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What
VIEWS AND OPINIONS

1S Blasphemy?
^ ID L Y , I do not know with absolute certainty; for 

meant anything and everything to which the1(: has
Priesthood cared to attach it. At first glance it 

(ill® seem that ‘‘to speak disrespectfully of God’ would 
the bill. But there are difficulties in the way of 

l i f t in g  that definition. It would make blasphemy very 
ge y depend upon the geographical accident ol where
«happened to be bom ; for there are all sorts of gods 

CQi ,l°h, brown, white and yellow. In a non-Christian 
(¡l"“h.y °ne might speak just as one pleases of the 

‘ls«an god ; but .one might very easily get into trouble 
1 the local deity by using careless language.
“etionaries are not decisive on the matter. Onedefi r.‘“iltuies are

lj n'ti9p is “ to insult or speak disrespectfully of God. 
qU how can one insult what one believes docs not exist ? 
j.̂ *0 cannot insult a vacuum. It would seem reasonable 
. /^sume. that before a man can insult a god he must 
.1- lev& there is a god to be insulted. One might speak

th
0 igl>t be accusec

VI., but not of the King of Norway. The thing 
ji a ri blasphemed and the person who blasphemes must 
(ji'f a local habitation. A Christian may blaspheme the 
(,||U|riian god, but not the Mohammedan deity. When the 

"stian charges the Atheist with blasphemy he is 
'hplaining that the man who does not believe in the 
lstence of god is acting as though that god did not

0jSr®sPectfully of the Equator, but not before the figure 
le Equator was in existence. An English citizen 

of speaking disrespectfully of

6rist. In what other way could he act? The one man
tp cannot commit genuine blasphemy is an Atheist.

 ̂ 16 element of time also comes into the question. It.
i?ls once blasphemy to disbelieve in the literal inspira-

111 °f the Bible. To believe in it nowadays is almost to
Tualify for a lengthy residence in an asylum for the
I‘"‘“tally deficient. The Roman Church would consider it 

asphemy for one to say that the. amatory ecstasies dis- 
l( ,lyed by female saints in which visions of Jesus occurred 
p 'I their formative origin in a starved sexual nature. A 

lQtestant Alienist would regard it as a sound scientific 
liberalisation. To-day, our judges have whittled down 
 ̂ 0 common law of blasphemy to the level of creating a 
n4\vl in the, public highway. The ruling is that one may 
"Tite or speak in whatever way one chooses of the saints,

of Jesus, of the Bible, of God, provided such language is 
not calculated to cause certain citizens to create a breach 
of the peace.

I sat in a court some years back and heard one of our 
most pious judges rule that the standard for determining 
blasphemy was not the probable effect of what was said 
on level-headed, educated, reasoning men, but the ordinary 
uneducated, impulsive man of the streets. It is the rule 
of the best by the worst; the sanctification of the 
unthinking by the more educated members of society.

God as Guide
Finally, there is in the Christian Bible God’s own 

definition of blasphemy. It is, by the way, a terrible 
warning Jo missionaries—that blasphemous crowd which 
go about interfering with the gods of other people. The 
way to treat tiróse who try to introduce strange gods into 
the community will be fffimd in Deuteronomy xiii. : —

“ If there arise among you a prophet . . . saying, 
Let us go after other gods. . . .  If thy brother or thy 
son, or thy daughter, or the wife of thy bosom, or 
thy friend entice thee, saying, Let us go and serve 
other gods . . . thou shalt not consent unto him,
neither shalt thine eye'pity him, neither shalt thou 
spare, neither shalt thou conceal him. But thou shalt 
surely kill him, thine hand shall be the first upon 
him. And thou shalt stone him with stones, that 
he die. ”

That, as I have said, is an awful warning to missionaries 
who go round saying unto the natives, “ Thy god is 
rubbish. Lo 1 he is powerless, and his priests live on the 
fat of the land. Thy god is born of fear and ignorance. 
Cease thou to believe in h im ; cast out from thy midst his 
priests. Follow us ; believe in our god and all shall be 
well, with you.” Luckily for these missionaries, the natives 
do not read the Bible before they are converted. And 
when they are thoroughly converted their sense of the 
ridiculous has become too anaemic seriously to affect the 
missionaries.

So I really do not know how to define “ blasphemy” in 
itself. And if I were being prosecuted for blasphemy, to 
the official question, “ Do you plead Guilty or Not Guilty?” 
I should have to reply, “ I really do not know. Neither 
does his Lordship the judge know. For both of us it 
depends upon what conclusion the jury comes to. If the 
twelve striking samples of British wisdom are of a very 
well educated, intelligent type, I can imagine them 
arguing when they retire, ‘How can a man commit 
blasphemy against something he does not believe exists? 
In any case, I don’t think God is going to be upset by 
anything the accused man can say, particularly if it is 
said in good faith. We will vote for acquittal.’ ”

But if the jury is made up of the mentally ill-developed, 
ill-tempered, ill-balanced class that Lord Phillimore 
assumed to require a law against blasphemy to prevent
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their creating a breach of the peace, then I am afraid the 
jury will find mo Guilty. The poor mutts will know no 
better. A law against blasphemy is one of the .craziest 
laws that ever appeared upon the Statute Book of any 
country. These law-makers take god under their protection 
as a mother hen gathers a scared chicken under its wing. 
It makes one wonder which is the most ridiculous: the 
god who needs a police force to protect him or god’s 
followers who. provide a police force to prevent Atheists 
robbing god of his status. But in passing it may be 
noticed that a majority in both Houses of Parliament still 
hold that a blasphemy law is necessary. They belong to 
the first category mentioned by Lord Phillimore—at least, 
so far as protecting God is concerned.

The Worst of All Blasphemies
But I have been straying from the straight and narrow 

path that keeps directly to the matter in hand, and which 
often sends the reader to sleep before he has made 
contact with it for long. 1 was really led to consider the 
question of blasphemy by a single sentence by the 
Bishop of Bradford. It appeared in the “ Bradford 
Telegraph” for May 24. Here it is, short and sharp, if 
not exactly sweet: —

“ The worst form of blasphemy is shoddy work.”
That struck me as original and daring. Intended as a 
rebuke to those people who might not be working as hard 
as they could for the promotion of the war, it covered the 
whole field of effort, human and divine—particularly the 
divine. For “ shoddy” stands for something that pretends 
to be perfect but is imperfect: work that claims to be 
what it is n o t; to do something that one is not capable 
of doing. What had the Bishop in mind when, on the day 
that is set aside for the worship of God and in a building 
devoted to God, he made such a gigantic attack on God’s 
handiwork.

Consider a few facts. God made the world, and when 
ho had finished the job lie looked round and found it not 
merely good but “ very good.” Then he made man, and 
he was included in the “ very good.” Then he made 
woman, and, with prophetic insight, he did not place her 
in the category of the “ very good.” He made her for the 
benefit of man—and let the rest go without comment. He 
also made the inhabitants of heaven. The angels appear 
to have been good also; but they ought to have, been good 
because they were free from hereditary dangers. They 
were without ancestors and minus progeny. But there 
was one piece of shoddy work even here, for one of God’s 
creation turned rebel, caused an uproar in heaven and was 
ultimately not destroyed, but packed off to hell with a 
number of his followers, where he established a kingdom 
of his own. Lucifer was, from the divine point of view, 
certainly a piece of “ shoddy work”—in other words, an 
exhibition of the worst form of blasphemy.

The man and the woman God had created also turned 
out to be shoddy. Their descendants likewise behaved in 
a “ shoddy” way. The longer the human race existed the 
worse, they became, until in sheer desperation God deter 
mined to drown all humans, with the exception of a single 
family, and so make a fresh start. But shoddy will betray 
itself, as murder will out. The new race was no better 
than the old one. God had planned the human race for 
his glory; the devil gained the majority as recruits and 
ultimately gathered round him in hell most of the finest 
representatives of the human stock. Like a primitive

within God'* 
safer gl°r5'Quisling, Satan established his agents well 

territory. They had been created for the “ grea 
of God,” but they for the most part paid allegiance

- - ~ shoddy wort-Satan. More blasphemy in the shape of God s

A Last Effort
coJW«Wh°in divbeIy.Panned structure seemed to be near 
God hi,’ I*6 s!tuatlon called for a desperate remedy.
enemies Th T  d n0t C°me to earth to a,'Sue with hf
his M in is /h -t W° Uld be undiffnified. A king acts through 

8 Ministe^  a God acts through his deputies. God's■ baok-
only son, who appears to have been kept in the
ground up to then, was sent to earth to save rn ,path- 
The price of that salvation was his own ignominious <■ ^
Probably it was thought that such a death by such a Pe 
would awaken all that was decent in human n a t u r e ,,

thin?

ankind-

But once more the plan proved to be of a 
character. It turned out to be as effective as smooi 
the shell of a tortoise would be to make the animal sinj^
J he records of this heavenly plan wore so badly kept t 1,1 
some have doubted whether it ever really happclH 
Moreover, the shoddy nature of the plan was aim0' 
demonstrated by the fact that this plan of salvation '■* 
been tried by other gods without being crowned 
success. If ever blasphemy was to use the application 0 
the term by the Bishop' of Bradford, it was Plalll'j 
here. Tlie only one who appears to have reaped P1'0 
irom the plan was the original angel who led the insur'’®6 
tion m heaven. Not merely did the majority  ̂
human r/ice ignore the scheme, but while the road to h 
became crowded with visitors the road to heaVen 
moie vacant than ever. That path became as barren ® 
a London street since the petrol allowance was cut to 1 
lowest point. The inhabitants of hell mustered some °f 

specimens of th e ' human race; the d'lfthe finest
residents in heaven were those who on earth had 1°”
proclaimed their own unworthiness- 
justified the self-condemnation.

So the story of God’s plan runs.

-and whose life 0fte«

His children, iinsten0

of loving one another, spend a large part of their lives 
devising plans for blasting each other out of existence " 1 
high explosives. Clearly, the work of developing a r‘u.'. 
of men who should be the best on earth has failed.
true, that Mr. Duff Cooper assures the world that <<'̂ e c6 

that has ever lived on earth; but very many of those " ■
Mr. Duff Cooper is one of the “ we’s ”- -are the finest

-irrespectivehave been counted as very fine characters ___ ,
nationality—are spending eternity with Satan instead 
with God. It is a “ shoddy” job. ^

The only question that remains is, “ Can God c°n1' 
blasphemy against himself?” If he cannot, then ..

'shoddy 1Bishop of Bradford is wrong in saving that
the worst form of blasphemy. I would like to see tin6

okrather knotty question settled; and, if the B.B.C. t° ^
it in hand, 1 am sure that Commander Campbell vV°1'
have had some experience during his travels in So"
America bearing on this subject. A God who not opl‘' 
brought everything into existence, hut who gave eveC ( 
thing the qualities they manifest should have turned °l , 
a better job than this world has shown itself to be. ®llj 
Jahveil is the first god who has been charged by one 0 
his own representatives with blasphemy. But perhaps ‘'|l 
Bishop has mixed his metaphors. Let us hope he ho6 
for some of the world’s best have been blasphemers.

CHAPMAN COHEN-
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A "TA STY ” TALE

WHEN Will

Tell me the old, old story— 
Poor Jesus hasn’t been tried.

(i ..... °ur clerical big shots have enough sense to realise
I,'“1 410 public are sick to death of that lame tale, “ Christianity 
jjri8. Tiiled—it has never been tried ” ? Even the dumbest 
ch<Un 111 Britain must realise, in the presence of thousands of 
andFC les» thousands of parsons, millions of Bibles, hymn books 
is C otlu!r religious haberdashery, that the failure of Christianity 

i no way due to the need for being tried, 
iiu 11 cleric to chant this piece of falsified foolishness is
Ilon® otll(;1' than the grand Radio Fadre of All Britain, the Rev.

"a d Selby Wright, Chaplain to the Forces. 
clich4 .^0 h’udre, however, has the distinction of giving to the 
as 11 a literally new flavour by presenting the religion of Christ 
Wo? edible dish—something to be “ tasted.” In a recent 
Was'1 1 ast he suggested we could not know whether Christianity 
to l  g°°d or not unless we had tasted it. The only way to get 
fail- * °W ,wbat Christianity was, was to taste it, and it was not 

0 'eject it without tasting.
tint ii ltlâ  be so> course. Some men may be so constructed

i'i
e
tller it is good or bad lo r  them. This saves the trouble or

° 1/Uiu.oCi rjutiiu ruc/ii ^
i 'ey lack certain faculties, and have to taste even poison "Mom •

"hetli

Tl lefect it without tasting. 
a lnay he so, of course.

'ey lack certain facultie_,___.
ihey can identify it. Other men are like our Persian cat 

ey can sniff at a thing and make up their minds at once 
Spit t .l e r  is good or bad for them. This saves the trouble or

ln8 it out later. But even then, there’s no accounting for 
as the old saw says.

however, one does get tired of liearing, from men 
that °nly 0ught to know better, but really must know better, 

Christianity has never been tried.” Does the Radio Padre

fast,

S e r i f  J1CI.-3 J 1 C V C I  u c t - n  t n c u .  ----------------------------

tli,. [USy believe that statement? Can he believe it, in face of 
thou‘L<t,‘hat fhere is (statistically) a parson and a bit for every
[tle fSand People in this country, plus lay assistants; in face of 
Jcai >U t lbat almost every British child has an average of ten 
duv !> scll0°ling during which religious instruction is given every 
pi ’. ln face of the fact that churches rival public houses in 
God >! uk'ess ; and when we consider that “ swearing by Almighty 
l|i . ,acc°nipanies almost every legal and administrative act of

^citizen ? <
cou^ens above! We don’t have to taste Christianity in this 

They start by splashing it over us at the christening ; 
it j(lllg us sing and chant about it in the infant class; pushing 
caji i'-"11 our throats in more solid chunks in the senior classes; 
|.’v(i IJ‘8 "s with it through “ youth movements ” in adolescence, 
bi-in! €'ghb out of ten of us manage to pull through without
ta,
th

' t> U *«-=■** cu -------
la h "’°rse than slightly hypnotised when wo reach the adult 

• So they come at us again when we want to be married,is
liar

time with the beautiful blackmail of their doctrine ot 
p, 1 r'ages made in heaven,” though actually they don’t 
a » 'LSS ^lc fegal qualifications, as religious institutions, to marry 

IIJSc and a gander, let alone human beings, 
to l v'ving that ordeal, and still preferring a ramble on a Sunday 

lL‘ musty “ taste ” of a church, we are chased out into the 
l|)e 1 'T by peregrinating parsons who are determined to preach 
0 '°stel-gospel. Even the hiker must learn about his Miker. 
vil'| bjlniL‘rly, motoring into the restfulness of some country

> t r

forn
a 'l8°> or seaside town, we were oven there pursued by white 

’"itions among the road and street signs: —
“ TO THE METHODIST CHURCH ” 
“ TO THE PARISH CHURCH”

Sos° on. Travelling showmen have nothing on the Churches 
3  't comes to billing the performance.

I * °W the petrol tap lias been turned off, and the citizen of 
^ - P lu .  must stay at home. Home! The word lias a new 
f( ;inmg those travel-less days. Leisure, rest, jieace. Out of the 
, l(b of meddling ministers and their miserable monotones. Butgoo,} QiTod ! What’s that? They’ve got us again !

The morning service, the morning talk ; the afternoon service, 
the afternoon talk; the service for children, the service in 
Welsh; the evening service, the evening talk; tho epilogue, the 
prologue, the monologue, the dialogue; the Old Testament, the 
New Testament; this saint, that saint; the Bishop of this, the 
Vicar of that. B.B.C., B.B.C., B.B.C. That’s it. Big Boost 
for Christianity. Mahomet and the Mountain ! They can’t get 
Henry Dubb to church, so they’ve brought the church to Henry 
Dubb.

An Englishman’s home was his castle—mow it is a church. 
Morning, noon and night. Well might these parsons claim that 
no quarrel exists between religion and "science, for. has not science 
enabled them to survive the obsolescence of their empty churches 
by putting a church in every home; and without so much as “ if 
you please” to the owners of those homes?

And so they pursue us, from the schoolroom to the home, from 
the cradle into middle life, and unrelentingly on into old age, 
bewildering and wearying us with their bickerings and follies. *■

Three hundred labels on the same jar of jam !
Finally comes the peace that passeth their understanding. But 

the man in black, with the doleful voice, is still there, his dirge 
disturbing oven death.

Did you say taste, .Radio Padre? We have not only tasted 
Christianity; we have been saturated with it. But you’ll have 
to try again, brother. It’s more than a question of tasting. It’s 
more than a question of empty churches. It’s a question of an 
empty creed. F. J. CORINA.

ACID DROPS

THE Church has always called an idea immoral if it happened 
to be dangerous. But every idea that is worthy of serious 
consideration is dangerous to something. Consider what a danger
ous idea was, and is, Darwinian Natural Selection. When 
announced, it fell on the world with a force greater than any 
known explosive. Present-day big guns and land mines were mere 
toys at tiie side of it. It crashed into all sorts of established 
theories of morals, of sociology, and particularly of theology. It 
reverberated over the whole of the globe, and its power developed 
with the passing of the years. The truth is that which everyone 
accepts, which rouses no antagonisms, upsets nothing and 
disturbs no one, is properly labelled a platitude. It carries 
with it no winged message of revolt against what is. It 
carries no useful and inspiring promise of what may be. Tho 
greatest of lies tend to wear themselves out, hut an established 
truth stands through the ages, promising danger and threatening 
destruction to every lie that comes across its path. Truth is n 
very dangerous weapon, and everything that is mean and cowardly 
and false in human nature hates it with all its plight.

How attitudes change. .Looking over some old newspaper cut
tings, we come across the following from the “ Daily Telegraph ” 
of April 30, 1918. It referred to a recent Bolshevik Congress in 
Moscow. The cutting runs: —

“ Of the 305 delegates, 184 had been imprisoned for a total 
period of 315 years. Nineteen had had penal servitude for a 
total of 96 years, while 104 had been banished to Siberia. 
So that scarcely anybody had been unpunished in this illus
trious assembly. According to the code of honour of tho 
Bolsheviks, representatives of Communism can only by penal 
servitude obtain the necessary consecration.”

This gem deserves to be saved from the dustbin, considering the 
reasons we have to-day for being thankful that this congregation 
of “ convicts ” succeeded in establishing themselves. Tt is 
notable that tho offences for which these men and women were 
punished are not named. That would have spoiled the report. 
And the old gang never apologises.

The Earl of Clanwilliam, who is also chairman of the Associa
tion of Conservative Clubs, says, “ We shall defeat the enemy in 
God’s good time. But when it is over wo of the Conservative 
Party are going to be tho saviours of our country.” So it looks 
as though Hitler, though beaten, will get his revenge. We shall
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win “ in God’s good tim e” ; we understood from Churchill and 
others that it would depend on guns and.planes, etc. Now it is 
handed over to God, and God only knows when that means an 
end to the war. Up to the present “ God ” appears to have been 
among the casualties.

Very littlo has been heard of late of the Oxford Group Move
ment. Perhaps it has had its day, perhaps it has served the 
purpose for which it was created. The last time it appeared in 
the public eyo was when the question of the young men who 
belonged to it claimed exemption from military service on the 
grounds that they were students belonging to a religious move
ment. It flourished well in America until tho war began, then 
the whole movement was bluntly declared to bo a German created 
agency, part of a fifth column. Since then they have gone out of 
the news, and nothing seems to be heard of liuchman, their 
leader.

It will bo remembered that in this country it devoted its chief 
attention to young men of “ good families.” Also that it began 
in England after the last war, and flourished during tho disastrous 
Baldwin and Chamberlain Governments, which saw every encour
agement given to Germany to re-arm, to Italy to take Abyssinia. 
Franco with his Gorman and Italian allies to crush the Spanish 
Republic, and to Japan to attack China. "Buchman found many 
supporters in high places, and there was always plenty of money 
connected with it. Of course, most of its members were just 
dupes, but there does seem a mystery about the movement that 
one day mhy lead to examination.

Dr. Clifford Adams, psychologist at Pennsylvania State College, 
carried out a test among university students which showed that 
tho things women were chiefly afraid of were: Being lost in a 
strange building or place; entering a deserted building; driving 
at 80 miles an hour; meeting a rat, mouse, worm or lizard; heavy 
thunder and lightning; travelling in a submarine; travelling by 
plane in a snowstorm; going blind; losing their sweethearts, and 
other fears of a similar nature.. From this test it is. quite clear 
that America is badly in need of another Aimeo McPherson to 
conduct a religious revival campaign, for nobody seems to suffer 
from the Fear of God.

The Bishop of Bradford (Dr. Blunt) has coined a new phrase 
for an old lie. In denouncing the present wave of “ Agnostic 
Secularism” (formerly “ paganism,” “ irreligion ” or “ anti- 
Christ ”), the Bishop said that when the war began we wore 
producing all over tho world a generation of “ clever devils,” of 
whom tho Nazis were special specimens. Tho implication is 
obvious. The lie smells to heaven. Is it really necessary to 
remind his Lordship that not a single member of the Nazi gang 
has over repudiated belief in God, or claimed to be Agnostic, or 
Secularist P Rather do they claim that they are chosen by God 
to carry out a special mission—and Hitler is still a formal member 
of the Roman Catholic Church, according to the R.C. method of 
counting heads.

Tho homilies of judges and magistrates with which they too 
often decorate their judgments leave much to be desired. For 
example. In sentencing a Peterborough clergyman to twelve 
months’ imprisonment, in tho second division, for offences 
against five boys, Mr. Justice Hilbury—the offender was a 
married man with one child—said that by his conduct the 
prisoner had “ pandered to a rabble over eager to bring 
religion into contempt.” Now there was no need to make the 
suggestion that it is a “ rabble ” who aro waiting to attack 
religion. The attack on. religion is being carried on by men 
and women who hold distinguished positions in the community. 
It is a slur upon them that was quite unjustified.

As to tho non-Christians being “ eager to bring religion into 
contempt ” by any means in their power, that is simply not 
true. Speaking for ourselves, and “ Tho Freethinker ” is the 
greatest sinner, because it is tho most outspoken of anti- 
religious publications in this country, we have refrained from

pi mting cases in which clergymen and preachers who arc 110 
clergymen aro brought before magistrates and judges. Wo la"1' 
adopted this policy because we see no reason why relig10lis 
people should be credited with a monopoly of either decency or 
indecency. Such a list is a legitimate weapon to uso agn"‘- 
nose who tako Atheism or religious disbelief as a synonym ° 

ill-behaviour. A judge, above all men, should bo careful to 
avoid falling into this trap and to avoid insulting, even 
implication, so large a body of intelligent and earnest men 
and women. But it is not too lato to revise our policy 0 
silence about tho conduct of tho clergv and if forced to do s"> 
we may revive it.

I his is a century of astonishing contrasts. Social 
in rapid strides accompanies social retrogression in largo elm11 
In a long report on tho subject of child delinquency the SPC , 
borough (Yorks) Education Committee makes a number 
proposals that have tho merit of tackling this problem 1 
scientific lines. Some of tho proposals clearly mark 
influence of modern, humanistic thought on the deliberate ” 
0 * . committee; but woven into tho scientific plan of 
committee’s report are some obscenely prominent threads 
own from a less scientific and a more religious ago.

1 crhr.ps the most obnoxious is the suggestion that more 11 
should be made of corporal punishment on God’s littlo bad a'1” 
It should be “ justifiably and properly administered,” of a0'!
—ol course, quite so. The big stick must only be used " 11 ̂  
the big blurbs who uso it have failed to tamo tho littlo sav»S. 
by civilised methods. And parents “ must not feel so 11111 
repugnance to corporal punishment as hitherto.” Just so, P* 
•so. Too much damned sentimentalism makes the little bligJJ* 
think they can do as they like. Well, we’ll show ’em. Jl° , 
stick, less repugnance; that’s tho way to talk, by gad. 
there should bo “ more publicity and police in uniform 
juvenile courts. That’s a splendid idea. Bobbies in uB11® , 
will put the fear o’ God into the little devils and the ** , 
names in tho papers will make ’em feel the criminals 1 
really arc. By gad, that is the way to talk. What?

One thing scorns crystal clear from these proposals to teir0 • 
the children of Spenborough, however." The “ big poll®01 
w ith a notebook ” idea of God lias evidently lost its 
because God is ignored as a factor for producing results i" , r 
matter. That is all to tho good. And, curiously enough 
is it curious?), together with the decline of tho power 01 .
God idea there seems to have been a change for the h*’ 
These little scoundrels of Spenborough are actually k .?  ’s 
better—though you wouldn’t think so from tiie commit 1 
deliberations.

* 1»'
Wo will let tho youngsters speak for themselves. It may 

ho only chance they will get. Hero is what they could R».v : ,,
“ According to tho report of our Director of Education, ^  

is were proceeded against for offences in 1939. In 1940 
voro behaving bettor, because only 32 of us were in co» ;̂ 
mst year, 1941, wo were hotter than ever, because only ' 
>f us were in court. Wo think wo are doing’ very well in('cC\  
ind wo don’t  like this silly talk about more stick and m1’1,. 
lolicemen. Such talk doesn’t  encourage us to behave better-

Trv w l i i n l i  daro. n.n.n m l r l .  ( i H r4

Here is an event that the religious papers declare to lie with®1’ 
precedent in our history. Representatives of the Roman Chur®  ̂
the English Church and one of the leading Nonconformist b<>(*11 
have met together on a public platform to consider what can 1. 
done to preserve Christianity in Britain. The “ Catholic F  
has a cartoon showing the three standing on the same 
platform, each without any visible weapon of defence and 
having a barricade to prevent one going for tho other, 
that a lesson for other countries! It is true it ha 
happened before, but tilings are not what they were, a..- 
times are such that the Churches must hang together if th®? 
would not hang separately. Surely nothing but the spirit 0 
God could have brought this about—and it has only taken a 
centuries to do it. The Trinity in Heaven will lift their hal°® 
to sing the praise of this trinity on earth.

. p«bllC
with011' 

Is ll,,t
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u THE FREETHINKER”
2 and 3, Furnival Street, Holborn, 

Telephone No. : Holborn 2601. London, E.C.4.

TO CORRESPONDENTS

T ib Smith.—Thanks, for reference. '’leasoT t'ry to keep 
find enjoyment in “ The Freethinker. " 0 

"P to its old customary level. , ■
Archibald Robinson.—Next week. Received too 

issue. • i) 1

Morgan. — Both the “ Almost an ^ ^ som C a's’possible. 
‘Materialism Restated ” will be reprm e .m . ' om, first
it is the paper shortage that is blocking < s. 
concern must bo for this journal. Mctelonis

Damage Fund.—H. J. Hewer, Is. 6d., i . - ■
W.S.A.), £ 1  8s. 6d.

°rd.ers for literature should he sent to the Business Manager 
°l Pioneer Press 2-3, Furnival Street, London, L.L.i, 

not to the Editor’.
,l(;n the services of the National Secular Society in connexion 
"Mi Secular Burial Services are required, all communicattioi s 
"l°nld he addressed to the Secretary, B. H. Bosetti, gn 0 
8 notice as possible.

F reethinker will he forwarded direct, from the Publishing 
°tt‘ee at the following rates (Home ami Abroad): Vne 
J«ar, . half-year, Ss. 6d.; three months, is. id,.
HTture notices must reach 2 and 3, Furnival Street, Holborn 
Jondun, E.O.i, by the first post on Monday, or they wdl not

0e inserted

SUGAR PLUMS

TflOSE .1Ho 10. "“° are under the impression that religious persecution
to lea-80r exists> °r that it is not very active, may be interestedH ) I p  -------v # i  viiiiv i t  i t s  n u n  v c i ^  t i u i n v ,  m

Sllbst' n\  and instructed by the learning, that wo have just had a 
i lai printing order refused on businesbusiness and personal 

Bluntly we are told that the printer 
es ” of our opinions. We wonder whether the printer

—« 1  printing ortier 
fir°unds by a provincial firm. 
,‘disapprovi
lie j ‘‘Don really agrees with the opinions of all those for whom 

,l°Cs Printing. In that case liis religious opinions must bo 
comprehensive character, the limitations applying only to

of ,, Printing, 
li conn
fe«thinkmg.

In that case his religious opinions must ho

of ^( | writing the above we should be pleased to hear from any 
fifint!* rcat*ors wdu> have “ contact ” with provincial or London

ÇT’S who are willing to undertake work for books and 

c°<hse.
»- Tfilets. Onco the scarcity of paper is lessened we shall, of 
prjrî '*> be done with this particular nuisance. But there are
"'e 1 °ra whose'allowances permit their doing some of the work 

iRVc ready. Our need for more printing is urgent.

b0 asfi week wo casually mentioned the fact that Russia had 
til,.*1 ,,ottor equipped than most countries outside Germany for 

" ilr’ and they had prepared for it while creating and carrying 
edi *lew schemes of production, practically creating a new 
1̂ ,Rational system, building on a scale such as Russia had never 
0ll- c  known, and turning an illiterate population into a literate 

’ 1,1 tho course of a singlo generation.

ilj Qlf ° writing these notes we have been reading .T, E. Davies’ 
'A. Ambassador to Russia in 1936-8) “ .Mission to ^Moscow.” 

a 6 CRVo spaco only to suggest the reading of this book by others, 
a With particular reference to the trial in Moscow of a number 
'Ren holding high places. In our own Press, then under tho

influence of tho Baldwin-Chamberlain Governments, plus the 
Churches, these trials ivere represented as -duo to the bloodthirsti
ness of Stalin and his gang of—wo leave readers to fill the 
blank. But this is what Mr. Davies writes of the trial of Bukarin, 
Bykov, Chernov, Ivanov, Ilakovsky and eighteen others, all 
holding prominent positions in Soviet Russia. And remember 
that ho is reporting to the President of tho U.S.A. under date 
of March 8, 1938: “ It now seems that a plot existed in the 
beginning of 1936 to project a coup d’etat. It came out that quite 
a few at the top were infected with tho virus of tho conspiracy 
to overthrow the Government, and were actually working with tho 
secret service organisations of Germany and Japan.” And on 
March 17 : “ It is my opinion, so far as the political defendants
aro concerned, sufficient crimes under Soviet law were established 
by the proof beyond reasonable doubt to justify tho verdict of 
guilty of treason and the adjudication of the punishment provided 
under Soviet law.” Eortunato for us it was that this plot was 
nipped in tho bud.

Mr. Davies says that ho tried to awaken people in France and 
England to the real state of affairs, but failed “ specially in 
Britain.” He found there a “ violent prejudice.” Churchill alone 
paid attention to what ho said. He showed a fair and judicious 
mind and was “ anxious to know the facts.” What a chapter in 
history that period will make if the full story is over written. 
Our secret service works well—in keeping the truth from the 
public. Mr. Davies has helped us to understand why thoro was 
no fifth column in Russia when war began. Wc had ours. Rut a 
query remains.

“ Russia to-day,” says the Carlisle “ Diocesan Gazette,” “ is not 
godless.” Now it is very poor thanks for the Russia that has 
done so much for us to deal with it in that way. For it suggests 
that tho Russian leaders and millions of the people have 
deteriorated mentally in the course of tho war. And that is not 
true. Russia is as godless—more godless—to-day than it was 
twenty or even ten years ago. Of course, there are many, many 
millions of Russians who are still religious. But it is unkind to 
make “ godless Russia ” responsible for them. They, like tho 
others, will grow out of it. Superstition must be artificially fed 
if it is to live. But bodily and mental ailments that exist over a 
wide area and with the majority of a people cannot bo expected 
to be cured in a single generation. ,

Lewes Education Committee is allowing, once a week, 
children to leave school, during school hours, to attend a 
religious service. The legitimacy of this practice .was 
questioned in school, hut nothing came of it. Most members 
are very fearsome of offending tho religious interests in their 
constituencies. But i t  is a sample of things that will occur 
if the plot hatched by tho Archbishops and the Board of 
Education.

The impudence of i t ! Stroml has resolved to have cinemas on 
Sundays. On that, the “ Stroud News ” comments by saying that 
for the Council the subject “ bristles with difficulties ” because 
it was “ against ” the desire of several members to prevent further 
encroachments on the Sabbath. But no one has suggested that 
these members should bo taken by tho scruff of tho neck and he 
forced to the cinema. It is they who wish to take the rest of 
the inhabitants by the scruff of the neck or tho sent of their 
trousers and prevent their spending Sunday as they please. Wo 
are a free people—at least, by repute and on the authority ol 
the Home Secretary.

One reason for Stroud taking this daring stop is that members 
of the Forces have nothing to do on Sundays, and lounging about 
is not healthy. Why then is it healthy for the civilian people 
in Stroud? We suggest that tho religious way out would bo to 
force the civil population to attend, and have tlirco church 
parades on Sunday. That would “ larn ” both soldiers and 
civilians, and prove that freedom is not a mere word with we 
English people.
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NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY 
Seventy-fifth Annual Conference

WAR conditions—involving preoccupations arid military duties— 
prevented many, particularly from the provinces, being present 
at the Conference, but when the President called to attention, 
by a rap witli the historic hammer, the number present showed 
a pleasing . increase on last year’s attendance. A specially 
encouraging feature was the proportion of young people present 
who, during the discussions, showed a keen interest in and 
appreciation of the principles for which the Society stood. The 
formal business of the opening of the meeting being disposed of, 
the President read the Annual Report, which with a suggestion 
by Mr. Drewey that the Executive might consider what could be 
done by way of creating a “ Youth Movement,” was adopted by 
the Conference and ordered to be printed.

The adoption of the financial statement, after a few questions 
had been answered, was moved by Mr. Sykes and seconded /by 
Mrs. Venton. Carried.

The election of the President followed, and as he was in 
nomination, Mr. Cohen asked Mr. Rosetti to occupy the chair 
for the time being. Some very high tributes were paid Mr. Cohen 
by many present, both for the way in which he had steered the 
Society during a very trying period, and also for his educational 
work by his pen. The election was carried with acclamation.

In thanking the members for the renewal of his election, 
Mr. Cohen said that he had now been President for 27 years, the 
longest period during which one man had held the office. He 
was proud of the confidence placed in him. Loyal friends hact 
gathered round with no other incentive than that of devotion to 
a great cause, and their friendship was maintained for the same 
reason. There was no other honour in the country that lie would 
feel inclined to step across the road to receive.

The election of the General Secretary followed. The President 
added his tribute to those paid by others to Mr. Rosetti. He 
did so because he was in a better position to say more about 
Mr. Rosetti’s qualities than anyone else. There had been a 
great increase of work in connection with the office, and much 
correspondence between it anil the chiefs of the three Services 
concerning Freethinkers in the Army, Air Force and Navy. This 
work is not so showy as writing or lecturing, but it is very 
important work for the movement as a whole. The resolution 
was carried unanimously.

The elec dion of the Accountant, Treasurer and Executive 
followed.

There were five special subjects set apart for discussion, and 
all of them yere well introduced, well discussed and should 
prove very profitable. There was shown a clear recognition of 
the distinction between policy and principle, and that while 
policy should, so far as circumstances permit, work within 
principle, it can never take its place. The first subject for 
discussion, “ The 'ti.B.C. and Religion,” was opened by Mr. 
Collins. Ho gave an interesting account of the time spent on 
religious advocacy; Mr. Thomson pointed out that it was not 
merely religion that had a monopoly of a hearing, but other 
subjects of great social consequence. Messrs. Hornibrook, Bailly, 
Brighton and Miss AVoolstone contributed to a lively’ and helpful 
discussion. It was resolved that a suitable resolution from the 
Conference be sent to the B.B.C.

The Conference then adjourned for lunch. Some little delay 
was caused here, as the number that sat down exceeded that 
provided for—a serious offence in war-time. But the resources 
of the Waldorf was equal to the occasion and a very satisfactory 
meal was provided.

AFTERNOON SESSION

On' the Conference resuming, the subject of “ Religion and the 
Armed Services” was introduced by Mr. Ebury, whose plea was 
that in this war, more even than in the last one, compulsory 
religious services should be abandoned, and no obstacle should

be put in the way of the attestation of Atheist or Freethinker, or 
Above all, petty punishments for non-attendani'1'

It made for neither
anyone else, 
at religious services should be abandoned.
efficiency nor good will. After others had joined in the discussion 
and the President had explained what had been done by the 
Executive, the Conference agreed on a suitable protest to 1 
sent to the heads of the three Services involved. ,

Interest and energy was thrown into a discussion opened W 
Mr. Hornibrook on the Freedom of the Press. He selected 
examples of the conduct of the authorities against which he "-1' 
protesting the action of the Home Secretary in his method ot 
suppressing the “ Daily Worker” and the threat to supp«1'* 
the “ Daily Mirror.” In the first case the direct nature of tlie 
offence was not stated, and so no ono knew what particula1' is'111 
of the paper, or what part of any particular issue had g1'1'1 
offence. In the other case the offending matter was known, tt 
there was a threat to act without trial, either public or in 
(amera. A number of those present took part in the discuss10'1’ 
hut with a single exception all were agreed on the impossibi w 
of Freethinkers permitting so gross an outrage on civic lib01' 5 
without protest.

In summing up, the President said that the position of 
Freethinker and of the N.S.S. was quite ¡dain. H ^  "i° 
matter whether the paper suppressed was of the Right or f 
Left. I he great thing was the nature of the suppression. 1 
man shoulej be punished and no paper suppressed unless 1 
knew wherein his offence lay, and without the opportunity 0 
ti i.il, even though the public be excluded from the hearing- 
AVhen Carlile came to London he said that he would 
everything the Government said should not be published. 
did so, and we Freethinkers have no name in our minds tn> 
we honour more than that of Carlile. The policy of the “ 1)111 ’ 
Worker” did not concern the N.S.S., but it did concern t 
N.S.S. that journals should not be suppressed in this man1111 
It is one suppression to-day; it may be ours to-morrow uid“ 
the protest is vigoi-ous and sustained. And it may be add*1 
that by the method of handling the “ Daily Mirror” the H0,m 
Secretary had managed to gag most of the papers in this count1') 
more easily, at a cheaper rate and with greater damage b 
freedom of the Press, than has ever happened. A resolution 1 
protest to be sent to the proper authorities was then passel ’ 
with a single dissentient.

A resolution was then moved dealing with the present posit11”1 
of the schools of the Churches. This was introduced 
Mr. Charles, North Staffs Branch, a very promising acqujsl 
tion to our movement. Ho' put forcibly the case for freest 
children from the incubus of opinions that many would disc«11' 
if they overcame the initial handicap of religious training- 
was a case of liberty for the child as a means of progress for |̂l 
people. Mrs. Venton gave some interesting information °f * 
extent and manner to which educational committees are packtl_
with people who were really there to look after the interests 11 
the Churches. She was of opinion that if people were awake 
this plan it might be checked to a considerable extent, fj'1 
plan set out by the Board of Education and leaders of ”l 
Churches was also discussed and condemned.

A question was raised by one member as to what a pare' 
should do if the educational welfare of his child depended up01' 
his submitting to religious instruction being given. There 
a very warm discussion, and then the President summed ”1 
by saying they were concerned with principles, and the1' 
would arise such situations as had been put before 6” 
meeting. It was a matter that must be finally decided by l11' 
parent, but he thought that no child would be the worse 
being taught the great lessons of intellectual sincerity <*nl 
honesty, even though that was done at some cost. Home influent- 
might in a given situation be strong enough to enable the b<>.' 
or girl to grow up a non-Christian, but it would hardly creid1' 
citizens who place a high value on mental independence an11 
the value of intellectual honesty in moulding character. ^
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training in intellectual courage and in the value tjlu
not without its importance in lif® “nd ^ . jb e e n  withdrawn 
formation of character. His own childrei *  ̂ ô ĝ o
from religious instruction, and he would, o cours 
other parents follow the same plan.

The last item on the programme dealt with 1 ' ‘ '■j- 0̂ e c{ 0ur
ganda, which was dealt with wittily an a y Interesting 
most successful speakers, Mr. J- 1  ̂ ., js prought to
experiences were given by other speakers, ant conferences of 
»n end one of the most successful and promising 
the war period.

new a t t it u d e  in  r e l ig io u s  t h o u g h t

J'olmj0 a^empt to analyse the need for this new attitude towards 
Churd"' W6 *s âr ûss concerne(I with the constitution of
"gh°i.eS anJ Sects, and their differences, less even with tile 

Creeds” * of a dogmatic Christianity, than with the 
" ‘- th s  of religion itself. There is much that goes to 

a rê  la  ̂ it resolves itself into nothing less tlian the need for 
f f i ^ n t  of the idea of God, and that we have reached the 
vvliich °. * a i'lansiti°nal period of religious thought out of 
scale th Seems Possible that changes may emerge on a bigger 
t|,e j. lan any which have faced us since the Reformation and 
They <nV learning. Rut the changes will be of a different kind, 
flian ^  more exclusively concerned with matters of thought 

.^6 outside aspects of religion. At the time of the 
E ^ ^ n m g  even its greatest men—men of the type of Colot, 
fesn..f1S’ r̂ lomas More, whose theological thought was in some 
by ^  8 °n a plane with that of the present age—were hampered 
the L‘cclesiastical and -political aspects of their opinions. At 
think 6Sei1*' the question is mainly what the individual is to 
P°0ple aiU there is a large and increasing number of thoughtful 
forir,6* ° are not °nly outside but deeply mistrustful of any 

^  of official religion.
havQ<:. 8Pirit of challenge towards religious conceptions which 
6n . °ng held sway is stimulated by the scientific method of 
tnatt and although this method does not altogether apply to 
the,. fIS Pure thought, they cannot escape its influence. If, 
any re’ a belief is to hold good nowadays it must hold good, at 

1° some considerable extent, along the line of personal 
r6]j !lence and conviction, the ultimate criterion in matters of 
as Us with. Now this is just where the conception of Deity 
<:0,U|. ' *ealisation of ideals both of creative and moral power— 
histo ■ a^ *"he phases of the physical universe and of human 
to tl,'5r~'S l° s' nS Rs strength as a support to faith. Satisfying 
"'ill 6,.lear  ̂ °1 Mankind as it is in itself, so satisfying that many 
<]U(.S/- In̂  ^  through thick and thin, it is constantly being 
O * .  not only in the light which science throws on the 

p S the iiniverse, but in the light of human experience.
as j, ’̂ ems of this nature are, it is true, as old as the hills and 
may /Jnhlo as the riddle of the Sphinx. No spiritual Oedipus 

Th ° looked for to solve the enigmas which they raise, 
in  ̂*1 leaIity of religion is to be found in aspiration rather than 
°f ¡e ’n'tion, in the soaring of the spirit beyond the limitations 
Pfesp e^°.°t. Granting all this, we may also admit that at the 
ai r n*' time there seems to bo a special call for some attempt 

^Moment, a plea for consistency, so far as this is within
6»ch

' 0l'"tantl
in the matter of religious beliefs. Instances of this are

i lesti
y to bo met with, not only in literature dealing with

two
nHs of this kind, but in quite unexpected quarters. Here

of the latter kind, from books published during the war,
as straws in themselves, but, as straws, showing the 

-'r,0f;tion o~f the current.
, Tins refers to a long correspondence in the “ Times,” in the

"'Hit,®r months of 1922 between “ Modernists” and other Clerics.

1. From “ The Red Horizon,” by Patrick McGill: —
Two men, on sentry night duty, are conversing.
There was a pause.
“ Bill! ”
“ Pat! ”
1 ‘ Do you believe in God ? ’ ’
“ Well, I do and I don’t,” was the answer.
“ What do you mean? ”
“ I don’t ’old with the Christian business,” he replied, “ but t 

believe in God.”
“ Do you think that God can allow men to go killing one 

another like this ? ”
“ Maybe ’e can’t help it.”
“ And the war started because it had to be? ”
“ It just came, like a war-baby.”
Note that in this conversation .“ God” is credited with 

irresponsibility.
2. From “ The Vermilion Box,” by E. V. Lucas: —

Letter “ Richard Haven to Dr. Sutherland.”
“ . . . fatalism is largely on the increase in this country, and 

how can you wonder? Even simple, trustful souls like my 
Mother seem to have given up their ancient belief in a personal 
Caretaker. ‘ It’s all very terrible and wicked and beyond all 
comprehension ’ has become their half-dazed attitude, ‘ but what 
will be, will be.”

The keynote of the New Attitude is struck by Mr. Wells in a 
remarkable passage from his war novel, “ Mr. Britling Sees It 
Through,” which, in its passionate force, recalls the utterance 
of John Stuart Mill that he would “ sooner be damned in hell 
fire” than worship a God who failed to satisfy his moral sense. 
Although this passage is familiar to many readers, it is necessary 
for the purpose in hand to quote some of it here. It commences 
with the same words as the quotation just given from “ The Red 
Horizon.” A wife, bereaved, as she believes, of her husband, in 
the war, asks Mr-. Britling: —

“ Do you believe in God?”
“ Yes,” said Mr. Britling after a long pause, “ I do believe 

in God.”
“ Who lets these things happen. . . . Who kills my Teddy, 

and your Hugh—and millions?”
“ No,” said Mr. Britling.
“ But Fie must let these things happen—or why do they 

happen ? ”
“ No,” said Mr. Britling. “ It is the theologians who must ' 

answer that. They have been extravagant about God. They 
have had silly absolute ideas—that He is all-powerful. That 
He’s omni-everything. But the common-sense man knows better. 
Every real religious thought denies it. After all, the real God 
of the Christians is Christ, not God Almighty ; a poor mocked 
and wounded God nailed on a cross of matter. Some day He 
will triumph. But it is not fair to say Ho causes all things now.
It is not fair to make out a case against Him. You have been 
misled. God is not absolute . . . your teachers and catechisms 
have set you against G'od. . . . They want to make out He owns 
all Nature. . . . And all sorts of silly claims. . . . But God 
is within Nature and necessity. . . . God is the innermost thing. 
Closer Ho is than breathing and nearer than hands and feet. 
He is the other thing in this world. Greater than Nature or 
necessity for He is a spirit and they are blind, but not controlling 
them . . . not yet.”

“ They always told me He was the maker of Heaven and 
Earth?”

“ That’s the Jew God the Christians took over. It’s a quack 
God, a Panacea. Tt’s not ray God . . . God who fights through 
men against Blind Force and Night and "Non-Existence. . . . 
He is the only King . . ; the inevitable King who is present 
whenever just men foregather. . . . ”

This passage leads directly to the ground covered by Mr. Wells 
in “ God the Invisible King.” Mr. Wells has crystallized, to
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use liis own word, much oi modern religious thought into a 
creed which satisfies his own needs and which he thinks may 
satisfy those who are in the same case. The doubt is whether 
those persons who travel as far as this author has done from 
tho paths of orthodoxy really need any definite creed at all or 
find themselves capable of accepting it with enthusiasm. Minds 
of that type can rarely tolerate any trammels except such as 
they impose upon themselves, and they instinctively reject any
thing that limits their freedom in matters of thought and faith. 
However this may be, it is probable that no book since William 
James’ “ Varieties of Religious Experience” has created such a 
$tir in the religious world.

On the whole, and in spite of . its rejection and denunciation of 
much that the churches hold dear, Mr. Wells’ book was not 
altogether unsympathetically received by them. This is no 
doubt because he writes not as an antagonist, but as a friend to 
the interpretation of life on a religious basis. But perhaps none 
of his critics, sympathetic or otherwise, realised when the book 
appeared the deep importance of its main thesis, viz., the need 
of a now conception of God. This is the part that really matters, 
and Mr. Wells would probably readily admit this.

A new conception-of God, one more in harmony with modern 
ideals, is the corner-stone in any reconstruction of religion, and, 
viewed in this light, the central idea of the book constitutes a 
step forward in modern religious thought. Mr. Wells makes no 
claim, in the present instance, to enter the lists in the expert 
metaphysical sense. “ Here,” he says, “ we work .at a less 
fundamental level and deal with religious feeling and religious 
ideas.” If there is a philosophic basis to his work, it is a 
Pragmatist one. He claims that it is the kind of religious belief 
which fits in with experience.

If definitions must be given, probably most' people would find 
themselves more in sympathy with Matthew Arnold’s short and 
simple one: “ The Power, not ourselves, which makes lor 
righteousness.” The latter leaves room for the imagination which 
is an essential element in religious consciousness. It may be 
said in passing that the two writers, Matthew Arnold and 
Air. Wells, are at one in their uncompromising attitudo towards 
the Trinity of the creed-makers. Each of them, like the doctor 
in Anatole France’s “ L’Anneau IT Amethyst,” “ sait trop bien 
comment les dogmes's’elaborent, se foment, et se transforment,” 
to respect the authority of the creeds. Tn this connection it must 
be noted that the form which religious dogmas took when they 
were in the making, was largely determined by erroneous ideas 
as to the nature of the physical universe. MAUD SIMON.

(To be continued)

CORRESPONDENCE

Sin,—May f add a slight tribute to that accorded to Mrs. 
Bradlaugh Bonner recently in “ Sugar Plums.” Unfortunately, 
my opportunities for meeting Mrs. Bonner were few—at the 
Board of the Rationalist Press Association and two or three 
times elsewhere. There was an attraction about Mrs. Bonner 
that T cannot define; but I used to think, this is a woman to 
whom one would go in time of trouble -, she seemed to radiate 
goodness. In reading the “ Life of Charles Lamb,” by my old 
friend, E. V. Lucas, T came across the following passage—it might 
have been written of Mrs. Bonner: “ She had a speaking voice 
gentlo and persuasive; there was a certain catch in her utter
ance which gave an inexpressible charm.”

Edgau Sykrs.

DOWN AVITH HYPOCRISY
AVe have done with the kisses that sting 

The thief’s mouth red from the feast,
The blood on the hands of tho king 

And the lie at the lips of tho priest.
—Swinburne.

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY 
Report of Executive Meeting Held June 4, 194-

The President, Air. Chapman Cohen, in the chair. Eburjh 1
and t'1(

Also present: Messrs. Clifton, Hornibrook, Bryant, ^
Bailey, Horowitz, Airs. Quinton, Aliss AVoolstone 
Secretary.

Minutes of previous meeting read and accepted. The financin' 
statement presented.
xt N‘?V nu'mbers were admitted to North London, AVest London, 
North Staffordshire Branches and the Parent Society. Leftu'1 
n polls were noted, further lectures sanctioned and brs*c 
balance sheets examined.

Extension of advertising, relations with outside organisation’ 
am 'milled matters wore discussed and decisions reached, 
remittance from the executors of the AV. J. AV. Easterbroo 
estate was acknowledged.

A report of the Annual Conference, press notices and matt«5 
remitted to the Executive were dealt with.

The next meeting of the Executive was fixed for Thursday 
July 16, and the proceedings closed.

R. H. ROSETTI,
General Secretary-

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, Etc.

LONDON
Outdoor

North London Branch N.S.S. (W hite Stone 
Hampstead), 12 noon, Air. L. E bury; Parliam ent 
Fields, 3-30 p.m., Mr. L. E buky.

AVest London N .S.S. Branch (Hyde Park), Thursday) 
Mr. E. C. Sapiiin ; Sunday, 3-0, various speakers.

COUNTRY
Indoor

d,

tic"
Indoor

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red . 
Square, W .G.l), 11-0, C. E. M. Joad, M.A., G-b1 
“ The Problem of Mind and Body (2).”

Bradford 'Branch N .S.S. (P .P.U . Rooms, 112, M°rle} 
Street), 7-0, a Lecture.

Outdoor
Blyth (The Fountain), Monday, 7-0, Mr. J. T. B righton-
Chester-le-Streot (Bridge End), Saturday, 7-0, Mr. J- 1 

B righton.
Edinburgh Branch (Tho Mound), 7-30 p.m,, Mr. J. Gold’0’ 

(Glasgow): “ Atheism and Modern Social Problems.
Hapton, Saturday, 7-0, Mr. J . Clayton.
Kingston-on-Thames N.S.S. Branch (Castle Strcc'-’ 

Sunday, 7-0, Mr. J. W. B arker.
Lumb-in-Rossendale, Thursday, 7-30, Mr. J. Clayton- 
Newcastle (Bigg Market), Sunday, 7-0, Mr. J. T. B right011 
North Shields, Thursday, 7-0, Mr. J. T. B righton. 
Rawtenstall, Sunday, 7-0, Mr. J. Clayton.
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