus the fullest 
possible guarantee for the proper expenditure of what
ever funds the Society has at its disposal.

The following is a quite sufficient form for anyone 
who desires to benefit the Society by legacy :—

I hereby give and bequeath (Here insert particulars of 
legacy), free of all death duties, to the Trustees of the 
National Secular Society for all or any of the purposes 
of the Trust Deed of the said Society.

T he National Secular Society was founded in i 865 by 
Charles Bradlaugh. He remained its President until 
shortly before his death, and the N.S.S. has never 
ceased to live up to the tradition of “  Thorough ” 
which Bradlaugh by his life so brilliantly exemplified.

The N.S.S. is the only organization of militant 
Freethinkers in this country. It aims to bring into 
one body all those who believe the religions of the 
world to be based on error, and to be a source of in
jury to the best interests of Society. It claims that all 
political laws and moral rules should be based upon 
purely secular considerations. It is without sectarian 
aims or party affiliations.

If you appreciate the work that Bradlaugh did, if 
you admire the ideals for which he lived and fought, 
it is not enough merely to admire. The need for action 
and combined effort is as great to-day as ever. You 
can best help by filling up the attached form and 
joining the Society founded by Bradlaugh.

MEMBERSHIP

Any person is eligible as a member on signing the 
following declaration : —

I desire to join the National Secular Society, and I 
pledge myself, if admitted as a member, to co-operate in 
promoting its objects.

1 : 1 1 ’ ? i ' ”
Name ..........................................................................

Address .......................................................................

Occupation ...............................................................

Dated this .................day of .......................................................................................................i q . . ,
This declaration should be transmitted to the Secretary 

with a subscription.
P.S.— Beyond a minimum of Two Shillings per year, 

every member is left to fix his own subscription according 
to his means and interest in the cause.
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MATERIALISM RESTATED
\ NEW EDITION. GREATLY ENLARGED

C H A PM A N  CO H EN

The Problem of Personality

C O N T E N T S
i
!

A Question of Prejudice The March of Materialism 1
iMaterialism in History On Cause and Effect

What is Materialism ? Reply to a C ritic 1
1Science and Pseudo-Science Emergence

i

No other subject has been misunderstood and misstated so fre
quently as Materialism. Its reception has marked the develop
ment of science, and it has been the age-long foe of supersti
tion in all its forms. Hence the necessity for a restatement of 
Materialism in the light of modern science and philosophy.

\ Strongly bound in Cloth. 3s. 6d. Postage 4d.

THE BOOK TO LEND YOUR 
PIOUS FRIEND

CONCERNING
PROGRESSIVE
REVELATION

By Vivian Phelips
A thrilling presentment of the startling- 
parallels in the various religions of the world 
and a stirring appeal for a frank discussion 
of the explanations hitherto offered for them.

A well-known City publisher writes : “ 1 must 
take this opportunity of thanking you for your 
really brilliant little book. I really do not 
believe that I have ever read the arguments 
in it more clearly and succinctly stated.”

“ The evidence he produces is not to be 
gainsaid. ”— Q uarterly  R eview .

OF ALL BOOKSELLERS 
Cloth, I s .  net

( w a t t s  AND CO.)

PAMPHLETS FOR THE PEOPLE
by CHAPMAN COHEN

No. 1. Did Jesus Christ Exist?
2. Morality Without God
3. What is the Use of Prayer?
4. Christianity and Woman
5. Must We Have a Religion ?
6. The Devil
7. What is Freethought?
8. Gods and Their Makers
9. The Churclrs Fight for the Child 

10. Giving ’em Hell
ix. Deity and Design
12. What is Vie Use of a Future Life?

Each Pamphlet contains Sixteen Pages
Price Id. Postage Jd,

PAGAN ELEMENTS IN 
CHRISTIANITY

H. CU TN E R
A concise and scathing account of the debt 
Christianity owes to Paganism, with a chapter 

on Relics

Prica Sixpence Postage id.

Printed and Published by T he Pioneer Press (G. W. F oote 81 Co., Ltd.), 61 Farringdon Street t London, F..C.4.


