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1,)V .s01'ts of reasons are offered by way of accounting 
e growing rapidity of the decline of religion inXJ_Ig I tipiUH^y Ol C1XC U C fllU C  X/i. IC IIg iV ll 11J

r„j| 1,1 iU'd in Christianity in particular. 1 sa\ religion 
V “ luri Christianity because the field of disbelief is 

;j..Vlng.wherever religion exists. On that point we may

mummified
U V*S * '*-*MXl UXIVi. •*>- --------
e ^ -e r fu ,  antiseptic which preserves 
lie thut have long lost their power." And on that 
ii(.e i ('8 his connnonsense by remarking that there is no 
sllv, go to Australia or Africa to find the creeds of
M "  we have them in our pulpits.’ ’ There is no
'Em  fc,ti°n too absurd to find credence in modem 
'■diu.-U" ’ ^dishes dominate London drawing rooms. No 
dtia*!- freethinker could say more. The full scientific 

a 1011 is there in a few plain words.
it uUV °  ^ 10se "h o  are not blinded by religious prejudice 
dist,rU t seem that the one certain thing is the decisive 
(h'n°?i reiig'on us a civil force. This remains true 
C|jj,j . though we granted many of the apologies that 
uni ''¡Us.had never really adopted Christianity. That 
y^'ti^hbits another fault. Christianity is not a thing of 
tirie'v. ' has 11 very long history, and it has had
tlii.r . "Pled opportunities of asserting its claims. To say, 

it is still unfriended is an expression 
ii îj' .̂JOst a term for dead failure. The first business of 
ill fi^1011 Is to get itself adopted. If it cannot do that 
i" le course of a thousand yehrs '' ’

1||stianity should throw up the game.
it is time that

I'hC’lifj case becomes still worse if it is argued that 
t|)e has never had a proper chance to overcome

hshness of man. On that, one may ask, “  What is 
111 Christianity that it falls so readily into evilv r

'In l!ition8, and has always failed in its aims? ”  What we 
(Vi ’iow is that with any genuine form of social life 
tli,, 81‘unity played a great part in destroying much of 
of VaJunble social things belonging to the social world 
t 'o J 'T ’ ity. There is no doubt that from the time of 
4.,., '»tine the greatness of the ancient world began to 
ftl l t • and the power of Christianity grew with the worst 

,lre8 of civic and social life. In the old world,do
I'lii,,'*1 as >t was possible, Christianity converted an 
'li'ii y ° r Ao a Sultan. It gave his rule the authority of 
''•■'Hu,. , an<l made disobedience a religious offence. It
^ (^ b e 'iia id  with truth that prior to the establishment 
M^.j^tianity, the rule of the Emperor was ever com- 
tliii( ,V divorced from the popular will. It was Christianity 
o( 0 ‘ “ ade this separation as complete as possible. One 

best authorities put the matter thus.
Constantine extended his patronage to the 

bureh. By so doing he mav he said to have 
f),I.l-chased an indefeasible title by a charter. He 
sained, a "sanction for the oriental theory of govern- 
fTl'"C In return lie accepted the law of the Church.

e became irresponsible with respect to his subjects 
J|i condition of becoming responsible to Christ.”

Nothing could be more favourable to tyranny in every 
form. He believed in God, but he also believed that God 
believed in him. Nothing could be more just. The 
Christianised Boman Monarch willingly admitted respon
sibility to Christ, but it was understood that nothing 
would be lost in the shape of power and wealth.

But in spite of what history has to say concerning the 
evil consequences that have always followed control of 
human life, we get, appeals to God from all our crowd of 
scientific men and women; we find appeals to God as 
though the qualities of gods are not well known. Here 
is one item that comes from a well known weekly news
paper. It runs:—

“  If only there had been enough Christianity in 
the world, no man, prince, potentate, or private 
citizen, could have hated or envied, or over-reached 
or dreaded his neighbours enough to bring war to 
pass.”

Consider it. If only there had been enough Christians. 
Let any one look back for, say, the last two and a'-half 
centuries, note how many wars, large and small we have 
engaged in, and say whether there was any shortage. 
Whose Christianity is it then, that makes war and hatred 
possible? Which of these have ever protested against 
war? The only one thing they seem to be interested in 
is to ask God to kill some of his children. What a great 
power he possesses, not to stop wars but to keep them 
going. And here the position of all the churches is 
different. In every country and no matter the character 
of the war in which the country has been engaged, the 
influences of the churches have been on the side of war. 
They have encouraged, they have blessed it. They have 
given it the moral and religious sanction without which 
the true nature of warfare might he more apparent. There 
are still enough Christians in the world to make war a 
practical impossibility, if only the churches were 
genuinely on the side of peace.

The plain fact is that there is nothing that so easily 
divides people as religion. Men of all shades of 
religious opinion will eat together, work together, sleep 
together. The one thing they will not do is to pray 
together. There is no need to multiply instances. The 
one plain outstanding truth is that while the general 
tendency of humans is to unite, religion is the great 
¡lower that drives humans apart. That is a fact that all 
intelligent men and women will endorse. It is true that 
these sects do co-operate to some extent, hut that is not 
based on religion. Their union is due either to social 
considerations, or to hostility directed against a common 
enemy. Union for social purposes is not without its 
dangers, For they bring often to the consideration of 
several questions, a narrowness of view and a bitterness 
of temper that is almost fatal to a genuinely helpful 
settlement of any problem that may arise.

Europe needs neither more Christianity nor more 
religion, it has plenty of both, it has never lacked either. 
As a mere force, Christianity has failed utterly to unite
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two nations in am part of tlie world in bonds of genuine 
friendship. It is Christian groups that lie apart from their 
fellow citizens on differences of religious belief.

Jt was not a Freethinker, but a very scholarly Church
man who said the following: —

The Roman Empire far more nearly succeeded 
in giving unity of life, culture, government and inter
course to the entire body of civilised men ; European, 
Asiatic and African than we in our wildest dreams 
could ever imagine possible to-day. A common unity 
for Christian Europe is infinitely less conceivable 
now— nineteen hundred years after Christ—than ft 
was in pre-Christian Europe. It is Christian Europe 
which gives us the spectacle of race divided against 
race by implacable enmities. Racial differences grow 
more intense, and let us note it is, Christianity itself 
which tends to sharpen them.”

More than two thousand years ago a Roipan citizen 
might travel from Rome to Britain under the safe 
protection of Roman Law and Roman civilisation. 
To-day, could that pagan traveller be resurrected and 
perform the journey, he would find some fifteen millions 
of soldiers, belonging to the Christian powers of Europe, 
invoking-their Deity to aid them in their work of mutual 
destruction. What clearer proof of Christianity’s failure 
could he needed ?

CHAPMAN COHEN.

THE EVOLUTION OF THE PAPACY
I.

THE ORIGIN OF THE PAPACY 
“  Thou art Pater, anil upon this rock 1 will build mij 

Church and the Gates of Hell shall not prevail 
against it.”  Matt XV111, 16.

In the year 40 prior to the origin of the Christian Era,, 
Julius Ciesar, the military governor of Gaul crossed the 
boundary into Italy, the River Rubicon, and staged his 
March on Rome, an event which was destined effectively 
to instnl the Roman Empire* of the Caesars, the 
“  Fascist ”  era of the ancient world, to employ a modern 
terminology which is, in this instance, not only dramatic, 
hut which also conveys an impressive, and up to a point, 
accurate historical analogy.

A year later, Caesar broke the power of the effete 
senatorial oligarchy which misgoverned the: Roman Re
public, in the decisive Battle of Pharsalia (48 B.C.).

The secular Roman Empire, whose historical ghost, 
according to the classical definition of Thomas Hobbes 
(1088-167!)), the ecclesiastical Roman Empire of the 
Papacy was destined to become,' had definitely arrived 
upon the stage of history.

Julrhs Caesar, its effective founder, did not long survive 
his historical creation. Upon the ill-fated Ides of March 
(44 B.C.), lie fell before the daggers of the beaten 
senatorial oligarchy. But his nephew and successor, 
Augustus (OHavian) Caesar, a far abler political brain 
than the great soldier,' Julius, again defeated both the 
oligarchy and his own rival, Mark Anthony, and built up 
the i m p e r i a l  edifice on permanent foundations 
(44 B.C.-A.D. 14).

The Empire of the Ctesars, starting with a demagogic 
dictatorship like its modern Fascist antitypes, had be
come the totalitarian Empire “  oyer all persons, and 
causes supreme ”  which it remained down to the. end 
of classical antiquity, and in its Eastern Byzantine form, 
down to the end of the Middle Ages (A.I). 1 153).

In the reign of Tiberius. Caesar, the immediate sUCUL ^  
of the great Augustus, a new religion arose n 
oriental province of Palestine, not, to be sure, ‘{¡„¡ous 
surprising occurrence, in an age. of cultural and m o  
syncreticism, when new religions were apt 1° * 0 , ,lS 
like mushrooms after rain. This new religion stai ^  
a Judaic heresy, and its founder, at least if " fc,a waS 
credit the Gos.pel narratives with an historical basis 
a. Galilean wandering preacher named Jesus, acceP j r̂ 0 
his followers under the title: of “  The Christ ( 
Anointed One ” ), the promised Messiah, or O'- 1V 
whom the Jewish scriptures had long foretold. ,

According to his evangelical biographers the won . 
Messiah received his earthly reward in a painful execi n 
by means of crucifixion at the hands of the 1 01_ ‘ 
administration. In which there is nothing impr°m  ̂
or surprising in the then troubled state of what 
Rome’s most turbulent province. Even though 
Evangelists were certainly not mirrors of Bos"1 
accuracy when they sat. down to write the story 0

to¡card
origins of Christianity.

However, whatever may be the truth with reg 
its, titular founder, the Christian Church, at least, »  
historical fact, of portentous dimensions, and d s, ¡(, 
spread far, if at first, not1 particularly fast, nor 111 ^ 
neglect Rome, the capital of the, Universal EmP1̂ ' 
which every known form of credulity and supers)1
gravitated irresistibly, as Tacitus was soon to tesMr• its 11

pff>P'be
The. Church of Rome can hardly be later in 

ception than the first century of the Christian ^ 
ganda, it is not improbable that its foundation , 
ascribed to the earliest decades of that propaganda- „ 
Rome, ”  The. Eternal City,”  the unchallenged E®’1) 
of the Mediterranean world, drew all cults and <■* g 
towards her like, an irresistible magnet. To make 0 
way in the Roman world, one had first to make 0 ,jy 
way in, and to Rome, for in those days it was lib'1' 
true that “  all roads led to Rome.”  ^

The approximate dating of the foundation °h,.cfll 
Church of Rome, ’ depends actually upon our 0)1 

assessment of two early documents, one religious, 
one of a secular nature— Paul’s ‘ ‘ Epistle t° y 
Romans,”  and Tacitus’ “  Annals.”  For if the 
orany part of it was actually written by Paul, then 
was a Christian congregation in Rome prior to A-H 
Whilst Tacitus described how Nero (A.D. 54-68) lieIj))t, 
cuted the Christians in A.T). 64, which leads to the S!l 
conclusion.

But no one can say with certainty whether Paul "
any of the voluminous literature which a, later gene1 
ascribed to him, and the Roman historian, 1a<

Tt>D 
ati04 
itU8. 

„ C01'writing half a century later from hearsay, may have 
1 used some early Jewish messianic sect with | 
Christians, of whom he must have heard in the sl'1 
century when he actually wrote. We cannot 8&5' j  

Similarly with regard to the foundation by Pe*erl „J 
the Roman Church, an assumption founded upon IfU jv 
only; an ancient. legend it is true, hut one obvt01 
motivated by self-interest, and in any case, entirely 
supported hv any evidence beyond tradition. _ qV 

It is only in the second century, wherein C h r i^ jj, .  
first appeared in a form recognisably similar ‘to i)s ,r , 
forms, that we first emerge from the realm of conjf'v ?llt
and meet the Church of Rome in the flesh. w i 
A.B. 130, the “  Church of God which is in R om e, 0 {  
occasion to write a business letter to the' “  C h u m j, 
God which is in Corinth.”  The letter is actually uns^.p.i' 
but a very ancient tradition ascribes it to the 1 jj,,1 
(Presbyter) Clement, whom his contemporary.
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‘’•opUet Hennas* declared was in charge of »lie foreign 
UJ|respondence of the Roman Church.

‘ »'s infonnation, meagre as it. is, sheds a good deal ot 
noht on the internal administration of the now certainly 
existing Church of Rome. For Clement, who wrote per- 
'h’s the first lion-biblical document of Early ( hrist.ia.int> 

we possess., his “  Epistle to the Corinthians, was 
l'?* aPParentlv, Bishop of Rome, hut a simple Rider. 
Moreover, another early Christian writer, the author ot 
lhl “  Muartorian Fragment ”  (late second century),no

tells nc ft —° -------  .v v ' 'in t] s nob Clement, but Pius, was Roman bishop
Mu,'j|. ay» of Hennas, who, according to our authority,

iimself the brother of Bishop Pius, 
^ ‘dentl......................... - ' .......Posé. y> the earliest form of Church government

Phri- e<l d.Y the Roman Church, like that of the other 
p)lr. l!,,i Churches of the earliest period, was (in modern 
Iiid'! , ogy) Presbyterian rather than episcopal in form. 
(lf>ul V' ’ ^le sc‘eutihc study of Early Church History un- 
h,)( 1.dly demonstrates the mythical character of the 

.j]IItle' of the Apostolic Succession.
I >c earliest Roman “  bishops ”  are shadowy figures, 

ill i]llnen °f Church Boards of Elders, rather than bishops 
Hie !f " " ’deni sense of the word. It is a far cry from 
Wfjt* '»(l°wy Pope Pius 1, who was 
mi,.1 * le letters of his own church,

¡Jssor, piu9 XH.
latter half of the second century witnessed great

not even allowed to 
to his P infallible ”

than«r.<ois,bti? 111 the organisation of Christianity. As Alfred 
1US »‘“ »dusively demonstrated in tlie concluding 

l'hrit,Vs his remarkable book, “  The Birth of the
Mti 
* ¡01)

di.in Religion,” the second half of the second century 
Si>ed the effective consolidation of Church organisa-

agi)'In<l dogma in reply to the contemporary growth of 
of e heresies. In particular, there was ¡i rapid growth 
^ P o w e r  of the bishops as ]iart of 
I ■ the loose Presbyterian orirunis

PfC
'■'“ isti)

the centralising
the loose Presbyterian organisation of Early 

'hr,, |l;,tl‘ty gave way to rigid episcopal control. It is 
'vith ‘ <!  ̂ ’ at ( 'hristianifcy itself might have disappeared

Tlic rnhe chunge*:>s 0| '■diuroli of Rome shared in this evolution. There, 
W ^ -h ere , the Elders gave way to the bishop and the 
'hlin >fi 'h. The World-Capital Rome, were obviously no 
til,, i'11' bishops. They began to assert themselves. In 
\i.f a l!r second century, one Roman bishop tried, not 
FU|| ^"»»»ssfuHy, to lay down for the benefit of flit

Phurchos, hard and fast rules for the, date and 
' anpe of Easter. In the following (third) century 

iii:,M|l<T Incurred the anger of his African colleague, the 
OH,;'*«! Cyprian, Bishop of Carthage, by his arrogant 

hvS'H
the' »e beginning of the fourth century, the era of 
1 liiv,'! Ig!°us conflict which ended in the triumph of
>1 y, the Bishops of Rome had “  arrived.’ It
¡list, '»ffnired a further development of contemporary 
*>,£>; for ilie Papacy, for the Universal Bishopric, to 

P '<s appearance.
Mii(.||"jpen lfiO and 200 of the Christian Era, the Church 
'nv„ lMd now finally broken with Judaism, evolved its 
'll,. Is'inctive Bible, its New Testament, in contrast to 
'Hiuljp Tfld Testafnent ”  of the Jewish Synagogue. No 

Ipb critic now supposes that what we have in the 
'fi, . * »»tiunent is unbiassed history. Contmrijy, what 
!-Vsr Unll.v have, is the history of an institution, the 
'*‘tern'i" (,hurch. written and ■re-written in the involving 

IU *• of that institution.
I'lolt 1|Si “ editorial”  work, the powerful Church of Rome 
‘‘ inii,'1 Prominent part. Two notable additions to the 

Text' of the Gospels muGospels must be ascribed to its direct

'tlìòr of the nearly canonised “ Shepherd.”

Tile Fourth Gospel had asserted the primacy of John, 
“  The Beloved Disciple,”  its titular author, amongst the 
Apostles. So a new, admittedly forged chapter, the 21st 
in the current text, had to he added to prove the primacy 
of Peter, the legendary founder of the Roman Church.

“  Appetite comes with eating.”  As the power and 
claims of the, metropolitan Roman Church grew, they 
required a direct divine authority, An unknown forger 
of genius proved equal to the daring task. Probably early 
in the third century, the famous commission of Christ 
to Peter, “  Thou art Peter,”  etc., which gave Peter and 
his successors, the keys of Heaven and Hell, was inserted 
in the original text of Matthew,* then regarded as the 
oldest and most authoritative of the Gospels. In a sense 
one could state that the unknown forger was the Founder 
as wejl as the Prophet- of the Papacy.

F. A. RIDLEY.

SCANDINAVIAN INCURSIONS IN ANGLO- 
SAXON TIMES

THE invasion of the British Isles by the Norsemen in 
the ninth and tenth centuries of our era materially 
modified social life. With the recall of the Roman legions 
when the Eternal City itself was besieged by the 
barbarians, the Saxons and Jutes entered and colonised 
the southern island which then became England. Later, 
the Nordic seafarers not only subjugated extensive areas 
of the country, but made permanent settlements in the 
land.

The Danish expeditions were originally intended as 
freebooting voyages and soon the coasts were never safe 
from their depredations. Their attacks were swiftly and 
silently conducted. As Professor Sayles states in his 
learned study, The Medieval Foundations of Fnyland 
(Methuen, 1948, IHs.): “  Their long narrow boats, 
16-oared and masted, and holding 40 fighting-men apiece, 
were strongly enough built to sail the open sens and yet 
were very fast, easily beached or navigated far up the 
rivers, and if occasion arose, could be ensily carried over
land to ^mother waterway. An -exact model of one of 
their boats, fortunately preserved as it was constructed 
in 900 a.!)., crossed the Atlantic comfortably in 1893 in 
four weeks.”

No European countries, were safe from spoliation, and 
the intruding Scandinavians made lasting settlements in 
Sicily, Normandy and elsewhere. Unfortunately, they 
selected the summer and autumn seasons for their raids, 
when the cereals and other fruits of the soil could he 
stolen from the husbandmen who had cultivated these 
crops upon which their winter subsistence entirely 
depended. Thus the misery and destitution following 
these raids proved appalling. Naturally, the pirates who, 
unlike the Saxons, were still unbaptised, plundered the 
churches and monasteries to their hearts’ content, for 
their-treasures became a great attraction. So widespread 
was the devastation that the industries and commerce 
of the European maritime districts were nullified, and 
a new verse was added to the Church Litany, “  From 
the fury of the Northmen, O* Lord,i deliver us.”

Vague traditions only remain of early Nordic 
history. That the Baltic peoples were traders in furs

* No historic Jesus could possibly have used the words added 
to the text of Matthew. For the term “  church ” only came 
into use after the now religion: had broken with the Jewish 
Synagogue (A.P. 70) after the destruction of the Temple, at 
th<- very earliest, and probably much later.
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and that, tliey were expert, wood carvers and metal 
workers, as well as highly skilled shipbuilders is unques
tionable. Their sagas appear to have been long trans
mitted by word of mouth, but in their present form they 
do not antedate the thirteenth century. The causes, of 
the Viking raids can only be conjectured, but presum
ably the love of adventure and the possession of 
plundered property and perhaps the pressure of population 
all served as incentives.

During the ninth century, migrating Norsemen 
settled in the- Orkneys and Slretlands and wandered 
along the coasts of Scotland. On the east they colonised 
Fife and settled southwards in Northumbria and along 
the coast to Lincolnshire. In the west, the Hebrides, 
the Isle of Marl and Ireland witnessed their devastations, 
the land of Erin suffering worst of all. The rich Irish 
monasteries were ruthlessly pillaged and, in a climate 
much more genial than their own, conditions proved so 
attractive that a complete conquest of the country wras 
projected.

The Norsemen settled in Ulster and created coastal 
colonies at Limerick, Wexford, Waterford and Dublin, in 
which city, Olaf in 853 established his Irish kingdom. 
These were all important settlements and as Professor 
Sayles observes : “ The Norwegians dominated Ireland 
for 150 years until the victory of Clontarf guaranteed 
the native Irish the preservation of their racial distinc
tiveness, although the power of the ‘ Ostmen ’ was not 
effectively broken until the Anglo-Normans in their turn 
set off to conquer Ireland in Henry I.I.’s time.”  The 
Hebrides and (lie Isle of Man remained in Norse posses
sion until 1266, the Shetland« to 1462 and the Orkneys 
till 1468, while until the close of the eighteenth century, 
Norwegian was still a spoken language in the Shetland 
Isles.

The cast and south-eastern districts of England were 
pitilessly ravaged by the Danes. They infested the 
Channel and plundered both the French coas.t and our 
own. Then they sailed through the Bay of Biscay and 
passed through the Straits of Gibraltar to ravage the 
coasts of France, Spain and Italy. No navigable river was 
neglected. They rowed along the Thames to sack 
London and besieged Paris four times from the Seine. 
They pillaged Nantes and Bordeaux. These piratical 
expeditions were well organised and were apparently 
financed by Danish traders.

While on their predatory voyages in the ninth century, 
the Swedes discovered the important waterways adjoin
ing the Gulf of Finland and utilised these splendid river 
courses to reach the Black Sea and to connect Baltic 
oornmerpe with the products of south-eastern Europe. A 
Russian dynasty founded by the Swedes, that of Rurik, 
survived until the thirteenth century. Moreover, the 
bold buccaneering Scandinavians extended knowledge of 
our globe. In 860 they rediscovered Iceland and soon 
established a colony of 20,000 of their countrymen there. 
In that island the celebrated Althing was founded, and 
there the famous, sagas preserved the exploits and 
traditional tales concerning the Scandinavian heroes. In 
(lie tenth century of our era, they colonised the. coasts 
of Greenland. Also, (lie discovery of America by these 
Norsemen in pre-Columbian days seems authentic, for 
these dauntless voyagers ignored the perils of the seu. 
On a first adventure Nova Scotia and Labrador were 
reached, and it, is said that encampments were made at 
the mouth of the Hudson and even as far south ns 
Virginia. Professor Sayles opines that,* “  A second 
voyage was made in 1004, and a third, this time by a 
merchant in 1020, but no practical use was made of the

tiny settlements and therefore they had no permanence;
- e\ei theless, it was never forgotten in SchikIinnvin t 1,1 
land did exist in the far west, though Western Europe 
paid so little attention to these traditions that, when 
Columbus discovered America he believed that it 'Vll> 
India.

According to the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, the earliest
Scandinavian descent on our coasts was in 787 a.d- ll,el
came a period of comparative quietude, but later the
pun s were resumed with constantly increasing seventy-- - - .1 - Q/in’s therams were resumed with constantly incieao»»‘0 , 
They were occasionally repulsed but in *Le . ,0]nshire 
invaders sacked London and devastated Lncc 
and Northumbria. Etlielwulf of Wessex onl.ŷ  Ju (̂,crt,iv 
his throne by repulsing the pirates and then, * , jlt,
believing in the efficacy of prayer as -well as de ,, 
sought to avert the peril by going off for a yea 
pilgrimage to Rome.”  “ #l)

Large assemblies of armed men from the Baltic 
to settle in England, but the, piracies continued. j.|u, 
relieve their subjects from these inflictions, sonic  ̂ ^ 
Saxon rulers decided to pay tribute to their enen" 1 
ensure better behaviour or to induce them to depa  ̂  ̂

Alfred, however, regained much of his lost ted ^  
but even so, a little later Yorkshire was more ol ^  
under the dominion of a Scandinavian ruler unt] 
Furthermore three Danish kings successively- ...... ...... — .......... ...................  occupy
the English throne. In the light of'these Ìiuppe11'1̂  
it is no marvel that so large a Scandinavian ele^"
enters into the composition of the true-born Eng"»

T. F. PALM*’1

an-

ZULU CHARACTERISTICS ^
“  U ’PIKOKWAZINWAYO ”  is a Zulu word m«»1'
“  the denial of things that are known, or literal^' oll 
argue about a thing that is known.”  So next tiiTu: - ||V 
meet a flat-earther or anti-evolutionist, confound hi"1 
retorting in Zulu! . ^

read has, unlike the usual tourjng American joUH1*1 
produced a really informative book. She spent st>' 1(y 
months in Zululand and the book is the result of ‘ 0f 
interviews with Christina, who was once favourite 'vl *• 
the Zulu King, Solomon ka Dinizulu. To freethinkers.; 
chief interest lies in the strange shapes Christianity u 
in converts. Christina was taught at a Mission k®. 
but this did not prevent her from accepting the 6 A,,) 
advances, in defiance of the warnings of her Christ"11 j [ 
mother. The King was also a nominal Christian, 
Christina tills the story of their strange union wiE* <j! u; 
frankness. Romantic love hardly entered intoprese"111' 

* loites asks tue bride and groom u thev 
When the government first decreed

relationship. At Zulu marriage ceremonies a repre-
thev

-ddioP
tive of the Whites asks the bride and groom if 
eacli other
question would have to he asked at all native wet iA, 
it was greeted with roars of laughter, as ac-corunv j(, 
their traditions a bride and groom are not supPoS.1, , i- 
show the slightest interest in each other. The >"" * |.,. 
marrying a clan, not an individual man.”  For the 
of tlie story, however, Mrs. Reyher suggest» 
Christina and Solomon did show mutual interest- ,

Christina dutifully condoned her lover’s infideliti"», 
e-ven the physical presence of her rivals in their 
liut. “  Solomon received girls in pairs, perhaps " ‘̂ ‘ ¡ply 
he feared to he left alone with one of them, hut EL pud 
because he could only create the excitement th® j pH’ 
become so necessary to him by pitting one agai"h 
other in jealousy and anger.”
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vj,.„-lu-le considerable latitude in the question oi 
if ifi" i ' Zulus will accept a woman as a virgin
ui,'.,0> 1  ool conceived a child. If the bride brandishes 
T l or a naetal-bladed knife, she is indeed a virgin. 
,M|(.j )n<le may have had children by the groom; but, 
f0|. l|. ,l l^egnancy has occurred, immediate negotiations 
is °llna* marriage are begun and.the man responsible 
,iv- ^ e d  to marry her. Not in the memory of any 
a jA" " uLb’ ’ continues Mrs. Iteyher, “  had there been 
V0lv ^  «o possessed with passion for women, or so in- 
Ji'H fe| T-With multitudes of them. Never before had a 

■ IKraal had so many unattached girls.”
.. '̂»cient tribal customs were secretly indulged. 
Seeree lnS out ceremonies are held in the strictest 
i,,,. us the principals are subject to fine and
'"'Prisoi 
?" all nnent by the white authorities. Nevertheless, 

lmI)01'tant occasions, rumour has it thaj even 
iu<lj il" Natives believe it as well not to ignore the 

C'"M  testimony of their own wise men.”
tliat a  ̂ W't*1 ' w*ne anc  ̂ women ”  it is not surprising 
°f ^olomon died at the early age of 40. The Bishop 
dm4, and officiated at the funeral on behalf of his 
Jjg l<i 1 811 d the hymns Solomon had liked, for he had 
C0;n educated by the daughters of the famous Bishop 

Were sung at the graveside. Solomon tired of 
Prav iUa lon8 before he died, but, despite this she 
of u- ^ at he. “  would be welcomed into the protection 

"IS Lmvl ”herd. ’
u,|(j"biinon liked motoring but, as few native mechanics 

| ''stand automobile machinery, “  if a car was out of 
«•(mill 'be King would buy a new one, as his patience 

1 survive the repairs delay.”  And here is anot
.Vol(. "itch doctor’s prescription to make a man lovt

vmt! ir*t you must have a. dried piece of the heart of a 
'lii't f '' ^  hile you are mixing the medicine, scrape the
t|]e j1?1'1 your own skin into it and grind together with 
tr, | ‘ n®d heart. Put some of the powder into the food 

''"ten by the person you want to love you. 
p il|lu Woman,”  published bv Columbia University 
V  New York, 1948.

e . a . McDo n a l d .

ClIURCHILL, CRIPPS OR CHRIST—WHO 
-f]|( SHALL SAVE US ?

who would openly deny the universal right to 
’]j,j 1'nil, should he shunned as were the lepers of old. 
tvilj«8ht is a basic fact of existence, a “  call of the 
|>l;lli(' ,and when transcended to a moral and intellectual 

the only philosophy applicable to the needs of 
V ,\ 1̂11, there are those who sprinkle lavishly their 

1 and essay with the magic words of Freedom and
lQcracy.

,ar° told of four Freedoms, which is merely an 
A|| ^'cation. There is but one—the freedom to live.> 111, • *.110X0 in UUP vrin --- one u n
Ih;i,lf Se are adjustments to this necessity. We hear of 
'lion >Cratic Constitution and Practice: a blind contra- 

, 7 '  in terms.
“ ¿ “ »ehill, relic of an age that is passed or passing, 
<4 of South Africa, Sydney Street, Gallipoli and 
®olo _ 'angel, publicist with a pale approach to the full 
'if u 1 °f a Barnum or a Buffalo Bill, clutches the straw 
'»eh, Industrial Charter. Even so, this master ofh'ct'Hr ' jye, superlative and, invective is not free-—to paint 

¡(j b^'ng, or lay bricks. He must sacrifice himself to
r|f (j ""} ,(or chimera) for which they died— “ to the glory 

" ■ Prophets and philosophers of nil times could
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do nothing to prevent the disintegration and decay of 
empires. They claimed the freedom to die, for them
selves, and to-day we can only choose the method and 
the moment, '

The State, the Law and tile, Church are in essence and 
practice the antithesis of those liberties they mouth so 
persistently. If this he so, can we hope for anything 
from a Labour caucus, or the canting humbug of a 
Cripps? Political and pious phraseology have much in 
common, especially in the evasion of scientific and 
historical fact. By this and other means they gained a 
votive support by the more credulous, and some class
conscious workers, but disillusion is here. They have no 
remedy for War—no recipe1* for Peace. Primary and 
bedrock move in national recovery, the socialisation of 
land, has never been mentioned in the political precincts 
—and why not'.’ Because it involves the- Crown, the 
Church and the Combines.

The “  Communist Menace ”  emanating from Russia 
is a bogey, swallowed by the Labour and Trade Union 
leaders alike. The impetus of the Revolution has died 
down to a planned national economy capable of resisting 
imperialist aggression, and of exploiting its vast resources 
of industrial wealth. Tliis is impossible under the con
stitutions of Britain and U.S.A. Organised labour in 
America is singularly backward and even inept in a 
political sense. There is no way out in sectional strikes 
— the remedy waits on education on a realistic plane. 
Whoever looks for Heaven in the guise of U N 0  or 
World, Government is lost—in contemplation of a mirage.

“  What think ye of Christ'’ ”  Well, not a great deal. 
Popes, priests and prophets of all creeds and cults have, 
since the miraculous birth and deatli of the Gods, 
stressed the spiritual content of human endeavour. What 
they have never done is to understand and assist the 
physical and intellectual strivings of the common people 
towards the abolition of economic subjection, and the 
conquest of preventable disease.

There is no way out but by a keen realisation of our 
own responsibility. Man made his gods, and they have 
failed him. Where lie is not confused he is spiritless, 
seeking escape in all kinds of senseless and superficial 
entertainment. He is still ready and willing to throw 
himself and his progeny into the welter of war at the 
behest of his “  Leaders ”  and under the banner of the 
old Shibboleths—for God and King—for Country and 
Freedom. He is bemedalled for bravery on the field. 
His family are blasted for reward at home. Mankind in 
its present mood is,heading for the Crematorium. Civili
sation has brewed a cup of death, and as Hardy says, 
“  the Gods have the last laugh.’ ’ The alternative is a 
purely anarchial one. Assume freedom in.our mental out
look—not fight for a parochial platitude. Truth is 
invariably in bad taste—that is why we are so damned 
respectable, B. JOHNSON.

THERE WAS ONCE . . .
A PROFITEER. He grew fat and rich on the sweat <4 
others. His victims either starved in the gutter or com
mitted suicide.

One day a desperate man whose wife and family were 
ill through lack of proper nourishment, was goaded to 
fury, and struck the man dead. For. ridding the world 
of a creature who was unfit to live ho was duly and 
ceremoniously hanged bv the neck— in the name of
j u s t i c e :

W. 11. WOOD.
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ACID DROPS
That well known actor, David Niven, has fallen into 

hot water. His offence is that in playing lug part in
The Bishop s Wife ”  lie wore a moustache, and a 

parson in the theatre disliked it. Or it might have been 
t hat the parson thought that a priest ought not to he 
lie on the stage at all. Still, again, the visiting parson 
did not like to see his brother priest playing on the 
stage. But in the end took his revenge by complaining 
that the play was a “  poor picture.”  Well, we have 
seen Mr. Niven, and we do not think that lie will he 
seriously disturbed by the critical attitude of the parson, 
who thought that the parson on the stage was not 
sufficiently life-like. But we expect Mr. Niven will 
survive.

We take the following from the “  Psychic News ”  :
The Federal Communications Commission in 

America lias been asked by the Hieligio-us Radio 
Association to clarify a, 1946 ruling that “  The 
holders of a belief should not be denied the right to 
answer attacks upon them or their belief solely 
because they are few in number.”

An Atheist claimed that a church service was an 
“  indirect ”  attack on Atheism and demanded 
radio time to reply to this attack — which the 
station refused.

The Religious Radio Association is afraid the 
1946 ruling might require stations to give as much 
time to Atheism as is occupied by religious broad
casts, for Federal radio laws say that all contro
versial subjects must he given equal time.

Wo are very pleased to see that many of the Free
thinkers are insisting “  that while religion is permitted 
on the air ”  the same freedom must he given to other 
forms of belief. In England what has happened is what 
we said would happen. For a little while Freethinkers 
were allowed to say something of a very, very mild 
cast, while the crowds of Christianites — in its most 
common style— went on as usual. Our leaders are now 
shouting out our love of fair play. We are still waiting 
for that to appear with the B.B.C. and Fre id bought

The Bishop of Lincoln told the Diocesan Conference 
that he was “  horrified by a- couple about to he married 
who had never read the Church services.”  Well, why 
should they read the Church service? The Church in 
England has nothing to do- with marriages. That 
power was taken away from the Church long ago. It 
was the conduct of the clergy that led to such scandals 
that the secular'State had to intervene. For those who 
wish to understand the situation, it will be found in 
Becky’s “  History of England.”  It was a scandal that 
was too great to permit further religious marriages.

Whatever else we may think of the Bishop of London 
it is good to see that he is under no delusion about large 
numbers of our young people. He knows quite well that 
while they may hesitate to call themselves outright 
Agnostics or even Rationalists, they have actually no 
more religion than the average Atheist. Speaking to one 
of the many meetings organised to bring to Christ tin1 
erring lambs, he urged his audience “  to get back to the 
original Gos.pel.”  We are heartily in agreement. These 
modernist ideas of calling Heaven and IR4I “  a, state of 
the mind,” for example, should be kicked out of a good 
Christian's creed, IR4I is exactly what .lesus and lus

s, including Dr. Wand, believed it ?0 jjul
ire, eternally burning up yelling inmlc s

followers 
lake of fire 
thus to be taught a, Divine lesson.

Devil wi]Then the original Gospel believed m a J  ̂ .. jjtly, 
innumerable little Devils called, if wo remembei » ftr(J 
in the Holy .Word a Legion. Most of these 1 ¡j. ¡s
sent by their Big Boss to tempt human beings, jj].e 
with sorrow we have to record that some weak mn ^  
Dr. Faust, even sold their Eternal Souls for ■h„rr f0j m . i uuok, •-5VJJU tnou ajic iua i ; „jj-jor I(M

have as good a time as possible before. disappe« pPt,vils 
ever into the burning abyss. When these htt e  ̂
were not tempting Mankind, they were shovelling l.^

the

furnaces. Heaven, of course, was just the 
it is called the Kingdom of God by Dr. W and an1' 
will he found peace, perfect peace, all love and ho ^  
Dr. Wand will naturally go there. Yes, we are a 
for the*original Gospel.

does not like most ^  tlu
reviews of a recently published work on Janies ;i]

A critic in the “  Universe ho,

doms for the
is rich. The truth is that he was h e

we are told, “  gave up three king- 
Gave up 

kicked out. of
jib 

His tre»1’England by an angry nation, tus ^ 
ment of the unlucky Protestants who joined 
was almost as bad as anything perpetrated by the - ^  
— and it will never be forgotten as long as history 
But James JI was a good Roman Catholic.

Have parsons a. right to he angry when they are
pennies for the use of their church and' services- ,() 
Rev. ”  "  •'*'..... ' '' ' i vein*
<lu . * . . ., „
however, quarrel with his assertion that the “  Chin ^  
in no way financed by the State.”  Would the R'eV'tj11vt 
Braithwaite suggest that the minute' congregations ■; 
are the rule to-dav, are the only financial support be ,, 
Or does he suggest that old Queen Anne’s Bounty fl) 
gift from heaven’.1 ”  Even the fact that Churche® 
exempted from payment of rates, is a form of * 
support. The views of some people whose goods ||L, 
been distrained for non-payment of tithes worn1 
interesting.

iv. C. Braithwaite thinks they have, and who arc j|(> 
arr’el, even parsons must live, or must they? "  , j-

The same parson, still complaining, says that PL‘ u.(l 
regard the Churching ceremony as a lucky charm to 'V 
off the' evil eye, and he adds that the ceremony |f,re( 
thanksgiving. Other times, other manners, and as "  ^j](3 
a little more civilised we tend to get squeamish over r 
of the beliefs held by our forefathers ; but try :1S 
parson will, he cannot get away from the fact that 
ancient ”  ceremony ”  was in effect ft warding-off (l -t 
evil eye. lc was one of purification after the 1 
important biological function; as woman was reii*1* 
unclean.

The attempts to gloss over the fact of declining 
attendance and the consequent declining belief ,n ,p|lt.y 
by various religious leaders are really amusing- .¡tji 
would be more convincing if all the speakers spoke ' ^ 
one tongue, but while we have the American Met'"'1 
claiming over 170,000 new members, a. Nottingham ' it. 
claims that in a recent- poll, 60 per cent, of the |H< 
described themselves as Anglicans, and Genera 
Orsborn declares that attendance at Salvation Army 
ings is increasing. At the sa-me time our old friend,.’ )V,

• H. H. Martin, of the Lord’s Day Observance 
runs a quarter page advertisement in the “  Reco,,( Vltll 
urging nil to join a crusade to resist the secular’*!' 'rl|'s 
commercialisation and continentalisntion of the 
Day.
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TO CORRESPONDENTSft, (
eutt,!°n ("heshire), l‘ . Ellis Lyons (Devon).—Thanks for 

8s, extremely useful.

(H

n

raers for literature should be sent to the B Up mwion^ W G.l, 
°l the Pioneer Press, 41, Gray’s Inn Bond, London, iv .o . , 
‘"id not to the Editor.

min ® services of the National Secular Society in connection 
tlD secular Burial Services are required, all communica- 
Oivii Siou d̂ be addressed to the Secretary, It. H. ltosetti, 

1 as long notice as possible.
Hjj Tl
inQ ^ thinker will be forwarded direct from the Publish- 
V e a r i 6 a" ^Le following rates (Home and Abroad): One 

l  ’ half-year, Ss. 6d.; three-months, 4s. 4d.
Ure Notices should reach the Office by Friday morning

SUGAR PLUMS
art.;nf Wlŝ  "° caU special attention to the new series of 
are commencing this week by E. A. Ridley. They7 
"ns °1Q̂  published at an opportune moment, for there 
l«'ft ,1?Ver a time when it was more important for 
pf0„ "ukers to be 'acquainted with the machinations and 

°f the Roman Catholic Church. Mr. F. A. 
f e e / las made a special study of the subject, arid we 
led,’ Ure "hat the author will add something to pur know- 

(> "he history of the Vatican.

a suitable hall can be found for its own meetings, 
net;,. H,'s °f the Blackpool Branch N.S.S.- are taking anÿtiv
hiWia har" hi the discussions of the Blackpool Debating 
1(11 . which meets, every Tuesday evening at 
Jen/ (1!"aide Street, Blackpool. Up to the end of the 

n° speaker is on the syllabus twice, and the 
giy  ̂ s "0|' discussion are equally varied. Our notice 
:|l'r>i|| la>,"hne for commencing but it would appear to be

(-30 p.iri.

0t W  Lord’s Day Observance Society, those champions 
ft,, (Tdoni— for Christians only— having scored a few 

' "ifibbatarian successes, is becoming bolder. The 
"able-tennis finals are down for the decision on a 

I,,,’ ’/?  and (he L.D.O.S. warriors are on the warpath. 
tlia. hinkers, unorganised as well as organised, must see 
^ lit "his revival of Sabbatarianism does .not take root 
sp). ■ file message of Freetbougbt can be very usefully 
U’b/i hy tlie judic lions distribution of N.S.S. leaflets 

uaay l,e bad from our offices, 41, Gray’s Inn Road, 
°u, W.C. 1, at Is. per hundred, assorted.

ip /  Iglous arguments usually begin with folly and end 
ftp. '¡"hision. To-day the world has become too vast 
'L|,.lv'y 8°ds to rule, and when, they cannot rule they 
to./,' • A. god who does nothing is bad enough, but. 
V|f l:v Whenever lie tries to do something lie finds him- 
¡h,| 111 the lands of nowhere. ’Plie gods are beyond 
hV,,;:ve/ - ’n".. They came from nothing, and they will 

11 to their suitable home.

THE MYTH PROBLEM AGAIN
III

IN his pamphlet, “  Did Jesus Really Live?”  the Rev. 
G. M. Elliott gives the usual “  historical ”  evidence— 
just as if this evidence had never been minutely examined 
by the Mytliicists. He brings forward Pliny, Suetonius, 
and Tacitus, with the air of one who, claiming that the 
case for Jesus had been badly put to the unbeliever, now 
does it properly with overwhelming force. 1 can hardly 
believe, however, that even such an untried parson as 
Mr. Elliott and his enthusiastic sponsor, the Chancellor 
of Chichester Cathedral, believe that these Roman writers 
have escaped the notice of Robertson, Dujardin, and the 
others. 'The truth is that all the believers in Jesus, 
whether ns a God or as a Man, Jew, Rationalist, and 
Christian alike, always trot out Pliny, Suetonius, and 
Tacitus, and take the greatest care almost to ignore the 
very trenchant comments of the writers who claim that 
Jesus is a myth.

W hat1 does the “ evidence”  of Pliny amount to? 
Simply that he met) Christians who sang hymns to 
“  Christ ”  as a God. Even if this statement of Pliny is 
absolutely authentic, it has no more bearing on the 
existence of Jesus than if he had met Egyptians, singing 
hymns to Horns. Does that prove that Horns was God 
Almighty on earth, or even that he had lived as a Man? 
Does hymn singing to Ra prove that Ra really lived as 
a Man? Pliny actually called this singing u “  super
stition ”  just as Mr. Elliott calls singing to Ra and Horns 
superstition— unless lie himself believes that they are 
both God Almighty and therefore the’ Fathers of Jesus.

As for the “  evidence ”  of Suetonius—it is what 1 call 
funny. Here is Mr. Elliott bringing in somebody he culls 
“  Christus ”  (though Suetonius calls him “  Chrestus ” ) 
heading Jewish riots in Rome about the year 45 A.D., 
as a proof that a God called Jesus really lived in Palestine 
and was crucified about the year 30 A.D. Exactly what 
is the connection, the Lord only knows— I do not. But 
why does Mr. Elliott call this leader “  Christus ” — 1 
would dearly like to know?

The “  testimony of the historian Tacitus is on a 
different level, of course, hut all it amounts to is that ho 
records the conflagration in Rome in (14 A.D., for which 
Nero blamed the “  Christians.” These Christians, he 
says, belonged to a sect, “  the founder of which was 
Christus, who, in the reign of Tiberius, was punished as 
a criminal by the procurator, Pontius Pilate.”  And 
Tacitus goes on to record the cruelties practised upon 
them for what Nero called their share in the burning of 
Rome.

All this proves that when Tacitus was writing in the 
second century he simply repeated what he heard about 
the Christians—who were for him one of the numerous 
sects which came out -of Palestine and the surrounding 
countries. He had probably met Christians and he just 
followed their story.

But the authenticity of this passage about Jesus and 
the Christians being tortured in Romo lias been severely 
questioned. And not only this passage. The English 
writer, W. J. Ross, wrote a powerful work maintaining 
(hat the whole of the Annals of Tacitus was a- fifteenth 
century forgery and he was followed by the Frenchman, 
Hochart. As far as 1 have read their works, | am in 
complete agreement, but now is not the time to discuss 
(bis very complicated question. Except for one criticism, 
Ross, as far as 1 know, has never been answered; 1 hope 
one day to deal with this criticism in full.

The point to note here is that the description of the 
awful tortures the Christians suffered under Nero reads



exactly like the account given by Sulpicius Severus, who 
wrote in the fifth century and, I have little doubt, was 
used by the forger. It should be added also that Suetonius 
who “  went for ”  Nero without mercy claims, that, in 
his public entertainments, Nero insisted that no human, 
not even criminal, lives should be sacrificed; hut the 
problems set up by Tacitus are far too big to be discussed 
in a, few lines. I doubt whether MV. Elliott knows any
thing whatever about them or even if he has read a single 
work on Tacitus.

Of course, writers in the second century like Lucian— 
and Tacitus—might well write about Jesus as if lie had 
lived; the story, had taken shape by then. What we 
have not got is any contemporary evidence, the only- 
evidence that matters. There were dozens of famous 
writers who lived about the time Jesus is supposed to 
have performed miracles— and not one of them knows 
anything whatever of any miraculous happenings, not 
even, in fact, that there was a Jesus. It was this fact 
which drew from Gibbon one oT his most famous 
ironical passages.

The most amusing part of Mr. Elliott’s pamphlet is, 
however, when he gives the “  testimony ”  of Dr. Cony- 
beare and Sir Oliver Lodge. Jesus “  really ”  lived be
cause Lodge says “  Christ revealed to us the human 
aspect of God.”  The “  Historical Christ ’ ’ really lived 
because Conybeare says that you will find him mentioned 
in Mark, in the “  Teaching Document— used by the first 
and third Evangelists”  (incidentally there is no evidence 
whatever for this document) in Acts and the “  letters of 
Paul,”  in the Epistles of Ignatius and in John’s Gospel 
and Epistles. Why Conybeare did not . say the New 
Testament outright and certain Apocryphai I do not 
know. Does Mr. Elliott “  really ”  believe that this 
farrago of nonsense will make Mythicists immediately go 
over to Christianity? I can hardly believe that even a raw 
and untrained parson can be quite so silly.

What Mr. Elliott should do is to show that the 
‘ ‘ biographers ”  Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John, were 
not only so accurate that they agreed in every particular, 
but that the miracles which they said Jesus performed 
took place; and he should commence by convincing Dr. 
Barnes and the Modern Churchmen before crossing 
swords with men like John M. Robertson. He should 
convince Unitarians like Professor, Eetlin Carpenter 
(whom he quotes as saying that “ J. M. Robertson was 
guilty of constant inaccuracy,”  “  Suppression of 
evidence,”  etc., an impudent lie if ever there was one) 
that Jesus was God Almighty. If Jesus did not come 
from heaven to be worshipped, says Mr. Elliott, he

becomes the worst teacher the world has ever known 
for lie failed to convey his meaning to any of his followers, 
least of all to his Apostles.”  Moreover, “  the disciples, 
the early Church, the Fathers, the great Scholars, and 
the, multitudes, must all have been deluded,”  if Jesus 
was not God Almighty. Mr. Elliott might have added 
also that Wells, John Stuart Mill, Lucian, Tacitus, 
Klausner, Eisler, and dozens of others who believe or 
believed that Jesus was a mere man, were also deluded, 
though they are confidently dragged in to support his 
claim that Jesus really lived.

One more word. Mr. Elliott says that “  no Jew ever 
wasted his breath in denying the existence of Jesus as an 
historic figure.”  Such childish dogmatism could conic 
only from someone who knew and knows all the Jews 
that ever lived. It is nothing but mere assertion. As a 
matter of fact— as many readers know—in the Christian 
Justin's ‘ ‘ Dialogue with Trypho,”  written about the year 
150 A.D., the Jew roundly declares that ‘ ‘ if Christ has 
indeed been born ” —which he obviously doubted—he is

quite unknown., and that Christians accept “  a grounait*-
report and “  invent a Christ ”  for themselves. 11 ,||M!
1S rlot a Jew denying that Christ ever existed, words li»vu-  -  Ur Elliott ta
i «vuU,r""ïg ‘ Just'1’ ” 0 °ne exi,ects a Rev. Mr. Elliott
-  r e f u t a t i L ' ' » J l l ' i n s  u *  »  * *

The tv  ,1 • I ‘ r 0 Myth theory, 
two years ar'o‘ 1 IV “  commandoes ”  feared

’ u,ls 1 ,e 01|e who looked upon the stoiyiphlet shows ho«of Jesus as entirely mythical. This pam 
strong still is that fear.

H. 0UTNEh-

FREETHINKERS SHOULD SUPPORT UNESCO
\\ H EN that outstanding scientist and rationalist J"|'"" 
Huxley was attacked by the American Legion in Te-x;|sj 
as Europe s Number One Atheist, who should be ouste" 
as Director General of Unesco, 1 for one humanist was 
extremely annoyed. Of course, this same America 
Eegiou has repeatedly been exposed by such lll> 
tinguished writers ns George Seldes— in his courage»”!' 
weekly, In Fact,”  which lias the largest ljbe”1 
circulation in America—as a very reactionary outfit, &l 

,we really can’t expect anything better.
But this attack does demonstrate ignorant press'11' 

against Julian Huxley’s fine and outspoken human”11” ' 
It shows that all humanists’ should give their wh ”  
hearted interest and support to Julian Huxley " l”‘ . 
the great organisation lie heads. For all of us

and reason and....id"' I
\V"

interested in seeing intelligence and reason on<> 
human mind take over the guidance of human beha' 
rather than primitive theological superstitions- / 
realise that Unesco, as the supreme global intelk’1 ,̂,/ 
organisation of our time, can be a great force here. 
so it is a keen pleasure to learn of ‘ ‘The Unesco Coi"'1 ^ 

Here, monthly in this fine new paper the editor, 
Kofller, presents real evidence of Unesco's great " .|1(J 
wide fight to extend the reasoning power of the ' 
over societal conduct: Unesco’s co-ordination, 
scientific groups and their vital knowledge seV-,ui'i 
illiteracy’s challenge to film education in Africa, fn -(, 
mass education, how the compelling beauty of ” , 
becomes a weapon for world ]>eace and interna 
understanding, Unesco’s aid to war-devastated sP1(''¡„ir 
centres in Europe and Asia, the four emergency re® t],e 
for fundamental education in our world to-duy, 
necessity for the popularisation of scientific know" 'J0,. 
society’s neglect of inexpensive books as a medim11 T 
popular communication of facts and ideas, all t '"s 
so much more.

The type of high adventure that really matt«'offascinatingly depicted: in illustrated accounts 1(1, 
French expedition exploring the Upper Amazon, "^¡.,1 
anthropological field survey of the culture of the M 
Valley peoples of Haiti amidst all the lush tropic 
of the \Vest Indies, South America’s tquitos Come’ * ,, 
creating the International Institute of the I?' 
Amazon to explore and develop this strange and unK 
region, and so on. \ ._ß(\

The pathetic appeal of the war orphans is particukn1  ̂
in the story of the little children of Pestalozzi Vilb'F
Switzerland.

Of special interest to us is the article in the May ■ j,y 
calling for a “  New Humanism ” for our eivilisati011’ (,y 
Dr. Pedro Bosch-Gimpera, the head of H|ieS1 
Philosophy and Humanities Section. p

Julian Huxley wisely observes of the whole dii_"rlt’V|1lf 
world situation in our time: “ Man cannot exist 
illiterate and half literate.”  How reminiscent of *'

sclW
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ê̂ e^rated “ race between education and 
 ̂ roI)ae- ’ Yes, Unesco is keenly awukei to the social 

"|enfcy of our age.
¡s |, u|| year’s subscription to “  The Unesco Courier 
I*.,,-1 ®d. from Unesco House, 19 Avenue Kleber,
ai,s 16-e. France.

GORDON CAULFIELD.

GOD THE CO-OPERATOR
■,[ autumn, all over the world, religious people con- 
Ul0|a e thank God for the harvest. They are the 

rin representatives of those' whom Tennyson called— 
an ill-used race of men that cleave the soil,

0vv the seed, and reap the harvest with 
enduring toil,

toring yearly little dues of wheat and wine 
and oil;

j -“ l they perish . . . ”
pfl ! sPite of their labour, and however wretched its 
t|l(,j Uct> the present-day farmer and his labourers never- 

“ leet to thank God, even though the former must 
rlj y to the tax authorities for income tax relief in 
thin k 'os&es- tt may be suspected of course, that the 
of' ' vs would be less frequent were it not for a class 
■u^Ple whose function it is, not without payment, to 
, ()rk"°n the harvesters to render them, for every land 
m1(| M socs, long before he grows old, years of failure 
ll0 ’aght, when nature seems to conspire against man’s 
Ui,p ■ when drought, Hood, wind and frost, singly or in 
i>|. scrape, drown, wither and blacken, the field 

r cr0p, at the time of sowing, growing, or of fruit.
, experience, being so very general, would be ex- 

lav,,,,. to cause prayer to cease. Alas! To inertia in 
ptest,i’ r 1)1 old custom is linked the power and social 
' lij”6 the priest. In belief he may be as superstitious 

lf;ast S> .ck> but in action he is more rational, for at
ioWfieJe 1ms a reward, and it is a material one. The

'nS> and even pay to do it.^ ...............
tiothĵ  Members of his community give thanks for

\V)lt;e,re.,is *n a little book, “  The Story of a Grain of 
of a ’ by Mr. W. C. Edgar, a picturesque description 
it ’«odem field of wheat, with its fi.OOO acres stretching 
'oils, vry ^'’ ection as far as sight, one unbroken, waving 
fe îi grain. This so glorious and impressive scene, 
i!rnj( to Mr. Edgar’s mind, the small patch of dubious 
bit,.,!’ .brought from the soil by the arduous, un
til,. . "'ttent, and unintelligent labour of the grower in 
lie J/Wk-bread period of wheat cultivation. The soul, 
of A111*’ was lifted up, and the glorious story of u grain 
tlii. |lu&t was told without words in a picture painted by 

° f  a gracious Almighty, who, through ages of 
Oo^^ion and fear, brought• forth his people to he wit* 
bou cf his greatness through the hand of man and the

\AV °f nature,
* ’^nse 
,>ork

. UQ J CJ l X

%\y'' Ges himself as a. special recipient of his God’s 
li|,l| .:v. provided with a plentitude of good grain, and 
.L.;,,,„ '"g as but dust the poor toilers of thousands of 
•In.,..' with their dwarfed, insignificant, harried and 
'll,,.11 ened grain, all that the same God thought their

'C'Ward.
'1 , lale of wheat, he continued, was ever the story 
I'Ciiq'11* s achievement, with God’s help; each chapter 
1 s' luK an upward stef) in human progress, an advance 
i ,„ '" ‘‘ wo and civilisation, to the final prospective

J’Dense is here in plenty, but apart from that, what 
)vh(, 1. °f stupendous egoism appears, in that of a man

trj,
*iiitt1 1 . 'n a brotherhood of man, where in the east. 
Hilfv lfllghDbe hungry, hut the west would not let him 

Interdependent, the nations would feed each

other, and wheat would continue its beautiful mission 
of peace and goodwill; and there would be no more 
hunger in the world.

We will not laugh at this Utopia, for it has some 
rational basis, but when did God co-operate with man 
toward the harvest? The picture is of the twentieth 
century position, but the cultivation of wheat goes back 
probably to more than 4,000 years ago. During such a 
period man in respect of his food supply, has suffered 
many calamities.

The story of wheat is an epitome of man’s long con
tinued struggle to master his environment. God once, 
they say, intervened in the struggle. He drowned the 
world; an odd instance of co-operation.

Apart, however, from fairy stories, savage man, 
pressed by hunger, and regardless of anything but its 
immediate pacification, plucked the berry from the stalk 
of wheat’s primitive parent, and using his teeth for 
millstones, ground grist for a vehement customer—his 
own stomach.

Thence he learned forethought by painful experience, 
planted and reaped his slender crop with crude 
implements, ground his poor stock in a simple mortar 
of stones, with a rugged pestle, and husbanded his 
rudimentary flour against the scarcity to come.

Then came larger fields, more generously planted, 
cultivated with better, tools; and greater crops followed 
the more intelligent methods. These old fields tell a 
pathetic story, as we look back upon them from the 
position of to-day; sometimes of slaves driven to labour 
by blows, sweating and groaning at unending tasks, 
sometimes, more happily, of honest yeomen who first 
wrested their ground from the wilderness, forest or 
jungle, and then defended their crops from prowling 
beasts, marauding soldiery, 1he< thief by night, and the 
oppressor by day. They tell of early tithes exacted by 
God; yes, exacted by God, but consumed by his priests; 
and of taxes so amply taken that the farmer starved.

Where in this picture do we find the Great Co-operator, 
God? All was done with God’s help, said the author. 
The facts written down by him contradict his theory.

What, for example, was God doing in 1891-92, when 
there was a great Russian wheat famine?

That famine is graphically described by Mr. Edgar- 
He writes of it as unparalleled for severity and extent, 
the result of crop failures affecting about 18 governments, 
from Perm in the north-east to Orel in the central 
west, over a region comprising some of the best and most 
productive districts of (lie Empire. Horses and cows 
were sold off at ridiculous prices, the former sometimes 
for three roubles. The peasant was reduced to eating 
“  hunger-bread,”  a horrible mixture of the leheda weed, 
a small amount of rye, and chopped straw, bark or even 
sand. The use of Ibis noxious compound caused dire 
stomacdi disorders.; and scurvy, typhus and smallpox 
followed in the wake of famine.

The Russians, pursuing the usual religious practice, 
thanked God for their harvest.

The gods, one or more, do, however, nothing for men. 
Tennyson, in the poem already quoted, described them 
as beings that: —

‘ ‘ smile in secret looking over wasted lands, 
Blight and famine, plague and earthquake, 

roaring deeps and fiery sands,
Clanging fights, and flaming towns and sinking 

ships, and praying hands.”
'I’he gods, however, do not even sneer at man; indeed, 

they do nothing at all, nothing at all, and what does 
nothing is nothing.

J. G. LUPTON.
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FATE AND CAUSATION
NEITHER Mr. Robertson nor 1 believe in Fatalism, yet 
we differ as to what it means, or, to be more exact, as to 
how it would operate. In his letter (“  Freethinker,”  
September 26) be says, “  If fatalism is true it destroys 
all causes but one . . .everything is fixed from eternity, 
and nothing that happens makes a difference;”  and be 
illustrates bis argument thus : “  We find that by striking 
a match we can make a fire, and so on. But this view 
contradicts fatalism. For if the fire is predetermined 
from eternity, then 1 do not make it: the idea of causa
tion in matches and other finite things becomes invalid.
I make no difference in striking the match, nor does the 
match by contact with the fuel; for in a predetermined 
universe nothing finite makes anything.”

Now, I contend that, if fatalism is true, it does not 
supersede causation, and 1 will adopt Mr. Robertson’s 
own illustration to prove it.

If the fire is predetermined from eternity then the 
matches, fuel, etc. (seeing that they exist) must also be 
predetermined; and, if not as causal agents in producing 
the fire, for what other purpose? If the application of 
the match to the fuel does not cause the fire, what does 
cause it, and why were matches fated to be invented? 
Is it thinkable that the fire would ignite of itself? Mr. 
Robertson’s theory of absolute fatalism breaks down 
when we consider that the fire in question is not an 
isolated unconditional fact, but the result of countless 
contributory facts, each a preformed link in the causal 
chain which terminates in the fire-place.

We are told that in a predetermined universe, nothing 
finite makes anything, and that everything is fixed from 
eternity; but may not the making of things be pre
ordained? I see no reason why the action of fate should 
be restricted to producing bricks without straw or effects 
without causes. Mr. Robertson says that my argument 
for causation is arbitrary. Hut what could be more 
arbitrary than to suppose, as be does, that everything 
happens without other assignable cause than the fist of 
some inconceivable entity? Such a supposition transports 
us into the region of “  The Arabian Nights ”  where 
things happen, not by a nexus of cause and effect, but in 
virtue of some such potently operative formula as 

Open Sesame 1 ”  ,
In short. In a universe where ex¡crything is the result 

of fate, it must follow that means are no less predeter
mined than ends.

A. YATES.

NEW APOLOGETICS
THE genuinely converted Atheist is a rare bird in these 
modern days. That there are a few Agnostics who have 
eventually seen the light of Christianity, the figure of Dr. 
Joad is a perpetual reminder; but Atheists (except Air. 
0. S. Lewis, who is shy of declaring the period of bis life 
during which be regarded himself as an Atheist) rarely 
return to religion. For that reason I think that Air. Chad 
Walsh, author of ‘ ‘ Stop Looking and Listen ”  (S.C.AI, 
Press ; 6s.), deserves the attention of all Freethinkers. 
Air. Walsh is lecturer in English in an American univer
sity, and, unlike many university lecturers in English, be 
is able to write a taut, nervous prose which is easy (<> 
read and to understand. And bis statement of flic case 
against both Atheism and Agnosticism is something which 
can be read with respect. He is no tub-thumping, crude 
evangelist; nor is he the fundamentalist typo of Christian. 
Tie is, in other words, a man whose ideas are intellectually 
respectable, even though many of them will not command 
the assent of all readers.

And on what grounds does Mr. Walsh refuse  ̂ *> j;1iiily 
the Atheist or Agnostic explanation of things •  ̂jiaS
because be holds that what be calls secular op ¿ecUlar
been disproved by the logic of events.  ̂world
optimism ”  be defines, roughly, as a belief that 1 in,nl 
is improving, that the process of evolution is le-' °ieces- 
slowly in an upward direction, and that all tha ■ ¡s 
sary for a perpetual progress towards humanlutpp^^.^, 
for men to realise the general direction of things, 
them along whenever possible. It may be tin . re. 
densing bis argument 1 have to some extent m *  ̂0[
sented it; but 1 do not think so. In any event, 11 ininds 
us have met Secularists and Freethinkers whose ^ jy  
work that way. During the nineties of the last c  ̂
something of that sort was generally thought to be •* J(lJ. 
able. But during the present century, with the â ore.

1 ’ anyof totalitarianism of one kind and another, wj
over, two world wars (and a third on the horizon) 
such belief in progress has become progressively p 
difficult. Many people, indeed, would say tha ■ ^
impossible to think that man has in any way 0Il̂ y(1||s, 
since the beginning of recorded history. H. G. < |y 
that “  secular optimist ”  par excellence, cel. '))ed, 
changed his mind when he was almost on bis den ■1 ^
and Ins Inst book was almost a shout of despair " ’
being any possibility of man’s escape from the d 
which the development of science was setting Jlin1', r jt 

All this Air. Walsh sets out admirably, showing t^|#|, 
is by no means easy to continue to believe in ,e js in 
progress. Where he is less successful, to my mind. , ^
suggesting that the orthodox brand of religion 
the solution of this very real problem. That a p,e 
people find in religion a satisfactory answer to 11 
questions which the universe sets them is undeniable,  ̂
that this will ever be so of people as a whole seelIiy.1l*l' 

verv doubtful. However, I think that Mr- ' . ‘find
iviUf

to be
deserves to be read. How many of bis readers "*■ (|,er 
him a hundred per cent, convincing is, of course, 
matter. But I think that be is a symptom which we ’ 
ignore at our peril.

JOHN ROWLAND

B.B.C.
(Belief-Brewing-Christians) ,il(1

THE other day T checked the radio programme t°  i,,, 
out bow much time was devoted to devotional broadc‘ • (( 
The outcome was 495 minutes or eight lion}'* 
quarter, not included are all those little occasions 
for pious reflections. -hoi®

That is to- say that in the jveekly programme ft "  p,,. 
working-day is being wasted on stuff the majority °  
listeners—who have to pay ,for it all the same—"|l |<J
interested in. For if ‘they were interested, there i,
be no [joint in the priests complaining of poor byattendances. However, that seems to lie the reason  ̂
the B.B.C. detun it necessary to deliver God in®0 
homes. ’ )

Church is the indispensable servant of govern!" p 
and with all means of “ opinion production”  in the u .■ 
of governments. Yet the proportion of “  heart-ln®1 
can be reduced, and that is where the N.S.S. come* ^  

Tn the past, the efforts of the Secularists eountc^, 
a great, dei.il in the broadening of intellectual Lr" < |)\ 
Through countless public meetings, lobbying pf Aid '. '' p, 
pamphlets and by articles in papers and period'^ ^ 
their influence on English life was out of all propo^^t 
to the numbers of their supporters. Once again w" . 
face actual problems ; but this can only be attained ' 
take up the fight for a popular idea.
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S() llB sach task could he the struggle against the “  soft- 
•''sist'8 ^ie so far unhampered by any
pu * <l!'Ce from this side of their “  customers.”  lie who 
let  ̂ le P*.Per eaHs the tune, as the saying goes. Well, 
St),i]"s Câ  it. and be it even through a prolonged licence 
illu',e ’ “ t us refuse to pay our licences. There is not 
j)ai 1 sen» in clamouring for secular broadcasts as a 
tli < e’i 0̂l so 0̂11S as those in power are interested in 
list, 111 ti'erance of religion, whatever the outlook of the 
treaflGrf ’ to sidetrack all the issues and
tlic'-. US to a farce. No doubt they will always employ 

vur*ous "  heart-lift ”  boys, but the blatant broad- 
pa,,np °f church services can be resisted. Even in 
ut. 10 ^'dominated countries, the broadcasting systems 
b , «  more restricted in this respect than is the

ciif*' ul1derstood,‘ however, the main thing is to pick 
$lj 4 tactical aim, to mobilize public opinion, and to get 

movement moving. This will give us a new impetus 
tevivify our strength. P. G. ROY.

CORRESPONDENCE
s THE DANCE OF DEATH

writers on the subject in “  The Freethinker ”  
in ji f e to know of a useful book under this title. It has 
tlle ¿“ '"auction by James M. Clark, and was published by 
Alle, liUtlon Press in 1947. It can now be obtained from 

a»d Unwin Ltd.’ , for 6s.—Yours, etc.,
W. K ent.

Si SOCIALISM
fl'nvM Helen Marshall has asked a question (October 3). 
slJi‘do as authors of “ Money Must G o!”  we bare 
“ e ..1 ..interest

Money Must G o!”  we liave a 
in one definition of that blessed word 

” , and hence although more concerned with
tile f„n ions rather than definitions, we beg leave to intrude 

s "blowing;_
1*>onevaUsm that world organisation of people in which 
Usp , i1,0 longer is used since goods would lie produced for 

'flu i an<i for free distribution, 
ill,,, . definition will satisfy neither the logicians nor the 
Hioi-e lstV  hut we believe it has some advantages over the 
flip ..hiecise one usually offered. It is pictorial and conveys to 

ners s°me of the more important implications and 
its Vs °f a Socialist Society. The moneyless aspect, by 
v' i ( l'lt.y. ¡rives a jolt to the imagination, and thus pro- 
Mii,,. | Vtestions—a boon to the teacher. Finally, it does 

demarcate Socialism from all pseudo varieties and 
ti'i0w, be difficult to manipulate and distort by political 

Ĵ ers,I , . ' t h ,
'•»iq̂ ,, bat is a good definition?”  asked Henri Poincare, and his 
bad,/ 's one which we are sure every Freethinker and 

l' Would endorse.
.'.‘ Tor the philosopher or the scientist, it is a definition 
’*!lch applies to all the objects to he defined and applies 

I?*J to them ; it is that which satisfies the rules of logic, 
"t .in education it is not that; it is one that can he 
"derstood hv the pupils.” — (“  Science and Method,”  
*6® 117.)— Yours, etc.,

1’ lIIT.OHKN.”

s MR. ROBERTSON AND MR. ROWLAND
'"v I.n'r-Mr. Robertson says that he is not concerned with 
iiis y°htical philosophy. He /*, however, since he has done 

t(> suggest that 1 am animated by an anti-Soviet 
i bi/ ; x’ which (he thinks) lias arisen in the last two years. 
I'd m,s Hot so. Still, he that as it may, his statement that 
1,1 ty,V’°t consult a “  single Communist body or individual ”  
% ; ni ,ng it is surely beside the point. Does he think that 
"kli a s'nKle word in his book which is not in accordance 
I'l1 y 11,0 strictest party line of the orthodox Communist Party, 
K n‘1* his philosophical approach (nowhere explicitly stated) 
i'*tei'Sv of the Communist Party’ s obligatory dialectical 
l’ °uti111 ,smf> One does not. in my opinion, write a scientific 
Sn(l,se on the development of thought by writing a Alarxist 
I Ala,0 . ' ,  and then, going through the MS, crossing out 

oi- “  Communism ”  and substituting “  Scientific 
"o,lo; l,sm which, frankly, is what lie appears to me to have 

Mr. Robertson may say that my statement about

causal laws holding good in physics but liot in psychology or 
sociology is "ru b b ish ” ; but I feci quite confident that our 
long-suffering readers will find it difficult briefly to express 
his central t h e s is  on determinism in any other way.—Y’ ours, 
etc., J ohn R owland.

NATIONALISATION
Sm,—We are hearing a great deal about Nationalisation. 

Is it not time that Social Settlements were taken over by the 
State? As 1 want my children to get on in the world, and 
encourage them to join a Church Settlement near here in the 
East End, I was disgusted to find that there were very little 
cultural or educational activities, hut that the beautiful club 
rooms were nothing more than games saloons.

On enquiring further, a number of allegations were made— 
and in order to avoid further scandal, woud it not be wise to 
nationalise these Settlements? It would protect the public 
who give the money, and provide something worth while for 
those who use them.—-Yours, etc., F. K.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.
LONDON—Outdoor

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead 
Heath)__Sunday, 12 noon : Mr. L. Ebury.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Marble Arch, Hyde Park).— Sun
day, 4 p .m .: Messrs. E. C. Saphin, J ames H art, G. W ood, 
E P\qe

LONDON— Indoor
Conway Discussion Circle (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 

W.C. 1).—Tuesday, November 2nd, 7 p .m .: a lecture.
Rationalist Press Association (Alliance Hall, Palmer Street, 

S.W. 1).—Monday, November 1st, 7 p.m.: “ Reconstructing 
the Remote Past,”  5th lecture: “  The Development of 
Vertebrates,”  W. E. Swinton, Pli.D., F.R.S.E.

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
W.C. 1).—Sunday. 11 a.m .: “  Values and Veracity,”  Prof. 
A. E. H eath, A1.A.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Laurie Arms, Crawford Place, 
Edgware Road, W. 1).—Sunday, 7-15 p.m.: “ Yugoslavia— 
Behind the Stalin-Tito Clash,”  Mr. .Took H aston, R.C.P.

COUNTRY— Outdoor
Glasgow (Brunswick Street).— Sunday, 3 p .m .: Messrs. S. 

B kyden, E. Lawasi and J. HuMrnREY.
Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Castle Street)__Sunday, 7-30 p .m .:

Mr. J. Barker.
Nottingham (Market Place).—Sunday, 7 p .m .: Mr. T. M- 

Mosley.
COUNTRY—Indoor

Birmingham Branch N.S.S. (38, John Bright Street, Room 13) 
—Sunday, 7 p.m.: “ The Church in Politics,”  Mr. F. A. 
H ohnibrook.

Blackpool Debating Society (46, Adelaide Street).- Tuesday, 
November 2nd, 7 p.m.: “  Some Aspects of Liberal Policy,”  
Air. J. W . W yers.

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Science Room. Mechanics’ Institute). 
Sunday. 6-30 p.m.: “ Catholic Statistics,”  Air. H. A. J. 
Peahmaix, A.L.C.D.

Glasgow Secular Society (McLcllau Galleries, Sauchiehall 
Street).—Sunday, 7 p.m.: a lecture.

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall. Humberstono Gate).— 
•  Sunday, 6-30 p.m.: “ Anti-Semitism — A Menace to

Society,”  Air. S. Sugarman.
p Nottingham Cosmopolitan Debating Society (Technical College, 

Shakespeare Street).—Sunday, 2-30 p.m.: “ The Failure of 
the Left,”  Air. B. A. B acon. \

LONELY? Join Friendship Circle. Details, Od. Secretary, 
34, Honeywell Road, London, S.W. 11.

“  DIALOGUES OF THE GODS.”  Two plays, translated from 
the Greek of Luciani Rationalist and Satirist. Just 
published. Post free, (Is. (kl. G. Knight, 92, Alnygrove 
Road, Kilburn, N.W. 6.

SECOND-HAND BOOK'S. Wants List Welcomed. Michael 
Boyle, 21 Rosslyn Hill, N.W. 3.1
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LIFT UP YOUR HEADS
An Anthology for Freethinkers

b y

WILLIAM KENT, F.S.A.
“  Lift Up Your Heads ”  is an anthology for freethinkers.
Bernard Shaw. T. H. Huxley, Bertrand Russell, Thomas 
Hardy, they are all gathered together Hinging their 
scepticism in the face of- the organised Churches. This 
acid collection should be salutary and stimulating reading 
for Christians and non-Christians alike.— “  Forward.”

400 Q u o t a t i o n s  
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THE AG E OF REASON
By THOMAS PAINE

The book that has survived over a century of abuse 
and misrepresentation.

Includes a critical introduction and life by Chapman 
Cohen and a reproduction of a commemoration plaque 
subscribed by American soldiers in this country.

230 pages. Price, cloth, 3s. Paper, 2s. Postage 3d.

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING
By CHAPMAN COHEN 

Series Nos. I, 2, 3 and 4 
Each volume about 160 pages 

Essays include :—
Religion and To-day. Religion and the State.
Do Miracles Happen ? Religion and the Young.
Praying for Rain. Is Religion of Use?

Price 2s. 6d., postage 2\d.
The four vols. 10s. 6d ., post free

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK
By G. W. FOOTE and W. P. BALL

Specially compiled for easy reference. For Freethln^ 
and inquiring Christians

References given for Bible Contradictions, Absura 
Atrocities, Prophecies and Immoralities
9tli edition. 2nd printing. 176 pages.

Price 3 s ., Cloth only. Postage 2id.
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