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VIEW S AND OPINIONSonI eter CharrVUK(.i my ragged regiment of seventeenth century 111'cations there is one that should appeal with special ,""iu, to Freethinkers. It is an old volume, calf-bound i„, Vdtered, like some old veteran resting upon Ins 

1 of ('barren’s Wisdom ̂ translated by Sampson S i!ai'd’ a«d published in St. Paul’s Churchyard m 1670 
A U;l"ew and Robinson. At that date the work was j. e%  »earing its centenary, at any rate it was published t ' 600, so th»t it had already travelled over seven- ,mths of that period. 1670 was not, however the \ 1 ^  Charron’s first appearance in an English ciess. c'dltion was issued by Blount and Apsley some twelve earlier, but as 1 do not possess a copy it may be K S . as "'ell to say nothing about it. Not that the pos- a book, or tile reading of a book, is absolutely essuvy to writing about it, as many of oui newsp.qx 1 - ''ewers prove, but it is at least a convenience, and

1’ef1.! o wrhe with as many conveniences as possible. <-1li.. Charron, writer ofPrefer 7  '»rue with as mai
1 <ns,. Lharron, writer of “  a book which made a great Peii,„| ,ls Layle quaintly puts it, was born in lo l l ,  a ilii)ii„l u he» scientifically and religiously tin- world of «Co.,,?. , drifting away from its old moorings, and file of till1 Vcal discoveries that were enlarging men’s views .Physical world was being fairly paralleled by the l>nrn pL'Hectual vistas that were beginning to open. 'Vo- ,11S Either, a librarian, he probably inherited his 
%  <v hades, but could hardly have inherited much LntA librarian'with 25 children to support, must have d'af ]( , anything but a light burden, and the statement hjpy 1 'vas in “  straitened circumstances ”  may there- unchallenged. H is father did nevertheless give 
"1 i.u '|ils gbod an education as the times permitted. At dU(, i ’ y age he was sent to tliei University at Paris, •vi!ms 1 hiw, graduated and practised for five or six Ifi'Hj.j, '"'d finally entered the Church. Eloquent as a he attracted the favourable notice of his who raised him to the post of canon, but ' w . f y .  after some difficulties with a couple of the a,"hid, x ; ---- , «*• U ,« .« ,» .Xot )i0< Place suddenly in the streets of Paris in 1603. •nteii j 6 Last among the influences that moulded the ■' 'listi' 1 Lharron was that of Montaigne. There is hint m  favour of the father of French Scepticism run-

s(.e 1 religious orders, he adopted the profession of hifli iU P^Lst, a character lie sustained until his death,
tfi thvcj'‘ °ugh Charron’s work, a flavour that becomes , V 0| lo»°unced in the later writings. This is agree- 
, 1 (,hil(jSeiVahle in the section dealing with the treatment '■ I'lr,.,*<n’ Montaigne’s advice to Madame de Foix that Lnjq aj'» to be reasoned with, not beaten, to be taught ¡¡'I'i't, '7  tilings with discretion, and harbour nothing byA  „ . »ority or u|)on trust,’ ’ so that they be instructed ,' ¡'<11 (|.' (their) weapons'unto truth as soon ns they the same, whether it proceed from the ,V or from him self,”  and to remember that ”  it is

not a mind, it is not a body that we erect, but a m an,”  being closely followed by Charron’s teaching: “  We do condemn that custom which is common in all places to beat, and to box, and with strange cries to harass children, and to keep them in fear and subjection, for blows  ̂ are for beasts that understand not reason. He that is once accustomed thereto is marred for ever. . . , Neither is it enough to make them give their judgment, but that they maintain it, and to be able to give a reason of their saying. . . . We must teach him to take nothing upon credit and by authority; this to make him­self a heart, and not to suffer himself to be led by the nose like an ox; but to examine all things with reason, to propose all things, and then to give him leave to choose. And after the mind comes the body, whereof there must likewise he a care taken, at one and the same instant with the spirit, not making two works there­of. Both of them make an entire m an.”In addition to the hook “  which made a great noise,” Charron also issued some sermons—said to have been written in order to divert attention from the heresies of 
Wisdom, and also “  The Three Truths,” a work only 
less famous than the one with which his name is usually associated. “  The Three Truths,”  however, was ortho­dox, if not severely so. It was aimed at the Church’s three opponents, Atheists, Mohammedans, and heretics. Against the first it was argued that there existed a good and a true religion. Against the second that of all re­ligions the Christian religion was the only true one, and against the third, that of all Christian communions the Roman Catholic is the only true Church. Published in 159-1, in spite of some rather heretical tendencies, the book was received with applause by the Catholic world and ran through several editions.Six years, later, 1600, Charron published his greatest work, Of Wisdom, in three books, which shows a marked change in opinions, and even in method, when contrasted with the earlier publication. The opening of the seventeenth century in France was not an ideal time for the putting forward of advanced opinions, and one can readily understand why the appearance of this hook stirred up much opposition and abuse. Three times the sheets were seized while the Work was passing through the press, and on its appearance, tire, task of answering the work was entrusted to one Garasse, a Jesuit, the nature of whose reply may be gauged by the following excerpt:—

1 have defined this brutish, drowsy, or melancholy Atheism to be a certain fantastical humour, which has introduced Diogenism into the Christian religion, by which humour a man besotted with his languish­ing and lazy melancholy laughs at everything through a dull, ridiculous, and pedantic gravity. . . . In our time the Devil, who is the author of Atheism, and the ape of the works of God, has raised two profane men, Christians in appearance and Atheists in reality, to imitate Solomon in writing A Wisdom,



338 THE FREETHINKERthe one a Milanese ('/ Cardan) who wrote in Latin, the other a Parisian who wrote in his mother tongue, both equally pernicious.Garasse’s reply covered something over a thousand pages of print, but it is only fair to record that at least one churchman protested against its unfair tone. Yet, to a devout Christian Gharron’s book must have been a most exasperating production. It said much, but it suggested more, and the author’s habit of suggesting a defence for religious beliefs in one part, and explicitly showing the weakness of such defences in other parts, must have contributed very powerfully towards building up the scepticism which became so marked a character­istic of French thought a little more than a century later.
Of Wisdom aimed at being a species of whole duty of man, a text book on philosophy, morals, and religion. The influence of Montaigne is plain on almost every png ', in the praise of suspense of judgment where no clear data are obtainable, in the marshalling of quotations, in the praise of scepticism, and even in the nature of the language used. In scientific knowledge he is greater than Montaigne, in ease and grace of style much inferior, and in reading him one often feels one would willingly sacri­fice a little of the knowledge for greater felicity of speech. Over and over again he protests against that anthropocentricism which leads man 'to think not only that the earth, but the heaven, the stars, all this great celestial motion of the world, is only made for him; and that all, the gods are in contention for him alone. And the poor miserable wretch is in the meantime ridiculous. He is here beneath, lodged in the last and worst stage of the world, most distant from the celestial vault, in the sink of the world, amongst the filth and lees thereof . . . and yet he makes himself believe that he is the master and commander of all, that all creatures, yea, those great luminous incorruptible bodies, whereof he knows not the least virtue, and which he is constrained with astonishment to admire, move not but for him, and to do him service. And because he beggeth his living from the beams and light, of the sun, from the rain and other distillations of heaven, he sticks not to say that ho enjoyeth the heavens and the elements as if all had been made and still move orilv for him. In this sense a gosling may say as much, and perhaps more justly and peremptorily.Space prevents my saying all I should like to say con­cerning a Freethinker who did so much for real Free- thought. He died in 1608. His greatest work was 

Of Wisdom, which with others fed the Freethinkers of France, Britain, and over many parts of the Continent. There were several issues in England, and my own copy is dated 1670. The best account of his life and teachings, will be found in Bayle’s Dictionary. That too encouraged unbelievers all over Europe. The pity is that the cowards try to “  bury ”  a great heretic as soon as ho is dead. We should like to know what these two authors of Of Wisdom and Tim Dictionary would think if they were to see the timid way in which the certain so-called Freethinkers of to-day meet, their religious enemies.C H A P M A N  C O H E N .
SHOWER T H Y  BLESSINGSA very successful broadcast drama (‘ Shower Thy Blessings ’) retailed the story of a backwoods preacher whose prayers for rain were followed by such a devasta­ting cloudburst that a claim for damages followed from the village atheist whose farmyard stock, had suffered irreparable damage.” —■“  The Economist.”

August -T
ber»THE GENESIS OF OLYM PIC GAM^SA S T R O N O M IC A L  and mythological theories h » « ^ ” advanced to explain the origin of Olympic cl c ^  in ancient Greece. Still another explanatio ’̂ neC[ cogent testimony in its favour, was widely en ^  the by the Greeks themselves, who believed tha ^ineral famed games of antiquity were originally o.u|sped observances held in commemoration of the dis 11 o ffere dead. They asserted that the Olympic festiva s ^  instituted in honour of Pelops, a dauntless hem ^j)gre past, whose sacred resting place was in OlymP1, ’ ^qII1 lie was acclaimed above all other heroes and to '' f) black ram was annually sacrificed. Once eacli j jjje again, all Peloponnesian lads lashed their bodies ¡oUg blood ran down as an offering to the spirit of the g - hero.It Volume IV  of his masterpiece, The Golden f the late Sir Jam es Frazer observes that: be»11manner the Nemean games are said to have celebrated in honour of the dead Opheltes, wh°_se r ji,e was shown in Nemea. According to traditi°n’ ^  Isthmian games were instituted in honour of the ^  Melicertes, whose body had been washed ashore » ((jIsthmus of Corinth. It is said that when this a famine fell on the Corinthians, and an oracle "C ^  that the evil would not cease until the* people FlU‘ j,jjjidrowned Melicertes and honour« ^  es.”  The oracle was obeyed tfi,s later when the celebrati011  ̂ j t,

Again, when a Spartan commander fought with ,̂;i Athenians and while dying learnt that his arn'V ],jg victorious, was subsequently adored as a hero, wh"0 5 bravery was henceforth commemorated by annual £>' and sacrifices. Timoleon also, the saviour of byn .̂.,- from domestic tyranny and foreign conquest,] ^,1l'° iand other festivities ISO .

obsequies to the with funeral games famine ceased, butneglected, the famine was renewed and the ° nl(' ,0hk' dared that the honours accorded Mclicertes must l,cl perpetuul. , [pThese old-time traditions are amply substantia*'1 ^  Greek observances within the historical period, h1 oil Homeric era, chariot and foot races, spear and throwing, archery, wrestling and boxing, all took I1 ‘y  at the barrows of departed princes and warriors.  ̂ y Herodotus states, when Miltiades, the vie*01 ^  Marathon, passed away, sacrifices were made to b*® bi- equestrian and athletic contests were established renown. Moreover: “  Near the theatre at Sparta, were two graves; one contained the bones of L "01’ u. which had been brought back from the pass of rl ¡̂¡t pylae to rest in Spartan earth ; the other held the of King Pausanius who commanded the Greek 1,1 on the great day when they routed the Persia" jj, at Platea, but who lived to tarnish his laurels q-gii a traitor’s death. Every year speeches were H |tg over these graves and games were held in which 1 (,f but Spartans could compete. Perhaps in the ci,j’L pi" Pausanius the games were intended rather to nvej ^  anger than to do him honour ; for we are told that 'vl^ujd were fetched even from Italy to lay the traitor’s ghost. ”  ' ' t],e

honoured by a magnificent public funeral when a ^  loudly proclaimed that his people would et01 jh1’honour him with musicalchampion of liberty and the restorer of their free tion to the Sicilians. Funeral games and prizeS ,jri* instituted to preserve the memory and cherish the |,> of the dead Mausolus, and the preparations ordain0 d Alexander the Great to celebrate the virtues of h,& p friend, Hephaestion, embraced 3,000 competitors



Al|gust 29, 1948 T H E  F R E E T H IN K E R 339" little later, contended during the iunera g the Greek conqueror himself. mightyNor were these observances confined or ^ose'lead, for soldiers who had perished m ‘ their foes, wll° been slaughtered in cohl > o < 5 ^  centuvyWere thus celebrated. Indeed, until tl e conflict at Ad)., the graves of those who feU >" f ' u  "orifices« * •  « « I  the M p .  »ere M  as .''ere offered to their ghosts. Wme w a s l wllQ cried fi xation by the chief magistrate of ie . - ¿om 0f•>)"ud: •; 1  drink to the men who dlf  inf° m b r a n c e  of bieece. Games were also played ,-ifioes to slainthf  heroic dead, while in Athens itself.  iw s"  fe n d e dsoldiers were observed and celebia i , appease the '-y the minister of war, were conducted to appeasresentful ghosts of the fallen. - where respect
In Thrace, similar customs prevailed^where^r ^'Vus paid to the burial mounds of brave Were ~:~-

Allows"-ay

y ie in j^ n  t° victors in the combats waged in their Were jV ®°me it was much the same, where games recentl a^6<̂ an<l gladiators fought in honour of those oUstoi ,V dead. Many other instances of these mortuary t° ijon^ could be cited where the celebrations designed Were K,Ul, 0r Propitiate the spirits of powerful personages ^conducted on an extravagant scale, are f various less cultured peoples, these customs V t l ' p  • *earn that: “  At Futuna, an inland of the e3tPres 1 ,a.Ĉ C’ when a death lias taken place, friends artiis S • p ' r grief by cutting their faces, breasts and l|n,v "’dli  ̂ shells, and at the funeral festival which ' ’ Pairs of boxers commonly engage in combat by tinin ° . honouring the deceased. Again, when any fori,, Person is cremated in Siam, boxing matches unniv !m,,t ^he festivities. Among the Kirghiz, the by - r.v of a wealthy native’s death is celebrated Wrest]■ ‘)Unquet an<l  many pastimes, including races, forp ln6, and shooting matches, with valuable prizes «lude V ^ r s .  Even the Bashkirs, a Tartar tribe, con- Soine vTeir funeral ceremonies with horse races, while With tl °-r^' American Indians combine athletic displays ltilr mortuary observances.”V ° ? ,S such as these appear worldwide, and, as % , V US%  U1'ges, one cannot lightly reject “  as im- k't],̂  e Hie tradition that the Olympic games and |tieiilr|t,s a*l other Greek games were instituted to com- 
1,11 tip,'110 lei1' men who once lived, died, and were buried W h^spot where their festivals were afterwards held. K Urf i . P01'son so commemorated had been great and ki'iq 11 in his lifetime, his ghost would be deemed 'lll<i powerful after his death, and the games (|f s. jl ®d in his honour might naturally attract crowds kigiu c "tors. . . , This theory might account for the th® 8i‘J 10t °f' ^ 10 ’̂ rcek games, but also for that of» h i ^  fairs and public assemblies of ancient Ireland, , lHVu lJecn Compared, not without reason, to the j 8ames. Indeed, the two most famous of these {'art, R iv a ls , in which horse races played a prominent kiln,, Hlfc! actually said to have been instituted in • C  of the dead.”ki(] r|a<l'ng to Irish tradition, not only were these fairs S ^ / ' r  the burial mound of the hero or heroine com- l||l,st Imt blessings were bestowed on those who%  1 'giously obeyed the commands of the dead, while I’ky' 10 ignored these injunctions met with misfortune. ’A- f. '* a!’e other features of these ceremonies which yUt (i H8°ing considerations do not completely exiilnin. ’.‘Id . UjRe are probably later additions, and that fear a hies easerne,ut ° i  ^ ’e corpse are everywhere evident mis, customs is undeniable. As a further instance of 1‘ 'hid that the Abchases of the Caucasus suppose

that the omission of tribute to the departed will incur calamity, both to person and property. As already noted, the Isthmian games in Greece were said to have originated in a time of famine and when due honours were paid to tlie memory of Melicertes the famine was stayed, only to recur when the ceremonial was neglected, and not removed until his honours were permanently restored. After a critical survey of the evidence, Frazer tentatively decided that, “  oil the whole, the theory of the funeral origin of the great Greek games is supported not only .by Greek tradition and Greek custom but by the evidence of parallel customs observed in many lands.”  . T . F . P A L M E R ,
“  YES, M ADAM ? ”  NO, SIR !C U R IO U S  arc the conceits of .Man. For instance, nothing so pleases his personal vanity as to he the gracious recipient of the most grovelling servility; a complex no doubt inherited from Ills slave-owning ancestry. Deep in the dark recesses of the subconscious almost every man sees himself as a near-Nero, demanding the favours and flattery of the masses.Class-distinction, seemingly, has nothing to do with it because this consuming desire for deference is common to all classes. Even the dustman’s wife, when buying her piece of blouse-material, expects to receive the shop assistant’s “  Modom,”  the same as any Duchess. And yet, in these enlightened days, it is more than possible that the shop assistant is a. Duchess’s daughter!Now, in America, where democracy is not just a con­venient disguise for tepid Toryism or pale Socialism they manage to jog along without the addition of any fancy tags and labels to their names. They have long ,since dispensed with the employee’s obsequious “  Sir ”  in ordinary business conversation: Die employer is quite happy to be addressed as “  Mr. So-and-So,”  “  Boss,” ‘ ‘ Chief ” —or even by his Christian name!Does the employee’s ”  Sir ”  or “  Madam ”  add one farthing to the value of the goods purchased? Of course not. The only thing it does is. to satisfy the customer’s sense of self-importance. But is the customer of any special importance, except in his own estimation? All humans come from the same stock-pot; they are all flesh and blood, even if some ore more fatty or more anaemic than others. There is no reason whatever why one piece of flesh should he called “  Sir ”  or ”  Madam by any other piece of flesh.Already 1 can hear those dear old choleric Colonels spluttering behind their moustaches—‘ ‘ Dammit, Sir, the man’s mad ! How in Hades shall we get any sort of respect or discipline in the armed forces unless a sub­ordinate addresses his superior as Sir? ”For myself, I am quite unable to see what possible difference any little three-lettered work can make to respect or discipline, 1 am not suggesting that the Private should call the General “  Old Cock ” or any­thing like that: but il a Private can address a Sergeant as “  Sergeant ”  then why shouldn’t he also address a Captain or a General as ”  Captain ”  and ”  General ” ? Is it any more disrespectful or mutinous to address an officer by his rank than by the title of ”  Sir ” ?Lickspittle insincerity can serve no useful purpose in our lives. Tn the feudal ages the title ”  Sir ”  may have had some sort of significance, hut it has none to-day; and to perpetuate it merely for the sake of flattering self- important nobodies is unworthy of any society presuming to call itself civilised. W . H . W OOD.
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ACID DROPSThe Roman Church has always had its weather eye on the “  poor,” wheedling them with compliments and love and grace, and such phrases as “  the salt of the earth.” So we are not surprised that Bishop Marshall lecently told an audience that it was his “  firm belief that the conversion of England would not come from the intelligentsia but from the poor. Tli'e idea that the Roman Catholic poor in this country who, in general,, have tile intellect of sheep and whose credulity and superstition are unequalled anywhere, will bring 45 millions of people back to the Pope is just a kind of thing we expect them solemnly to swallow. Perhaps the Bishop winked an eye at his brother priests when he said it. One thing remains unchallenged—not only is the Roman Church losing in numbers, but so are also all the other Churches. Even the parsons who are broadcasting what should be the Glad Tidings are now forced to admit that the Great Revival is certainty not just round the corner.A former chapel-goer revisited a Chapel “  after 45 years of backsliding ”  said after the service that he no longer felt the “  peculiar sensation ”  down his spine that he used to experience when the preacher—with pointed finger—used to thunder from the pulpit on sin, Hell and damnation. In everyday language that “  peculiar feel­ing ”  would be described as Fear, the very foundation of religion. Science is beginning to explain why Man believed in gods, the existence or non-existence of the gods has long ago been explained.The oath of loyalty to the Roumanian Republic that n il! be required from Roman Catholic clergy under the new Roumanian Constitution is unlikely to cause any uneasiness among Catholic clergy. Compared with tilt' crimes that have been committed for “  the greater glory of God ”  throughout the history of Catholicism, such a simple action as an oath of loyalty will be a mere bagatelle. —-------We arc, however, puzzled at the attitude of the Roumanian Republic, for it must be well-known that a Catholic’s loyalty is first to his Church, i.e. Rome, with loyalty to his country a had second. Oaths have been, and no doubt, will be broken again if the supremacy of Mother Church is challenged.Some people are never happy unless they are miserable —or making others miserable. Witness the gallant 1’arson, Bible in hand striding full of righteousness in the middle of a cricket pitch to stop y game on Sunday, or the true to type “  Methody ”  who objects to one of his flock buying ice-cream on a Sunday. But then the Christian religion has never been noted for its happy outlook, even its Founder is referred to as the “  Man of Sorrows,”  and “  Jesus wept ” — if the good Book be true —so copiously that we are not surprised that his disciples scattered to the ends of the world.Wo are often told how empty and barren is Atheism, but compare the Christian outlook with Tngevsoll’s philosophy, “  The time to be happy is now, the place to bo happy is here, and the way to be happy is to make others happy.”  This from an atheist.B y hook or by crook the Roman Church has to be ”  news,”  and if the balderdash of Fatima will bring publicity, even if hostile, it certainly helps to keep the

August '20- 1918

pourdesRope and his gang in the public eye. Again, as “ 0(’ of "’aris always news, it was a shrewd move ohtlie authorities to invite some German prisoners to the shrine just to show that in Christ all are brethre • \\ hether the miraculous powers are declining, or be“ " j ol the presence of the Germans, the pilgrimage a"1 ” , hrmg forth a single miracle. But there were two east of amelioration ”  out of 10,000 pilgrims. We llfl'v ,ie thankful for small mercies these materialistic
The religious Christian gentlemworld was thrilled when that gs11“"; email, General Franco, radioed a l11,1' i. i--  •llRlfill'1herin which he implored St. James the spiritual fatin'1 patron of Spain, to save Europe, to confound enemies, to open the Iron Curtain, and to restore virtues of the Gospel—concluding, with, ”  And if world in all its madness cannot free itself from flit 1 

/»tprotect, once more your beloved Spain .”  Wl‘, ?' .^l I from this that St. James lias been set a hand!» • it is a pity that we cannot even guess at his ven at this touching appeal. B u t we wonder whethew^. a St. James could save Spain if, in the present (l Russia had it all entirely her way?

We are always hearing of these overwhelming - .at the hands of the Catholics- though our own exi,er” is that rarely or never will a Catholic discuss in 1del

nt
with an Atheist, Vself-professed”  or otherwise. \  i( of Protestant—especially with one who knows nothi11̂ , ;l Protestantism—Catholic speakers are always read? 1̂1 battle; with an Atheist, who knows his job, .A'j^pii away as last as they can. And this goes for l '1'- Heenan, too. ---------The ”  Church of England Newspaper ”  asserts although there has been conflict between lelig'j’1' |0 science, that is (lie case no longer, and l)0lt1 .(io1' Copernicus and Mendel ns examples of the collabou between science and religion, ‘ ‘ for both of the Roman Catholic Church.”  The C . of _ . forgets, purposely or otherwise, one important poiu ■ that is that the scientific findings of Copernicus .̂¡i Mendel were not published until after their deaths, Jt the long arm of religion could no longer reach then': would appear that the two “  Catholic abbots l"1* ,.  illusions ns to the conflict between religion and sen'1

Ab*>‘were |H”  nejys.P ‘¡,,d

One of the arguments now being used ap f ¡t ordaining women in the Church of England is_ 1 ‘ ¡fii would be an additional obstacle in the way of uni°n ̂ .),;it the Church of Rome. Well, we can only repe!lt we said the other day. When women are dete11" to he ordained, the Anglican bishops will hastily I |lfn that the “  call ”  comes from God Almighty, fll.  v-ful nothing will stop their ordination. Not even the threat of separation from the Church of Rome!
............................. :ved 11Atheism, according to the ‘ ‘ 1 niverse, ’ ''ece!i .4 11 terrific set-back the other week. It appears j  .,11 Catholic mission was being held in Oxfordshire, :l jjy. East London cycling club gathered ■ round to hep.^' John Heenan. Their leader; ‘ ‘ a self-professed -M 1 ..̂ fi heckled the gallant missioner with the inevitable p) of seeing many of the club’s members re tUn'!q V rt' ‘ ‘ listen attentively”  to the talks—to which also _ will be a sequel early in September.”  Although 11 ,̂|( not say so, we gather the sequel may he that the professed ”  Atheist will join the Church.

J »

I
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p«r tlioG. V.
„ 11, Gray’s Inn Road,

ne N o.: Holborn 2601. London, W .C . 1.

TO CORRESPON DEN TS‘ I’roethink A Seaman’s Atom ’ ’ 2s. 6d.g AB['KV—Thanks for cuttings.1 IhjNAi.j,—Thanks for leaflet, will lie useful.
of <1/̂ ^ l i t e r a t u r e  should lie sent to the Business Manager

loneer Press, /,!, drag's In n  ltoad, London, 1 V .O . l ,tìnsi . x itiSS. Ji
)("'eld not to the Editor .

serv‘ ces of the National Secular Società in connection 
1i(m.” i CUar U n d id  Services are required, idi rinnmunica- 

s ‘toutd he addressed to the Secretary, J l ,  I t .  Mosetti,  
Tu y  " S ôntt notice as possible,.

ilio' / S riIlNKIin will he forwarded direct, from the Publish-  
yp tace at the following rates (Home and A b road): One 

j l l S -;  half-year, <S\s\ (id.; three-months, J,s. J/d.
tuie Notices should reach the Office by Friday morning.

SUGAR PLUMSV0}  the tecent Lambeth Conference the Archbishop of p]1 v declared in a sermon that “  the holiness of the ■lt will be seen in its unity .”  The operative words Ron }yi11 be ’ ’—the Church will be united, one day, ('h"'6 I)erhaps. At present, there are close on 300 a, I sects all squabbling as to what is Christianity, °Re of them, the Roman sect, hating and despising the wickedly and vindictively. The only unity(ij -nchbishop of York will get is when the* Roman Urcb swallows the Anglican Church.| Ordinal Griffin, of course, feels that this question of 'Ulty should be pressed to the utmost. He, how- d i j ’ bblrnes the Devil as “  the cause of division, D^Ttum and dissolution,”  and the only way to beat the in V* hy everybody submitting to the 1'qpe. “  Tt was, II,, aej>” he said recently, ‘ ‘ by Cod’s divine providence (A1 Home was chosen as the centre of the Catholic ,li'Uu’li ’—and who should know this better than a gMnely appointed Cardinal? So the only way to J0 !nity is complete submission to Rome, and as that tli, ^ Ve,'y far away, the Devil is still in possession of "e field. _________(j l-1' Catholic journals never cease quoting the late Don' phesterton—but we should have thought the latest iii , ‘lP°h would he better buried than so often repeated tli„TUlnph. Even Roman Catholic sheep must blink (;i pyes when they see it. ”  The first fact about O p a n i t y ,”  wrote Chesterton, ‘ ‘ is that it created a kin 'lllery of pardon, where the State can only work o f 1 ,be machinery of punishment.” The “  machinery ” —with Bruno and countless other ”  heretics ”  \vit| at the stake, with the tongue of Vanini torn out of ,1 red-hot pincers while he was alive, with the hundreds i„f '°usands of the victims of the Inquisition, tortured 
0 !>u%  all over the world—these things are ”  the I'Hiok ery of pardon! ”  How Chesterton must have at his gullible fellow Catholics 1
1. b’!ornnce is a necessary condition. I do not say ol y()T IUess but of life itself. If we knew everything, we ! not, endure existence a single hour. The senti- \|,r| 's that made it sweet to us, or at any rate tolerable, from a falsehood, and are led to illusions.—- P ra n ce .

CH RISTIANS M UST FIGHT !ONE does not expect a stirring call to arms from a— more or less—out of the way seaside resort; still less so from Jersey which, while happily a' lovely isle in which to spend a holiday, has never been exactly in the forefront of scientific progress. Its religion, like that of the Isle of Man, and I speak from personal knowledge, is still in the Victorian era of the, 50’s of last century. Even their newspaper editors, who have to be abreast of the times in some degree, share the horror of the towns­folk in “  infidelity,”  and appear to be even frightened at the thought that such things as Atheism and Agnosticism stalk the world.In the Jersey “  Evening Post ”  of 21st Ju ly , appears a leader headed “  Christianity Must F ig h t!”  by which, of course, is meant that individual Christians must fight; and the writer is almost petrified witli agony at the thought that “  religion is derided as a drug’ an opiate, a handicap,”  and that even Christians cannot he “  bothered with prayers.”The “  Evening Post ”  has been stung to action be­cause at a recent examination at a local school, some of the children were actually unable to write the “  Lord’s Prayer.”  That they are not a whit the worse—some of us think all the better for it—does not seem to strike the leader writer. The Lord’s Prayer is a meaningless jumble of words which even professed Christian teachers cannot understand. It is made to be solemnly repeated by large numbers of children all over the country some of whom, by constant repetition, can repeat it like a parrot, with exactly the same understanding as a parrot —not that this matters to any Christian teacher. As the Rev. S . R . Knapp of the 0 ouray Vicarage proudly proclaims of his 44 junior children, “  though they had a good knowledge of the prayer,”  the children ”  did not understand some of the words used.”  Why should they? Faith does not depend on understanding; in fact, the very essence of faith is that you need not understand what you are required to believe. Hence this incessant call that Christians must fight.There is still another difficulty about the Lord’s Prayer—though naturally not known to the children. If you take the Authorised and Revised Versions of the Bible you will see what I mean; and it is not unfair to ask why the one gives quite a different set of words from the other. In the Authorised Version prayer there are 6(> words; in the Revised Version there are only 55; some words have been changed: as, ”  deliver us from 
evil ”  into “  deliver us from the evil one.”  And the phrase, ”  For thine is the kingdom, and the power, and the glory, for ever ” is omitted altogether. W hy? Did not Jesus utter them—or did lie?if  Christianity is all at sea on the Lord’s Prayer, if no one knows what Jesus actually said, or in other words, if the ‘ ‘ inspired ”  writers cannot be trusted in reporting the most widely known of all the prayers of Jesus, how can we trust anything else they reported? The Revised Version, which was supposed to correct all the mistakes in the Authorised Version, lias made it impossible now to know what is, or is not, the true Bible. But surely, unless this is settled Christians cannot light? Or if they do light—as they undoubtedly dq, they light each other —what is it they are fighting for? 'Supposing all the Christian champions got together and settled once for all what it really was that Jesus actually said in his “  Lord’s Prayer?The “  Evening Post ”  leader tells us. that the ”  return to real Christianity needs men of the type of Peter the Hermit or John W esley.” Most historians are not par-
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ticularly proud of the Crusades initiated by the Hermit whose followers appear to have been the scum of Europe on the look out for loot. Fortunately for Europe, most of them perished. As for Wesley—he actually believed in witchcraft, a belief which led to the cruel murder and torture of hundreds of thousands of poor old women. Does the “  Evening P o s t”  agree with the Biblical injunction “  Thou shalt not suffer a witch to* live? ’ ’ Is that the real Christianity it wants?Whether God does or does not “  hold the fate of the world in the hollow of His hand ”  as the ' ‘ Evening Post ”  declares, can only be known to those who have had converse with the Almighty; and it is doubtful if that honour has ever been accorded to a leader writer. The “  fanatical ”  faith of the Communist is really a transfer of the same kind of belief in Christ to Marx and Benin with one reservation; Christianity preaches a belief in a Paradise in the sky, Communism hopes to bring the Paradise from heaven to earth. Ju st as Chris­tians are squabbling with each other as to what “  our Lord ”  really meant, and which sect has the True Word, and are always blaming (he other true believers for the fact that Christianity has gone wrong somewhere, so Communists are also blaming other true-blue Com­munists and Socialists because their Paradise has not yet come. The “  sinister and foreboding ”  shadow of Communism is as thoroughly religious as Christianity though with a lot of useless sacerdotalism rejected.The point I wish to make here above* everything else is that some of us who are proud to be Atheists, and who were propagating Freethought long before “  Com­munism ”  was identified with Russia, are quite aware that Christiana are using their hatred of a political theory as a, sword against our unswerving attack on religious beliefs in general, and on Christianity in particular. Poli­tical and economic questions cannot be avoided w-lien dealing with such a widespread delusion as religion, and the Freethought movement was bound to have in its ranks people of widely divergent political views. \\ e claim, however, that we have a case against religion based on history and science, and the fact that some Communists are Atheists has no bearing at all on the problem of religion. I know, and the editor of the Jersey “  Evening Post ”  knows, that large numbers, of Christians are Communists—and Jews as well as Buddhists and Mahommedans.IB* and other Christians, as well as even Rationalists and Jews, believe that Jesus “  died on the Cross.”  If he does not know it, then he might as well learn that a considerable number of Freethinkers are quite sure that the Crucifixion is as mythical as the Virgin Birth and the Resurrection, arid that in actual fact there is no evidence whatever that the Jesus of the Gospels ever lived. The leader writer tells us that Jesus “  preached a real brotherhood ” —but did lie*? Did lie not curse the Pharisees because they differed from him? Did he not “  damn ”  to a. Hell, where there will be weeping and gnashing of teeth, all those who disagreed with him? Do his biographers give us anywhere one decent word that In* uttered to bis own mother? Does lie ever men­tion his (reputed?) father Joseph even once with any affection—and if Jesus had really lived, and Joseph was bis mother’s husband, lie must have bad a big band in the child’s upbringing,lb should also be noted that if parents are to be blamed because their children do not go to Sunday school, it can­not be because the parents have not bad the benefits of religious education; it was actually compulsory in their duy and there can thus be only one reason why they

do not encourage their children to be religious. 11 , simply that they no longer believe in Christianity are quite sure it is of no value either as an educate force or as a belief. All that matters these days « * secular education as good as can be had. It  is Bin'PW a waste of tune to study religious beliefs which sen'» and history—taught at the same time in the same sc|« f —-compel one to discard. How can anyone reconcile 1 story of Creation as narrated in Genesis with the h>eof Evolution?
E ARLY ENGLISH FREETHOUGHTV L  |ieIN 1585 the Star Chamber was instituted. Through instrumentality of Archbishop Whitgift, printing ^  restricted to London and the two universities- ^ ol, number of printers was limited, and every IU1> U, fit? had to receive the approbation of the Primate °i Bishop of London. These efforts to gag opin'01* ' ve|. defied by “  Martin Mar-prelate ”  with his private , ling press. Whether Henry Barrowe, Job Throckm0 or some other, was the author of the Martin M alU tracts, they are deserving of mention botli for aS b, t|,t* the liberty of the press and as an early instance 0 effective employment of satire against ecclesiastic^ j tensions. Martin’s “  ’pistles ”  against the ‘ 1” „J popish, presumptuous, profane, paltry, pestilent, pernicious prelates”  were not without their ini,,pi;il in disenthralling the people from their ancient internservitude to the hierarchy.

arty1',Browne, like Thomas Bilney, ‘ ‘ that blessed 1,1111 as Latimer calls him, was a Norfolk preacher, probably from the settlement of the* Dutch in that part soon became a seat of heresy. The whose names are recorded ns having been executed

«a

ICU *00\Vhowever, all bear sterling English names. U il -cli, FTamond, a ploughu right of Hitlierset, near N"1  ̂ ¡,i comes first. Stowe* tells us he was burnt to as I', tiie castle ditch at Norwich (20tli M ay, 1579) for 1 ing Christ to be our Saviour, and saying that the  ̂ „ Testament was but a “  storie ”  of men, or rata  ̂mere fable. In 1583, John Lewes, “  an obstinate he denying the Godhead of Christ, and bolding other de v able heresies (much like his predecessor, Mat ¡a Hamoml), was burnt at Norwich.”  Blomefie]1 *, p- bis Hixlory of Norfolk, tells us be “  dyed obst'11̂ , , ,  without Repentance or any Speeche ” ; and, i"1 j* that in 1587, Peter Cole, of Ipswich, tanner, wap ^  burnt to death in the castle ditch “  for those aboff"11 ,,, blasphemies ” ; and in 1588, Francis Ket, of Win'1 1 Master of Arts, “  was burned at the same place f°’ like heresies.”  This Ket was a relative of the U^iiy rebel, Robert Ket, whose rising is so graph'1 described by Froude. Strypc says Francis Ket ^ j]r to have been a, minister.”  Bishop Scambler, lievt,re forms us, summoned tliis heretic, “  whose opinions |)t, found so vile and horrible concerning Glirist that , Bishop was forced to, condemn him for a st'10,̂   ̂heretic.”  Ket was educated at Cambridge, and  ̂ q quite possible that he came* in contact with '^.¡ii- Greene, the poet, and Christopher Marlowe, whom * (j,,- l,ui-ne calls “  the father of English tragedy a"1 creator of English blank verse*.”Greene, a Norwich man, in bis catchpenny Groat11' 
of H R , that “  crazy deatli-bed wail of a weak and 1,1,1 el­uant spirit,”  in the passage immediately preceding reference to that “  upstart crow ”  Shakespeare, a1* 0\e to Marlowe as a companion in saying, “  like the
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heart, there is no God. ’ A 11  ̂ ‘ te a hook *'tove, a contemporary, says Marlowe ( ‘  . Crom- »gainst the Trinity, and Thomas E e,'ri t judamentu "rll’s tutor, in his Theatre of ' 0( i |,is y0n (ch. xxiii), says Marlowe ' ‘ denied (’ ° df, ) T rinitv, but <■ hrist, and not only in word blasphemer ,isainst it,^  (as ‘t «  credibly reported) ^  ’ . . y  Moses but •‘thrnung our Saviour to be but a decci , Holya conjuror and seducer of the peop e, religionhble to be but vain and idle stones and a U ^  ^n|t a device of policy.’ ' Probably these • , ^ among011',v founded .upon a report which 1S ,..m.erv in the the papers relating to the Court ot • ,m ' attempt uarleian M S., which shows there to irioU-‘“cite a prosecution for blasphemy a gains Am°ng the “  horrible blasphemies ”  mentioililr̂ -Pape' isph ;ainst Marlowe, nentioned in thisr ‘“ ’e his allegations that the Indians and other wrote of times preceding those of A d am ,aurthoijh'd Moses was but a juggler, and that one Heriott .'in more than h e ; that the first beginning ot v 'glon was only to keep men in awe; that ( hrist ,''s the son of a. carpenter, and that yt t a- i "'e* among whom© lie was borne did crucify him, thei hnew him and whence he came that the sacra- 
wouldPype lave been better administered in a tobacco • u together with ribald allusions to the woman mid A*le apostles. It further alleges that one by M/ ,| ho.Imelie hath confessed that he was persuaded “ abnosf°'Ve's reason to become an Atheist, and thnt to Atheil!," every company lie commeth, persuadeth men ‘Mil, ‘lsll*o.”  These charges were never sworn to on liuli’ ,'"1. lnay lie taken cum grano salix. Mr. E . A.his preface to Marlowe’s works, says: It,.| “ mdort to know that the ruffian who drew up tin. ml Pan .Tyt ges

‘Hirn a certain ‘ Richard hi December, 139! B am e,’ was hanged at Whatever Marlowe’s¿ j y - .  there can be no question about) bis daring
good.

th his influence upon succeeding poets, ‘ To none have so many of the lone them been so deeply and so directly was ever any great writer’s influence s fellows more utterly and uninixedly ail influences i t ? - N"

l)i,| j"'y.man influenced Shakespeare, it was Marlowe, spo,, mflueiiee bis religious opinions'.’ That Shake- bi | |" xyas a Freethinker is argued by M r. W . J .  Birch 
S Z  hlquim Into the Philoiophij and Religion of •iiij '*l'carc. “  tt ¡s hard, indeed, to say whether he ''hieli *,V re^{ji()lls belief or no. T1 le  religious phrases flfiq, Ule bBinly scattered over his works are little more ■!|d on'I";essions ° f  a distant and imaginative reverence, 's deeper grounds of religious faith his silence'by,, '^ a n t. He is silent, and the doubt of Hamlet •iiity |"s silence about the afterworld. ‘ To die,’ it ■»ot J l j « .  to him as it was to Claudio, ‘ to go we know flddig "! T 1’’ ”  Often as his questionings turn to the and death he leaves it a riddle to tlie last, bill, ¡ceding the common theological solutions around’’Uri J j t t lo  Ufe is rounded with a sleep.”  It has been de- PiQt(l whether Shakespeare was a Catholic or a **«1̂  anfc. No doubt lie was a Catholic in the best the and for this reason bis works have always been °Pprobrium of pious Puritans.J .  M . W H E E L E R .

We such stuff as dreams are made of, and

S| A k ES o f  M O S E S . By Col. R . G  lngcrsoll. Price 3d.; 
Pos‘aEe Id.

CORRESPONDENCE
Sin,— Being interested in the problem of Chance and Deter­

minism, Mr. Rowland can lie referred to Lenin’s treatise 
“  Enipirio-GVitieism.”  In addition, a more popular approach 
has been published in the August issue of the “  Froidenker,”  
our Swiss contemporary. Perhaps, somebody is able to 
translate (and condense) it for the “ Freethinker” ?—  
Yours, etc.,

P .G .l! .

LECTU RE N OTICES, ETC.

L O N D O N —O utdoou

North London Branch N .S .S . (White Stone Pond, Hamp­
stead).— Sunday, 12 noon; Highbury Corner. 7 p .m .: 
Mr. Id. E bury.’

West London Branch N .S .S . (Marble Arch, Hyde Park).- Sun­
day, 4 p.m . : Messrs. E . O. S a c h in , J a m e s  I I auit, G. W oo d . 
E . P a g e .

C O U N T R Y — O utdoor

Blackburn Branch Y .S .S . (Market Place).-—Sunday, 7 p .m .: 
Mr. J .  V . S h o r t t .

Bradford Branch N .S .S , (Car Park, Broadway)___Sunday,
7 p.m. ; Mr. H . Da y .

Crawshawbooth. —Friday, August 27, 7-30 p.m .: Mr, J .
Clayton-

Glasgow (Brunswick Street).— Sunday, 3 p.m. : Messrs. S. 
B hydf.n , E . L a w a si and J .  H u m p h r e y .

Great Harwood.—Saturday, August 28. 6-30 p .m .: Mr. J .  
Clayton.

Kingston Braneli N .S .S . (Castle Street).—Sunday, 7-30 p .m .: 
M r. .1. B a r k e r .

Leyland Market. Sunday, 3 p.111. : Mr. C layton. 
Morsoyside Branch N .S .S . (on Blitzed Site, Ranelagh Street, 

Liverpool).—Sunday, 7-30 p.m .: Messrs. G. T h o m pso n , W. Parry, W. C. P arry .
Nottingham (Old Market Square).—Sunday, 7 p.m. : Mr. T. M. 

M o s l e y .
Preston Market. Sunday, 7 p .m .: Mr. .1. C l a y t o n .
Sheffield Branch N .S .S . (Barkers Pool).- —Sunday, 7-30 p .m .: 

M r. A . S a m m s .
C O U N T R Y —Indoor

Birmingham Branch N .S .S . (Room 13. 38. John Blight 
Street)—Sunday 7 p .m .; 11 Freethought a Creative Force.’ ’ 
M  iss K. M il l a r d .

S E C O N D -H A N D  BOOKS. Wants List Welcomed. Michael 
Boyle, 21 Rosslyn Hill, N .W . 3.

P R IN T IN G  of all descriptions. Good stocks of paper. Long 
runs undertaken. Inquiries invited. Ripley Printing 

Society L td ., Ripley, Derby, ’Phone 106.

L O N E L Y ?  Join Friendship Circle. Details, 6d, Secretary, 
34, Honeywell lload, London, S .W . 11.

TW O C O P IE S  O N L Y
i .

Bound Volumes o f

“ T h e  F r e e t h i n k e r ”
in attractive green cloth and gold lettering

A  useful reference and summary of Freethought 
activities during 1947Packed with articles by our foremost Freethinkers 

P R I C E  £  1 P O S T  F R E E

T H E  P IO N E E R  PRESS, 41, G ray ’s Inn Road, London, W .C .I
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RELIGION(1) Religion is probably the most indefinite, mostpersonal, and most curious subject of human study.(2) Most religious people would maintain it is also themost important study which may be true.(3) Yet it is the one above all others which is oftenbarred from discussion; which is taboo in polite society.(4) This seems partly because it involves deep personalsentiments; but also because of fear and ignor­ance.(5) Religion is considered esoteric and sacrosanct; asubject not open to general discussion.(0) If religion were restricted entirely to subjective personal beliefs there might be reason in this position.(7) But it is not so restricted; it is organised andpropagated with unusual persistence and vehemence.(8) It  has a vast influence on communal life; it hasbeen, and still is, the cause of-controversy and strife.(9) It has been, and still is, an important factor ininternational relations and is often the cause of wars.(l(i) It enters into the constitution of states, into methods of politics and has a large influence in education.(1 1 ) It is noteworthy that,, while religion is thus suchan important subject, it remains indefinite.(12 ) One would consider that a subject of such import­ance in theory and practice would be freely dis­cussed.( 13) In modern limes the study of what is termed Com­parative Religion has become more general.(1-1) It is not logomachy to suggest that even in religion it is advisable to know what one means.(15) Clearer thinking as a fundamental factor in clearer speaking and writing applies to religion also.( 10) To the student of Sociology, therefore, religion is an important and indeed necessary study.(17) This study ranges from its theoretical principles toits practices and its influence on humans.(18) Here however the enquiry is strictly limited; thequestion considered being, “  What is religion?”(19) This subject contains a great volume of principlesand beliefs which have greatly influenced human lives.(20) Is it possible to discover some central focal prin­ciple on which this whole structure rests?(2 1 ) Science, in all its branches, deals with the objec­tive, with what happens'; not why these things happen.(22) Religion, like philosophy,, differs from science inseeking the answer to this last question, the reason why.(23) Both religion and philosophy endeavour to dealwith the universe, not in parts, but as a whole. (2l) Is the approach to religion different from the approach to philosophy and can they be differentiated ?(25) The dividing line' between what m ay properly becalled religion and no religion is of importance.(26) To sav that religion is a way of life does not defineit; but it does indicate a division.(27) Religious ways of life differ as widely in their prac­tices as religions do in their theories.

August 29,
(28)(29)(30)(31)(32)(33)(34)(35) (30)(37)(38)(39)(40)
(41)
(42)
(43)(44)(45)
(46)(47)(48)
(49)(50)

To maintain that religion is synonymous^ morality is inaccurate both in fact and m .^ „¡oiis Is there then some common principle in . 1 ,jiits?which differentiates them from other vflmv-P The basic fundamental principle of all seems to be a belief in the extra-natural. j.ra. Here religion is defined as a belief in the m natural’ philosophy as a subject without this Religion will be considered as a belief in some P which is not included in the natural order o£ Such a belief can be invoked as an expkmfl any phenomena not explainable on natura ^  Philosophy is an endeavour to explain life ant universe without invoking the extra-natural- ^  Extra-natural seems the most suitable term m it includes super-natural and preternatural ■ ^On this first fundamental principle of religion o rest, of which three are important. , ol-First, that this extra-natural power create« caused, the universe and is itself the First (•■•* j Second, that this power exercises a continuing varying control over the working of the unl' <'' ., Third, that in this scheme of things humans j11'̂  unique position in view of human immortality.^ That is to say, this extra-natural power 's .̂,1 Cause and Controller and humans possess imm souis. ci0seThese three hypotheses have a necessary ana ' relationship with one another br'ing 1 dependent. ,,iyThose who hold that this extra-natural po"'el ¡¡) created the Universe and then left it alom’ here be called Deists. - ,-iSuch a position indicates an attempt to exp'*' theological difficulty; yet does not solve it- Here the word Theist will be used to indicate1 who believe in continuing control also.Further that they believe in-a varying control*  ̂is. to say, intervention in otherwise inex°(working. ^Such intervention is the only evidence ol existence of the intervening extra-natural l,0'A‘ C,,. This determines Ithe special and unique rek1 •' ship between humans and this controlling l)(l" pi A First Cause has only academic interest humans in their present life; interventio11 immediate and important. ,;lrBut even that steadily diminishing belief is 0 |£̂v.less importance than that in human ininio1’*"1 This last is the belief which determines relig101 practice and the religious attitude to life.W . E D W A R D  M E A ')S

th0SI

W H Y ?Canon F . Boyd—who refused some time ago to baP a child—tries to justify his action in the “  S"'! tisc
W

,  -  -i , j  ................- ............  —  --------- 1 t o  *'Pictorial.”  He compares the Church of England j, trade union, in that both have certain rules " 1 j,y members are expected to obey. Fair enough! Those (]1 wish to support the Church should do so. As the ( f  )l( says, “  If you believe the Church is right, join up, i* '̂ y don’t, stay o u t.”  We repeat, fair enough! But " !) should we, who do not think the Church is right, be 1°’ ,p to subsidise it? The interest on Queen Anne’s lias still to be paid since its conversion, and the >n^ \Y  lias to come from everybody, not only Churchgoers- < #  even have to pay a heavier rate because Hie Church P* ■ none. ^Print *«? and Published by the Pioneer Preen (G . W. Foote and Company Limited), 41, Gray’ s Inn Itoad, London, W.O. 1.


