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|,Die Royal Martyr ”
Hi')]'' Junuary 30, 1649, according to our present 
c , 10(1 of computing time (not then in vogue).

1(mes I, of England, Scotland and Ireland, King, and 
in \n-nder the Faith,”  was beheaded upon a scaffold 

'' hitehall after judicial sentence by a revolutionary 
l1.1*’ three days earlier. The reasons for this drastic

Action "'ere briefly these.
(1|. 11 the temporal field the English people were tired 

1,11 absolute Monarchy which had outstayed both its 
il ''u and utility, and which strove to preserve

, Dy violence and intrigue. Whilst in that ol 
,li 'S'on, the then Protestant people of England asserted 

jL'1.r nialiengble right of “  Private Judgment,”  even 
saiiist kings, not to mention the fact that they were 

0j certain which “ ' Faith ”  this royal “  Defender
Paith ’* intended to defend : Canterbury or Rome! 

i,,n e . recall this now somewhat ancient event for the 
owing reason : The tercentenary of the execution of

Ki
of 'g Charles L was celebrated last week, and a humbei 

oui; more conservative historians, or, who pass for 
*),(S*V have used Ibis memorable anniversary “  to point 

moral and adorn the tale ” — particularly the latter. 
; ''cording to the somewhat belated wisdom of these 
lu,iiiiaries of learning, King Charles was an excellent 
I11'! much-wronged monarch, even, a. premature 
ociriocrat who died to save his people—from, presum- 

themselves. In short, the legend of the “  Royal 
•Uiirtyr,” that hoary “  tale for the Marines,”  as the 
pencil elegantly plirase it, is once again dished up in 
l*"-' Sunday Press for the edification of all and sundry.

We think it opportune to recall in 1949 the now some- 
"mat remote event which made a contemporary 
. ‘"ropean sensation in 1649. For it is a matter of 
■'isforical fact, beyond any question, that the forcible 
"Verthrow of the Absolute A Ton a re by in the mid- 
^venteenth century, which was effected and symbolised 
'.V the judicial execution of Charles 1, laid the 
’̂•nidation of all the popular liberties that we enjo> 

’m-clay and without the continued existence of which
Rethought itself would he a, stark impossibility. And1
"C same goes for our other liberties: free speech, free 

Eess, free elections, etc., etc.
Incidentally, in this last connection our Sunday 

|'css, which sheds “  crocodile tears ” over the Royai 
martyr, might pause to recall the here revelant tact, 
Wat ji, was not Charles I but John Milton who officially 
j'cfeuded the regicide government at the bar of 
•"I'opean opinion, who was (lie first great champion and 

We man most responsible for securing the Freedom of 
We Press*

It must not be forgotten that Charles J. intolerant 
‘figli Anglican, and the father of two Roman Catholic 
"tigs, himself not unreasonably suspected of crypto- 
uoinanism, was, and remained for the next century, the

* i-|i„ Milton’s “ Areopivgntien’’ A plea for unlicensed 
Printing.

effective symbol of religious as well as of political 
reaction.

During the .Restoration era in particular, “  Saint 
Charles ’ was a more popular saint in the Anglican 
Calendar than any other saint whatsoever: or one might 
truly add, than all the other saints put together. And 
even down to the present day “  Saint Charles ”  still 
has his devotees in High Anglican circles.

One might add that the present growing near-Fascist 
reaction in Church'and State , to which the Liberal ideas 
that have grown up since the Reformation are anathema, 
still cherish the memory of the “  Royal Martyr,”  as 
that of the man who attempted to dam the stream of 
democratic liberties that it so cordially detests. In e 
Fascist England “  Saint Charles ”  might again come 
into his own as the atavistic symbol of the blackest 
political and ecclesiastical reaction.

It only remains to direct a glance at the antecedents 
of the Whitehall scene, when the head of Charles Stuart 
fell into the basket. We may add that it did not fall 
alone: for political absolutism and religiousi intoler­
ance fell with it, never to resume their ancient sway 
in Britain.

The English absolute monarchy of which Charles I 
was the last representative, had been founded by the. 
Tudors at the end of the 15th century after the
feudal shambles known by the picturesque but 
.misleading title of “  The Wars of the Roses.”
As an emergency regime, the absolute monarchy
had its social utility, it unified and pacified the 
country, carried through the English Reformation 
under Henry VIII and Elizabeth, and laid the founda­
tions of what was later to become the British Empire 
in the course of its struggle with Spain. But like all 
dictatorships, it refused to quit the historic scene when 
its task was done, and by the time of Charles (1625- 
1649) it had become not only superfluous, but on active 
obstacle to further progress in every sphere.

Long before 1642, when the English Revolution
started. England was heartily sick of the brutal, ineffi­
cient, and socially atavistic rule of King Charles and his 
Ministers, William Laud, the pro-Romanist intolerant 
Archbishop of Canterbury, and “  Blpck Tom ” Went­
worth, Earl of Strafford, who both preceded their royal 
master to the scaffold.

Incidentally, this medieval regime which sought to 
rule an England now emerging from the Middle Ages, 
found worthy representatives in the Stuart Kings, 
James I (1603-25). “  God s silly vassall as a Scottish 
Calvinist called the king to his face, and Charles 1 
whose duplicity was a by-word in Europe.

Such an archaic and tyrannical regime bad to be over­
thrown, and it was overthrown' by “  force, the mid­
wife of progress ”  by flic English Revolution between 
1642 and 1649. The Absolute Monarchy of Charles, the 
persecuting Church of Laud, and the totalitarian Stai 
Chamber ”  of Strafford were, in fact, overthrown so
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completely during those ever-memorable years that even 
the so-called Restoration could not in reality restore 
them. Oliver Cromwell and his Ironsides had charged 
too well for that 1

The new England that emerged in 1049, was not only 
in itself far superior to the medieval England which 
Charles I and his satellites vainly strove to preserve, 
but, even more important, contained within itself the 
germs of still further unlimited progress. There is 
hardly a progressive movement in modern British 
history, from the Industrial Revolution to socialism, 
from Atheism to the grotesquely named “  Royal 
Society ”  (which actually originated in the era of the 
Commonwealth) which does not owe its origins to the 
strong air of the English Commonwealth of the mid 
seventeenth century.

As for the “  Royal Martyr ”  himself, the verdict of 
any impartial history is clear: lie was a political tyrant, 
a religious persecutor and a social anachronism. He 
brought his deposition on himself by his arbitrary rule 
accompanied by cold-blooded personal cfruelty, and he 
owed his death to his endless intrigues. His death 
served the salutary purpose of, in the forceful words ol 
Thomas Carlyle, “  teaching Kings that they had a crich 
in their necks.”  Anyone who mourns the “  Royal 
Martyr ”  to-day is a fool, or more likely, a scheming 
knave who consciously designs to put back the clock 
of history.

F. A. RIDLEY.

ON A CHRISTIAN HANGING
RECENTLY a Christian woman, a spinster named 
Margaret Allen, was hanged by our Christian 
'■ authorities ”  at Manchester. The Home Secretary, 
.also a Christian, decided against a reprieve although no 
woman had been hanged in England for twelve years.

This horrible relapse into barbafism deserves public 
attention, especially as our fickle public, opinion and our 
vacillating House of Commons were actually proposing 
to abolish State hangings altogether a short time ago. 
Some highly influential pressure groups disliked that 
idea for various reasons, mostly bad ones; and after 
some strange divagations during which a. number of 
male murderers were reprieved, the Government has 
returned to State-murder and, worse, to including 
women amongst their gallows-fodder.

Even a “  wicked Atheist ”  may shudder at the in­
satiable pseudo-Christian appetite for bloodshed and 
hypocrisy. For the wicked Atheist may well think 
either that there is no case for what is euphemistically 
called “  capital punishment ”  because it fails to deter 
murder, and because he may disbelieve in individual 
free will and believe in determinism ; or that there ix 
a case for State-murder as the deterrent answer to 
private murder. But the wickedest Atheist cannot be 
so stupid as to think that there is a Christian case for 
murdering fellow-Christians. either in war or peace— it 
lie knows anything about the Christian religion as 
explained in the Gospels.

Imagine Jesus Christ deciding t<> hang,anyone! That 
would be a difficult feat of imagination even for a 
Christian hangman.

For Jesus Christ— the supreme authority for every 
Christian and pseudo-Christian— taught in the plainest 
possible words the doctrines of returning good for evil, 
of forgiveness even to seventy times seven times. Love 
and Salvation are the declared aims of Christianity'. 
The duty of a Christian State and of a Christian Home

Secretary to Margaret Allen was, therefore, ptrfcc ) 
plain. It was to love and save her. Instead—as al"A'“

the Christian State and the Christian Home Secre at 
betrayed their Christian Faith as completely as l,osSl 
and neither the Christian Churches nor the vast V"'. 
ol professing Christian individuals (except an ecceim11 
such as a Quaker or an unreasonable fellow like myst‘ 
says one word of protest.

What had Margaret Allen done? An evil deed 
She, a spinster of 43, had robbed and murdered a 1 
year old woman. That is quite indefensible—as indefy11 
sible as the robberies of the Penitent Thief who die1 
on the- cross with Jesus and as the murder of Uriah W, 
that man after God’s own heart,”  the ‘ ‘ man of Id00®’ , 
King David, both of blessed memory. But for aug1 
that Christians teach to the contrary, Margaret Alb11 
may be in Paradise witih the other two at this mornQ1 : 
for she has repented of her crimes. Jesus Christ die1 
to redeem her just as much as he died to redeem 
Home Secretary or the Archbishop of Canterbury, 'v‘i . 
also—can anyone of us doubt it?—need saving from thel1 
sins. So no Christian dare, or may, cast even a h|S 
little stone at the memory of the hapless Margaret Allel1, 
now she is dead.

Christianity (in its true form) does not teach the hai'r 
ing of robbers and murderers, or murderesses, 
teaches their repentance and redemption and the oyel‘ 
coming of their evil by the application of good. Apply®1# 
Christian standards to Margaret Allen means her cOI'i 
version from robbery and murder to iu respect for others 
property and lives, and her restoration and rehabilitati01’- 
1 his Lost Sheep needed our Good Shepherds of tl'e 
( hristian Churches to seek and to save her. But tlies1 
Good Shepherds were too busy evil-speaking on slid' 
subjects as ” Communistic Russia, the proneness 11 
English males and females to adulterous intercourse ai'1 
divorce and similar highly-spiced sensationalism h1 
trouble about this Ewe, strayed from the Fold of la"' 
abiding behaviour. So while the “  blind mouths ’ ()- 
the Church, that honest John Milton so fierce),Y 
denounced in ‘ ‘ Lycidas ” , neglected their Ghristh"’ 
duty, the Christian State gave Margaret Allen a pint of 
beer, a cigarette, a game of draughts, facilities for writ' 
ing ¡i last- letter, and when she had enjoyed all these, 
incontinently hanged her according to the rites and 
ceremonies of the English Christian State as by D" 
established.

A dreadful deed! But so common that we all think 
nothing of it. To us it is only a newspaper item, one 
of millions of newspaper items that we swallow to-day 
and forget tomorrow. Besides you didn’t do it, and I 
didn’t do it. We are neither the woman nor the State- 
It is the responsibility of the Home Secretary, the Judge 
the hangman, the Government—or let us say, so that n° 
one gets caned, “  the authorities,”  in case there is •* 
God after all. a God of Vengeance who may not like what 
we do with this female Cain of his whom lie created and 
whom he permitted to commit robbery and murder. But 
John Buskin and Thomas Carlyle would, in their old- 
fashioned Victorian way, declare that each of us is 
responsible.

Certainly 1 feel my share of responsibility and that 
,vhy 1 write this article. Neither the God of the Oldis wl

Testament nor the Jesus Christ of the New ever 
exempted- the State (or any other collection of men) 
from the plain Commandment “  Thou shalt not kill ” 
The State has robbed and murdered millions in the past 
and intends.to rob and murder millions in the future as 
against Margaret Allen’s om victim.
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Alto* ^  ®*'a*e must be kept alive while Margaret 
0n)i7 crir^e is answered by her death. Margaret was__  , __  _____  Marga

waging war ”  on her victim after all.
si)]« ' " e ^e  the truth of that mordant little story of 
Fial r d. Christian sailors on a. raft at last beholding 
and . om*n€ close to the land they  behold a gallows 
eou a "'¡'etched corpse suspended, doubtless “  to en- 
eried°e ^16 °^ ’els "  as, Voltaire gibed. “  Thank G od!’ ’ 
Poor 0nf ‘ * Look, it is a. Christian country.”  The
¡lan(1 “ ^rtunates indeed might have fallen into the 
l]u ls (>.‘ Pagans and heathens who, like Buddhists, bate 
peac. lL"*10n 0lf death upon man or animal, in war or

Christians run counter to their God’s teacli- 
fefj< tliout a qualm? Willy do Christians bang their 
0ll°,v|s cheerfully and often? The banging of Jesus 
1Ul , , 'e Cross would make men shrink from hanging 
1‘fcrl ler '̂umnn being on the gallows, you might imagine. 
a ^ P »  the explanation is that they still believe in the 
"h *j^es- free will and punishment. Determinists 
"¡is ^ls^eFeve in free will would say that Margaret Allen 
in', n° more responsible for her act than for her* breath- 
cal’ s* '̂er birth. Hence punishment is absurd and n 
j e wrong. That is why moderns argue that criminality 
lit h ■ tssase needing cure, not punishment, as Samuel 
*'11(1 6r urSued so long ago in “  Erewhon.”  And wicked 
p wrong as hanging is, hanging is a small matter com- 
/'C'l with living in everlasting fire in Hell, a diabolical 
0<’ 'hie still part of Church Christianity, 

jq' ‘jdison, the essay writer, desiring to be instructive on 
,,s death bed, sent for his son-in-law and said to him: 
ji 1 ee how a Christian can die.”  1 can only say: “  See 
p "  Christians, can make another die in defiance of the 
lender of their Faith.”  For Christian love, they gave 
Sj.|Js "retched female a strangling rope, and for Christian 

vation they suspended Her from a gallows. May she 
, hi peace in the kinder earth where such love and 

I fc 1 snlvation can affect her no more and where she and 
l'r victim are beyond the infliction of a cruel and 

M a tu re  death!
C. G. L. HU GANN.

THE ART OF EDEN PHILLPOTTS
DfRltE are few novelists, writing at the, present day who 
j'1" command what 1 can only call the grand manner, 

"se that phrase in no mood of sarcasm ; 1 merely menu
th, ■'Uggest that the art of writing a novel on a tragic
d'tnc, portraying man fighting for his life or his happi- 
t ss against difficult circumstances o r ‘long odds is an 

jl|f which the younger generation of novelists seem to 
ave lost. Even those, who are thought of as the most. 

Uornising youhg men—Mr. Graham Greene, Mr. P. H.
, " ’by—have for the most part at any rate a superficial 
®$einblance- to the comparatively slick methods of the 
1,1 scenario writer.

.. Almost the only surviving writer who can command 
grand manner of pre-war (I mean pre-1014) days is 
Eden Phillpotts, and his, more recent books have 

S'°wn him in lighter mood than was usual with his 
|v°rks of years ago. He has written, of course, many 
’°°ks of many types—the famous “  Dartmoor Cycle ’ ’ of 
levels of Devonshire life, the “  Human Boy ”  series of
tales. n f  e/»linnl lifp  rl pfippfiVPi 
*0

ea of school life, detective stories of distinction, and
on.
Die “  Dartmoor Cycle ”  is quite certainly his greatest 
hiuveinent in fiction, and the work on which his fame 
T eventually rest. Here are ‘JO volumes of fiction 

'bicli must, I think, be held to make up tile most massive

work of our day—a. work which, in smaller compass; lias 
some resemblance to Balzac’s. “  Comedie Humaine,”  
and to little else in world literature. I am not, naturally, 
suggesting that Mr. Phillpotts has quite the breadth and 
depth of Balzac; his sphere is, naturally, more limited. 
But actually, while his scope is comparatively narrow in 
external matters,' since all his best work is placed in that 
part of England which we call Devonshire, his know­
ledge of human nature is deep. Probably his sane 
philosophy, which gains space in most of his novels, has 

"something to do with this.
Readers who may not be acquainted with Mr. 

Phillpotts at bis best now have the opportunity of doing 
so in a fine new edition of one of the best of bis 
Dartmoor novels, ‘ ‘The Virgin in Judgment”  (Westnway 
Books, Os.). This lias an introduction by Mr. L. A. G. 
Strong, which will be found sympathetic by the majority 
of Mr. Phillpotts’s admirers. Mr. Strong points out that 
the central theme of the book is “  the judgment of an 
immature girl upon a situation and characters outside the 
range o*f her experience.”  That is indeed a theme on 
which the practised novelist can, so to speak, bite. 
After a surfeit of the saccharine novels of- later writers, 
it may seem austere and almost grim; but at the same 
time it is good to- encounter a book which comes to grips 
with a real problem as it faces real people, and not 
merely tries, to make out a pretence that it is being 
advanced by superficial realism.

Mr. Phillpotts, indeed, is in the great tradition of the 
classical English novel. As such lie should be admired 
by those of bis contemporaries who can appreciate fine 
writing which is not in any way forced. Not for him the 
conscious ‘ ‘ purple patch not for him the attempt to. 
make the reader sit up and say: “  This is brilliant 
writing!”  It is only when one looks back at the end of 
a book like “  The Virgin in Judgment ”  that one realises 
what an achievement it is. and what a fine artist we have 
in Eden Pliillpotts.

One point should be added, in fairness to the 
publishers. This is a book of nearly four hundred pages, 
well bound and attractively produced. How, in tlies * 
days, of mounting costs, such a volume can be put on 
the market at six shillings must remain the secret of the 
publishers. But all that 1 can say is that lovers of 
English fiction at its best should jump at the opportunity 
of getting such a book at such a bargain price. If the 
book-buying public has, any sense, it will not be available 
for long.

JOHN ROWLAND.

T H E R E  WAS ONCE . . .
A SCULPTOR. H e modelled figures of clay. When lie had 
completed them he amused himself by breaking them one 
by one.

One day a friend came to him and asked, “  Why do you 
take so much trouble creating all those figures if you intend 
to break them afterwards?”

And the Sculptor replied, “  Surely 1 am not the first Artist 
to do th a t!”

A SAVAG E. Living by Nature’s law be was noble, strong 
and free. His women served him faithfully, and any moral 
breach was swiftly and efficiently settled by a blow from bis 
club.

Came thp missionary— and this son of Nature quickly de­
generated into a weak and smug-faced hypocrite. His simple 
beliefs were shattered and forbidden, his spirit was crushed, 
and bis body became diseased due to the enforced wearing of 
clothing in a damp climate. As for bis morals— be became 
a liar, thief, and cheat, equally ready to sell either a fowl 
or bis wife for a dollar.

Hail, Civilisation!
W . H . W .



04 T H E  F R E E T H IN K E R February IB, 1 ^ ,

ACID DROPS
We must, out of our very charity, presume that the 

Rev. A. Gille is pulling the legs of renders of a Catholic 
newspaper, when he suggested the following “  Motor 
Driver’s Prayer” : —

St. Christopher, who for having once carried a very 
precious burden, the Child Jesus, art now l ightly honoured 
and invoked as the Heavenly Patron and M mister of 
Transport, kindly deign to bless my car (lorry or bicycle). 
Uuide my hand, foot and eye, watch my brakes and my 
tyres, steer my wheel. Save me from skids, bursting tyres, 
blind corners, stray dogs, thoughtless or obstinate foot-  
passengers. Make me courteous to drivers, gentle to 
policemen, merciful to footpads, watchful at pedestrian 
crossings and coloured lights, and sober withal, so that 
I may drive straight and safe, though not before my 
appointed time, to the Heavenly Garage, where after 
parking for good my car among the stars, I may bless 
(loti’s name and my Pilot’s guiding hand for ever. Amen.

All that a Catholic motor driver now needs is a Patron 
Saint.to look offer his insurance and licence, and another 
to provide the petrol coupons.

The “  Colonel Chinstrnps ’ ’of Chelmsford may breathe 
again. It lias been decided by the Canterbury Lower 
House of Convocation, that the wine used at Holy Com­
munion shall he the real McCoy, “ pure, fermented grape 
juice,”  and the Baptists, who make it a condition of 
membership that members shall be teetotal, may, if 
they wish, stick to soft drinks. The Lower House should 
find it easy to find Biblical authority for their decision, 
and the. Baptists are going to find it just as easy to find 
Biblical authority for theirs. The great tiling about 
Christianity is that one can find luthority for almost 
anything from the Bible.

The parsons’ champion, Mr. Pitt Clark, in the “  Daily 
Graphic,”  says, we ought to pity the poor parson. “ With 
an M.A. or a D.D., and a £7,000 education (prep., Public 
School, varsity and Theological College behind him) lie 
gets about the same pay as a good typist.”  Of course, 
it is purely a matter of opinion as to which is the most 
useful to the community, hut we could put it to. the test. 
Let the parson come out on strike for better conditions, 
we are almost certain the resultant cataclysm would he 
as great as that of a gnat alighting on a pool of wafer.

The “  poor parson ”  could, of course, suggest that 
some of the, Princes of the Church should give up part 
of their stipends; just flunk of the moral effect on the 
Christian world if the Archbishop of Canterbury gave 
up 75 per cent, of his stipend to help the poorer clergy. 
Think also of the self-righteous glow that Cantuar would 
feel, and the feeling of relief that at last he could preach 
(without his tongue in his cheek) about the Founder,
“  who had nowhere to lay his head.”  We think Mr. 
Pitt Clark could use his able pen in better causes.

The worlds’ philosophers, ancient and modern, have 
just been wasting their time, spilling oceans of ink, and 
expounding at great length or. the problem of “  happi­
ness.”  The answer is so simple, according to Archbishop 
Mowll, who, at the preterniinal meeting of the Christian 
Union said, “  the secret is to let Christ have complete 
control.” This profundity prompts us (o repeat that 
old story of the parson who observed that the gardener 
had made a wonderful job of Ids garden with God’s help. 
The gardener replied, “  Maybe, but you ought to have 
seen it when Cod had sop. control.”

At long last, the explanation for which the world has 
been waiting for, has been made public in “  Our Lady of 
Fatima Magazine." We have always been puzzled why,

on the occasion of the. appearance of the Blessed Vug1 
Alary at Fatima, when the sun spun round and hurt e 
towards the earth, no astronomical observatory recon e 
the phenomena. The explanation is simple, we haw 
on the authority of the Bishop.of Leiria (Portugal), 

these phenomena were not natural.”  For once " 
tliiiik that American expression meets the ul,7L 

You’re telling m e!”

Douglas, (biter of the hands that, fed him) Hyde uuF" 
<pute a splash in the “  Catholic Herald ’,’ about his l“1. 
friends, the Hungarian Communists and the Mindszen 
affair. He gives an “  eye witness ”  report of the “ Pa( ., 
to the doors ” churches of Budapest. We are not sUn 
u hat this is supposed to prove, and Douglas Hyde, L‘ 
news editor of the “  Daily Worker,”  is not so naive “7 
to expect, us to infer from this tliati there is a revival <’ 
religion in Hungary. We would guarantee that AW7 
minster Cathedral would lie packed if Cardinal Gnu" 
was arrested—in much the same way that a crowd " ’°" 1 
gather for any dog fight.

Almost with heavenly trumpets blowing,
Universe ’ announces the conversion of a y°u,'° 

”  triple ”  murderer in the U.S.A. He killed a 
his wife and daughter, and went to Christ on the scaffu1 
saying “ Our Father ”  and “  Hail Mary,”  and the 
ol Contrition. Another thing which will make, his entU 
into Heaven received with divine joy is his conversion (l 
a. fellow prisoner who, as a consequence, “  is now tak"'r 
instruction.”  ft is always better to add even a trip1 
murderer to a list of converts than no converts at all-

Not only murderers are welcomed into Catholicism.  ̂
Japanese general, I’ mezu, condemned to life impr's011 
ment for his war crimes—and they must have bee'| 
pretty awful to merit such a, sentence—was converts' 
just before he died of cancer. There’s nothing like Ron1'"1 
Catholicism for assuring a safe voyage to heaven, ana ,l 
warm welcome there, from the ministering angels. A"1 
we doubt whether even a Rope gets as good a reception "7 
a converted criminal.

Asked a question about the death of the Virgin, t"1 
“ Universe”  says, “ Beyond the fact that Our Lady die*1; 
nothing is known for certain as to the manner or caiF1’ 
of her death. Pious tradition holds, that, she died of 1*»VI 
for Her divine Son.”  Well, well. We always thong1); 
that there was no doubt whatever of the “  Assumption 
of the Virgin, that is, the bodily taking of the Virgin fro"1 
earth to heaven—though the above answer cleverly 
away from any discussion of this “  miracle.”  Catholic 
must always, like the late Mr. G. K. Chesterton, hi*1*’ 
behind the Faith. That is the answer to every inco"' 
venient question.

We quoted a letter recently from the “  Church Times 
as to tlie way some of our young soldiers spent Christi"'17 
in Germany, and the sequel is most interesting. Quit" :l 
number of padres angrily tried to refute it, hut otlu'd' 
including laymen, have been obliged to admit its tnit"' 
As one of them says—“  Not only those of us who we" 
over there as chaplains, hut many Christian laymen w" 
remember now with something like horror the conditio')7 
in which they had to live.”  And another— “ . . . it 17 
quite true and without exaggeration at Christmas 
New Year, I don’t know what the Germans must tbi"1) 
of us.”  The benefieient effects of religion someth"1’7 
scorn In go helplessly astray.
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TO CORRESPONDENTS
IR'Nolds— Thanks for cuttings.

publish articles on merit only and not solely 
(a,lSG 'vo agree with them.

Im!1'!0" 11-— There is usually a Parson on Library Committees 
¡titi .1’ 0,1 agitating for the “  Freethinker ”  to he placedill tl„ agitating

Heading ¡loom.

fl'rd
o¡t\) literature should be sent to the Business Manager
m jle { tomeer Press, ¿1, Gray’s Inn Hoad,

n°t to the Editor.
London, W.G.l,

*1 h g« ii
Vntlio servlcos of the National Secular Society in connection 
tion , 1cû ar Burial Services are required, all communica- 
giv-s should be addressed to the Secretary, It. H. Itosetti, 

-j, 119 as long notice as possible.
<n/o«PH1NKER abii be forwarded direct from the Publish- 
yeur , ce al Nie following rates (Home' and Abroad): One 

j T< Us.; half-year, 8s. 6d.; three-months, is. id.
Oure Notices should reach the Office by Friday morning

SUGAR PLUMS
. Therelb, °re see,ns he another holy row bubbling up in the 

ii lliU1 Church, the reason being the second marriage of 
U(, e-u-Known film actor, Tyrone Power. Mr. Power is 
^ “thohe, but his first marriage was a “  civil "on e  (this 
Lof"18’ reall.y. Iho only legal one in the State) hut it was 
lii. !(ie°gnise(i by Rome. So on his divorce (by the State) 
t(1jj '.H allowed by the Pope to marry again—with n 

8*°us service this time. We suspect that Mr. Power 
¡1 ii have been allowed to get married in church even 
,)(. ’e State had not granted him a divorce. The only 
(/"d  in the affair that matters is that, so long as a 
in' | .He gives his complete submission to the Vatican 
y 1 ,«ts decrees, he is on the right side of heaven ; and the 
j ''Lean w ill always be able to give logical reasons why it 
fill ltlVfiriahl\ right. Rut let us be fair. Rome does not 
. .°'v divorce, and Catholics who have been married by a 
. u‘st always find it difficult and, in most cases impossible, 
N e t  a divorce.

, .Hr. ,j. Clayton is a well known and keen Freethought 
•|',"Siiionary, with Lancashire as Ids special domain, 
."'day he lectures in the Chorlton Town Hall for the 

,l|iChester Branch N.S.K. llis subject, “  Christianity 
""d Social L ife ”  is on a topic being .widely discussed 
('"l it should attract a lull house ; in addition there is the 
I ""'ere and friendly personality of the speaker. The 
"Hiii'e begins at (5-30 p.m. and admission is free.

Brains Trust arranged for the Stratford Town 
... Thursday evening, February 24, is arousing much 

10(‘Vosfc. On another page of this issue there is a notice 
"'''trig full details of the proceedings.
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LYSENKO AND SCIENCE
RE .Mr. Robert F. Turney’s note “  Lysenko and 
Science.”  1 doubt the accuracy of his first sentence. 
The dispute about the Inheritance of Acquired 
Characteristics lias been in progress since the days or 
Lamarck; and to become conversant with it requires a 
much wider reading than has appeared in the popular 
press. It is a pity some- of its Western exponents were 
not invited to take part in the B.B.C. broadcast. Or. 
Hammond, for instance, who is also a Fellow of the 
Royal Societj’ . Regarding the quotation from I)r, 
Horland, Dr. Maurice Burton’s • statement in the 
”  Rationalists Annual,”  1949, is pertinent. It says

We overlook the fact that a high proportion of the 
outstanding scientific discoveries have been made l>\- 
men who made no claim to being scientists (and some 
have never been acknowledged as such).”  A study of the 
“  History of Science and Technics ”  shows tills to he 
true.

Freethinkers should do their own .thinking; and to do 
this data is required, of which Mr. Turney’s note is 
deficient, it would require considerable skill to condense 
Hie ”  pro’s and con’s ” in an article of ten thousand 
words. But to the immediate purpose 1 would refer 
your readers to the ”  Farmer and Stockbreeder ” of 
December 7, 1948, for comments on the B.B.C. broad­
cast. In this same number, as well as earlier ones’ 
there are articles and notes showing at least a dissatis­
faction with orthodox genetics for a solution of many 
problems that face the farmer and stockbreeder as well 
as the horticulturalist.

Dr. Darlington seems to have started the present 
controversy in the Nineteenth Century Magazine m 
1947. Though, perhaps, coming events are fore 
shadowed in three articles in ”  Nature ”  in the’ Autumn 
of 1945; so Dr. Darlington’s Conway Lecture of 1918, 
published under the title of ”  The Conflict of Science 
and Society ”  is of interest, especially the first twenty- 
seven pages, and showing what is happening in the West 
is no credit to the powers that he, though nothing new 
to workers in science.

On page 5 as well ns on others, his statements support 
Dr. Burton, as above.

On page 7 he gives what may he the foundations of 
liis own opposition to- Michurin and Lysenko.

Regarding Michurin’s work, it seems nothing more or 
less than a continuation of that of the American, Luther 
Burbank, but whether the explanation for, the results 
obtained suggested by Lysenko is the true.one is another 
matter.

The two things should be kept distinct. R. M. 
Zhukovsky suggests other explanations in accordance 
with orthodox genetics especially for the ”  Vegetative 
Hybrids.”  Not being able to read Russian, I am not 
acquainted with his argument, and none of Lysenko’s 
British opponents have suggested an alternative to 
Lysenko’s, they prefer to concentrate on what 1 will 
call the “ Vavilov Affair.”  Vavilov was appointed to 
his office in 1021 and held it until dismissed in 1940.

1 know Vavilov as a botanist who specialised in
Geographical Distribution,”  and arising from this lie 

propounded a theory as to the geographical areas m 
which the “  Food Grains ”  originated.

Mr. Harold Peake wrote in 1928: “  Vavilov’s hypo­
thesis, though it has been received with the respect 
due to its distinguished author, has not yet received 
acceptance among British botanists, and has failed to 
receive the approval of the .leading British experts on
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grain bearing plants.”  Archeological evidence is at 
variance with Vavilov’s statements.

To the best of ray knowledge up to 1040, Vavilov was 
still travelling in search of evidence to support his 
thesis. The subject is of historical interest. But if the 
spot was found would it add a bushel of wheat to Russian 
production which was the objective of the foundation 
of the Lenin Institute of Botany, and the Academy of 
Agricultural Science over which he presided'.'

The organisation seemed to be on the lines of the 
British Research Associations attached to the various 
industries. If these, bodies do not product' results which 
can be turned into 1; s. d. by their members, they close' 
down.

Lysenko had his training under Vavilov, so if it is 
true he is totally ignorant of Genetics; some of the 
responsibility lies on Vavilov’s doorstep.

It was in 1036 that Lysenko, still working under 
Vavilov, began to champion the work of Michurin, and 
it was somewhere about this date that the first notice 
on “  Vernalisation ”  appeared in “  Nature.”

Vavilov used all bis influence to stop any discussion 
of Michurin’s work, and Lysenko’s theories in the 
Universities, and after Vavilov, Zhukovsky successfully 
carried on the suppression until 1048. It was in the 
Autumn of this year that Lysenko was appointed head 
of the Lenin Institute and Academy.

I submit that a space of eight years from the date of 
Vavilov’s dismissal and six after his death to Lysenko’s 
appointment to Vavilov’s position does not justify Mr. 
Turney’s phrase “  has apparently ousted."

No one in England seems to have any exact know­
ledge of the reason of Vavilov’s dismissal; but consider­
ing the continued campaigning of Zhukovsky against 
.Michurin and Lysenko, it does not seem to me to be. 
related to these. We are similarly ignorant of the cause 
of his death ; but it should be remembered that in 14)41 
Moscow and Leningrad were under fire, and the latter 
a beleaguered city, reduced to starvation, and to survive 
cannibalism was practised.

Mr. Turney has given your readers the title, etc,., oj 
the English 'edition of Lysenko’s report to the Academy 
and considering the very different opinions that have 
been expressed about it, each should read it for himself.

Concentrate on the facts, especially from pages 22 
to 43 inclusive.

I am not denying political bias; we all possess it. 
even “  great world scientists ”  and “  Fellows of the 
Royal Society.”

Is not our political bias—camouflage it as we may— 
dictated by where we fancy lies our economic interests'.’ 
Threaten those interests and men will organise mass 
murder. “  Fear is the Ruler.”

ALBERT R. THORNE,WELL.

T H E  SABBATH
“  . . . how long was it from the serious sunrise to the joyous 

‘ sundown ’ of an old-fashioned, pubtanical, judnical first day 
of the week, which a pious fraud christened ‘ the Sabbath ’ ? 
Was it a fortnight as we now reckon duration, or only a 
week? (furious entities, or non-entities, space and time? 
When you see a meta-physician trying to wash Ids hands of 
them and get rid of these accidents, so as to lay his dry, 
clean.palm on the absolute, does it not remind you of the 
hopeless task of changing the colour of the blackamoor by a 
similar proceeding? For space is tin1 fluid in which lie is 
washing, and time is the soap which, lie is using in the process, 
and he cannot get free from them until he can wash himself 
in a mental vacuum.) ” — “  The New Portfolio," by Oliver 
Wendall Holmes.

INGERSOLL’S TRIBUTE TO BURNS
I hough Scotland boast a thousand nam es,
Of patriot, king, and peer,
The noblest, grandest of them all 
Was loved and cradled here;
Here lived the gentle peasant prince,
Hie loving cottar king,
( ompared with whom the greatest lord 
v v a .̂-lecl thing.
I is but a cot roofed in with straw,

A hovel made of clay,
One door shuts out the snow and storm.
One window greets the day;
Ami vet I stand within this room, i
And hold all thrones in scorn, 1
For here beneath this lowly thatch
Love’s, sweetest bard was born. \
\\ itlmi tins hallowed hut I feel
Uike one who clasps a shrine,
\\ hen the glad lips at last have touched, I
I lie something deemed divine;
Anil here the world through all the years, !!
As long as day returns, „
1 lie tribute of its love and tears 
W ill pay to Robert Burns. '■

CORRESPONDENCE

Silt,— It is now some three and a-half years since I beo«1̂  
. egiilar reader of your journal— 1 look forward to if
i li ' V  ‘ d°  h, " ,y I)ai,y Worker,” and more 1 c a n 't * ? ’ 

tlunk after this period I am justified to express my opi"1* 
m relation to “ D ig Freethinker,” ’

Belief in the supernatural is'certainly one of the » “¡“I 
diseases the human is heir to. And wlm fights this pest m? . 
than your weekly? As I see it, a, certain part of the Pol,h 
is at lault. It is the same handful of intellectuals who,’ 
a U‘i week, compose its pages. How many people know 0‘ ‘ 
Secular Movement? This is where the error lies— it will "< "n  
take root amongst the masses whilst trying to confine if V 
don t say consciously) to the intellectuals. These do not 
the language of the man in the street. Take, for example,,*'1!', 
lepiint ol G. \\ . Foote’s article (“ Views and Opinions’ h 
the C hristmas week issue). There is the type of article f'1 i 
appeals to the average man. 1 admit that we also i'o£! 
closely argued articles. These are, however, not in the p M ’0' 
turn I would like to see.

I think “  Tile Freethinker ”  is excellent— only that it 
not have a. mass appeal— and it is the masses that need 
lie freed from the chains of supernatural dope, dispensed 
tho clones of the various sects, not forgetting the King 11 
himself in the Vatican H .Q .— Yours, etc.,

E. R . Teioheb1''
[TIT certainla hare nut forgotten /he Vatican— surety-'' 

Editoh.,]

T H E  “  PARTY L IN E .”
Sin,— The fact that diaries Bradlaugh had no use for 

Socialism of his day is worth remembering, especially as U 
many contemporary Socialists cannot see why Freethinker 
do not toe the party line. Mr. Archibald Robertson, y. 
instance, in his letter on the food/population question, si')'” 
“ Unless Freethinkers are content to he for ever isolated 1 
a pedestal . . . they have no option but to take sides ' 
the class struggle,'’ the socialist side being understood.

It does not seem to occur to Mr. Robertson that a F'.‘ !( 
thinker may have no more faith in, or use for, the Social'^, 
heaven on earth, that good time coming when the reaction^' 
elements are finally liquidated and the last ptirge made, th“ (, 
he has for the Christian pie in the sky. Freethinkers a',, 
not all so simple as to equate “  Capitalist ”  with “  Exploit«’1 • , 
and to imagine that once rid of the former the latter 
longer exists. Nor does a Freethinker necessarily supl*0” , 
that education i s ’like water, that all you have to do is 
remove the obstructions, pipe it into every house or common' • 
centre, and ignorance will vanish, like dirt.

a
ta
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rile 11 1 r, • ,
thinkers ls*s>”  of course, would just love it if the Free- 
I'Wthoinri i i e<̂  ftr*n!i their bullets for them, especially as 
the left k 't  bullets, accurately aimed, 

m  to the right.— Yours, etc..
iitely aimed, can he as abnoxious to

W. E. N icholson.

bill,- DE SADE.
"'iter i^6 ^ade could, no doubt, be described as a forceful

5 ;  - ■1 imagine, would agree with you that he

arliieven U°^ seenl to have added anything to the brilliant 
you a,i/'r i .°f bis l< philosophe ”  predecessors and the article 
of ])e o, | , illustrates his pessimistic "fatalism. A selection 
eunvi^^e s writings published in France last year, should 
this re.e ,a"y  °ne who has the courage-tu read it that while
special, i S' i 6 Pervert may still have an int—  " *—..........1:‘ ~’
t"c>„JiJi ’ 10 has nothing useful to teach Fr 

ltleth century.— Yours, etc.,

interest for medicai 
eethinkers of thè

J ohn M urfhy., .  as tu whether thè Mar'gv'.s de Sade ica» a• l / i " forceful writer is a matter of opinion and Mi. ¡HotheJ! l* Mtitled to Iris. All ire are concerned witli ut thè 
hiylo * ,  /'i thè ej'cellent translatiun by Mr. S. Watson-

■ fin t’h e'e

«t nil ° "ne uf ^Le Atheistic writings of de Slide and not 
lli"dni I '"'Ouing whether lie was an “ incorrigible

¡t- If ‘Mr. Murphy run write ii better Atheistic
Hin i"" than the “ Dialogue,” these columns arc open to ' itnrron. |

s EUTHANASIA
,‘ T|“’V )l,e ? ™ « i  r, as probably did many other readers of 
» (ijS(, reethinker,”  turned on the wireless at 7-50 to listen to 
east ¡ Ussillu on the legalisation of voluntary euthanasia broad- 

1 |1(J' the Third Programme.
’It'l'utoi r *lcar the various aspects of so important a problem 

p„ , from a strictly humanitarian point of view.
¡»id <,.‘l .quarter of an hour, the pros and cons from a religious 

I i|nl',l!1tiaii standpoint were talked of.
A),. "  “ switched oil’ ”  in disgust, 

bon' nl10lllt is that even a (piestion of the permissible termina- 
(li'age '»tense physical suffering cannot be argued without 
H c f '*8 '» , as of primary importance, the view with which 

son regards it__ Yours, etc.,
Sydney G. Leech.

Sr AN ACID DBOP FROM LUCRETIUS
same questions were asked throughout the

¡n'!es as are sometimes put forward to-day. To quote, as 
b in i*1]0®’ from the issue of “  The Freethinker,”  Novembei

1,1 ('Acid Drops : : —
fhice again the ways of the Lord are inscrutable.

Ilv.l. . I m  ! I 1 ' l II I T -
A

A

t,i - ’iwe again rue ways oi me i.oru are mscrutame. A 
„»reli at Treviso, Italy, collapsed during a storm and 

0 people were killed. Nothing would be easier to under- 
I '»»1 had the building been a pub, cinema, or a gaming 

‘Use— but why a church?”

^ t h > ld

bll,

[ought

why a 
, dry, humorous query!
1 can find in Lucretius a similar observationivu 1 <,al1 -  — .............. _ ......._____ _______ ,

> C  iU'd *»i Book II, verses 1,100 to 1,104, the poet asks 
■ 1 hath the power to shako the serene spaces of the sky 

()|'»d, hurl liis lightning, and, how o ft to wreck in min’ In,- ’ 111111 1
J So Tl tem ples.”  

rn.u:'»Piter and Jahoveh are alike, in Ita ly— and elsewhere.
'¡'cH " ‘ vc the Latin, to glance at, as regards “  AVhy 

W 'h b ? ” (for Lucretius goes on to notice the Cod slays the 
'im'hhirable a ’ ' • -
•' J'PUlous__

l*°nn'"ir ’ ttor Lucretius goes _______ __ _ __
''»sei-,,11 rable and innocent,” and passes up the crooks and 

n t 'Pulons__
V»,., aet)es saus saepe disturbit.

ls, etc,, S. F. L aws.

a s k  y o u r  l o c a l  l i b r a r y
T O  S H O W

th e f r e e t h in k e r
Special rates on application

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.
LONDON— Outdoor

North London Branch N .S.S. (White Stone Bond, Hampstead 
Heath).— Sunday, 12 noon: M r. J. G. L ufton and Mr. 
L. E buky.

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

W .C .l) .— Tuesday, February 15, 7 p .m .: “ The Problem of 
Germany,”  Mr. H . L. B eales, M .A.

Rationalist Press Association (Alliance Hall, Palmer Street, 
S .W .l) .— Monday, February 14, 7 p.m .: “ Intuition and 
Reason.”  5th Lecture, “  The Role of Intuition in Human 
Behaviour,”  Maurice Burton, D.Sc.

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
W .C .l) .— Sunday, 11 a .m .: “ Seventy Years of Education,”  
Mr. Joseph M cCabe.

West London Branch N .S .S . (Laurie Arms, Crawford Place, 
Edgware Road, W .l ) .— Sunday, 7-15 p.m .: “ Anarchism 
To-day,”  R aymond Upton (A .F .B .) .

COUNTRY-—Outdoor
Sheffield Branch N .S.S. (Barkers Pool).— Sunday, 7 p .m .: 

Mr. A. Samms and others.
COUNTRY— Indoor

Bradford Branch N .S .S . (Science Room, Mechanics’ Institute). 
— Sunday, 6-45 p.m .: “ The Reality of British Democracy,”  
Mr. W . Bartholomew, M .A .

Glasgow Secular Society (East Hall, McLellan Galleries, 
Sauchiehall Street).— Sunday, 7 p.m .: “ The Individual and 
the State,” Mr. W . S. Evans, M .A ., Ph. 1).

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstono Gate).—  
Sunday, 6-30 p.m .: “ The Lesson of Czecho-Slovakia.”  
Dr. J. W . Bruegel.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Chorlton Town Hall, All Saints).—  
Sunday, 6-30 p.m .: “ Christianity and Social Life,”
Mr. .J. Clayton (Burnley).

Mo'seyside Branch N.S.S. (Coopers Hall, 12, Shaw Street, 
Liverpool, 6 ) .— Sunday, 7 p.m .: “  Who Knows,”  Mr. G.
COLKBROOKK.

Nottingham Cosmopolitan Debating Society (Technical 
College, Shakespeare Street).— Sunday, 2-30 p.m .: “ Demo­
cracy and Dictatorship.”  Mr. W . H . Cousknk.

N A T I O N A L  S E O U L  X R S O C I E T Y

Brains Trust
T O W N  H ALL, BRO A D W AY,  

STRATFORD

Thursday, 24th February
at 7.30 p.m. (Doors open at 7.0 p.m.)

Question M aster :
ALDERMAN E. C A N N O N  (W est Ham)

REV. V. L. and ARCHIBALD
TUCKER HARVEY ROBERTSON, M.A.
REV. D. S. *  R. H.
W ALLACE HADRILL, M.A., B D. ROSETTI

Subject :
“ RELIG IO US BELIEF  

AND N O N -RELIG IO U S B E L IE F ”
Questions to be submitted by the Audience

A D M I S S I O N  F R E E
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J O T T I N G S

FOR som'e years I have used a little exercise book in 
which l jot down any words from any source whatever 
which amuse or please me. Here are some extracts from 
my “  Jottings.”

Schoolboys’ howlers have a fascination for very many 
ol us; those bearing on religion should arouse in us a 
genuine and peculiar merriment Which the believer, 
because of his belief, cannot share. “  If King David 
Imd one fault, it was a slight tendency to adultery." 
"  The prevailing religion in England is Hypocrisy.”  We 
learn from the pens of babes that “  to be struck by 
lightning is an Act of God under suspicious circum­
stances,”  and that “  Sarah was Abraham’s half-wife, 
or mid-wife, otherwise called columbine.”  Abraham is 
a star turn in howlers for-— “  God tired Abraham ” , 
”  Abraham, the prophet, was chiefly noted for his bosom.”  

Abraham had two wives. One was called Ismael and 
the other Hagnr. He kept one at home and he turned 
the other into the desert where she became a pillar of 
salt by day and a pillar of fire by night.”  Reader, as 
you chuckle, smile, or laugh, remember that countless 
thousands of hours are wasted each week in our 
thousands of schools by teachers pumping crazy rubbish 
into the unprotected minds of young and older children.

From a biography of Thomas Mnsnryk come these 
lines which indicate the scale of unbelief prevailing in 
high places in Czechoslovakia before the world war: —

0 God, to you 1 call 
(If you exist at all),

Protect the soul of me 
(If such there be),.

— H a v l i c u k .

What a pity it is that that prayer is not included 
in every servee in every church throughout the world ! 
lint if those words remain unsaid in any church, they 
do reverberate louder and ever louder in the minds of 
men the world over—and Freethought marches on.

Can 1 shock the consciences of all female readers, and 
make them writhe and blush in shame? Please read 
what the author of u so-called detective thriller had to 
say of one of his characters- “  She was the type of 
Atheist who can’t leave well alone, but likes to bail 
the clergy and corrupt the innocent.”  But really, is 
there that type of female rampaging around, baiting the 
poor defenceless clergy and making their lives miserable? 
Are not the innocent being corrupted by their instruction 
in religion ?

I have no means of discovering the compositor nor 
the publisher responsible for the joke of the year; none­
theless they are truly to he thanked. “  Wednesday, 
March 25,”  appears on the sheet of a tear-off calendar 
(now pasted in my book). Underneath are the words 
“  Annunciation ”  and “  Lady Day ” — and beneath 
appears the joke— “ Faults arM thick when love is thin 
— Old Proverb. The perpetrator, innocent or otherwise 
reminds us that poor dear Mary slipped up a trifle on 
that day of days. Love is surely thin when a mere 
spiritous creature, an angel to boot, is responsible for 
conception; or was the story of the Roman Centurion 
in the minds of those responsible for applying that 
particular proverb to that most holy day?

Tn my book is a most wonderful article, published hv 
one, Walsbaw, of Rotlnvell Road, Halifax, Works, 
relating “  The Amazing Discovery of Noah’s Ark.”  The

discoverer, according to his account, was Mr. 
Roskovitsky, a converted Russian. (From what be 
converted we are left in ignorance; from his " ’ouS0; 
would seem that lie had acquired a vast PoWel,v 
lying !j 1'he story commences in the da,vs bef°)e .j], 
Russian Revolution; Plane No. 7 had been fRted 

new supercharger (in P»k7) and was ready t o t 1 ^ 
altitude tests. Strapping on there oxygen cans (s * . 
.1017!) Roskovitsky and his buddy (lie writes jL 
U.S.A.) flew up and over Alt, Ararat. They saw a W. 
lake near the summit; and at the overflow end ; 
grounded the ark with about one-fourth under 

it would compare very favourably in size to ( 
modern battleships of to-day.”  There was even a grF 
doorway nearly 20ft. squ.are. Roskovitsky told ol . 
hud on landing at the airport; the Captain accom p811 ; 
him on a second trip, and being convinced that this "■ 
Noah s Ark reported the finding to Court. An 311A 
expedition reached the Ark, took many photographs ‘ 
made plans from complete measurements. These . 
sent to the Czar. The Ark had hundreds of small r°°!  ̂
and some very large rooms with high ceilings and 'i'001 * 
fences, 2ft. thick, “  as designed to hold beasts ten P 'V  
as large as elephants.”  Other rooms had tiers of c8®,, 
somewhat like those ”  one sees to-day at a P0’1 show. .

A few days after the report was sent to the ^  
the Government was overthrown and godless 

vistn took over so that the records were never n'a.|. 
public, and probably were destroyed bv the Bolshe'1 
to discredit all religion and belief in the truth of 
Bible.”

Having given you the gist of the article, there C<),IF 
to me mi awful thought what if the stupendous »O 
ol the ”  Amazing Discovery ”  in such a miracu°t 
tashion brings the Editor of “  The Freethinker ,|l,1 
all its readers on to their knees? Even if it does 
achieve this, the full article if read in duly UlW' ll' :, 
tones by a B.B.C. parson might gladden the heui'F 
many believing listeners, once again assured 
(dammit all) the Bible is Tine.

And speaking of the B.B.C. prompts me to in0*11 
tiie qualifications of a Censor in this country as so »IJn 
set out by Conrad in his “  Autocracy and War ’ ’— i9V:' 

he must hnvo ---

__________ _____________________________________February RL

ny Conrad in his “  Autocracy and War ” — ,, 
lie must have done nothing, expressed not}111̂  

imagined nothing. He must be obscure, insignific?v 
and mediocre— in thought, act, speech and symp^'jf 
He must know nothing of art, of life—and of bin151' 
For if he did he would not dare he what he is .”

Now in case 1 migh't he accused of writing nons^’j. 
let me affirm that 1 certainly have not written sole»111. 
As proof let me add a few more. “  howlers.”

“  The first bool; of the Bible is tininesses.”  “  ,, \ 
Prodigal Son wasted his life in riotous loving.”  
Protestant is u woman who gets her living through ’ 
immortal life.”  “  Dieu et mon driot = My God , 
always right.” ”  Joshua met Ruth in a field buf 
had to walk around her seven times.”  “  And 
went with Mary, his exposed wife, to be tax®
“  Beersheba was the wife of Sodom and Gomori*il|l| 
“  Get thee hens, Satan.”  “  When Peter was seen i 
the servants, lie was braying.”  “  Peter warmed, 
(muds at, a damsel.”  And—-at last—“  An Atheist 1“ 
man who calves, or anything in the artist line.”  .

So, innocently, is fun poked at religion by 0 
children : and we elders chuckle in ridicule.

D. HENWOOP’
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