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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

titne ago there was a rather heated discussion on 
of staging a Shakespeare play in modern? 'e fitness _  Duu.ging a , ,, „

'l"?ung6 and dress. The debate ran high and one <> 11vALOftft.
"tqmtunts asked what
l'»o presented with
'«nguage. He
3ep>-

wquld happen if Jesus Christ was 
i modern dress and using everyday 

( _ was assuming, perhaps unconsciously, that
di-cse i,"u *lls power over moderns because of the peculiar
esus 
lress he
' ' ss areli.,!;S a' Wa.ys presented as wearing, and the more or

liiit ‘1'iahty of his language.

With
■l..;i|s cases are not really analogous. Shakespeare
Him (,nduring (nudities o f human nature, and the
:|,18uisli ! ,̂eec 1 and dress are not vital to his plays. The 
1'iii'e Eear is no more vital to dress or language than

ooriot is peculiar to a particular phase of French 
(y ;  It is the human qualities of Portia, or of Hamlet, 

.,je«r that link the people of all ages and of all 
(leal! r,Cs h> them. But in the case of Jesus we are not 
l u j  -  with a human character at all. W e cannot lee 
\viUl 1 |Ulsu> on the Christian hypothesis we are not dealing
Pro

j  ■ v i u i . w u i n  m j  j a r i u o n i n  v v e  • i l  j i v k  u i h i i u ^

'"a  human being. It is not the fact that Christ is
V, utpd to US as an Eastern that explains the divergence 
m ' ! - '11 Christianity and modern thong
II **hi

lit. fn all human
i,, I “ 'Ps i those of parents, friends, citizens or children, 

’dtiii'1 country or colour counts for but little. Had the 
V i 0* desus been based on the broad grounds of 

or country or age would have matteredag ]itt]( ^’ dis co lou r_____ ______  „B_ _______„ _________
■Uifeij ’ ,lsdoes the fact th.at Socrates was a Greek or Marcus 

11 Hoferuvn. It is the element of the supernaturaltl>«t
;I>Us
,** fatal¡ - ‘ anil. You cannot be a god without paying the price 

• '|.| fhe final penalty for it is disintegration.
\VVvK f'ave of course, been many attempts to put the 
;it, fastament story into current English, but the 
fhl, " |,,s faavc failed.' They have met strong opposition 
tlu," ' ‘‘'igious people who felt that such attempts robbed 
\vi(| ’ "'l ° f its proper “  atmosphere.”  And so far 1 agree 
liir,l protestors. Take, for example, the story of the

: «me it

“  A

as told in the New Testament, and then 
as told in modern language by a modern man 

l|,|'n outlook: —
w(>) 11,1111 named Joseph was engaged to a. young
disco'!'' lllllllL‘d Mary, but before they were married lie 
flat |Ur, sf'e was about to become a mother.
loVe’
lii'if*1’ und was strongly inclined to hush up the

.(i’ '"'dig a man of kindly disposition and deeply in 
Pubic'1'* Sirh he shrank from making her condition

i
i 
1

fCl)J1 ( Torn thus between his love for Mary and his 
hU(j OU|tragfng the conventions, lie went to bed and 
reUiin' Cur,ous dream, one that must have been 
tea,| SCl'ut of some of the religious legends lie had 
inf(J,' dreamed that an angel appeared to him and 
fhe o '" " ' hlinfc Mary had committed no fault, that 

dd was miraculously conceived, Eager to grasp

•at anything that would enable him to marry Mary, 
Joseph pretended to accept the vision and trusted to 
the superstitious character of those around him to 
accept the story.”

This is certainly the way in which a modern might relate 
the story, and surely no one couhl complain of it being so 
interpreted. At least no one could he charged with 
coarseness or offensiveness. Indeed, taking the New 
Testament story as being based on fact it is a simple .and 
almost tender way of dealing with it. But if the 'sm ry 
was read in that way what basis would it give to religious 
belief? Obviously, none. Any reader would count it as 
cither-the story of a tragedy that must have occurred limes 
out of number, or a mere story belonging to one of llie 
world’s myths.

Put the New Testament into a completely modern dress 
and the consequence would he complete disbelief. Take 
away the gradually developed specialised language in which 
the Bible is written, a language that was never a language 
of the people in the sense of its being a spoken one, and 
the real nature of the narrative would be plain to everyone. 
Let anyone sit down and imagine what the scenes pictured 
in the New Testament would appear like to a modern 
coming into contact with them for the first time, and lie 
will get a far better idea of the nature of genuine 
Christianity, and of the primitive believers in it, than he 
could possibly acquire from any course of theological study. 
Educated men are today surprised at the extravagance of 
revival meetings when carried on by a quite ignorant body 
of men and women, and yet this brings us as near a picture 
as one can get of what a body of primitive Christians was 
like. Instead of the New Testament reading of Jesus 
coming into contact with a being possessed of devils, read 
it as the modern would write it of a. poor epileptic or 
lunatic, coming into contact with a wandering relig ;>us 
preacher who tried to cast out the devils by intoning an 
incantation, and yon have the actual happening divested o f  
tile special terminology which prevents so many realising 
what is before them. The (ruth of this is seen in the fact 
that when a Freethinker does try to express biblical state
ments in current language lie is accused of irreverence, if 
not of blasphemy. To see religion as it really is, is one of 
the surest ways to end it.

We may see the same thing from *i. slightly different 
angle, if we consider the talk of securing a suitable 
“  atmosphere,”  if religious beliefs are to lie kept in being. 
This bulks very largely in all questions of religious training 
from the child in the school to the adult attending in 
church. Catholics argue, in relation to schools, that a 
lesson in religion, given as something quite apart from the 
rest of file educational course, is not enough. They say 
it separates religion from the rest of life, and in time 
begets indifference if not positive unbelief. Thoughtful 
Christians of all denominations agree with this, although
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they see the impossibility, in existing circumstances, of 
preventing it. With adults the creation of an artificial 
atmosphere is even more marked. The parson must have 
a distinctive dress which has the attractiveness and 
authority of a uniform to the commonplace mind, and :t 
marks him as someone set aside for special work. A 
religious service must have its own “  lingo ”  and in a 
thousand and one ways the policy of separating religion 
from the normal current of life is carried out. There is a 
general agreement in both theory and practice that to carry 
the same mental habits into religion that are in use in 
other directions is fatal to the “  spiritual ”  life. You must 
be ready to believe or belief will not come.

Why should there be this anxiety to shut religion off from 
the current of everyday life? Why cannot we use in the 
matter of prayer exactly the same kind of language that 
we use when asking help from a human being? It is quite 
plain that at one time people must have done so. It is all 
a question of environment. It is one of the plainest of 
truths that all religious beliefs exist as a mental attitude 
towards the world in which man finds himself. His belief 
in spirits, or gods, or ghosts,, or supernatural agencies sums 
up his theories of the forces around him. The primitive 
theories of disease, the belief that the forces of nature are 
under the control of certain superior beings who may 
modify their operations to meet human needs, are as much 
a theory of things as is the now generally accepted theory 
of evolution. At this stage no special atmosphere, no 
peculiar form of words is required. The social und 
intellectual conditions supply all that is necessary to keep 
religion alive. There is no need specially to guard the 
individual against an influence which tends to undermine 
religious belief. No one questions religion as such. There 
is no marking off of the religious and the secular life ; it 
is a change in the general environment, the development 
of social life, the growth of more precise knowledge that 
creates the necessity of defending the “  gods.”  Ideas, if 
they have to live, must somehow find a fitting environ
ment. So it happens that a particular paraphernalia, of 
special dresses, peculiar forms of language, the maintenance 
of outworn customs, exist as so many efforts to create ai. 
environment which shall perpetuate forms of religion that 
belong to the childhood of the race, or at least to an 
earlier period of social life. That no religion—Christian or 
other—can depend upon current science for support is 
evidence of its falsity.

You cannot then present Jesus, or any other god, in 
modern dress any more than primitive people can sleep in 
peace or move with a, sense of security without feeling that 
their gods are with them. Hive us Jesus in modern dress, 
talking in current language, and you have a, wander’ng 
preacher filled with a number of crude and ignorant beliefs 
about man and the.world. Publish an edition of the Bible 
with its ideas .expressed with their exact equivalent in 
current language and in the course of a generation our 
“  sacred hook ”  would he nothing more than an interesting 
and instructive collection of the misunderstandings and 
superstitions of primitive peoples. Divest religion of the 
gloss placed on it by modem apologists and the Christian 
Bible would cease to exist. It is the Anthropologist who 
can explain the Bible. The priest can only pile lie on lie 
and call it the “  Word of G od.”

, CHAPMAN COHEN.

RELIGION AND ART

"J, il. B.C. expert”  in “ Your Questions Answered, s 
taut musical instruments were “ originally functional, 
implies that they are no longer so. The questioner ton*11 

anSel0,is point when suggesting as instances “  the use .. tf 
in ritual ’ and the “  horn in calling in sheep,”  for these m< 

lfelV-n l1" ' ma2*1'. The implication is that we have a 
or reli -
though still claiming art to be “ spiritual.”  Anotner - ^  
asserted that Constable’ s landscapes were
p-een ”  and that “ despite his turbulence, he was in 
tranquillity.”  This hopeless inconsistency is ids0 * ¡s pit. 
genius or hoax, Picasso controversy. “  It is ugly, 011 ¡n tl'f 
Art is a search for the beautiful and there is beau 
grotesque. Another “ expert”  said there is much 111 ere is- 
between El Greco and Cezanne or Picasso. Of coum iajntings' 
just as there is between these and the Aurignacian cave . t

Not only is thé connection between religion and a1 
art shows the same basic ignorance and psychologic-1 reCcid'J 
standing. The magic in art is well- expressed in a enoiii''' 
popular song: “  If you wish long enough, wish s*‘, < > 1 ''J 
your dreams will come true.”  The religious element ¡„g 11 
the idea, still taught by the Roman church, that the 1 ^  
church bells is to drive away storms and evil spirh*’- u,ed>':lb 
a similar motive in the gargoyles and other symbols on ^  #rt, V 
and churches. We rationalise by saying that the * ^¡ve 111,1 
summon the faithful, and that the gargoyles are dec0yollfusi1’”'
symbolic ornament. Art arises 
which, under the guise of

as an intellectual

biblical language or the beauty of cathedrals, churches 01 
has the desirable and laudable object of just' y
superstition,

The pleasure involved in the search for the beautif11 ^ 
derived from the wish-fulfilment of magic, relief fr°^? ^
or other emotions or satisfaction in self justification. * ]'lU 
may be that of craftsmanship or the beauty of the J Tin
trayed or' that of the ideological concept symbolised-  ̂
change from the expression of magic and religion to t.m „nil 
for beauty is a maze of conditioned reflex, rational11--1 i" 
sublimation. This mystification may be seen for 1II1 '¡¡an111’ ? 
1). H. Lawrence’s remarks about the “  appleyness ”  of 
portrait of his wife, and Joad’s assertion that we cannot 1 
the beauty of a Beethoven quartette. To which we nug1 
that our inability to use intelligent language is merely * 
of ignorance or intellectual confusion.  ̂ j)ii’

We can, perhaps, the better understand what is ca' jrid'1̂  
artistic temperament if we realise that we are not merely 
with hyper-sensitive individuals, but with a cultural ' th* 
ment, together with the persistence of antiquated notm1,1 ¡̂c"- 
persistence of two or more cultural stage levels in com01 .j,,]. 
This is seen in the transformation of the "fetish into ,11|tl 11 
which is both a God and a symbol of a god, a Physic-1 
Metaphysical, or a Magic and a Religious entity. The , ||ii 
of such an objet d’art was a mystical ceremony in vV ¡̂vi'1' 
artist is inspired, is clairvoyant, in communion with the .it 
the creator of the divine, is himself divine. The same R  ̂ i 
logical confusion is seen with the actor in the play, 'v , yo111 
derived from the miracle play, from the mystery ; who T il ' ^  
a representation of and a presentation of, in communion '

biograS  *f
tlm

tn«1
a search for beauty, en'sa'on f°r 

persistence of magic and religious practices. Adm*1“  |̂irin'"

Ir’
-io11'

divino. The pc
bewildered as anyone, and the admiration of artistic , 
the aura of sanctity gives the artist or artiste a super!011 •'
the mere artisan. It is traditional.

Art develops from magic, so also does science. Th 
what is the relationship between them ? There is
Buckle’s suggestion that philosophy arose from po®try

»ssessor of the artistic temperament 1S n1' 1
=+ic sk11 ,|Vd

t an
(]»<* ,, l"
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.  ̂ lift A ascience from art. It  may be said that the an ^  physics, gave 
geometrical obsession. This, with the com M jorin) which was 
accuracy" in the presentation o! the P'D'M' ,l (U portraiture, to 
marred hy an idealism, particularly notice» *- ^  ^u^ on over a
which much of the Roman is superior. s j  a stereotyped 
number of centuries shows the gradual elnnina ouventln^-’ n -

230

_______ _ vne graaual elim m iw n  o ^  sur J V *
, conventionality. Perhaps the connection be w . ^  perspectiv'
| h best seen with Leonardo da Vinci, w 10 1,1 father of modern
1 into flat painting and was at the same time was developing*

0Ptics. Rembrandt lived at a time when op attem pt at a 
and we can appreciate his idea of focus a painter who
stereoscopic vision effect. Instead of calling him discovered +'>'»■ —

° • ,pt realise that this ered the magic mystery of gloom • ue. The use of
darkness was due to the chiara obscura < < 1 use(l mainly
nnpasto was an attempt to get more l'g  1 > '  modern method of 
,.r high-lights and flesh-tones, led up to showing tin'
direct painting. The invention of the min • The study
'nutations. of the human eye, led to 1,n'^ CSStoll>s demonstration 

'■he chemical composition of air am * 1 „n(f  atmospheric 
l mt light was colour, led to the stut j  o eciation of this
1 in terms of colour in painting. 11 Turner, or such 

better understanding of such men 
""I'lessioniists as Arnesby Brown. • ^

V[ith the increased acquisition of scientific kno^ 1̂ eas Paolo 
,l ‘ nungc in both technique and *n ol* °\> V* in contemporary 

ru,icse portrayed the family of oat ft g.uut Simon
s7 tume> Brangwyn gave us a John the Bapt are„ t  in

as eastern fakirs. The idea of With the
datein’s Adam, which is anthropou an • became less con-
"''dopment of psychology, post-impression . feeling.

with the1 physical, with what is ^ h» * otion. With
V : >  less a question of intellig* nee „  fonnal and

'ltaiislu and Cubism, art became composition and
^ o lk a i. What mattered was the geometiy lhe m».c -"'Isticai meaning ; while Surrealism has no concern with
i L " . * * « ,  but, with an underlying reality; it strives to get 
Win , traditional convention and to fashion a new symbolism. 
I’hysi J )ll,,to8rftphy taking over the vole of portraiture an<l 
With Vi ^Presentation, the artist attempts to justify himself 
Woni id‘‘il o£ dl>1"g  what the camera cannot do; of -seeing 
As 'p B*® physical. Art becomes more erotic, bizarre, morbid. 
c°n * 'i»i°n retreats before the onward march of science, its 
(lr<.an 10,1 with art becomes more apparent. IV ith the study of 
pban̂  l)sych°l°gy) art shows more the character of a dream

We
<S(ni of a nightmare.

°bs(
>w it , dono so much intellectual acrobatics that we do not 1 We ar- ■

0», tttt»on ‘ Press

'Josc„ r. y are standing on our heads or our feet. This esoteiic 
reminds one of the mystical allegories of the 

i)iigi,t" S| and °l Jesus talking in parables, so that “  « ‘eing they 
"ndcrJ00 a,ld not perceive, hearing they might hear and not 

and” ; and of the neo-riatonic philosophy of self- 
We accept a traditional method of mystical self- 

dc-voLj l0" ’ decline openly to accept the traditional ideology ,
"lystr.,1' a n,‘w symbolism and leave posterity to unravel the 
Wit|. ' y- What is wanted "is a bettor understanding of the old. 
both .""¡k!c there is the same -intellectual acrobatics, a change in 
" i"H(vT'hnique and outlook. With the development of physical 
mUsi„ .<'am° a theory of harmony and discord, and the idea that 

c '« -  -  the weird ,
5 of primitive

|l"d dolef i" ' ^Pression of joy and happiness. From 
1-"Static, antinS of magic and the mournful dirge c 
(jl8bt-beU|1 ls* We pass through a stage of the melodious and 
a,|ce 0j l< gaiety of a madrigal or glee song, or the ecstatic 

I, '"hbty 11 Offenbach or a Strauss; on to the ponderous 
‘“PfineKs a highbrow symphony or the lowbrow search for 
W,rbay (1 " l, “  feeling blue.”  We now have the attempt to 

" " ’tional conflict in a harmony of discord.

H. H. PItEECE
(To be concluded)

WHY NOT ESPERANTO?

THE number of things I have “ had a shot a t ”  in my journey 
through life, the things I was going to do but never got started, 
and the things I started but never mastered would make a 
formidable catalogue. A wise man, it is said, is one who knows 
something about everything, and everything about one thing. 
1 have never been accused of possessing wisdom, although in 
accumulation of knowledge and experience I might be termed 
a good mixer. But life is so full of a number of good things 
that one who would enjoy most of them would require centuries 
of childhood and youth.

A wise selectivity would seem imperative; and, of course, 
cliacvn a son gout. But, allowing for diversity of taste, and 
the utmost freedom of choice, there are common denominators 
of knowledge. Everyone should be able to read, write, and talk 
intelligently with His fellows, yet we are nearly all restricted 
to the exchange of ideas with those who speak our language. 
This, of course, applies to the natives of every country and is 
realised fully when one or more “  foreign languages ”  appear in 
the educational curriculum. The French have a saying that a 

'man who knows two languages is two men. It would follow 
that one who knew all the languages would be Everyman. But 
that is impossble, and it is here that Esperanto comes in.

In the war years I was in business in Aldershot. Soldiers 
from different countries were coining and going. Free French 
and French Canadians came in and I was able to talk with 
them freely because in my youth I lived in France. Yes, but 
when Poles and Czechs and Dutch arrived I was stumped. 
The most superficial consideration will show tho sheer 
impossibility of anyone ever being able to master but a fraction 
of the world’s languages. There is much talk nowadays of the 
world becoming smaller, barriers being broken down, and so on ; 
yet thousands of different languages all “  foreign ”  to each other 
keep men apart.

Tho case for an auxiliary language is overwhelming, i may 
be pardoned for just'briefly going over the elementary points: —

Esperanto does not seek to supersede any national language, 
but it takes its stand on the position that if every child of man 
learnt Esperanto after his native tongue the “  language 
difficulty ”  would be completely annihilated. Hindoos, China
men, Turks, Asiatics, Europeans, Americans, can all meet as 
Esporantists on perfect equality. This Ims Ydready been dune 
with perfect success, and the only question is the extension of 
the auxiliary languago principle.

It must never be lost sight of that the great idea behind 
Doctor Zamenhof’ s language was the hope that, knowing each 
other better, men would not resort to war, indeed Esperanto is 
the word for Hope. Few will believe that the learning and 
general use of an international language would abolish war. 
But it would certainly save us from being at (lie mercy of 
“  interpreters ”  whose word cannot be checked, and nothing but 
good could accrue from the extension of travel and exchange of 
ideas opened up by Esperanto. 1 noticed recently that both 
British and Russian delegates protested that they had been 
improperly “  translated.”  That sort of thing might have far- 
reaching evil effects, and simply could not happen, in Esperanto, 
the most logical and exact of all languages, with no ambiguities, 
no exceptions.

It is gratifying to know that many prominent Freethinkers 
are enthusiastic about Esperanto. It might be possible to form 
a group the members of which could, no doubt, obtain informa
tion as to the progress of our movement in other lands. I 
submit that the matter is worth consideration. With the Editor’ s 
permission and to save needless questions to this paper, 1 give 
this address for those who wish to know more of the subject: 
British Esperanto Association, Heronsgute, Rickmanswortli, 
Herts. Of course, mention “ The Freethinker.”

J. EFFEL.



210 THE FREETHINKER

ACID DROPS

It is announced that the. Church of England— sp called because 
it is not the Church of England, but only a Church in England— 
intends making war on ignorance. A very excellent resolve—on 
paper. Hut how will it carry out its plan? Will the Church 
tell the truth about religion? It dare not. Will it enlighten 
the mind of Christians to the extent of telling them that every 
aspect of religion is much older than the Christian Church? Will 
it advocate that such a nonsensical thing as the blasphemy law 
should bo abolished? Will it agitate for all Sunday laws to he 
abolished? One might fill a long sheet of paper with similar 
questions all of which will he answered with an imperative “  No.”  
Wo fancy.that all the Church means is that people must he so 
drilled as to accept a living lie as an indisputable truth—one of 
the greatest lies in the whole of human history.

Hut when the determination is uncovered it amounts to just 
this. It is discovered that “  the anti-Christian forces of 
Secularism, Materialism and ignorance have never been more 
menacing.”  That is the kind of insulting language that one 
might expect to hear from the mouth of some coarse bishop of 
the eighteenth century. Hut we are in the twentieth century, 
and olio might expect a hotter approach to opponents than is 
adopted by the cowardly chief of the English Church. Consider 
the number of prominent men in science, in literature, in 
philosophy, who fall into the category by this servant of (Joel 
who lives on the people of this country. One might have thought 
that in these days even an archbishop would he more careful in 
his blackguardism. We were almost saying that he is a disgrace 
to his office. Hut perhaps we should he nearer the truth if we 
said that he was worthy of his post.

It was, we suppose, hound to come. Hollywood is arranging 
to produce a film that will, at the cost of a million dollars, 
present the life of Jesus in “  glorious teclmicolour.”  Hut wo 
liope it will ho a complete picture. Mary’ s escapade with the 
angel can easily he managed, and the attitude of Joseph when he 
found his betrothed was about to produce a baby, would arouse 
interest. And as the life of desús pursues its course some of 
his alleged actions might well he drawn from the Apocryphal 
Gospels which are just as authentic as any part of the New 
'Testament. The picture of Jesus helping his mother’s husband 
to stretch a plank of wood to a desired length ; of the power of 
Jesus to make birds of clay and then see them Hying through the 
air when Jesus claps his hands. Jesus may also he pictured 
doing his famous act in which lie fed a multitude of people with 
a handful of fishes and a few loaves and had more left when the 
banquet finished than when it started. (A repetition of this 
would he a veritable “  gnd-send ”  to the present government.) 
Then there is the record of how lie walked into a dyer’ s shop 
and calmly threw all the clothes that were there into the furnace. 
Hut when the dyer complained Jesus took the clothes out of the 
furnace where “  they were all unspoiled and of the colours which 
the dyer desired.”  That film should ho a completo success.

.fudging from various newspapers the clergy aro getting fearful 
of taking a vote for or against Sunday cinemas. Here and there 
the Churches may gain a verdict, hut the defeats outstrip the 
conquests and the reaction is bad. Speaking on behalf of a 
doleful Sunday, one priest says: —

“  Wo feel that a general vote throughout the country 
approving the opening of cinemas on Sunday will he an open 
declaration to the whole world that as a nation wo are 
turning our backs on God.”

That is a very good summing up of the situation. Even when 
bigotry wins in a, place here and there, tho desire for a free 
Sunday grows stronger and stronger. Religion to-day, and in 
more than one place, is fighting a losing battle_and the clergy 
know it.

Another man who comes.forth with a doleful declaration that, 
religiously, things aro marching backwards is Sir John Sluiw, 
organising secretary to the Church Union. He says: “ There are 
great losses of Christian standards.”  In analysing we find Sir 
John is lamenting that year by year tho Church attendances are
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K-’tting thinner and thinner. W e can appreciate the s°rw* 
news - I f  ,thls> 1,114 the rest of the population takes

"s  without feeling Seriously upset.

aim iuneefit; A,ba" ’ « ^  a modest hut a hopeful one. J
“ ‘" T  ,that >e wants £90,000 per year for “ the next. t ^

. o, , ,t0 ke.ePJ11? area ¡h order, o f  course some peep!0 ". ‘ ()oo
i moug i to help a little, but a continuous gift °4 ,,'uite

nstper year is a hit stiff, particularly when the poor •" 
so depende 
played out.

1S alm°s'so dependent on charity as they were. That gnim

■ ofWe gather from the “  Psychic News ”  that the sp1*1 c;rcles- 
Lloyd has been singing some of her songs in spiritual's earth 
Well; if Marie Lloyd sings the songs that she did when 
the appearance of that spirit would be worth seeing oi certai>1 
to. Marie Lloyd was a great artist, and there is alnioi, ,,> 
to he a, smile on her lips when she sings the songs s 11. coi'l» 
sing. There is also money in it if the spirit leaders 11 j g0 C 
induce her to give her songs in the Albert Hall. "  0 
listen to her. _______ _ .„n

It is officially stated that out of 701 churches W t ¡̂c)i th1' 
area G24 received bomb damage. That is the way 1,1 '  ¿jod ' 
Lord looks after his own. In proportion, the damage )tll,ol 
buildings was greater than it was to public-houses. U**4 aj tll tl»' 
tho clergy had the courage to call the attention ol I"1" 
neglect of his worshippers.

in»»»)''This neglect of God is getting very pronounced and 
directions. For instance. One of our most respectable ‘ 
papers says that: “  Under the providence of God v'e i j jefe'd 
the great enemy of civilisation.”  Hut if we really »»   ̂ (Jf 
Germany, owing to the help of God, why, in the nP,1'<’giir°l,l|' 
that is sensible, did he not prevent Germany from tui',lU,g c0uk 
upside down. What would any of us say of a man » t,j,lii(;l 
have prevented the war, with its loss of life and gjjoiiP*1' 
demoralisation of the public? The war has been hat  ̂
but it becomes horrible to think of the possibility of a 1,11
could have prevented the war hut did nothing hut look
tho “ show.”  ------------  ' / ..ate1'> , wH ...IMgr. Knox’ s recent version of the New Testament  ̂ ,v>f .
entirely under the heavy hand of Roman Catholic ccn»‘” '' 
its “  grotesque restrictions,”  as a “  Church Times „.1 »'
complains, has been followed by a Protestant version isS”.1•liok'1the United States. From the point of view of the latest » ,slii 
ship, it is “  far ahead of ”  the Knox attempt, hut as a J „w»11' 
tion, “  unfortunately it is less satisfying.”  All this really it.i,ichvtisfying.
is that it has not got that solemn and reverent “ styffi1

J»1"1
HU"1distinguishes the Authorised Version, and prevents »° j'«l 

people detecting its superstitious and childish credulU.V plJ 
into straight English the New Testament as well as t 
would he immediately seen to he a conglomeration of f»'G 
Hence the desperate clinging to tho A.V.

------------ ’ ' i„i0^
A correspondent to the “  Church Times ”  agrees that .^ g  

as long as ho can remember laymen have been “  comp'»1' nit|
about tho parsonic voice complaints which, he admits, (I1... i ...1 , , - tin»' . .justified; and he adds that while most people know tl'“
parsons themselves “  do not realise ”  it. He suggl,st'S|0|¡v<'r 

cannot properly road English, ° r „gsf.c»aspiring holy men who . . .  _
it, should he turned down. The parsonic voice is, of , 
extremely painful for listeners, but doing away with it " p̂»11 
help the Church very much. The rot goes much deep»1, 
that. It is not a question of the parsons but of the 
itself. 'The Church, in fact, is being found out.

Mr. Attlee, our Prime Minister, seems to bo advertising ' jp 
self by his Church attendances, and the like. Of court», ¡,*. 
Attlee has the legal right to have whatever religion ho f»" pH1 
or if he likes a number, say one for every day of the week- ¡̂it 
ho would display a measure of fair play if ho remember»»
he is also Prime Minister of all sorts of religionists 
religionists, and that he was not made Prime Minister

and
to h'\Il,i

the opportunity to advertise Churches and their creeds. (ll|U 
we suppose that this advertising of Christianity still pi‘>'s’]1<.lp' 
politicians usually care little for justice and fair play if '4 
to keep them in the public eye.
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SUGAR PLUMS

¿ i 11 ««»eilp "'R the pasj, 10 la-ve sent the Editor so many kindly letters 
l!,.,S V  takin +!" da? s S°01̂  enough to enhance liis indebted- 

" 0°n “  The i-leSe l‘nes as 1**8 thanks for their good wishes. 
a iiiiu 0f . ' re°thinker ”  and its readers tliere lias always 

nutnal affection. We feel certain that will continue.

«:,; h ls tlu»U \) *‘s 11 Church. The Minister of that
'Hi "tli Clnl >>V' l5e,lsll,y Murray. Attached to the Church is 
nf tl tl'ut tliix <i ,^ 'so’ ' ll the “ Ilford Recorder,”  there is a
( '̂ ni stov u llyli. C lu b  ”  is ready— we assume, on the  advice 
An, '■ that t)n: T ‘U , *s ft,|x iou s to  have a d iscu ss ion  on A th e ism . 
¡"■(f1 ls,|i i s ¡f "  .n * seems q u ite  good, and i t  m ay he taken  th a t 

" 1'ho h‘V ! "  n fo rd - D u t  the  p ub lic  cha llenge  is ra th e r 
')ii(,IS,dl" i To-J. ' n t<' ' s t°  ru n , “  N o  In te ll ig e n t  M an  can be a 
n ( | ls ever Tha t m ay be ca lled  a r t fu l,  s tu p id ly  a r t fu l.  N o  
t!ie " Ktiari. - l0,,Bh t or sa id  th a t  no in te ll ig e n t  m an can be 
is PfOH0lle r . I01'n are  p le n ty  of them , bu t i t  is  e v id en t th a t
(’l lt.,' |l.ling (̂) " "H tfu l, and a lso  d ishonest. B u t  if  the  preacher 
4 i|.l,!it*a,1*ty ”  , e r  mt® a  d iscu ss ion  on “ A the ism  versus 

a d e b a t" ’ lnoro c° rre c t ly , “ A th e ism  o r T h e ism ,”  we 
10 Phrase ((({'° 'dd l16 staged. A n d  in th a t  case— if  we m ay 

ij« Tlod he lp  the  pa rson .”  H e  w il l need help.

‘ i-nvoa C,atholic « tt, • -------------  .In,, ,0<I—_0Jl universe ”  announced that some Swiss people
t|I( ll0J~-to a specia l san c tu a ry  to th an k  God fo r 

ht,, "' a'id Kn, om w a r, and to show th e ir  s in ce r ity  gave up 
1 \, ^le Swis ”  V"*’ ’ th a t  seems to bo w rong. F o r  up to
iii,I think._+']" sn’ °ked and d ran k , and God m ay say— if  gods
i,,. " " t  a iiiii' V  ' vas both  sm okers and d r in k e rs  he helped,

; i(.( ' ’ tfe ftl)(j 11 )61‘ of n itw its  who cou ld  no t bo tru s te d  w ith  a 
0 * Wa.s ( ,a . Kmss of w ine. In  E n g la n d  the  ce lebration  of 
hiu . r 'v lia f ,.1.1 ° u t  b y  g iv in g  e x tra  sm okes and d r in k s . W e 
\  these (]!'"  tA°4  takes o f these tw o bands o f w orsh ippers.
s'Hl ’’ 4 savin,, R°^'s have to  p u t up w ith  w ha t they  can get.

' ""d  crossi-. k eggars canno t be i ’

,"°thei
"K sweepers.

choosers, holds good with

•u  ̂hv sa|c| figure is the Cardinal Vo 
H„ny,f»shi()n n4 ’ î® is PrePnr°T to “ accept
i tlir,, *‘ltli com,. " — ’ ~‘ j “ v.....■! ">

l|. Prescrii < s We havre to die in whatever shape or form
■ V  1 keen " S' Cardinal Von Galen is either very silly or

''' in ' '"’"'ion' < ^e n̂l gullible people. If any of the Cardinals
'hi il(||'stances ,̂ 01ls© they may reflect that we shall all die in 

Ro bis,, . ,a* occur to us. But sensible and honest people 
bR'ng about it.

Ton Galen. He has 
is prepared to “  accept death in any place 

That sounds very heroic, but we suppose that

We have received the following letter from Mr. G. Bernard 
Shaw in reply to an article in the “  Freethinker ”  dated June 1C.

THE GOD OF BERNARD SHAW
1 have to. thank Mr. Du Oann and your good self for an 

astonishingly accurate account of my philosophy, such as it Is.
When 1 described the heart of the despairing pessimist as 

sinking into a heap of sand I was not thinking of any experience 
of my own nor of any of the atheists, secularists, freethinkers, 
and other godless persons of niy acquaintance. I never suffered 
the least inconvenience from my desertion of my old Nobodaddy, 
nor as far as I know did they. But others did and d o ; and I 
had to take them into account in a rhetorical passage written 
for platform delivery.

My biology starts with the fact that there is no discovered 
chemical difference between a live body and a dead one. The 
same creature has ceased to breathe and pump its blood ; and it 
presently disintegrates and rots, nobody knows why. Until we 
do know, the Life Force, as I call it, though visibly at work 
everywhere, is a miracle and a mystery; but we Can say of it 
that it has evident purposes which transcend those of self- 
preservation and reproduction by visible physical operations. It 
lias an evolutionary appetite for power and knowledge, in pursuit 
of which it will risk martyrdom and face the extremity of hard
ship and danger. The man who might be the prosperous village 
churchwarden prefers to be the persecuted village freethinker. 
The squire abandons his comfortable country house, and under
takes “  the worst journey in the world ”  to gather an egg or two 
of the Emperor Penguin because it is a missing link in genetic 
theory.

Rationalism, Materialism, Hedonism cannot account for this— 
it is just a hard fact of incalculable importance and promise. 
Freethinkers and Fundamentalists alike must face it, whatever 
arguments or legends they may decorate it with.

I am no more a Christian that I am a Confucian, a Moslem, 
or a Jain. The sentimental “  Love one another ”  and “  Our 
Father ”  of Jesus do not fit into a world of thinly veneered 
unlovable savages. To love them would be unnatural vice. The 
counsel of perfection is to be just and humane to those whom we 
rightly detest. Jesus was deeply right in urging us to discard 
revenge and punishment. Two blacks do pot make a white. 
Wo must weed the garden, but not unkindly.

As a crude political agitator Jesus must bo classed with Essex, 
Emmet, and the many other novices who have attempted an 
insurrection without an army, and have been at once taken by 
the police and executed. And his advice to the rich young man 
will not hold water.

In short, “  the god of Bernard Shaw ”  'is very obviously not a 
god at all as the word goes. The Life Force is a metaphysical 
hypothesis deduced from undeniable facts, not the imaginary 
sitter painted by Michael Angelo, Raphael, and Blake. Mankind 
is an experiment in godhead, so far not a successful one. But 
the Rife Force wiU no doubt try again.—Gratefully yours,

G. Bkknaud Siiaw.

Birmingham Branch N.S.S. has arranged a Freethought Brains 
Trust at 38, John Bright Street, this afternoon at 3-30. Apart 
from the promise of an interesting afternoon it offers an excellent 
opportunity for inquiring Christians to bring doubts and strong 
points into the open.

It was a favourite saying of Bradlaugli that the final religious, 
or semi-religious struggle will bo between Atheism and Roman 
Catholicism. History is proving it, not because either of the 
two religious systoms have como into the open to fight together, 
but because it is becoming a case of hanging together in order to 
prevent being hung separately. For example: it did not take 
the Archbishop of Canterbury long to realise that so far as 
education—teaching would bo the bettor term where the clergy 
rule—wont “  Universal education might easily como to mean 
universal unbelief.” ’ Of course it might, and if it is genuine, it 
will. But the good, honest teacher teaches his pupils to get 
beyond him. The Archbishop and his kind impress upon those 
the duty of following him. A teacher who does not incite his 
pupils—other things equal—to get beyond, to do better than 
him, ought novel- to bo permitted inside a school.
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NOT QUITE AN OBITUARY

IT is a fact not to be ignored by Freethinkers that the Roman 
Catholic Church as it stands today is the greatest and strongest 
Christian Church in the world. Any Freethinker is suffering 
under the strongest of delusions if for one moment he believes 
the Christian Church to be practically extinct and a negligible 
factor in the lives of millions of people.

Christianity is not as great a power today as it was say, 100 
years ago. The Church of England and the various Nonconformist 
bodies have suffered deadly blows during recent years as far as 
church attendances are concerned, but although Roman Catholic 
officials have scented danger the Roman Church has not weakened 
to any appreciable degree during the last century.

To many I will appear a pessimist. Yet we, as Atheists, cannot 
oppose the Church until we know its strength. In recent years 
I have observed that a minority of Atheists consider the Christian 
religion as already dead. This is not the case. “  We Seek for 
Truth ”  is the maxim adopted by the National Secular Society 
and every true follower of that Society cannot ignore the fact 
that the Roman Church is yet the dominating feature in the 
lives of the majority of its people. An Atheist cannot delude 
him or herself into believing that this fact does not exist. The 
Papist Church is yet growing. The Pope is yet the wooden idol 
through which a credulous set of noodles hope to gain that dull, 
idle, imaginative existence lit only for gods and Christians— 
Eternal Life in “ Heaven.”  The beliefs of the Roman Church 
are yet forced into the minds of its subjects, drilled into them 
and hung before their blurred, prejudiced visions upon every 
possible occasion. From childhood the fear of the Church, the 
fear of Hell, the fear of God, the omnipotence of the “  Holy 
V irgin”  and “ His Holiness the P ope”  are yet, in a civilised, 
cultured country, coerced into their simple minds and down their 
innocent throats without one word of explanation concerning the 
weaknesses of those beliefs. I wonder why? Every Atheist 
knows the answer.

For many years the Secular Society and the R.P.A. have been 
doing good work in the publication and -distribution of Free- 
thought and Scientific literature. We can do little more than 
write and lecture wlmt we know to be the Truth. In time the 
B.B.C, may higher the standard of its religious education to 
include our side of the great controversy, that in itself will be 
a miracle worthy of God himself and a great step forward by 
this buttress of English hypocrisy. Here, however, may 1 give 
a little “  Acid Drop ”  of gentle correction.

We, as Atheists, have for many years been disclosing the 
deceitful character of the Roman Catholic Church. AVo have 
tried to give this information to Roman Catholics . . . with what 
results? in the vast majority of cases we have failed miserably. 
It must be admitted. We know the detestable character of tho 
Roman Church but it is practically a life’ s work to instil this 
knowledge in the mind of a Catholic. The fault is not ours. It 
is not even that of the humble Catholic. Tho fault might bo 
described as lying in the “  tyranny of the Church.”

A Catholic dare not have any other views presented to him 
but those of the Faith. It is, therefore, a difficult task to coax 
him to read or listen to the Freethought point of view. If they 
do read and even digest such works the majority do not believe 
what they have read or change their views “ one jot or tittle.”  
Again, the fault is not theirs personally. The fault is not ours. 
The dominating factor in their lives (yes, I am saying it again), 
is tins fear of the Church and (most important) the results which 
they have been taught to be imminent if they take the slightest 
step contrary to the doctrine of the Church.

Now, bearing this in mind, a Catholic is not going to abandon 
something which he has been taught to believe since childhood— 
and taught in a biased, awe-inspiring manner—and in which he 
does honestly believe because a certain little book says some
thing entirely different. All bis friends are in the Church, liis

r- ollv eve>71)l,.t,ylife is entangled with that of- tho Church, practice fjo,
he has met holds the same religious opinions as 11 ,^je punk 
he is Hot going to abandon all this because a certain ^¡inn-’
(a book he has never heard of before by a writer whose 
unfamiliar) refutes it and replaces it with a world m ' ,s 
there is no future life. Rather is he going to do what his P«> ,, 
dul before him, namely, to call the.book a “ pack of lies 
Pitch it in the fire. j,

The above statements must be admitted by all and they ^  
t aust. we, as Atheists, are trying to convert individu® s ^  

ie Church has filled their heads witli “  dirty water” aS k ¡,|, 
terns it We all realise that we cannot fill their heads * 

inn wa r until tins dirty water has been thrown away- .¡]o 
however, the very devil to throw out the dirty water, f°'■

Pamphlet, and breath in reforming oni' j8«s-
,oo °hCf 16i ,ChUrch is doinS deadly work with a whole ^  
room of children whose minds are open to any fairy tal

insF»1’

There is nothing to .stop it. 1J1C ~ j jts f 
England has infused very little Fear into the minds 
gregations and cannot begin to bind them with such n 1 ^lF1
Indeed this chain is the chief, if not the only force, W jigieiit̂  
any Christian Church can keep a large percentage o ■  ̂ p̂ui'1 
Thus the number of church-goers of Nonconformist h (
of England faiths dwindle. In addition this new geiul' so 
highly sceptical one and in the main is Christian 011 \ ¡nsF'1',
ns Christianity allows it to visit the cinema on Sund^j jiig1 
of going to church. It is Christian only on the S a tm ^  ,iigw 
when the church organises a dance, but not on the ®un'vrjtin6 l’r 
when the church holds, a service. I am of course ^  ,,1-0 
Protestantism now, for the Church of Rome never had -1 
will have free church-goers. c®, j

Thus the'boundaries of Christianity arc extended■ vflii^ 
generation and tho time will come (long before Chris pu* 
in the night ”  stunt) when they will reach to the ferti e 
of Atheism. ■gj., |

The Church of England then will bo the first to 
which faith will these people turn having rejected Chi*;  ̂st,jil ( 
One thing is certain, they will not turn to Papist Ron11 e))ij' 
of a creed, for Christian Protestantism was always tho . ■ 
Christian Roman Catholicism. There is only one alterin'^1 , ju' \¡iiiano religion whatever or in other words Freethought 
round the corner—Atheism. ĉStn’’1*.

I feel sure that in this way the vast majority of 
will turn to Freethought and Atheism. I feel sure tha '^„1 1 
pressure on the already tottering structure of Protest**" 8pn. 
the form of pamphlets and lectures will gain us a bifiS ' 
to oppose the regiments of the Vatican, for we can hc' ¡̂tl* 
one tiling, the officials of tho Roman Church will hfi 1
fanatical energy . . . after all, thev have a lot to lose- mII'

The adherents of the Roman Catholic Church ai'1’
hypnotised to do the will of their agent.—the Church, 
is one which can only be broken by the ceaseless act""

jucftli.Atheists and the .steady growth of knowledge and ei Q[ 
Education will take a large share in the destruction ^¡ii’1 
Church, Christianity and, indeed, any religion. With the 
of education the Church will grow weaker and their 
tions dwindle until even Church officials realise that Clu* 
will die.

priest might tell them.  ̂ (
In this way we find ourselves trying to stop the <  ̂ 0iii 

of the horse which is pulling it. AVe should, ther<‘f<ir< ’ 
attention to the Church and not to'its -subjects. 1 yCats 
is exactly what we have been doing for the last hun n jjjjot 
the course of which we have found that the Churc 
influenced except through its subjects. The subp'o wh1’ 1 
cannot Ixi influenced except through tho Church.  ̂
thing, therefore, works in a circle. What is to be 'F’m 

The Church of England and the numerous 
bodies are slowly dying. 1 am convinced that this 1 '' ,̂.,11 " 
will continue. There is nothinor to «ton it. The -j9

A

,| d
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In writing this article I  do not pretend to be aA Christian
forbid) [or it lias long been obvious to Atheists ■  ̂ hypothesis
religion will decay. 1 am merely propounding bne y in a greater 
based on experience by which I think Unbc le Cl_ jning section
'""Portion oi adherents to battle against u /  ded upon that 
"l Belie!. The time, energy and pamphle s exi progressive 
1'ypnotised robot the Tope can be used wi 1 Protestant,
^ults upon .the much less dictated individual ^  o{ SUCcess 
hitb more ioUowers we have a much giea L1 opaque and 
'dual addressing ourselves to that phi e°'u ‘ _  ’ an Catholic, 
doubtful substance the religious intellect ot n ^ e n  [ say

^'ay I  address my concluding paragiaph t ^  js just one 
V'ilt th" only thing needed to crush Atheism 1 , one thing
ltl}6 miracle irom his mighty self. ( )n the 0 . miracle from 
*hich will help to crush the Church for evej  1 q 0(j unlike the 
'7 1' So far we have had the latter, so P « 1™! boundaries of 
'•»«mb has observed that a section ot oi Atheism’
^ristianity is very close to the fertile P‘ , world convinced

‘‘'haps he has taken himself off to s0T̂ e , is inevitable
ut «s far as the Earth is concerned Ati ■ d only a

that the ceaseless activity of Atheists makes 
of time?

Mr. Kent says, Shakespeare has the answer to that: “  The best 
in this • kind are but shadows.”  I entirely believe that 
Shakespeare was Shakespeare; Ben Jon son, Marlowe, Beaumont, 
Fletcher, John Webster, Ford and Cyril Tourneur and the rest 
of the brilliant galaxy each himself.

Shakespeare was not the Lord Gieat Chamberlain nor the Lord 
High Chancellor of England as de Vere and Bacon respectively 
were; he was a poor devil of an author, scribbling for dear life 
and dearer livelihood as such poor devils as authors must, for 
writing is in them and must out.

C. G. L. DU CANN.

W ANTED.— Pamphlets and Books by Richard Carlile.
Particulars to BcxNo. 20, “  Frosthinkor,”  41, Grays Inn Road, 
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K. EASTAUGH.

other PEOPLE’S GODS—SHAKESPEARE
doi

1 ''°es your correspondent, Mr. Kent, express surprise that
best ?' ^'lake5peare as being Shakespeare? I am in the very 

?any in <loi,,S so- Au llis contemporary fellow-writers, 
like Ik hostilely-critical like Robert Greene or friendly-critical 
SW,, *" ^"nson (who thought his t>wn writing bettei t 'an  
the ncw*pted Shakespeare. I can hardly believe t in
toel„ , !U ^ains that met at the Mermaid or the Temple wereTemple

an upstart Crow beautified with the 
°f de Vere, Earl of Oxford !

«d'ers o 6 dtken in bybe

"''«film . Vere,  Earl of Oxford! After all, these men 
J0 ’ l,l»G6peare talk as well as write.

Oxf0r(]my t,art, I would as readily believe that Asquith, Earl of
’h thni 7°te "be plays of Bernard Shaw or Somerset Maugham 

1 de Vere r\-«-- 1 ■ ’
i. *tnLnii ,'(U< i n , Elizabeth's Lord Great Chamberlain, the 
/'" '¡l1 Sid,',' Englishman" of Gabriel Harvey, wlio called Sir 
° "birder 7  a PuPPy ”  on the tennis court and then tried 
'''"to Ull'i who sat, to try Mary, Queen of Scots, and who
, 11 Wav lyrics of some little merit— still extant, by

-  •

' ' 1 Earl of Oxford, wrote Shakespeare.

“did not write Shakespeare’ s plays. This violent- 
’  spendthrift, duelling creature was not aT'S.r*,k

1 uei’e •
j"s'«pelt “ ""tbing in Mr. Kent’s point about Shakespeare’ s 
" ' ll ^I'alu!'"1' *11 Elizabeth’s day, the spelling was flexible:

|i 1& diffnv''1 n' e's name in Stratford’s Council Book is spelt 
.‘■"'»W ... ^  ways. De Vorc’ s own youthful title—Lord 

or Bnlbec

Hi

: uw
»iff, "»sit

">'ent
■y. K ec—was spelt in two ways at Cambridge 

lVen today, mv own’ name has been spelt in six 
,s *«ys by educated, people.

us j(|(U'u’ anything in Mr. Kent’ s other point that the
Ver„ lS p leaded  by me from Shakespeare’ s work vaguely' i t ,1, v«ie. rp, ---- j  ----------- ----- 1— *- “ . ...........e

i, 1 Used t would fit Marlowe and others equally.
ii  ̂ a,i8Wer |,/X' *'iat Shakespeare was Lord Bacon. The
hi ' 8«nieone° l"  Eds P°PPyc°ck of pretending that Shakespeare 
lit (|i-ays 1 ’ 'Nl! is to compare the respective literary work. 
I, "Jlv ru , 11 We have a play or “  masque ”  which Bacon 

wiite for the private performance of his Gray’s Inn

1 ‘ms nre unlike, and inferior to, Shakespeare’ s.

h.n T did
V' en and it . . .

\\ 01' s )'" 1 IS n°lbii'g like Shakespeare’s work. Similarly

In''”* aud Wouldn’t Shakespeare be “ an actor, a salt-
is ' ‘ (hi'1 "Egant for small debts”  as well as a dramatic 

nian in his time plays many parts ” —even if he°Hv
Sunius As to Shakespeare being a mere shadow as

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead)__
Sunday, 12 noon, Mr. L. Ehury. Parliament Hill Fields, 
4 p.m., Mr. L. Ehury.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park)— Sunday, 6 p.m., 
Messrs. E. C. Saphin, J. Hart and E. Page.
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South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
W .C .l)— Sunday, 11a.m., Oi.af Stapledon, M.A., P li.D .: 
“  Reason and Religion.”

COUNTRY—Outdoor

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Car Park)_-Sunday, 6-30 p.m., a
Lecture.

Kingston-on-Thames Branch N.S.S. (Market Place). — Sunday, 
7 p.m., Mr. J. W. Barker will leeturo.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Platt Fields)__Sunday, 3 p.m., Mr.
J. Cdayton will lecture.
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Mosley will lecture.
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Birmingham Branch N.S.S. (38, John Bright Street)__Sunday,
3-30 p.m., “  Brains Trust.”
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W O T! NO PENSIONS FOR MOTHERS?

My Dear Doctor Oldfield,
With all clue respect to your high intelligence and good works 

I really cannot agree with your suggestion or your protest against 
what you term the “  Exploitation of Mothers.”

In the first place who is exploiting them? Surely they have 
been always the spoiled darlings of both National and Labour 
Governments. They are No. 1 Priority in all things. The poor 
bachelors and spinsters and even the very aged have to go short 
so that they may be fattened up and sustained in “  the pains of 
childbirth ”  as you so eloquently put it.

But let us try to look at the subject quite dispassionately. It 
you tax bachelors and spinsters who may perhaps have to remain 
as such through no desire of their own—for instance they may 
have aged or invalid parents to look after—you are being any
thing but just; and by still lessening their incomes you are not 
increasing their chances of getting married even if they could. 
Even mothers and fathers must first of all be spinsters and 
bachelors.

Then again, if the object of this great boost for breeding is 
merely to produce human targets for future wars (as it has been 
for the past two generations) surely it would be far better to 
prohibit breeding altogether. With nobody left to light there 
could be no more wars. That seems to me a very good case for 
taxing or fining all those selfish and unthinking people who, for 
a moment’s pleasure, will bring into a suffering world, already 
overcrowded and starving, innocent children so that they too 
may suffer and be eventually killed off like flies when they reach 
their prime by an a 11 -poWorf u 1 swatter.

No, no, Doctor Oldfield. It is not Quantity but Quality that 
matters. The encouragement of indiscriminate breeding by 
penalising all those who do not breed is utterly wrong and 
immoral. We do not want to see hordes of frenzied spinsters 
shouting- from the housetops: “ A child! A child! My 
Queendom for a ch ild!”  This was Hitler’s fetish.

' Also, how are you going to distinguish between those who can 
afford to have children but cannot, and those who could have 
children but cannot afford to? Perhaps you have in mind an 
army of quizzing Government Inspectors who shall descend upon 
our homes and demand information concerning our most private 
and intimate relations, and the filling up of even more forms 
and questionnaires!

With modern sex education the days wlu-n women were 
regarded merely as breeding machines have gone for ever. Even 
the medical profession has done much in this respect by advising 
contraception. Would you then have us return to the old order 
with all its accompanying evils of misery, disease and squalor?

Lastly, I must remind you that we have just fought a second 
world war for Freedom and Liberty. Let us then enjoy some 
measure of that hard-earned liberty and -be free to breed or not 
to breed as our conscience guides us.

Yours, etc.,
W. H. WOOD.

F.S.—
A lovely thought has hit me 

A Flag Day would Is- fun
Or was it Conscience bit me?

One never knows, does one?

So spare a copper, brother,
For Mrs, Murgatroyd ;

She’s going to have “  another " —
The last two were destroyed.

Wo must keep up the birth-rate,
It’»  due to Church and State;

So breed for all you’ re worth, mate—
Before it is too late.

Dear Spinsters, dare I mention ?
You should study stoats and rabbits,

Then you will get a pension 
For copying their habits.

Each married girl must toe the line 
And populate the earth ;

Or else she’ ll have to pay a fine 
For spreading not her girth.

She suffered no confinement,
No pains from kicking life;

Delivered no .consignment—
And calls herself a wife !

So let this be our war cry—
We must have lots more babies—

Though more and more and more die 
From rickets, rashes, rabies.

Yes, pay up quick and snappy 
That pensions may be had.

We must make mothers happy—
But what about poor Dad?

w . II-

A CURIOSITY
bo“1111

Literary, Political and Moral,”  by the Reverend

iv buu"
BEFORE me is a small 18th century volume handsom1 - vl\ 
in leather. The title-page reads: “ Miscellanies olTnnilt!"1"

Swift, D.S.P.D. Glasgow. Printed for Robert Vrie. 
On page 137 the author says:- to full

There is one observation which I never km'"’ ¡ifo
of V1’11' I i-and I desire you will examine it in the course • I"

that no gentleman of a liberal education, and reg
morals, did ever profess himself a Freethinker.

.oededThis dictum has no small interest because it pro1'1" 1 .-'ll'1• 1 311»
j l » r
ziii

rti"the self-same man who wrote that mordant satire critd 1 
Tale of a Tub,”  which relates how three brothers, fe t01’ 
and Jack, pretended to discover all sorts of fantastic D 
tions in their blessed father’s W il l ; how Peter b-\ 
dispossessed Martin and Jack; how, after long suppi'1' gi"1 
two raised a disturbance in many lands to PeR’
misfortune; and how in this country, after Peter lost 1>1S ,.|-ii-inl’
Martin turned on Jack and basted him, and Jack, 11 
strength, basted Martin, and then, after Martin had 0,1 pjt-r1'’ 
got the upper hand, Peter slyly aided Jack for his oW« 
until at last Martin, taking advantage of a political 11P 
gave Peter a knock out and re duced Jack to imbeciliW'

A fly leaf at the end of the present volume offers an 
hardly less amusing, for there we read:— (iUil'l'|

“  The following Pieces of the Celebrated '  j# 
elegiuitly translated from" the French, are all I " '"  ()[ 
sold by Robert Vrie, at his Printing Office, f®°
Salt Market.” -a.

The list comprises 17 works. All the volumes are ' 1
except two, one of. these being “  studied,”  and the <» 1 2"
boards.”  The prices of the bound ones vary from 3s. 1 ^
per volume ; the remaining two cost Is. each. InteresWKjtii"1, 
are : “ IX. The Philosophical Dictionary. A ne'v 1 
corrected. 12 mo. price 3s. 6d. bound ”  ; and 
addressed to His Highness the Frinco of 
comments on the writings of the most eminent auth1’1 p-i1 
have been accused of attacking the Christian relig1011-

T/t I
XVI. £„iI*

CO«““ ,,I."

3s. 6d. bound.”  Voltaire is the only writer whose wi)! 
advertised in the present edition of Dean Swift’s “  Mis«1’Mi«-*11“’ 

C. CLAYTON P °
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