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VIEWS AND OPINIONS
t, (Continued from page 94)
C , t0 ^udy ChristianityblADfiiv 1L ~ - - - - i  * 1 - * J-’0iSR these articles with the aim of making clear the
Vj 1 Ul1 character of Christianity. At first glance, and in 
Uiat ° . U'et that Christians have never yet agreed on 
v P01nt, it looked as though the task would not be a 
Hie' GaŜ  0ne- Actually the difficulty is mainly due to 
•'cl!„¡n0thod of approach. All Christians have bused their 
“ s.Q,°n 011 Bible, but they have approached -it ns a 
'pi' l l<;U book, and that word has had a soporific influence, 
iifli '  l̂ilve rGally believed first and sought for justification 
„ ¡^ a rd s . To the early Christians the acceptance of the 
II, * e,st°ry was easy., because owing to the likeness between 

Christian and other religions acceptance meant little 
, tnu'n a “ swapping”  oi superstitions. And once 

,v,/Vanity was established, and 'in view of the way in 
was established and maintained, the swapping

Ql t.t:Ss continued. The Pagan or the Jew became a 
,, l))Sitian, but he bad, so to speak, a god up his sleeve all 

Then the Roman Catholic became a Protestant,^  time.
s ^ merely exchanged one set, of absurdities for another 
0)i' I’he Trinitarian became a Unitarian, but he still hung 
■ °  Cod. So the process wont on, assisted by the fact

, the scientific understanding of nil religions and all gods
, a knowledge of their origin is of comparatively recent

g| u- Man had to grow above all gods in order to under- 
.'"'d any of them. It is a fact, applicable to the whole 
lst°ry 0f religion, that the man who claims to have foundgod

be. at the end of his studies believed in him at the 
e8>nning of them.

our aim in what we have already said, and in what is 
s*'*l to he said, is a very simple one. Instead of going to 

Phis‘us series of notes is in reply to a question : 

''lined the task of answering:d,
f(.|

mistianity ? ’
What is

There are so many forms of Christianity, we 
But Christianity is an historic 

^Aigion based upon the Bible. The clergy are crying : “  Back 
, /  Ike Bible.”  We take them at their word, and give the ' 

' ■Rials of Christianity as presented in the Bible.

an authorised preacher of Christianity, we went to what 
the Christian lias claimed as the foundation of his creed— 
the Bible. We went to the Bible with some acquaintance 
with ancient religious beliefs— not the acquaintance of a 
scholar in ancient tongues, but one with some acquaintance 
of what they had to say, and, above all, with a fairly 
general acquaintance of what anthropologists had to tell 
us about the beginnings of the gods and of religions. For 
reasons that all students of anthropology will understand 
1 took little notice of dates. When the books of the Bibl.e 
were written and where lliey were written were questions 
that were irrelevant-—as irrelevant as a discussion of where 
a plant was found in order to determine the variety or 
species to which it belongs.

Neither did I allow myself to be tempted into a discussion 
of the relative value of the moral teaching of one religious 
body against the value of the moral teaching of another 
body. This question was also irrelevant to the main issue, 
however interesting it might be. These discussions are, of 
course, of value in particular circumstances, but it leaves 
the great, issue untouched. Morality is something that 
belongs to every human group, at least, and its develop
ment belongs to sociology, not to religion. What we were 
looking for was the origin of those essentially religious ideas 
for which the Bible and Christianity and other religions 
stand—or stood.

A study in this direction revealed the important fact that 
grouping religious ideas and understanding them has very 
little to do with calendar date's. If we had before us exact 
and unquestionable proof from contemporary documents1, 
written by unquestionable people, if Jesus himself had left 
a written document that he was the son of God, that he 
did all the things lie is said to have done, with written 
statements from others that-lie performed the miracles 
attributed to him, including the resurrection from the dead, 
nothing of this would in the slightest degree demonstrate 
the truth of the New Testament narrative. It is the cultural 
dates that .are alone of importance.

One could get to-day miles of written testimony from 
people who claim to have cured chronic rheumatism by 
carrying a potato next tli.eir skin, or that a disease had 
been cured by faith in Jesus, or that the many thousands 
of Roman Catholic soldiers had been protected from 
German guns and bombs by the many thousands of holy 
crosses blessed by Cardinal Hinsley, But that testimony 
is quite unconvincing. These testimonies are no more than 
evidence of the cultural state of the people who believe 
them.

One of the oldest churches in London is thronged once, a 
year by “ hard-headed”  business men who pray to St. Blaise 
to be protected against sore throats. These beliefs are 
quite genuine, and some of those who pray will not' have 
any throat trouble. But the date upon which they prayed, 
the faith of these people, are quite irrelevant. It is the
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cultural state that is of consequence. The visions of a 
saint are as real to-day as in the Dark Ages, so are the 
visions of a, dipsomaniac.

The lesson taught us by the scientific historian and the 
anthropologist working together is that the dates and the 
character of men are of no value as evidence for the super
natural, it is the cultural stage they arc in that matters. 
Modern psychologists explain human actions without 
calling in a “ soul.”  The devil-possessed man is transformed 
into an epileptic. Wo have all the phenomena that are 
said to have existed when Jesus is believed to have walked 
the earth, hut our understanding is different. We waste, 
time and money in sending missionaries to teach religion 
to unsophisticated natives. It would he more sensible-— 
from the scientific pomt of view— to bring "these people 
here to teach our preachers the meaning of their religion.

Having learned that valuable lesson, we passed the 
information on to others. It is clear that the first 
explanation man gives of things is wrong. Some amount 
of truth he is hound to reach, if he does 'not, he soon 
disappears. No animal can live that is unable to distinguish 
food from poison. If it lacks that degree of unconscious 
discrimination nature simply wipes it off the list. Even 
plants develop all kinds of protective qualities. This simple 
truth runs through the whole of nature and supplies the 
answer to Archbishop Temple, who professes to he tumble 
to understand how man acquires “ moral”  characteristics 
if there is not a god. Animal life—this includes humans— 
never has been and never will he preserved wholly by 
reason. Feeling always precedes reasoning. And nature 
gives to all life a fairly generous measure of vitality before 
wiping it out for malting false moves.

Nature is full of traps and deceptions. The sky seems 
solid and not so very far away. The earth is obviously 
Hat and immovable. Nothing is more certain than that the 
sun goes round the earth, and it took the Roman Catholic 
Church until 1822 officially to admit a fact the Greeks had 
discovered a couple of thousand years earlier. Uncivilised 
man lias no difficulty in finding a spirit inside a locomotive 
on first making its acquaintance. There is nothing surprising 
in a child believing miracles occur—mother and father 
perform them daily. With all of us there is a stage in our 
lives when fairyland is real and giants fifty feet high are 
as common as dwarfs who can hide i'n a thimble.
The Importance of Origins

But in tracing religious origins hack to primitive 
humanity we must not make the mistake of assuming that 
“ Primitives”  belong to the past or to uncivilised peoples. 
We are, in fact, better able to understand existing 
primitives when we hear constantly in ini'nd the fact that 
our own social groups are-saturated with beliefs that from 
a cultural point of view belong to the uncivilised past. 
Primitivism is well represented with us from the throne 
downward, • as instanced by the currency of superstitious 
practices that carry back to the most primitive forms of 
human society. Totems and taboos in the shape of 
charms, lucky stones, the occult quality of 'numbers, 
fortune telling, the vogue of mascots, the unlucky quality 
of “ 13” —a belief so prevalent that in many of our streets 
that number is not to he found—all hear evidence how 
little we have departed—in truth—from the"mental outlook 
of three thousand years ago. Consider the quality of the 
following that appeared in “ The Times”  directly after the

funeral of George V., when the fine weather on the day 0 
the funeral was widely attributed to supernatural rega'1 
for the public procession of the coffin in which was tb® 
body of the King:—

1 here must he something more than a ""e"® 
coincidence in the fact that our uncertain weather ho® 
been unusually favourable on State occasions to l"s 
lute Majesty King George V .”

t hat opinion was shared by large numbers. Why should 
it not he, when on the coronation of George V i. our Arc'1" 
bishop of Canterbury staged a performance that could ha'® 
been seen practised on the hank of the Nile three thousand 
years ago, and incarnated our tribal god in the person 
the King? Our days of national prayer for victory in tllL' 
war is another illustration to the same end. The income 
of the Roman Church from the sale of magic cords, in®»’® 
wells, holy stones and blessed candles, with prayers f°r 
the dead, countless appeals to saints f^r help in realising 
one’s desires, prayers for the dead, etc.,-must he enorinom-

But if we are to understand the meaning and signifies"11 
of religions practices we must get hack to that social stag® 
in which all religions have their origin. We must re" 
the Bible, not as a record of God’s- dealing with man, h" 
of man s dealing with gods. In that respect the Christi"" 
lias been far more considerate to his God than other peop'1 
have been to Ihoir deities. Non-Christians— in the m01® 
primitive stage—have been known to discard their g°ds 
lor others when their deity has not come up to expectation®' 
The Christian has been more servile. The worse God ire"*3 
him the harder he prays and the more he bemoans h,s 
own unworthiness. He grovels when he ought to revolt-

If the. evolutionary story of man be true, then I thi«k 
we have a scientific answer to the question “ Who wr""d(' 
flic Bible? 1 he correct evolutionary answer is that tl,£ 
Bible was not written by men, but by'Man. Life, whether 
individual or taken as a whole, is a process, it is not 11 
thing. Neither language, nor human habits, nor hum®" 
institutions "ere made by one man. It is the Bible th®1 
fells you language was made in a moment. It is scien"® 
that says it began in the cries of animal life, and h"  ̂
for that Shakespeare could never have written “ Lea"- 
Ideas are also of a structural growth, they are not spec)" 
creations. They are built up little by little, and the lit*!® 
becomes larger as man himself assumes a greater statu"®" 
A generation may pass without contributing anything t° 
the common stock, or it may add something of 11 
revolutionary character, but our ideas, our opinions, "r® 
substantially social products. It is a pessimistic system 
such, as Christianity that asserts man is full of evil. It *s 
not true, he is what life makes him. Tie is born neither ® 
fool nor a philosopher. But he has a great capacity f°r 
developing in either direction.

If a man’s reading is wide enough, and his unde"' 
standing strong enough, he will read the Bible—and other 
collections of primitive ideas and customs—-with, interest 
and profit. And that will enable him to develop and 
classify the different .religions as a'naturalist arranges group® 
of animals and plants. Our robed Bishop will properly f'* 
in with the painted and feathered Medicine Man of soin® 
primitive tribe, our prayers for victory in war will go we" 
with the war dance of the Red Indian, which is performed 
with the same end in view and with similar results. B® 
will find no difficulty in recognising that throughout the
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i • fn. decay“story of religion, all religion mtncs ,• over natural
earHS to understand and to exercise 1». ■ , gods.
forces: Belief is everywhere the > lifeline of §
Without belief they shrink into not!

Ih APMAN COHEN.
(To be continued)

HE EMiGRANT PURITANS iN NEW ENGLAND
the
on Am6811'08* att-emPts °f English emigrants to found colonies 
and thIrr ,SOi] €nc ê<t in failure. But as the years rolled away 
the . 1 “ lroI)oan Continent became a scene of slaughter during 
¡acre,ts * GSS thirty Years’ War of Religion (1618-48), a great 
itnj)t(.Se .ln emigration from our island occurred. In 1618 two 
dice nious American settlements struggled for a bare subsist- 
c° w " .  1 ^  years later, more than twelve fairly successful

hi 'o' lari '3een established in the Western World.
While 6 r61gn °f James I. the Puritan movement grew rapidly 
rebel]' Utli er his son and successor, Charles I., it burst into open 
Hi]lie •l0n against the ecclesiastical despotism of Laud and his 
Est'in'1!8, As a result thousands of dissenters from the Anglican 
°f s ‘ment sought security in a foreign land. The motives 
Ihlg 'migration were, however, not entirely religious, for from 
scv(.]. ° °Pe,1iug of the Civil War, England had suffered a 
getio eco,lornic depression. Taxation was heavy and not too 
on ,r° ,lsly exacted, for the tax farmers who collected it insisted 
indu', lan^some profit. Again, the loss of England’s staple 
ivij . ’ y the Continental cloth trade—owing to the appalling 
iii„f,!0lls holocaust in Central Europe, helped to fan a smoulder- 

discontent into flame.
?ScaP° from what they denounced as episcopal tyranny, 

separatist communions left England. Some settled in 
' 1<*ain and other Dutch cities and, after some years’ 

t(l 111,1 in Holland, a Brownist congregation decided in 1617 
ji Sf a more congenial home in the Western hemisphere, 
'ov '  0l)sfac]es, however, had to be overcome before the projected 
« L could bo undertaken, and not until 1620 was the famous

SIayfl0Wifro — ower,”  with her pilgrim passengers, able to set sail 
m Devonian Plymouth. Their original plan was for settle- 

j  1 111 Virginia, but when they landed at Cape Coc

10 ni Be 
Gnt iin Virginia, but when they landed at Cape Cod they 

tjj eti to settle in the vicinjty and found a colony there whichUley „  .............  ........ J
had lamed Plymouth, after the English port from which theylad

Al Proceeded.
tl/ll°n(? the Maine Coast other settlements proved abortive, but 
1,̂ 1 Dymouth pilgrims became economically independent. They
i ,  '^He to fear from the Indian aborigines, most of whom had
(1( | slled in a previous epidemic. Nevertheless, the Plymouth 
a ,/A  experienced poverty throughout its separate life. Then, 
j '"ado later, the largest group of emigrants that had ever

avelled the ocean from England settled on the shores of
,IRsa<'liusetts Bay. The site selected was an earlier fishing

j 1,111 then on the verge of insolvency, and the Puritan pastor
^ England sent out one of his Dorchester parishioners to prepare

1 Proposed settlement for those about to follow, and by the 
aiTy autumn of 1629 a colony of some 300 persons was founded.
A charter had been granted by the Crown for. the creation of 

10 Company of Massachusetts Bay. The Governor of this group
j , ls John Winthrop, who had arrived from England with nearly 
’ “0 emigrants who had paid their own travelling expenses and

ie entirely free from any financial obligations to the promoters 
j Hie company, who remained resident in England. “  Thence- 
iiWard,”  Prdfessor A. P. Newton remarks in his suggestive 

LSsay. “  The Great Emigration ”  ( “  History of the British 
^Hpiro ”  ; Cambridge, 1929): “ With hardly a break until his 
’ afli in 1649, Winthrop took a leading share in the government 
j 'Massachusetts, and to him is attributable in no small degree 
10 success of the colony. Though the form of the government

which he founded was one of the main roots from which sprang 
the main troubles of the American Revolution, Winthrop 
undeniably deserves to be ranked very high among the builders 
of the Empire.”  ■

The New England colony departed from English precedent 
when it adopted a written Constitution which the stern Puritans 
in authority interpreted in strictly sectarian style. These men 
who plumed themselves on their escape from religious persecu
tion in their native land, promptly seized every opportunity to 
erect a religious despotism in their new abode. The ministers 
and magistrates solemnly regarded themselves as divinely 
commissioned custodians of God’s kingdom.

Consequently, although in fiscal and other business matters, 
concessions were occasionally granted, the Massachusetts 
administration remained a narrow-minded theocracy.

A Church covenant of a self-perpetuating character was 
instituted by the oligarchy, and all save the most austere 
sectarians were excluded. As the colony developed, this system 
of clerical domination was extended to every new settlement. 
The frigid methods of Calvin became the model of the New 
England Puritans, and Anglican Church observances were 
strictly prohibited and its adherents were summarily expelled. 
The Puritan pastors and masters not only dictated colonial 
religion but became supreme in civil life. Despite these disabili
ties, however, the colony progressed. Professor Newton estimates 
•that “  between 1629 and 1640 its population rose from less than 
300 to more than 14,000, but not more than one in every five 
adult males possessed full Church membership or political rights. 
Religious freedom was non-existent, for the government was 
infinitely more rigorous in its demands for orthodoxy according 
to its own interpretation, and as unsparing in its pursuit of the 
unorthodox by the civil power, than any English government had 
been. ’ ’

The dire despotism exercised by the Massachusetts magis
trates was resented by some of the most rigid Puritans them
selves, and this led to the inception of new settlements. The 
movement of the emigrants inland, which ultimately led to the 
Pacific Coast, was thus initiated. The Rov. Thomas Hooker 
was the outstanding advocate of separation, and he appears to 
have been far more tolerant than his clerical brethren. Stream- 
bank settlements—river towns as they were termed—grew apace, 
and the Massachusetts oligarchs were anxious to extend their 
authority over them, but Hooker refused to surrender his 
independence.' His expressed opinions have a very modern ring, 
for he asserted that “  the foundation of authority lies in tho 
free consent of tho people, and. they alone have the power to 
appoint officers and magistrates and to set bounds and limits to 
their authority.”

The founder of the colony which afterwards became Rhode 
Island was driven from Massachusetts for his strictures on tho 
strait-laced theocracy. I11 Boston he was soon at variance with 
the authorities when he declared that the civil power possessed 
no right to persecute religious opinions. This intrepid democrat, 
Roger Williams, sought shelter in Plymouth, but later returned 
to Salem, where he advocated toleration more persistently than 
ever. He was tried and sentenced to banishment for his political 
and theological heresies, and arrangements were made for his 
deportation to England, but lie continued to escape the clutches 
of his malevolent enemies.

Then, another religious controversy raged in Massachusetts, in 
which Mrs. Ann Hutchinson was the central figure. The English 
Governor, Sir Henry Vane, supported her, while her leading 
adversary was Winthrop. As a sequel, Mrs. Hutchinson was 
excommunicated and expelled, and the authorities riveted their 
chains more firmly than before. The recusants having fled, they 
then founded three new settlements at Providence, Plymouth and 
Newport respectively. But, so threatening was the commotion 
while it lasted, that the Home Government became alarmed..
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A succeeding settlement ¡it New Haven was subjected to a 
theocratic despotism perhaps worse than that of Massachusetts. 
In 1637 the Hev. .John Davenport, a sour Puritan, accompanied 
by several well-to-do parishioners, voyaged to America with the 
avowed intention of establishing a Bible commonwealth. An 
independent and autocratic Assembly was instituted which 
openly repudiated every external authority. Even the Common 
Law of their native land was abrogated, and its place supplied 
with God’ s directions to’ mankind, for all time revealed in the 
inspired Scriptures. As Dr. Newton intimates: —

“  A stringent religious test was established, and the freemen 
placed the whole power of government in the hands of a body 
of twelve which was to be self-perpetuating. New Haven was 
thus ruled by the narrowest of oligarchies.”  Yet the adjoining 
settlements were little influenced by this rigid system and 
retained their democratic ideals, recruited as they^ very largely 
were, by those who had fled from the iron despotism of Massa
chusetts. But, as Newton sagely says : “  The process of double 
selection which weeded out the most determined Nonconformists 
from many English parishes, and then sifted them again by 
religious contention into separate settlements, in a very few years 
produced a divergence in temper between New and Old England 
that has been of lasting significance.”

Lord Baltimore’s colony in Maryland stood alone as the only 
territory under English dominion in which Roman Catholics 
then enjoyed complete political freedom. Religious toleration 
in Maryland was chiefly due to the desire of the colony adminis
trators to enlist the services of all settlers who were likely to 
benefit the community. For some years a Roman Catholic 
majority composed the Assembly, and later, when a Protestant 
party predominated, religious liberty was sustained. At one 
period, however, Jesuit zealots endeavoured to persuade the 
Catholic authority to introduce repressive measures, but he 
positively refused to sanction theological interference in Civil 
affairs. But during the Puritan ascendancy in England, bigoted 
Nonconformists terminated Maryland's religious toleration, and 
both Anglicans and Catholics were denied political rights. 
With the Restoration, however, in 1660, the narrow Puritan 
party was suppressed, and Maryland returned to its previous 
comprehensiveness. q’ F. PALMER.

IN BRIEF

"F E W  and short were the prayers we said.”
When we were young and attended places of worship under 

compulsion we heartily agreed that prayers should be so, also 
hymns, psalms, anthems, chants, sermons and services generally.

Fortunately the best are short. A ten-minute sermon can 
contain more pith and marrow than one which drags out to the 
“  nthly ”  before reaching a prolonged peroration.

Even the prosy compilers of the Book of Common Prayer once 
realised this. Abandoning their sonorosity they indited : —

“  Lighten our darkness, we beseech thee, O Lord ; and by thy 
great mercy defend us from all perils and dangers of this night.”

Which is enough.
Not many Psalms equal in loveliness the compact Psalm 

Twenty-Three.
Those who have to participate in them know what relief it is 

to have shortened forms of the Marriage and Funeral Orders.
After the fulsome flatteries of the epitaphs on most tombs it 

is a welcome change to see “ Deere Childe ”  on a little girl’ s 
monument in Westminster Abbey, or th© simple “  Miserrimus ”  
on a slab over the remains of Thomas Morris in Worcester 
Cathedral.

Curses may be not loud but deep, but also too lengthy. There 
is something satisfying in a single expletive, as the emphatic 
“  Damn ! ”  or the explosive “  B last! ”

If grace is still inflicted upon hungry persons they will aPlllt 
ciate the anecdote of Oliver Cromwell’s revenge for a two-ho111 
sermon. Having invited the preacher to dine, he said grace i°l 
an hour while the odours of dinner floated about the reveren 
nostrils.

\\ it should always be short. Hence the objection many hav 
to Mark Twain, P. G. Wodehouse and other humorists—that thO 
are long-winded. They achieve their effects by over-elaboratio»> 
blowing up a small joke into a balloon of facetiousness.

There is a public taste for brevity, as witness the popular1)' 
of proverbs, epigrams, slogans and catch-phr ases.‘

We prefer terseness in our poetry. Ben Jonson warned l11 
successors:—

" I n  small proportions we just beauties see;
And in short measures life may perfect be.”

Omar Khayyam shows what may be packed into a quatrain- 
Francis Ledwidge illustrates similarly: —

“  And wondrous impudently sweet,
Half of him passion, half conceit,
The blackbird whistles down the street,

Like the Piper of Hamelin.”
The sonnet is an abiding form of verse, yet how flexible with1" 

its limits, as well as pregnant.
Robert Burns was another master of neat utterance. His tot'1' 

output fills only a volume. We do not wish it less, but doubt 
if it would be better more.

Verbose poets have to submit to the ’selector and antholog1̂  
to make them palatable or rescue them from oblivion.

Old I1 ather Antic the law, with grave humour—or unconsci0115 
—honours restraint of verbosity by titling the swollen mass a 
detail prepared by solicitor for barrister, a Brief.

Even sesquipedalian .and turgid Samuel Johnson could recogni^
( lie merit of brevity, and practise it.

Asked if he would write the life of a certain poet, he repl*1'1' ’ 
“ Sir; his life is contained in this statement: He walked to th« 
tavern; he was carried home.”

J. M. Robertson contrasts Conrad’ s lengthy description id 1 
storm in “ Typhoon”  with Shakespeare’ s vivid utterance i"
“  Pericles ”  : —

“ The seaman’s whistle,
Is as a whisper in the ears of death,
Unheard.”

Truly he was a wise and clever man who, asked why he wrptp 
such a long book on a subject, answered, “  Because I had 1,0 
time to write a short one.”

An old Welsh Calvinist put it more vulgarly about a perferv'id 
young preacher : “ A diarrhoea of words ; but I fear constipation 
of thought.”

Yet the long novel persists. Novelists get reputation for great
ness when their chief claim is the great number of words in " 
novel. In practice the three-decker goes down before the fas' 
cruiser or slim sloop.

Ninety per cent, of the annual spate of novels would make 
tolerable short stories if thought over and written with economy- 
Preferably short shortstories, about 1,000 words, an ideal length 
for a story, erring on the long side.

“ And Jacob served seven years for Rachel; and they seemed 
unto him but a few days, for the love ho had to her.”

That is a great novel; anyhow, a great love story.
Fables, parables, legends and allegories owe much of then 

charm to their brevity.
The short story, like many other concise art forms, leaves more 

to the reader’ s intelligence and imagination instead of doing it 
for him.

Fortunately this modern tendency is spreading through many 
departments. The cumbrous oration has gone; the chatty speech 

I taken its place. Lectures and school lessons are shorter, as are
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l)ublic dinne Short songs are preferred—..ers and other functions.
a concerts, and operas sho t

sure, Elgar was the last composer of
and operas shorter than Wagner’ s listened to withmorn operas shon

' n i l ? * - " '  Al» “ ‘  > "  »
¡is it i l azz aSe likes its music shorter as well as livelier,

' ¿ I 1* 8 ^  danCeS>
Previoern ^ a^s are amazingly short compared to dramas of any 
bomr, , ePoch, as are the speeches and dialogue therein. Rant, 

Th,IS ’ )̂at̂ nS are the afflictions of Shakespeare. 
a»d ^  *S an attractive 'chicle to write, read, act

ent 
"'usical 
’"anity.

oV6l e ciaema has yet to discover this. When the mania for 
tight/,tnd'n® on a goutily swollen film has passed the short, 

 ̂ ^-packed reel will take its rightful place.
A’0 jqIS s to-day paint smaller pictures, and better ones for it- 

®er are there patrons to echo Tony Lum])kin : —
^nd then at auctions—money ne’er regard,
Huy pictures like the great, ten pounds a yard.”

nii, Programme of one-act plays suggests itself as interest-
- / n ertainment. Significant to this is the revue. Old-time 

comedy, like melodrama, has died of length as well as

, k phones and the rising tempo of life have nearly killed the 
episth
good. Friendly letters should be gossipy, others might

Ojij . ;■ ” **« wiv xionig ui iuv mw v iieurij aiiivvi

All * , Hustle of conventional phrases and stilted paragraphs.All to 
*ell be

(roj leebs aad everywhere people resort look neater for short
Written on a postcard.

Ocks and short hair of women and children. These are brisker!lri(j , 1 mur oi
,19allhier for such curtailment, the physical and mental

shorts ’ ’ of boys.ulus being equally potent, as are the short 
,  ̂ rhaj
Th° Noble Nature

“ Tn' *lfP S Nfe itself should be short, as urges Ben Jonson in

‘ ‘ It is not growing like a tree 
In bulk, doth make Alan better b e ;

®r standing long an oak, three hundred year,
1°  fall a log fit last, dry, bald and sere:

A lily of a day 
Is fairer far in May,

Although it fall and die that night—
It was the plant and flower of light.”

0 ,nay sing with Walter Scott: —
“  Sound, sound the clarion, fill the fife,

To all the sensual world proclaim :
One crowded hour of glorious life 
Is worth an age without a name.”

A. R. W.

PIGS’ HEAVEN
(With apologies to Rupert Brooke)

Tigs, bran-replete, in depth of May, 
Dawdling away their filthy day, 
render deep wisdom, dark or clear, 
Each secret piggy hope or fear.
PigH say they have their muck and stye 
But is there something past the sky? 
This life cannot bo all, they swear,
For how unpleasant if it were.
One may not doubt that somehow Good 
Shall come of bran and muck and mud ; 
And sura the reverent eye must see 
A purposeness in piggery.
We darkly feel, on Faith we lean,
The Future is not wholly clean.
Muck into iftuck ; Death eddies near; 
Not hero the Appointed End, not hero, 
But somewhere beyond Space and Time 
Is muckier muck and slimier slime.
And there, they trust, there grunteth One

105

Who grunted ere grunts were begun,
Immense, of piggy form and mind,
Swinish, omnipotent and kind,
And under that almighty snout 
The littlest pig may splosh about.
O never butcher draws a knife,
Pigs say, in the Eternal L ife ;
But more than mundane tates are there.
From troughs celestially fair 
Super-potatoes drift around 

...And Paradisal swedes are found 
To satisfy their gluttony 
Unceasingly, immortally.
And in that Heaven wherein they dine 
There’ll be no Bloody Death, say swine.

G. II. TAYLOR.

ACID DROPS

THE regulations concerning the armed forces are not so grossly 
favourable to the army chaplains as they were. The legal right 
of every man entering the armed forces—and this holds also of 
women—is to be registered as either belonging to some religion 
or that they are without any form of religious belief. Occasion
ally, officers turn their blind eye to the rights of recruits, but 
civil insistence breaks down that obstacle. It must, of course, 
be as aggravating to an army chaplain when he sees so many 
escaping his official, influence, but there is always the B.B.C. and 
the “  travelling Padre,”  the first of which stresses the import
ance of having some religion, and the latter appears to be running 
a winning race with Baron Munchausen.

But there now appears to be a new grievance. Some chaplains 
are complaining that Church Parade is now often “  nullified by 
the attitude of the N.C.O.s ”  or the parade is evaded by that 
vague term “  the exigencies of the service.”  The statement is 
also made that “  the man who dares to insist on his right to 
attend service is only too likely to find himself penalised.”  
Presumably this means when officers will not set aside military 
needs in order to make room for the church service. These com
plaints are taken from one of our religious journals, but we have 
yet to hear from one of these chaplains a protest against 
members of the forces who find themselves “  penalised ”  by 
insisting on “  No religion ”  rights and so might bo relieved of 
Church parade and Church service.

Only the other day we received ft complaint from a member of 
the R.A.F. in Canada, who was punished for not taking part in 
a Church service—even though lie was registered ‘ ‘ No Religion.”

Another padre puts the Navy first in observing religious 
services. That, so far as-our informationi goes, is correct, for 
religious service is insisted on in the Navy more than in the 
Army. There are perhaps more Commander Campbells there— 
although it appears that he was never in the naval service, savo 
so far as being a paymaster.

The same chaplain puts the Air Force as third on the list of 
religious observers—that is the lowest, and he attributes this to 
“  the result of their former education.”  As a larger proportion 
of men in the R.A.F. have boon at secondary, or higher schools 
than the men in the army, this diagnosis may be'true. W’o are 
not suggesting for a moment that the R.A.F. men are more 
intelligent than the men in. the Army. It is a case of better 
education only. No wonder tho clergy insist on more religion in 
the schools. Men like Dr. Temple and Mr. Butler really can 
judge some situations.

Here is a question we would like to sco answered by some 
responsible Christian, or even by the Brains Trust—if the 
authorities could be seized with a spasm of honesty. Wo have 
lor several years been praising without stint the Russians
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and the Chinese for their ability, their devotion to their country, 
their honesty of dealing, their intelligence and their courage. 
That being the case, we would like Christians to explain wluit it 
is these peoples would gain by becoming Christians?

Mr. Robert Donat may bo a very capable actor, but it will 
he just as well if he doesn’t take himself quite so seriously off 
the stage and in presenting his own mental output. He is 
reported as saying: —

“  When the storm eamo to France she collapsed. When 
it camo on us wo stood firm. Who shall say how much we 
owe to our Sunday?”

Wo suggest to Mr. Donat that he should look up the history of 
the English Sunday, say, in the eighteenth century and half 
the nineteenth. Ho might then see what the Christian Sunday 
really resulted in.

Is it an attempt at humour, or is it exercise in the very old 
practice of deliberate propagandist lying? We have had sent 
us from di fie rent quarters copies of letters sent to the B.B.C.. 
protesting against the unfair conduct of the B.B.O. Brains Trust. 
In a number of cases—and we have no reason for believing that 
there are many we have not made acquaintance with—the 
acknowledgment takes the form of two or three lines thanking 
the writer for his “  appreciation.”  We think the B.B.C. should 
have its-letters looked over by an impartial person. Two letters, 
for example, reach us by the same post. Both letters aro com
plaints against unfairness, both aro answered in the impertinent 
manner described. There does not seem a very great difference 
between the manner in which Hitler secures the support of his 
people and that in which the B.B.C. geig the support of the 
public for its religious and other crusades.

Cardinal Seredi, of Hungary, has delivered a terrible threat to 
those members of the Axis group who are responsible for carrying 
out “  mass executions.”  He says they will bo buried without 
participation in the burial rites of the Church. We do not know 
whether that will make tlio German leaders shiver in terror, but 
it is just probable that as they have risked so much to carry out 
their plans, they will risk even being buried without receiving 
the blessings of the Church.

by anything or anyone. If we admit inevitable sequen  ̂
round, then the definition of chance would be something qui- 
occurs, of the cause of which wo are entirely ignorant, ^¡ng 
philosophic guides need careful watching. The loose tn 
of some of the Brains Trusters is getting notorious.

„1 aim*Bishop Blunt, of Bradford, says that “  modern Russia ^  
to be Atheistic.”  That is quite wrong. Russia iŝ  a c° l  ̂ flr 
where religion does not receive special privileges, finanen 
otherwise. It is also true that the Government of Russni n ‘ ^  
no profession of Atheism, or even that its sympathies are wi n 
non-religious citizen; but obviously. that implies no 1" or‘ , j 0cs 
that the State leaves religion outside its scope so long as i 
not directly threaten the well-being of the country.

Hi
But wo agree with the. Bishop that it is a challeng* ^ 

Christianity that “ there lias been a most astounding UP '^ ’.¡„1 
the Russian people, Russia now offers a picture oi s . . 
improvement without parallel in a period of 25 years.”  And ' 
gives rise to the inquiry whether Russians aro so organ1 
superior to ourselves that they can accomplish without 10 lol0t 
what we cannot do without supernatural- help? We do 1 
believe this to be the case. And as Russia has set the woi h  ̂
example of what mere human nature can accomplish in 25 .v- . 
it might be as well if we imitated the Russian Government >n 
respect. If we did we might get the Beveridge Plan put 11 
operation in, say, something less than a century.

We fancy the “ Statist”  is mainly a business paper, h a . 
falls into lino with many others in repeating in leading artic ’ 
etc., the sentiments that have probably been handed m j  
interested parties. After talking at large about the sens® ^  
solidarity (which never existed) in Europe until the Protest- 
Reformation—which did not reform—the Editor (?) de®1 _ 
“  Without protection by armed force organised society would ̂  
to pieces.”  And that is downright nonsense. Organised soc*  ̂
was not created by armed force, and it is not and has not “ A 
kept in existence by armed force. And, of course, all  ̂
nonsense is to help build up the raging campaign of the Churc 
that wo must have more religion. Look at Russia!

There are, moreover, another one or two considerations worth 
noting. One is that Hitler has more than once declared that ho 
was sent by God to carry out his work, and we are quite certain 
that his credentials are just as good as those of the Cardinal. 
We only have the words of interested people in either instance. 
But suppose the God that men like Hitler believe in is not the 
same pattern- as Seredi’ s, how is an outsider to act? The world 
is surely in sufficient muddle as it is without setting us such 
knotty theological problems to deal with.

Finally, we beg to call this Christian Cardinal’s attention to 
the following from the Biblo: —

And when the Lord thy God hath delivered it (i.c., the 
city) into thine hands, thou slialt smite every male thereof 
with the edge of the sword, hut the women, and the little 
ones, and the cattle, and all that js in the city, thou shalt 
take unto thyself; and thou shalt eat the spoil of thine 
enemies . . . of the cities of these people which tin- Lord thy 
God doth give thee for an inheritance, thou shalt save 
nothing alive that breatheth. . . . And He shall deliver
them into thine hand and thou shalt destroy their name 
from under heaven; then shall no man bo able to stand 
beforo thee.

Now that sounds very much like a Hitlerian programme, and 
one wonders how the Cardinal would answer Hitler if ho put in 
a religious plea in the words of the Biblo. But, of course, 
Christian leaders seldom answer to anyone who does not already 
believe in gods and devils and other forms of prehistoric 
foolishness.

“  Something that is entirely governed by chance ”  is a. 
sentence that came to us from the “  Brains Trust.”  But tin- 
essence of the word “ chance ”  is that what occurs is not governed

And not merely with regard to the war, the question that 
facing a great many highly placed people in this country lS' 
“  What are we to do with Russia when this war comes to 11 *| 
end? ”  We have to face the fact the civic regeneration 11 
Russia has been under a government that has deliberate ' 
repudiated religion in all its forms.

Ex-Dean Inge says that “  organised Churches are, and must 
ho, secular institutions in which the half-educated cater for tl" 
half-converted.”  Well, Dean luge ought to know; he took paft 
in the game for many years and received a very comfortaE1’ 
(¡alary for doing so. But it does seem an awful way of earnii'S 
a living—and a pension. But we like the picture of the ha” ' 
educated catering for the half-converted. If the preacher- wet* 
better educated he would probably give up his job. And if th® 
audience to which ho preaches were not already strongly incline” 
to believe in the preacher’ s mumbo-jumboism it would not attend 
church.

At the annual conference of the London Teachers’ Associatin'1 
(February 27) the following amendment was moved by Mr. D- 
Capper, following a motion urging the need of a, new Education 
Act which will allow a unified system of educational develop' 
ment: —

“  Conference declares that the religious controversy must- 
be settled by the abolition of dual control and the institution 
of the secular solution, and also by the full absorption ol the 
public schools in the national system.”

Time prevented this amendment being taken by the conference, 
which may have been due to some manoeuvring. But it is il 
matter that should have been settled. Anyway, we congratulate 
Mr. Capficr on his persistence in favour of a. complete system °* 
secular education.



1D4JJ THE ÍB E E T H INKER 107

“ THE FREETHINKER”
Tei„ > 2 and 3, Furnival Street, Holborn,

1*‘one No.: Holborn 2601. London, E.C.4.

The other book delivered by the binders is “  Bible Romances,”  
by G. W. Foote. “ This contains some of the raciest of Foote’s 
writing, with, as usual, the unmistakable indications of wide 
reading and careful thinking. The volume runs to 224 pages. 
Price 2s. 6d., postage 3d. A limited number of copies for sale.

TO CORRESPONDENTS
S y e ;

Ch

reminding us apropos of our notes on 
ro animals tl

'on of kindness to animals, both before and after
' s to ke found in Lecky’s “  History of European

relatif8 "înmals that much information concerning the
Iris

tho^’ni Ijecky says very emphatically that “  what are called 
Wliv 'S|ltS an'ma>s had no place in the ethics of the Church.” 
nav’o ,'. ">(> '* have had? The aim of each Christian was to 
s0,n I1.8 ow"  miserable little soul. If he thought this involved 
tliix' t|ilm>ll('ss to animals, well and good. If In' did not think 
Olir’i ..l<1,l.kli said, with Paul, “  Doth God take care for oxen? 

c ^ lfi 'anity was always a. poor creed.
—We hope to print “  God and the Universe ”  

Religion and Sex ”  so soon as conditions permit.
Sli N<J-;—You pay us the highest of compliments when you
" ’hetl  ̂ °ur philosophy is ourself, not something reflected. 

, '®r the judgment is deserved of not, it is the only one 
„ rJ;01 th having.
t’urj!" ^AN'" —Thanks for cuttings.

1,1 " inker Endowment Trust.—Miss L. F. Drown, 23s.
Vrd

o fTfi ôr literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
(1* J Pioneer Press, 2-8, Furnival Street, London, E.C.i,“nd

>17, n°t to tice Editor.
■oju, ^ 'e serv‘ ccs (ll the National Secular Society in connexion 
s h o \ )CÛar Hitriai Services are required, all communications 
Us'l ê addressed to the Secretary, 11. II. Ilosctti, giving 

T„, °n9 notice as V0SSlble.
Oifr a®ETHiNKBB will be forivarded direct from, the Publishing 
ye lce <'t the following rates (Home and Abroad): One- 

r> t7s.; ndlj-year, 8s. Cd.; three months, is. id.

SUGAR PLUMS
he "  Christian News Letter ”  reports that as a result of a 

ass observation”  census it is found that one person in Jive 
in;11■110 religious belief. Taking the population at forty-five 

T°ns. relic 
ns

that would give us nine millions of people without 
lfi ^"'n, But allowing for the fact that the word “  religion ”  
)j Js<‘d to cover morals, the actual number would be much larger. 
(y numbering also that the population covers young children, it 
re,. 1 " ° f  ho unfair on the basis of this “ mass observation ”
CQi' 1 f to conclude that the number of males and females in this 
sol, "h °  are consciously without religion must amount to 
,,, '¡"thing like six or seven millions. The borderline folk would 

i0 the number very much larger.

tl are giving a liberal allowance' to the godites, but taking 
vvh°a.fiS" res as given, the impudence of the B.B.C. in converting 
f(,;at 's substantially a public institution into an avowed organ 
Sett' 6 llr°pagation of Christianity, and the Board of Education 
j out to sec that a definite and dogmatic religious teaching 
(1|. hiovided in the State schools, we can understand the wisdom 
j, , the B.B.O. in preventing any real criticism of the Christian 
. 'gion. |iut we are a liberty-loving people provided it: is the 

li ^"t kind of liberty, and however much we may, as a Christian 
"file, praise the Russians—for their quality as soldiers—wo 
t thank God that we are still religious.

'To have just received from the binders, after some delay, a 
'aisignment of two books with which all interested in Free- 

j l0"ght should bo acquainted. The first is “  Bradlaugh and 
i!?eis°H,” a fll>> length sketch of these two famous Freethinkers.

book is written by Chapman Cohen, and has portraits and 
1 "Umber of illustrations. It is a work with which all Freethinkers 
s "bid be acquainted. The number for sale is limited. Price 3s., 
'"'stage 3d.

The 80th birthday of Arthur Machen was reached on March 8, 
and a number of prominent men duly gathered together to pay 
tribute to the octogenarian. But the occasion has caused one 
of our readers to, unconsciously, do Mr. Machen an injustice 
which we hasten to remove.

The story begins with the stand made by our men at Moils in 
the last war, and when it lefcked as though the army would be 
totally destroyed. They were not ; the tide turned, and Machen, 
affected by the bravery of the men, wrote a tale of how angels, 
armed with bows and arrows, led the British troops to victory. 
This was too good for the Churches in this country. Led by a 
famous Nonconformist minister and Wilmington Ingram, then 
Bishop of London, a large number of the clergy seized upon the 
story, and brought forward witnesses galore who had .also seen 
the angels, o r  knew some who were told by some that there were 
people who had seen the. angels driving back the Germans.

We think we had something to do with tho killing of this 
legend, for we made it a special topic. Then Machen said lie 
never intended the story to bo taken as a narrative of fact. 
That ought to have settled it, but the longevity of Christian lies 
has always depended on tho tenacity of the Christian liar. The 
parsonage simply declined to let tho lie go. A soldier was pro
duced who saw the angelgT It is true lie had never been out of 
England, but the eye of faith has good sight, and the angels 
had a flickering kind of life throughout. We think that story 
is worth rewriting, and when wo can sec a clear space will do so. 
It will help to understand how and why Christianity was not 
merely born, but why it has lived.

We are rather puzzled why the editor of a journal devoted to 
education should regret that “  almost every day’s post brings 
inquiries from people desirous of studying conditions in countries, 
where the State schools are concerned solely with secular educa-. 
tion.”  Why regret tho inquiry? Is ho afraid of offending the 
clergy? Or is it because his own opinions run towards religion? 
As a schoolmaster he should remember the history of religion 
and its relation to education. Also that the manoeuvres of the 
clergy, if successful, will mean an inferior type of teachers in the 
schools and a lower level of education, to say nothing of tho 
manufacture of hypocrites on a wholesale1 scale.

Some of the questioners are asking for information about New 
Zealand. That country has had the secular system in control 
for .years, and there is no evidence that the schools have not 
benefited by keeping tho parson outside. The Churches have 
never ceased to make desperate attempts to get in, but without 
success. But why mention Now Zealand only? Why not 
mention Russia? Will the editor or anyone else say that educa
tion without religion is simply a case of a mountain versus a 
molehill? Of course thero was, beforo tho war, plenty of circum
stantial evidence of the deliberate demoralisation of the children 
by the Soviet. But what now.? The younger men and women 
of Russia have been brought up under the rule of godless govern
ment, and tho evidence of their character is before the world. 
Would they have been better if the Russian people had been 
kept under religious control?

What we should like some clergyman to answer is the plain 
question whether we Britishers arc so much .inferior- by nature 
and intelligence, to the Russians, that while they can show a 
development in a more 25 years that lias staggered the world, 
we must have God in tho schools to bring us up to scratch? Well, 
we do not believe that we by nature are inferior to the Russians. 
On tho contrary, we believe that what Russia can down Britishers 
can do if wo only make up our minds to do it and keep the 
clergy in their proper place. It  is about time the people of this 
country made it quite plain that,we are not inferior to Russia 
at least not by nature, whatever we may become by training.
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RICHARD CARLILE
(1790—1843)

II.
DURING the whole of the time Carlile was in prison he continued 
to publish, not only the heretical works which caused his imprison
ment, but also various journals in which he was able to put 
forward his views on all sorts of subjects. He always wanted to 
write, and he was so full of ideas that as soon as one of his 
journals seemed to drop in public favour, he was ready with 
another, and still another. Exactly how many he produced may 
never be known unless a thorough investigation by an enthusiastic 
bibliographer of all the contemporary journals would bring i 
final result. For some years (1819-26) lie produced “ The 
Republican”  and, at the same time, “ The Deist,”  “ The 
M oralist”  and “ The Newgate Monthly Magazine.”

It was in this last that John Clarke’s “ Critical Review of 
Jesus ”  first appeared. Later, it was published in book form 
and two editions called for. i have always wondered why it is 
now forgotten ; perhaps its very bitterness prevented it enjoying 
favour even with advanced Freethinkers.

All these publications appear to have come to an end by 1827, 
when Carlile found himself without a journal. But his meeting 
with Robert Taylor brought about the appearance of “  The 
Lion,”  in which both Taylor and Carlile contributed some of 
their most characteristic work.

It was in 1828 that the “ Devil’ s Chaplain,”  as Taylor was 
called, was sentenced to a year’ s imprisonment for “  blasphemy ”  
—not, by the way, as Mr. G. D. H. Cole in his pamphlet on 
Carlile says, to four years’ imprisonment. Mr. Cole is also in 
error when he claims that the “  Syntagma ”  and the “  Diegesis ”  
expound Taylor’ s “  astronomico-theological views.”  The “  Syn- 
tagiTia ”  is a reply to Dr. J. Pye Smith’ s attack on the 
“  Manifesto of the Christian Evidence Society,”  written by 
Taylor, and deals very fully with the literary side of Christian 

^origins. This is continued in greater detail in the “  Diegesis.”  
There is almost nothing about the astro-myth theory in either of 
the two books. On the other hand, the reader will find this 
theory fully dealt with in the “  Devil’s Pulpit ” —which book, 
however, contains a few inconsistencies due, no doubt, to the 
fact that it probably never received careful revision at the hands 
of its author.

On Taylor’s release, he and Carlile went touring the country 
on an “  infidel mission,”  many of the incidents of which form 
some of their most entertaining contributions to “ The Lion.”  
Taylor had a keen eye for detail, and his descriptions of somi 
of our provincial towns and cities of over 100 years ago are full 
of interest. What dreadful places they must have been to live 
in—at least, for the poorer classes !

On their return, they rented the Rotunda (in Blackfriars 
Road), a building which had been at one time a theatre and 
later a literary institute. Hero their activities made it at once 
both notorious and famous. It became the centre of infidel 
propaganda with Robert Taylor as its high priest. Here he 
delivered the discourses reprinted later as the “ Devil’ s Pulpit.”

Their popularity frightened the authorities, who sent spies to 
take down anything which savoured of blasphemy—with, of 
course, tho obvious result. Taylor was again indicted and given 
two years—without being allowed to write, as was the case during 
his former imprisonment. It is needless to say that the average 
magistrate of to-day would laugh if asked to commit anybody 
for “ blasphemy”  on the strength of citations from Taylor’ s 
Rotunda discourses.

Carlile declares of himself that he was a “  little staggered ”  
when convicted of blasphemy. He retorted to the Judge, Mr. 
Justice Bailey, that “  Jesus himself was convicted and put to 
death on a charge of blasphemy,”  and the Judge at once denied

it. Carlile adds that “  one would have imagined he kne"  ̂
contents of the New Testament better” —but that was |uS. s 
little too optimistic. Some of the most loud-mouthed Chlis  ̂  ̂
one meets seem to know very little of the New Testament " 

^challenged.

In the meantime, Carlile continued to run foul of the aut 10 , 
ties. A new journal, “ The Prompter,”  succeeded “ The R1011’ j 
and Carlile took upon himself the defence of the agricultu 
labourer, whose standard of living was being repeatedly 
down, low as it was in the first place. The poor men, « 
to desperation, often revolted, committed some acts of 
and were savagely suppressed by the Government. Carlile 
up their cause and was, in consequence, charged with al< " 
and abetting acts of violence against the law. The jury at _ 
disagreed, but they eventually brought in a verdict of g11 ■ j 
and Carlile was sentenced to two years’ imprisonment, a hn< 
£200 and a demand for £ 1,000 security for a period of ten ye®̂  
—and to bo kept in prison after the two years unless both ^  
fine and security were paid. This was in 1831, when Tayl°r ‘  ̂
had to do his own two years. A point to note is that it w;lS . 
the Tories who prosecuted Carlile but the Whigs ; and he 8 
32 months in the Comptor of the City of London.

In 1834 Carlile was again imprisoned for refusing to pay 
Church rates assessed upon his house in Fleet Street. His goLH' 
were seized and, in revenge, he had placed two effigies 
the windows one of a Bishop and the other of a distrain*11?’ 
officer. Needless to add that this caused such a crowd that F’ 
was charged as a nuisance and sentenced to pay 40s. to 1 
King and give sureties in £200 for his good behaviour for thb 
years, lliis he found quite impossible to find, and so had 1 
go again- to prison, where he stayed only four months. He " ,l 
then released unconditionally after vain attempts to get him 
compromise. But nothing daunted lion-hearted Carlile. 
was the rock upon which the attempt to suppress free'speefl 
and publication was wrecked—an astonishing triumph f°* ,, 
humble tinman. And in the midst of our own war for “  freedom 
the dauntless courage of this one man, defying the whole n*iĝ  
of authority, has reverberated down the century. It could >’0' 
be dismissed any more than the courage of that other BrCit 
Freethinker, Thomas Paine, could be dismissed 34 years ago.

Ihus, after serving more than nine years in prison, Cai'ld' 
was no longer molested ; but it is obvious that the long coiifi" 
ment must have played havoc with his general health.

Meanwhile, .Carlile parted from bis wife and attached himst‘  ̂
to one of bis admirers, Eliza Sharpies. It is bnt just t0 
say that he made every provision for Mrs. Carlile and t,u’ 
children; but though she. was ready to help him in his gr«!l 
fight against authority, tliero had been little love between them 
for many years, and lie turned to “ Is is ”  (as Eliza was to cm 
herself) for the happiness hitherto denied him. This associati0’1 
gave his pleasant Christian contemporaries grounds for joy, 1°’ 
nothing in his life was more prominently attacked and charge 
against him. His daughter by Isis, Theophila, subsequently 
wrote m biography of her famous father.

One other point. Carlile was liberally helped by ma".' 
admirers. They subscribed often more than £10 per week E 1 
him while in gaol and, says Holyoake, “ his profits over th‘ 
counter for long periods were over £50 per week.”  He 
helped also by Julian Hibbert, the generous-hearted and entlius1' 
■astic Freethinker to the extent of at least £1,000. (Holyoak* 
mentions the amount but omits the name of the donor.) B" 
Carlile found it difficult to keep money, and in his last ye«1” 
“ the vicissitudes and anxieties of fallen fortunes”  were, ala*' 
his lot. The demands on him were very great.

The extraordinary variety of his literary activities must fori'1 
tho subject of a final article. IT. CUTNER-
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h a v e  y o u  h e a r d  t h e  n e w s ?

Evil
IN

news rides post, whilst good news baits.—M ilton.

ui’ul ‘l' WayK scarce. Sometimes, and when least expected, 
and w 'n ' " ° Û  msE into the quarters occupied by his section

»certain military unit in the “ Great W ar,”  news of import- 
111 was always scarce.

® comrade would rush it „ „
, ll< ’ w*tE a tense and eager expression, would burst out . °> s>
lave y°u heard the news? ”  Then the atmosphere would become 

expectantly silent. Following a dramatic pause, the wag would 
: “ The old squire has been foully murdered,”  adding brigli y, 

hut the villagers are after h im ”  (the murderer).
Loud cheers would be heard and then laughter, but always it 

¡^med there was some disappointment because no news of peace 
, 'U ***1 really forthcoming, or even rumoured, and a few wistfu 
R Passions could be discerned for some time afterwards. T 
v l lers had been caught napping again. A cruel joke ■ 11 lal’h’
11 the war had lasted a long time and men had become ca • •

home everyone had to be content with news—of progress oi
aPpeari e~ a m̂° St er|th'cdy from the newspapers. The reports 

Who had^ s°LLers home from the front on leave, or by the man
(Enii> i”'?® 111 Press were supported, augmented, exaggerated or
hotdby so!diers.

ar°und 1 re a^ ve *n one the Ministries. Rumour was rushing 
troop,, ?VerNwhere, and there was plenty of excitement when ths 
h°s,iitul lea<?eĉ  by a band, marched to the station, or when a 

I 'rain full 0f wounded arrived. Casualty lists appeared 
Papers almost daily. Wounded soldiers were, alas, a

t'resg 1 nt“Wls was very scarce one read of atrocity stories in the 
to hg hgCCOmLanied wtth hymns of hate, and there were miracles 
held 0f Jlc  ̂ trom the lips of soldiers—of angels appearing on the 
K'oat0 battle and other wonderful stories. At times news of 
ofS¿i.llnaval and military battles came through. These drab, 
ve„, 1 sports lx; came—in the liands of the Press—colourful and 
taijj ,, ' 13110,1 optimistic and exciting narratives helped to mam- 
b°‘ast 1110111 of the people during those times when the “  blond 
f0rco ~~;,s ti‘c German was called—was making great efforts to 

j a decision in his favour.
dig . ^l0se days the Press was mighty indeed. It was skilled in 

°t propaganda, to which the enemy paid tribute in after 
neVfS' Lut, frit >m a paucity of news we now have a plethora of 
still ' ^  G 1110 buried in an avalanche of words and yet we are 
of abtB to breathe. Hollywood, having exhausted the power 

t 1 adjective in the employ of the “  trailer,”  has nothing morete tea„r
11, 1 Us in this respect. The mind now reels in contemplating
o| ^cumulation of a colossal weight of armament and an armada 
l)0ai 'Ps which makes the Great Armada of Spain look like rowing- 
c.,,.,.: Th° number of aeroplanes in operation and the bomb- 
o u ^ 'S  capacity reach astronomical figures. In fact, the science 
'Uul l0Ilomy, With its calculations of stupendous speeds, distances 
Par ¡V<iI8bts of astral bodies, pales into insignificance when coin- 

with the figures of the war potentials of the belligerents.

Wo,.,]01*1 midnight to noon and from noon to, midnight a spate of

Arkte  ̂ save us ? To be effective all news must be impressive, and 
0 Supressive we' have now reached the stage when any report

Wo l Susbcs forth from the wireless transmitters throughout the 
t . a> and is fast approaching deluge force. Who will build an

o
Which i " ------— ,-----  ----------- —  — a- ------  --X-—
 ̂ ' cl°es not involve millions of something or other is hardly

t|, S. alL In short, the adjectives of Hollywood have become 
i, lllV(‘ctivt>s of counter-propaganda supported by the might of 
la, , lematics. The climax has long been reached. Figures are 
[0 ° nger impressive and the words accompanying them have no 

any meaning. Unlike the drug addict, who must increase 
dose to obtain relief, the propagandist, by continually adding

lig h ts
j..nd so( t0 ,.e]jGve the monotony must resort to action.of some

s to his figures, no longer excites wonder and admiration.

wind °r other.

In war time we rejoice to hear of good news because this implies 
bad news for the enemy. On the contrary, what is for us bad 
news is good news for the enemy. The chief aim of the propa
gandist is to conceal or minimise bad news and to magnify the 
good news. These terms have no relation to humanity as a whole, 
and are contradictory when applied to “  individual ”  nations, for 
what is “  good ”  for one is “  bad ”  for another, and there can be 
no progress when such unharmonious conditions prevail. John 
Morley was right when ho said that “  War ostracises, demoralises 
and brutalises reason.”

Have you heard the news? The answer is invariably a tale ol 
killing and destruction. With the prolongation of hostilities and 
the frequent broadcasting of the results of military and naval 
operations------

“ A ll,p ity  (is) choked with custom of fell deeds,”  and the 
tendency for many people is to become indifferent and callous to 
death an.d destruction.

Of recent years events in some countries have been so terrible:

“  And dreadful objects so familiar 
That mothers shall but smile when they behold 
Their infants quarter’d with the hands of war.”

Doubtless Madame Roland had witnessed similar spectacles 
when she exclaimed : —

“ O liberty, liberty, how many crime are committed 
in thy name ”

Man attempts to rival the forces of Nature, for, throughout the 
world, the earth, sea and air tremble and vibrate at the detona
tions fired by his hand. Man creates weapons which destroy man. 
He is no longer his brother’s keeper, but his slayer. Violence 
begets violence and the noise of battle rises to a shrill crescendo. 
War, although an out-of-date method of struggle, is completely 
up to date with its engines of destruction. Science is harnessed 
to tho war machine, and when victory is won there will be news 
of how much science has contributed to the final result.

Man can never tire of news of life, for that is something real 
and tangible. But what of continual news of death ? Reactions 
to this ultimately tend to ;i feeling of indifference followed by 
callousness, and then ? Sometimes the carnage is so frightful that 
a feeling of revulsion sets in, and then perhaps there is news of 
peace. Man, having fallen into the abyss, dragging the innocent 
with him, finds he has descended to barbarism which so appals 
him that he struggles to free himself from the dire clutch of 
Nemesis which, as he had thought, was held out to save him, 
whereas it would throttle him instead.

Man must, make up his mind. He has the choice of Mutual Aid 
or Mutual Destruction. Until he renounces the latter how can 
he consider himself as being superior to the savage? Man may 
flaunt his egoism when he says: “ I know what I want,”  but so 
do the beasts of the field.

The world is very sick. There are many cures to be had. But 
does the doctor take his own physic ? Tho present doctor is Mars. 
His treatment spells death—to millions. He will have to take his 
own medicine one day, and then the world will rejoice to hear 
the news that this hoary old rascal has had his day, and is dying, 
and no longer shall his eye “  threaten and command,”  and we 
shall echo Shakespeare’s- words: —

“ Now is the winter of our discontent 
Made glorious summer------
And all the clouds that lower’d upon our house 
In the deep bosom of the ocean buried.”

That will be news indeed. Meanwhile, the voice of Truth is 
difficult to hear above tho deluge of words.

Have you any news of her of late ?
S. GORDON HOGG.
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VOLTAIRE AND THE LISBON EARTHQUAKE

IN his biography o£ Voltaire— notarised because oi an attempt at 
•suppression by the Roman Catholic Church—Alfred Noyes 
avowedly sets out to show “  that the real Voltaire was very 
different from the traditional portrait, and that his beliefs were 
nearer to Christianity than was usually supposed,”  ami 
“ rationalistic”  and “ atheistic”  writers are accused of taking 
extracts from the great Frenchman’s works without regard to 
their context, and using them as proof of Voltaire’ s heresy.

Now 1 am prepared to concede that this has occurred; one 
naturally looks for sceptical passages in the writings of a man 
who was so persecuted by Church and State for his opinions, 
and no doubt, sometimes, fervour has got the better of a 
complete impartiality. But Mr. Noyes is at least as likely to 
fall into this trap as anybody. Indeed, I believe that a reading 
of his book will show that he has undoubtedly done so.

In passing, I can only give one illustration of how Mr. Noyes 
on several occasions, quite unwarrantably assumes that Voltaire 
was not expressing serious opinions. This in spite of the fact 
that non-Christian writers are attacked for saying that the “  Sage 
of Ferney ”  sometimes spoke with “ his tongue in his cheek” !

The excerpt is taken from the description of a visit to Ferney 
in the recently discovered Boswell papers. Boswell remarks to 
Voltaire that ho expected to see a great but very bad man, and 
that he has found otherwise. The “ Philosophical Dictionary,”  
however, troubles the Scotsman, and he instances the article on 
the soul. Voltaire replies: “ That is a good article,”  and in 
response to Boswell's question if immortality is not a pleasing 
imagination— “ Is it not more n ob le?” -  Voltaire says:—-

“  Yes. You have a noble desire lo bo King of Europe. 1 
wish it, and I ask your protection. But it is not probable.”
. . . “  But before"wo say this soul will exist, let us know 
what it is. 1 know not the cause. I cannot judge. I cannot 
be a. juryman. . . . We are ignorant Beings. Wo are the 
Puppets of Priividencd. I am a poor Punch.”

Boswell then asks: “  Would-you have no public worship?”  
Tho Frenchman answers: “ Yes. With all my heart. Let us 
meet four, times a year, in a grand Temple, with music, and 
thank God- for all his gifts. There is ono sun. There is one 
God. ' Let us have ono religion. Then all mankind will be 
brothers.”

Commenting on this conversation of Voltaire’s, Mr. Noyes 
says: “ It is pretty clear that his impishness was having full 
play with llie solemn little Scot,”  that it is “  a useful illustration 
of his refusal to 1»  serious,”  and of “ the way in which bad 
reasoning will provoke him to take the opposite side, even if lie 
agrees with the reasoner. ”

There is only one way of disputing such quite illegitimate 
remarks and that is by a plain denial that there is any evidence 
here of the “  impishness”  which Mr. Noyes is so fond of ascrib 
ing to Voltaire whenever ho says anything heretical. Indeed, 
Boswell describes the conversation as truly singular and solemn, 
and he ought to know ! Obviously tho same attitudo could be 
adopted with regard to everything that Voltaire wrote and nobody 
would get anywhere. Tn such cases discussion is useless.

Mr. Noyes, however, emphatically asserts that Voltaire was 
perfectly serious and sobor in at least one of his works, namely, 
the “ Poem on the Lisbon Earthquake.”  Here “ his real self 
shines out and the jesting is forgotten and the impishness laid 
aside.”  I thoroughly agree with Mr. Noyos that here, at any 
rate, Voltaire "w as in earnest about his argument.”  We are, 
therefore, on solid ground at last.

Mr. Noyes takes this opportunity of attacking Lord Morley’s 
thesis with regard to the poem, that Voltaire, unlike Pascal, 
could find no solution of the enigma which faced him. “  He can

to b®find no answer, and confesses his belief that no answer is 
found by human effort.”

Mr. Noyes considers that Lord Morley could not have 1'eac|(llff. 
poem to its conclusion, or that he must have taken ‘ ‘ his ° 
mentary quotations from somebody elso ”  without verily  ̂
them. Whether this was the case or not, I do not know, 1 ^ 
cannot agree with Mr. Noyes that the “ climax and crown^ 
the whole poem ”  substantially alters the sentiments expr<'s-^( 
Let anyone refer to the poem itself and think if R lb 
Voltaire’s “ fiery expression of a humanity so racked by  ̂
horrors that he violently attacks the more complacent DelSII\ n 
the time,”  in the winds of Mr. Joseph McCabe, whose trans » 1 
I use. It begins: —

“ Unhappy mortals! Dark and mourning earth! 
Affrighted gathering of human kind !
Eternal lingering of useless pain !
Come, ye philosophers, who cry, ‘ A ll's well,’
And contemplate this ruin of a world.”

And the following cannot be considered except as an arraignrni 
of the benevolence of God: —

“ W ill ye reply: ‘ You do but illustrate 
The iron laws that chain the will of God ’ ?
Say ye, o’er that yet quivering mass of flesh'.
‘ God is avenged : the wage of sin is death ’ ?
What crime, what sin, had those young hearts conceive 
That lie, bleeding and torn, on mother’ s breast ?
Did fallen Lisbon deeper drink of vice 
Than London, Paris or sunlit M adrid?”  . . .

“  Are ye so sure the great eternal cause,
That knows all things, and for itself creates,
Could not have placed us in this dreary clime 
Without volcanoes seething ’neath our fee t?”

lie wishes that tho earthquake had occurred in .desert was' 
and asks the significant, unanswerable question: —

“ Why suffer we, then, under one so ju s t? ”  
and he makes this terrible criticism of Christianity r—

“ A God came down to lift our stricken race:
He visited the earth, and changed it not! ”

The tone of the whole poem bears put Lord Morley’s coni' 1 
tion, and though Voltaire does not, of course, completely 
his belief in a god, he even comes near to this on some occasi011 
The finish, which Mr. Noyes considers to be Voltaire’ s “  sup?1' ^  
humble answer to his own questionings ” -in  no way alters ^
general reasoning and is almost as melancholy as the rest. R  
it i s : —

“  A caliph once, when his last hour had come,
This prayer addressed to him he reverenced:
‘ To thee, sole and all-powerful king, 1 bear 
What thou dost lack in thy immensity—
Evil and ignorance, distress and sin.’
He might have added one thing further—hope."”  ^

Mr. Noyes’ argument rests solely upon this conclusion a'1 
particularly on the word “ hope,”  which, incidentally, he render 
with a capital letter, though there is none in the original FroiF 
He very significantly admits that the "faith at which Volta' 
arrives “  may bo a minimum, stripped to the very core.”  
it is perfectly clear,”  he says. j

Personally, I cannot see any clarity of belief—doubts a’1̂  
fears seem there to the end in this strong and sincere critic'1" 
of Providence by a man of 60. No Freethinker of any standing 
has ever claimed that Voltaire was an Atheist; he believed W ‘ 
God all his life, but it was not tho Christian god, and in t 
superb outpouring of humanism at a great catastrophe i 
significant that his doubts are strongest. Quite true, Mr. No) 
Voltaire vas perfectly sincere when he wrote his Toeni on 
Lisbon Earthquake.”  C" McCALL-
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THE president^  LAUI®uJbI0.dc..t in
yr was a relay oi a variety programme ong J Britain.
JJ'S-A. at the time when Eleanor Roosevel '  concerted effort by 
he comedian bantered about some' imaginar ^  Be was on 

Washington officials—“  all except t ie ^ QÛ  what had
yhe ’phone to England all day, trying ° Nantie delight
happened to his laundry.”  And a storm of tiansatl
eruPted through the loudspeaker. . t if it were re-worded 

"  hat is interesting about this stoiy is * m-omptly identify 
t0 delete the clues to its setting, anyone w0 , iB it considered 
11 “s American simply because ip no ot uu c State. Which
?t0Per to make public jokes about the ma • i00ked upon
18 deplorable. Whereas the American President

’ u man.Air. Inc>ŝ  °f his foreign peers figure as tribal gods. Whereas 
tr°uLk,s<JSevflt is acknowledged to be as subject to domestic
‘‘lsovyii aS ^ r‘ fdabbitt, the kings and presidents and premiers 
difficult-0 ai<! tacitly assumed to be less trammelled by laundry 
betwQ. HS ^lan Venus de Milo. Of course there are degrees: 
lloosgv'1. ^le Mikadp at tlie theocratic end of tlie scale and Air. 
nia,(e “ h fbe anthropocratic end, a rough gradation could be 
Mr, 0  ̂ t' lu other national leaders. We could' honestly place 
reinoj .UlIcliill fairly near tint saner end, but we would have to 
Or,. that the titular, in contrast to the executive, head of

c°uld not bo so honoured. The sacrosanctity of the 
[)f€S(, Monarchy to-day is really extraordinary; and in its 
dufij,11 y°rm it’s not very old, having probably established itself 
^ u ril le ’8n °f George V. ; in the time of Edward VII—andtdv,ul.
in e Ul Was u popular man—there was still a republican faction 

|,k 1, ' Republicanism can no longer be seriously discussed.
111 i5n„i ,
VVfc ii.jX<l,,<̂ . Republic 
i^Port' 6 >̂<iC0lne mentally lazy. True, it is not a subject of major 
for ■, lnce antf no doubt there is a formidable pack of arguments 
som °nstitutional hereditary monarchy, but after all there are 
toler 'll8uments against it, and any healthy society slioulcl 
h.Ti(,VJ|' ’ a,l(i indeed, welcome, expression of them. As far as my 
h'tn' ' '^ 6 SoeS) there is no discouraging legislation (I am 
bx]1( ' ^ le s,;ory about the phrenetic Ilyde Park orator who 

j-j1  ̂ fhe crowd to proceed with him there and then to set fire 
v(,11(*jl1 Bingham Palace, whereupon the solemn policeman inter- 
Pace WUh: “ Them as is going to burn down the Palace three 
¡t . 0 left; them as is not, three paces to the right ” ), but 

jj lllvidiously true that social taboo is:stronger than the law.
, i’mgland is incurably monarchic, U.S.A. is at least as 

m 'lt|y republican. Yet the latter country has a small Royalist 
riot C ,ner,i'—the candidate being Air. Roosevelt, although it is 
v < afined that that gentleman approved his nomination! It is 

■' Ught that these critics of the existing constitution should 
to,, Their counterparts in all the other countries should be,
S0(;'. ( They do exist everywhere, and always will exist in any human

One never knows, they may be sowing the seeds of a 
p eider—and even if tliey’re not, tliey serve the useful
; Tose of nettling the existing order into defending and 

joying itself.
^  l|t to return to the popular treatment of the great ones of 
^  earth. The conception of a hallowed human being is terribly 
e Jtl8- The odour of sanctity is essentially a mephitic odour, 
dually injurious to object and subject. Einstein, himself a 

uiir^ kero-worship, has protested that “  It strikes me as 
air> and even in bad taste, to select a few of them (i.o. gifted 
PI®) for boundless admiration, attributing superhuman powers 
•nind and character to them.”  History is cluttered with 

1' ,linples c f Bie corrupting effect of boundless admiration, for 
’ |o-Worship is akin to deification, and to deify is, ipso facto, to 
‘nuiuanise. For “ inner”  security (if I can risk a word tingeci 
’ . 1 mysticism) great men and, furthermore, institutions and
"  ° sophies and the powerful abstractions that direct our lives, 

I, °l* the human toucli—not in the narrow, sentimental sense of 
„ j9* Gxpression, but sometliing wider and more realistic, purged 

romanticism ; something, in short, approaching the “  earthi

ness ”  of the Chinese outlook on life. In particular we must 
accustom ourselves to the occasional open laugh at anybody and 
anything. I sometimes think that the Victorians were a little 
more human than ourselves in this matter: AV. S. Gilbert could 
put a chorus of British peers into a comic opera: —

“  Bow, bow, ye lower middle classes !
Bow, bow, ye tradesmen, bow ye masses! ”  

they sang, and who could say whether the Second or Third Estate 
laughed the louder? Still, they didn’t laugh at their religion; 
it took Chesterton to do that, and we respect him for it—if 
counsel for God is sanctimonious, the holder of the opposing brief 
lias a far easier time than if counsel starts off by pointing out 
that his client is quite willing to be laughed at.

No definition of man is full that does hot take humour into 
account, for by his ability to laugh at himself and all creation, 
man is at his most noble. The humourlessness of fanaticism 
skews it out of the true human perspective. The solemnity of 
State worship is achieved only by a process of conditional 
dehumanisation. A great test of value is, “ Can this survive 
being made fun o f ? ”  Humorous imitations of “  L ’Allegro ” 
remain—humorous imitations that leave the original unsullied, 
but humorous imitations of “ The Wreck of the Hesperus”  
are recognised as parodies that deflate the original at once. And 
how significant it is that dictators invariably veto political 
cartoons featuring themselves and their cronies.

Ladies and Gentlemen, I submit that the question of the 
President’ s laundry is vital to democracy!

N. T. GRIDGEAIAN.

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY 
Report of Executive Meeting Held February 28, 1943

In the absence of the President, owing to a chill, Air. H. R. 
Clifton took tlio chair.

Also present: Messrs. Hornibrook, A. O. Rosetti, Ebury, 
Bailey, Griffiths, Afiss Wooistonc, and the Secretary.

Atinutes of previous meeting read and accepted; the financial 
statement presented. New members were admitted to Glasgow, 
Bradford, North Staffordshire Branches, and to the Parent 
Society.

Correspondence between an air cadet, tlio Air Ministry and 
the N.S.S. over a matter of- enforced church attendance was 
detailed and the action taken endorsed. Progress in arrange
ments for future lectures was reported. Communications from 
various „sources were dealt with and instructions given. Matters 
concerning the Annual Conference and questions for discussion 
were noted.

The next meeting of the Executive was fixed for Atarch 28th 
and the proceedings closed. p  jj R0SETTI

General Secretary.

SUNDAY LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.
LONG ON— Out noon

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead): 
Sunday, 12 noon, Air. L. Enunv.

LONDON— Indoor
South Placo Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 

W .C .l): Sunday, 11-0, Prof. G. W. Keeton, ALA., LL.D—  
“  Some Alakers of Alodern England—(C) Gladstone and tho 
Liberal Tradition.”

COUNTRY—I nboob
Bradford Branch N.S.S. Afeetings every Sunday at Laycock’s 

Cafe, Kirkgate, 6-30.
Burnley (Co-operative Alen’s Guild), Sunday, 6-30, AH. N. 

Charlton—“  Christian Science.”
Glasgow Secular Society (25, Hillfoot Street, Donistoun, Glas

gow)^ Sunday, 3-0, Air. T. L. Smith— “  Russia.”
Leicester Secular Society (75, Humberstone Gate), Sunday, 3-0, 

Air. U. K. Krishna AIenon— “  An Indian Speaks on India.”
Rossendale Branch (2, Oddfellow’s Terrace, Scoutbottom), Sun

day, 2-30, Mr. J. Clayton— “  The Tyranny of Words.”
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Edited by*U. W. Foote and W. P. Ball
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The passages died are arranged under headings— 
BIBLE CONTRADICTIONS, BIBLE ATROCITIES 
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Full references are glv. n for every citation

Tastefully bound in Cloth. There is no 
war-time increase in price

Price 2 /6  i ’ostago Twopence Halfpenny,
Postal Orders discharged in order of receipt.

m 'H IR D  EDITION OF A NOTABLE BOOK

M A T ER IA LISM  R ES T A T ED
With special chapters on “ EMERGENCY ” and 
the “ PRO BLEM  OF P E R S O N A L IT Y "

By CH APM AN  C O H EN
.. MATERIALISM RESTATED ” is written by one who does 
not mistake obscurity for profundity or assertion for proof. 
It is a simple but complete statement of a position that is of 
first rate importance in its bearings on religious and scientific 
problems It is a book that no Freethinker should miss and 
one which all intelligent Christians would be the better 
for the reading.

Price 4 /6  Postage twopence halfpenny
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MUST W E HAVE A RELIGION ? 
M O R A L I T Y  W I T H O U T  G O D

Price  2d. each. P osta ge  Id .
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What is the Use of Prayer?
Deity and Design.
Did Jesus Christ Exist.
Agnosticism or . . .  ?
Atheism.
Thou Shalt not Suffer a Witch to Live. 
Frecthought and the Child.
Christianity and Slavery.
The Devil.
What Is Freethought?

Price 2 d .  each. Postage I d .
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GOD AND EVOLUTION, by Chapman Cohen. 
Price 6d.; postage Id.

AN ATHEIST’S APPROACH TO CHRISTIANITY,
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Price Is. 3d.; postage ljd .

CHALLENGE TO RELIGION (a re-issue of four
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by Chapman Cohen. Price Is. 3L  : postage 

THE OTHER SIDE OF DEATH, by Chapman 
Cohen. Price 2s. 6d.; postage 3d.

PRIMITIVE SURVIVALS IN MODERN 
THOUGHT, by Chapman Cohen. Price 2s., 
postage 2d.

DETERMINISM OR FREEWILL, by Chapman 
Cohen. Price 2s.; postage 2d.

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING, by Chapman Cohen- 
First, second, third and fourth series. Price 
2s. 6d. each; postage 2$d. The four volumes, 
10s. post free.

A GRAMMAR OF FREETHOUGHT, by Chapman
Cohen. An outline of the philosophy of Free- 
thinking. Price 3s. 6d .; postage 4d.

THEISM OR ATHEISM, by Chapman Cohen- 
Price 3s. Gd.; postage 2Jd.

THE TRUTH ABOUT THE CHURCH, by Colonel 
Ingersoll. Price 2d.; postage Id.

ROME OR REASON? A Question for To-day. By
Colonel R, G. Ingersoll. Price 4d.; by post fld* 

WHAT IS RELIGION? by Colonel R. G. Ingersoll. 
Price 2d.; postage Id.

THE BIBLE: WHAT IS IT WORTH? By Colonel 
R. G. Ingersoll. Price 2d.; postage Id. 

MISTAKES OF MOSES, by Colonel It. G. Ingersoll- 
Price 3d.; postage Id.

THE FAULTS AND FAILINGS OF JESUS 
CHRIST, by C. G. L. Du Cann. Price 4d.;
by post 5d.

THERE ARE NO CHRISTIANS, by C. G. L.
Du Cann. Price 4d .; postage Id.

PAGANISM IN CHRISTIAN FESTIVALS, by 
. J. M. Wheeler. Prico Is. 6d .; postage l£d. 

FOOTSTEPS OF THE PAST, by J. M. Wheeler.
Price 2s. Gd. ; postage 2Jd.
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