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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

T() ^  ^ o u t “ Immortality ” ?
of People the question will come with something
questSh0clr- Ask the ordinary man if he believes the 

• l,e V h ")0i "  immortality ”  to be an important one, and 
lie j* | nbtless answer in the affirmative, ask him does 
Ni'oni ^le Importance of death, and what may lie 
iuL.’ . ’ an<l he will answer in the same manner. In social

^course people seldom discuss the question and in
c'1'cles it is strict “  taboo.’

\ \ n  .

"iir, mt “ ‘en is the cause of this superstition? For those 
°|,S(i| 'VOuld sooner search for a year for a complex and 
thu, Û . explanation, even though it were a false one.

^bc truth tliat lies near to hand, I suppose it 
0tgaC. be called superficial to say that religious 
Tk,, lus:ltions are very largely responsible for this belief, 
w] ü li5 nothing like repetition to secure assent, and 
■jjfo V People are constantly told the same thing— 

, e<l of course, that it does not directly conflict with 
it, I t!l»tcs, and inclinations—they will end by believing 
h;,(j . (‘° not wish it to -be understood that I believe thatli
Spe i n°*: been for the Churches, men would not have 
"'lli'l ed bn a future life, or that it is a question with 
6yei, 1 they had no concent. There are times in nearly 
r o u e ’s life, when we ask ourselves whether the 

belief in a future life has any real basis in fact, 
¡to. fh must admit that this is not a normal phase of 

life. We are not always thinking about death, 
<»„ therefore we are not always thinking of what may 
i, ,l(i after it. Preachers of religion would evidently have1' 
hlai e lSVe contrary to be the case, but it is tolerably 
lif01 that it is not so. True, the thought of a future 

^.ay i >e more prominent with people during periods 
b.,. e ‘? ‘°us excitement, but this species of dementia is 

0rn‘Dg rare. The divines who lay stress upon either 
if, ',(!n or hell are few. The truth is that there exists 
lif,. G average mind a confusion between the desire for
a,. the desire
5  th

_ _____  tor immortality. Two things not by
“ leans identical and the Churches have not failed
e confusion that followed, 
men desire to live, and this desire isJUE,

k|, ' " “ e- of the struggle for existence
a necessary 

Our eagerness 
SjJ, anything will determine the energy with which we 
ev 'legle to obtain it, and in the course of animal 
\q1 “ tion nature has set a premium upon those with 
it ?? fhe desire to live exists in its strongest form. Were 

aerwise, the face would long since have disappeared, 
the desire to live has really no connection what- 

if| . ’ either in its origin or subsequently with the belief 
‘“ ‘mortality. Wlmt men long for is to live here on

The most

«¡v

tal’tll“ • not in some fantastical future state, 
n, y^nt believer in
Of) 1 1
k 1 “ lent believer in a -.future life is not usually in* ---• —  -  — >>

i], ,‘y to rid himself of terrestial existence, and there is 
)y bis fad tho key to a deal that is otherwise perplexing, 
q, ‘‘Pie are not willing to exchange the “  muddy 
t;(|. Pies of mortality for the glorious raiment of immor- 

•v ’ ’ because the latter does not correspond nor

harmonise with their real feelings. If the belief in 
immortality were really an outcome of the desire to live, 
sorrow at death would be impossible. Death would come 
to each as a change for the better.

The desire for life, then, is one thing, the belief in 
“  Immortality ”  is another. The former has its origin 
in the struggle for existence, the latter takes its rise 
from the inevitable misconceptions of the primitive 
mind, upon which has been grafted the, outcome ot 
philosophic speculation, and the Churches liave, eleverh 
enough, to live in terms of their own speculations and 
their own creeds. Unused to analysing Ins own feelings, 
the average person is quite ready to take the account 
of them presented to him by those in authority. And so 
we get a lot of mistakes concerning the longing for 
immortality.

Of course, no man under normal conditions faces death 
villi pleasure, but neither does lie under normal 
conditions face it with fear. The death bed terrors we 
read of are mostly manufactured for a very definite 
purpose. But in real life, death comes far more often 
as a gentle sinking into sleep than a conscious struggle 
against a. dreaded enemy. With all (lie deaths that 
occur, day after day, one yet hears but seldom of one 
that can be said to transpire amid scenes of terror. 
Ordinary experience will supply most people with proofs 
that, in the cast majority of cases, when death does 
take place, body and mind are already so enervated that 
there is little or no struggle. The look of calm conten- 
ment on the face of the dead is anything but a “  King of 
Terrors ”  to those who are passing under his, sway.

Tlie truth of the matter is-that death usually occupies 
hut a very small portion of the thoughts of the normal 
healthy mind. And ‘where it is otherwise, we may 
fairly attribute to the Christian religion doing all 
that it could to fix the public mind upon it. The 
ancient world— certainly so far as Greece and Rome are 
concerned—knew, little of the horror of death and of that 
morbid dwelling upon death and the after-life which is so 
characteristic a feature of Christian writings. There was, 
of course, speculation on such subjects, and the natural 
repugnance of healthy people to quitting the world, but 
the general tone was that of accepting the world as a 
normal fact of existence to be faced without fear or idle 
lamentation.

Christianity it was, that- altered human feeling for the 
worse. The world was to the Christian essentially evil, tile- 
body necessarily vile, and life a burden, with death coming 
to usher the soul into eternal felicity or e-ternal torture. 
For centuries the best intellectual material that the 
Church could control was devoted to adding horror upon 
horror 1m death. And having supplied the poison, the 
Churches prided themselves on possessing a questionable 
antidote. The fear of death is historically very largely 
artificial; It does not exist, to any serious extent among 
savages, nor is it- present in early civilisations. It is 
largely a. product of Christianity, except- where it is 
shared by religions that are closely affiliated to it. For it
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is not, after all, death which people fear, but the thought 
of the load of misery heaped by Christianity on the 
human mind. In the last resort, the value of life has to 
be estimated by its existence here—in this world. On 
that point, history bears eloquent and emphatic evidence 
that the conception of a future life, whenever it has been 
idlowed to emerge, has been prolific of little but danger 
.and disaster to the best interests of the human race.

1 think 1 may close this essay by quoting from one of 
my books that was published a long time ago: —

“  Birth and death offer the living paradox that 
while apparently the negation of each other, they 
are, strictly speaking, complementary facts. Birth 
is the other side of death, death is the other side of 
birth, the significance of the cradle is to he found 
in the grave, the grave finds its justification in the 
cradle. On these two complementary facts all human 
affection centres. In a world where deatli did not 
occur, affection would wither and love be without 
meaning. For an absence of death would mean an 
absence of birth and of all that birth implies. What 
meaning ’ would such terms as husband and wife, 
parent and child, or family have in a world where 
immortality was a fact and death an unknown thing? 
And if anyone tries, in thought, to take away all that 
is owing to these relationships, what would there he 
left worth bothering about? There is a limit to the 
attractiveness of the duration of days. 1’he most 
attractive of things becomes stale in time. There is 
a saturation point'in human affection as there is with 
tlie chemical elements. And one might well stand 
appalled at the idea of living with no prospect of 
any termination. If there is anything that makes 
existence an unendurable horror it is that."

CHAPMAN COHEN.

THE ORIGINS OF MORMONISM
I

IN the Underground Stations of London one can to-day 
sometimes obsei've a picturesque advertisement which 
runs: “  The Book of Mormon—The History of American 
Civilisation." This particular advertisement has got 
nothing to do with the State Department at- Washington. 
Nor, strange as it may seem nowadays, lias it got any
thing to do with the ubiquitous Marshall Plan, it is an 
advertisement put up at the expense of the "  Church ol 
the Latter Dnv Saints,”  more commonly known as the 
‘ •.Mormons." Truth is (proverbially) stranger than 
fiction, and thus, the prosaic administration of “  London 
Transport ”  is linked up with the strangest hallucination 
of the American frontier of a century back.

The North American Continent, and particularly that 
important section of it now comprised in the l .S.A. lias 
been aptly described both as a “  human melting pot ”  
and as “  an adolescent civilisation." "  The Church of 
1,he Latter Day Saints ’ ’ fully corresponds with both the 
foregoing descriptions. For, whilst the courtse of its 
peculiar vicissitudes since the death of its founder a 
century ago, and as a result of the persecutions which its 
strange tenets aroused amongst the non-Mormon 
“  gentiles," Monnonism found both a spiritual and tem
poral home in the deserts of the Far West, yet originally, 
it represented an authentic creation of the old American 
frontier. Joseph Smith, Brigham Young, and the 
bizarre “ Book of Mormon "  were just as much creations» 
of the frontier as their contemporary novels of Fenimore 
Cooper. “  The Last of the Mohicans "  and the First of 
the Mormons were spiritually and geographically close 
relatives.

July 10-

Primitive peoples necessarily reflect the cultuiy cQn. 
more sophisticated civilised neighbours. In "  11 ■ #jtive 
nection one may aptly compare the l’1

revelation" given to the seventh centuij ^ie 
frontiersman, Mohammed, which is embody 
Koran, with the more modern but striking!,' j oS6pb 
revelation given to the American frontiersman- • 
Smith, which is embodied in the “  Book of M®1 ¡̂oU 
Neither was, even in literary form, an original 
since primitive peoples are incapable of original ’ • jy 
tions, and that held both of the Arabs of 1ie e(,r]y 
seventh century and the Americans of ine
nineteenth. are

Both the Koran and the “  Book of Mornio» t
1 if.! 1 f i r m e s  - 1* - . / !  i>~i .................. .  4 - 1 . . .  1 . 4 - 4 - .................. .. m l i T l l V  f t  £imitations, and in the case of the latter, one migM 

a d d ,  a  parody of the Hebrew Old T e s t a m e n t
much of

1,1)0»;

more developed civilisation and religion : .Mobai"1" ' ^  
•Judaism, Joseph Smith, of American P r o t e ^ n ^  
And incidentally, the resemblance between ^
Prophet and his American successor extended 
personal factor for both were victims of the 1 , ¡r 
disc' .............  ................................ ...... .w  tnisease " of epilepsy and, indeed, both probably o » L ( |)L. 
fame and their “  revelations "  to that fact. It ulU' ;, ,,{

4 .1 .  . 4. ) i  • . n r  j i  t m l V .  l i5 ,added that this parallel, striking enough in its ’ .‘t»elf 
course, not exact, since History never repeal»
exactly, and incidentally, the Koran is written m 
lively stylo than is the Book of Mormon. )f,,l,

Thus we denote both Liam, the creed of MohamjJ  ̂
and Mormonism, the creed founded by Joseph Sn» ‘ a, 
tlic religions of primitive frontiersmen, springing 
reflex culture, which itself derives from another 1 j 
developed race, respectively Judaism and 
Christianity, both were essentially adolescent relT1 -p- 

.It is true that between these religions of fundaine" ‘ ¡j, 
the same type there lias been a wide, different<- 
terrestial fortune, for Mohammed still count'- ( t
followers in hundreds of millions, whilst the m o r e  i » 1'1 ,tL
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which is superb literature whatever one 'may s».' ,ul,i 
its theological content. Each is a reflex of mi ° ’de'V 0fvvi/M-,. __ l • :i: i- i i: : \ r. .11-i l) U > ’
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following of Joseph Smith is still confined (71, 
hundreds of thousands. Moreover, though the M°' ^  
metropolis of Salt Lake City represents a rem»1 
e.nough species of social organisation, it cuts a poor til- 
as and when compared with the brilliant centre’- j 
Moliammedan civilisation in the past: with the Bag (,f 
of “  The- Arabian Nights,”  with the “  Splendo'»  ̂
Moorish Spain ’ ’ and the Taj .Mahal of the  ̂ <>r 
Emperors of Delhi. ()r

However, Time and Space, rather than individu» j|,t- 
even Prophets, have the final say. By the tin»' 
Mormon Messiah and his “  St. Paul,

1 'k
i of

f«

'ii
it

Brigham
appeared on the American scene, the age of fo"» 
world-religions was over, and their religion of the jlt, 
woods had to remain in the backwoods. Nevertheless^,,. 
Mormon Founding Fathers were remarkable men.
of Joseph Smith’s most critical (non Mormon) histoi1, . 
explicitly testifies that, in his case, “  familiarity  ̂,,1 
from having bred contempt,”  Whilst Brigham Young ])t, 
:i Europeun capital, and not a desert oasis for the s' * ^European capital, aim not a desert oasis ior uwy- |(i 
of his executive exploits it is the considered opin1®’ 1̂ ,' 
critical liistorians that be would have ranked with ^ 
ablest administrators of his century. One could 
more of Mohammed and his Khalits ; could one honCy^ 
eve if suv as much of the New Testament Apostles " 
actuallv founded Christianity? m

'j’he founder of Mormonism was horn in 1805, aim is»’1lynched by a hostile mob whilst awaiting trial in p1 
upon June 27, 1811. During the early part of his 
Smith led a vagrant and rather gypsv-like existe»1, 
that of a typical frontiersman “ impatient of the restr»"
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P t o W - f t 00,- aiu  ̂ morality, contentious, always oom- 
lils descr'l i Vâ s in<lebted.”  As an American writer 

no doubt, expressing accurately 
'V  rulei.e T ni0ns ° f the New England Oligarchy, the 
'»an, °f America, whom another typical frontiers 
■°°n to ,)evv’ Jackson, and his “  illiterate mob ”  were
iff!sicl( 
%

n'ew 
, depri■countr nve of political 

1827-8.,eatlal Election of

illiterate mob 
power in the historic 
The Smith family lived

m the State o f New York. The reP^tatl°“  
' .J h and the future Prophet enjoyed was « « e t  
\vh0 \ young Joseph was regarded as a ne er- - >
C i r ed hi* hand at many blind-alley occupations of a
ail f le character. But such a prophetic youth is, a 
a :„°  run true to religious tradition: for was not Jesus 
i t i j^ t e r ,  Paul a tent-maker and 

camel driver?
and Mohammed an

Uomadic existence a startling series of events 
Ci«ne o..Y:ie youthful Smith, for when
°f 1 they I

revelations
came thick and fast. In 1820, Joseph, as one 

i1» inter'■>'Un0ri biographers rather quaintly puts it, “  had 
w^h i'he Deity.”  Two dazzling personages 

'» peiso' ° aa Hie Father and God the Son, appeared 
jbtoai , a and announced their Divine identity to the 
otter J f lad of 15. And on September 23, 1823, a red- 
'by 0f e which may be regarded as the historic birtli- 
¡» the" ,.0, Ul°nism, the Angel Moroni appeared to Joseph 

hist0l. rs  ̂ a sel»es ° f  visions which revealed the 
»htojv -v of American civilisation ” — a most peculiar 

4t|(} '^ueed I—to the Founder of Mormonism.
1827 j st'uPendous climax! At midnight September 21, 
iS ’uelP°U Hill of Cumorah, by the banks of the 

‘»Una River, the seeker, dim  
of n Moroni 

•Torino

seeker, directly guided by the 
golden tablets ”  of the Book

River, the 
found the

' ^ - O V  written in ‘ ‘ Reformed Egyptian”  which 
'<> Air • exodus of the ancient Jews from Palestine 
°l the ^ l0a’ their subsequent apostasy and persecution 
ast, . Prophets of the Lord, of whom Moroni was the 

I ,Jf tii,,'t,K their translation (in the Shakespearian sense 
;jW r "ordj into Red Indians as a visible proof of Divine

! EeiJ ’c History of American Civilisation ”  indeed!
'tW jU lly, ab the time of his supreme discovery,

I  ̂Ci, * buiitli was prospecting for gold. Upon the Hill 
hj j^urah he found it literally and figuratively, 

bf ¡tl '*9 the visions took oil a, permanent literary form, 
the i. t  year there appeared the definitive translation 

I ¡“k. j, , 1 vine-revealed volume from ‘ ‘Reformed Egyptian”  
^lam ^^h. Hat her injudiciously, the title page carried 

I ^Pe "  The Book of Mormon—by Joseph Smith,
' ‘1 ] ’TAuthor and Proprietor. An apparent confession 
j authorship which the enemies of the new

,{]j Were not slow to use against it.
I 1 liv > ae n̂oredients of a new religion were now in being, 

Prophet, an authentic vision, a sacred Book, 
%,t Gr. Moses, Jesus nor Mohammed had ever had more 
h ip lts : indeed, only the last-named had had as much 
hJi •s °wn lifetime. Hitherto, all the historic world- 
»1 t],0lis bad arisen in the Old World ; was it now the turn 

6 New? F. A. RIDLEY.
p :
V Af W HA T H A P P E N S  IN I T A LY
a the marriage of film star Tyrone Power to Linda

»'lii! ‘‘V1, an editorial in tlio Milanese paper Unitn asked the 
. Jhig,. . ay in Italy ho opposed divorce when he lmd blessed, 
'  !‘,V n *,at®d 1111J married Tyrone and Linda. Our readers
» iNibn bnow, lint will not be surprised to learn, that Tyrone

recently divorced. The papal reply to the question 
;> i0‘n the form of arrest and trial of the journalist, Davide 
IflJ.' Who was condemned to eight months’ imprisonment for 

A i. l l»Lr fl,A I,An,1 Af n fni'eiryn (mvornmirtit., Jt is true that
alter tile facts of

u»iol0lll.K the head of a foreign government. It is true that 
u- Is a Communist, hut that does not a]MSin

“ IS REASON ENOUGH?”
ALTHOUGH what are sometimes frantic appeals for 
super-pamphlets in reply to Freethought ones are con
stantly being made in the religious press, it is quite a 
mistake to imagine that nothing is being done in this 
way. As a matter of fact, the Society for Promoting 
Christian Knowledge has nearly 200 “  Little Books on 
Religion ”  dealing with it in many aspects, and quite a 
number of these pamphlets are meant to be crushing 
replies to Rationalism. ,

One of them is before me now—lnationalism : Is Reason 
Enough? written by the Rev. Clement F. Rogers. I 
remember this gentleman some years before the war 
trying his best—very querulously— to answer John 
M. Robertson from a Christian Evidence platform. He 
was without a spark of humour and appeared to have very 
little knowledge of the Freethought case. I should like 
to add that after this exhibition of himself, I  have ever 
since avoided this particular platform. Later, Mr. 
Rogers wrote a book entitled, I  think, Verify Your Refer
ences—conspicuous for his utter inability to verify some 
of his own references.

He appears to have learnt nothing by his mistakes 
then, for on the very first page of his Rationalism is 
one of those silly errors which made me recognise his 
thorough incompetence years ago. He quotes one of the 
little books published in 1912 by Messrs, Constable in 
the series “  Philosophies Ancient and Modem ”  — 
Rationalism, by John M. Robertson— but makes its 
author to be the famous Brighton preacher, F. W. 
Robertson, who died in 1853!

Now obviously anybody is liable to make mistakes, 
but there are some in the very nature of the case which 
cannot be made. What would Mr, Rogers have said of 
me or any Freethinker if we had confused Augustine, 
the author of Confessions, with Augustine who is sup
posed to have converted England nearly two centuries 
later?

It is obvious that Air. Rogers did not oven know who 
F. W. Robertson was, and to put his name down as the 
author of Rationalism proves an incompetence difficult 
to describe. .He cannot even transcribe a quotation 
correctly, for J. M. Robertson'wrote “  freethinker,”  not 
“  free-thinker. ’ ’ These are not little points, for Mr. 
Rogers, is out to discredit reason—if not entirely with 
religion.

John M. Robertson, for Mr. Rogers, is the enemy, and 
we need not be surprised when Mr. Rogers refers to 
his History of Frecthought in this wise—•“  Where I  have 
been able to- test it, it does not seem to be very compre
hending.”  The idea of anybody of Mr. Rogers’ intellec
tual capacity “  comprehending ”  a standard historical 
work on Freethought like Robertson’s is surely ludicrous 
—or even that he was capable of testing it. Mr. Rogers 
actually writes : “  . . .  it is not difficult to write a history 
of Free Thought— indeed it has been done . . . ”  Indeed 
it has, and it certainly has provided ‘ ‘ an imposing array 
of names of persons distinguished in various ways ”  who 
were never Christians. What drivel these Christian 
opponents of Rationalism can write can be seen in this 
quotation— ”  Many a Free-thinker (to use the word in 
the popular isense) is honestly convinced that he has 
weighed the arguments for Christianity and found them 
wanting, whereas all the time the real reason for his 
antagonism is that he has been injured by some profess
ing Christian, or bored by some Church observance, and 
that has proved far stronger than any argument.”  These 
Christian« seem incapable of understanding that the 
principal reason we have for rejecting Christianity is that
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it is not true. The Fall of Man, the necessity of a 
Saviour, the Son of God, God himself, the miracles, the 
devils, hell and heaven— all these, and many of the other 
things which surround Christianity, are absolutely untrue. 
Our reason rebels against such teaching, and we are 
compelled to give them up. The idea that we have only 
given up Christianity because some Christian has done 
us harm is sheer unmitigated rubbish, and it is time 
that the Society for Promoting Christian Knowledge knew 
it once for all.

So long as you believe in Christianity, that is, so long 
as you believe in devils and miracles and the rest, Mjr. 
Rogers will grant you that “  Reason is of enormous 
value in life.”  Mid lie is even inclined to say that wet 
are right ”  in making a protest against its neglect.” 
But he forgets that we have only protested when we are 
asked to believe lots of things in connection with Chris
tianity against which reason must protest. Actually, 
the great Christian writers have used reason as one of 
their great supports. Granting some of their premises, 
theologians like Aquinas can reason almost with the 
persuasion of Socrates (or Plato), and it is quite a'mistake 
to imagine that the great Christians throw overboard 
such a powerful instrument, and rely utterly on “ Faith.”

Mr. Rogers, for example, quotes Berkeley (as well as 
Aquinas) where these greai writers— they are great, 
though Freethinkers can disagree with them—insist that 
the existence of God can be proved by reason. Aquinas 
appears to prefer the Design argument— “  The exist
ence of God, in so far as it is not self evident to /us, 
can be demonstrated from those of His effects which 
are known to us.”  Berkeley, however, says, “  Though 
I perceive Him not by sense, yet I  have a notion of 
Him, or know Him by reflection and reasoning . . It 
need hardly be pointed out that it is one thing to quote 
giants like Aquinas and Berkeley and quite another 
thing for somebody like Mr. Rogers to write “  on his 
own.”  He finds, for example, the Roman Church “  too 
rationalistic.”  That may be so when it has to defend 
itself with reason and logic, but surely not when it 
appeals to the “  people ”  with Lourdes and Fatima.

Rationalists, contends Mr. Rogers, “  get very angry 
when the argument, ‘ Where are your hospitals? ’ is used 
against them.”  Really, it tries one’s patience to hear 
such undiluted rubbish. The idea here is that hospitals 
are the product of Christianity when even the most 
elementary knowledge of history will show that hospitals 
were known centuries before the supposed date of .Tesus— 
that the God of healing among the Greeks was, for 
example, Aesculapius, to whose temple came the sick, 
that doctors still subscribe to the famous oath of Hippo
crates who lived 460-877 n.c., that hospitals were known 
in the time of the Pharoahs, and among the early 
Buddhist's. Looking after the sick has always been a 
problem, but is is only in comparatively recent times 
that Christians came to it with some pretension to a 
scientific approach utterly divorced from “  miracles.”  
Freethinkers have contributed to hospitals equally with 
other sections of the community, and have helped in 
their organisation. The only contribution made by Jesus 
to healing the sick was through “  miracles,”  and if we 
now had to depend on this method, hospitals would no 
longer be needed at all, as all the patient« would die,

“  It is not enough, except by way of protest, to be 
rationalist. We must also he rational,”  are Mr. Rogers! 
concluding words, though I haven’t a ghost of an idea 
as to what he means. One thing, however, is clear from 
his pamphlet and that is, no matter how much he agrees 
or does not agree with “  reason,”  he nowhere takes a. 
dozen of the beliefs of Christians—like the Virgin Birth,

July W.Ü®.

the Resurrection, the Ascension, Jesus wallJng
etc.—and proves that they are all m
strictest reason. He could not, of course, ^visti011'“ w rd*  »  *
of such that constitute Christianity, the true for
ity, the perfect religion of Jesus Christ. Cei 
this, reason is not enough. _

H.

TH E
THE SCOURGE rece„tb

ancient Greek statesman, Pericles, ha .̂|K) had 
delivered a funeral oration over the Athenians 
fallen in the first year of the Peloponnesian " al'  ̂ gaj<J, 

“ Comfort, therefore, not condolence,”  b® \vl1() 
is what I  have to offer to the parents of the 1 a* 

may be here. Numberless are the chances to 
they know, tlio life of man is subject ; b/ ' t * „lorio"5 
indeed are they who draw for their lot a death ^  
as that which has caused your mourning, am -n (hr 
life has been so exactly measured ns to termin' 
happiness in which it has been passed.”  i erfe9S

As if to emphasise his remarks about the 111111 ôc0nd
chances to which human life is subject, in u yphel's 
year of the war there burst upon the citizens 0 fillie C 
one of those great natural scourges, which, tr° 
time, have devastated great areas of the world-
one of those great natural scourges, which, Ii'om,tiibe 

The o'1? 
ere1— o-----  -------- —.   , -n,that fell upon Athens was, according to the jftrS, 

Augustus Jessopp, author of “  The Coming of theAugustus Jessopp, author of 
scarlatina maligna.

is e011'by

nto ,J"

An account of the disease and its circumstances 
tained in the “  History of the Peloponnesian ''•> 
Thucydides. The bulk of his account was p u t11 
verse by Lucretius.

;e, report* tbey 
-ervioe,

Thucydides, who himself had the disease, rep011" 
even the physicians were, at first, of no service»
were ignorant of the proper way to treat if. They y , ],,■

, -• - - . . . .  “ - ■ gicn.selves died the most thickly, as they visited the 
most often.

for'tbSupplication in the temples, divinations, and s° i<ti 
were found equally futile, till the overwhelming nat11,1
the disaster at last terminated them altogether.

An aggravation of the calamity was the infl"-^ feP1
the country into the city, and this was especia 
by the new arrivals. As there were no houses to 1 ̂  
them, they had to be lodged, at the hot season
year, in stifling cabins, where the' mortality waged ■
out restraint. The bodies of dying men lay one ̂ ^ ,  
another, and half-dead creatures reeled about the f 1 f(>r 
and gathered round all the fountains in their loufi111̂ 
water. Pi-e(j

A ............ ■•-**W** 1 A\&
themselves were full of corpses of persons that ha«
there, just as they were, for as the disaster PasSf, t,ui- 
bounds, men, not knowing what was to become of ’ 1 t|I
became regardless of everything, sacred or profane- , 

burial rights before in use were upset, anathe

of the proper appliances, through so
having died already, had recourse to the most shan11
sepultures, sometimes, getting the start of those ,| 
lmd raised a pile, they threw the body of their o " i ' ,̂-y 
upon the stranger’s pyre, and ignited it; sometime* 
tossed the corpse which they were carrying on th 
of another that was burning, and quickly made ,>lf’

Then there happened, as happens in time of "^ y i'
general slackeping of morality and prudence, for 
now openly ventured on what they had previously A,,/
only in a corner, and not just as they pleased, a n d  s y
the rapid transitions produced by prosperous
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The sacred places also in which they had qm11 lj¡t,d n

buried the bodies as best they could. Many, from j.
many of their i 1’1 j e;-
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Ceeding t0 and those who before had nothing suc- 
and enjov h? 11' ProPerfcy . they resolved to spend quickly 
''■cheg as ,.{le:̂ selves, regarding their lives and their 
>  call ° f »  ¿ay- Perseverance in what
Unê -i. •  ̂ honour wa c rwmilp.1*ertain_vuu honour was popular with none; it was so 
% * ' • ' * * * * *  men would be spared to attain their 
- that °  Was settled that present enjoyment, and 

C lien tC°il r̂^ Uted 1°  it, was both honourable and
* there wa-
J* for the f* n°  *ear °t g°ds or law of man to restrain, 
^ey a .°rmer, men judged it to be the same whether 
Nshiin,. “ PPfd them or not, as they saw all similarly 
°Hg er,y’ ,aild for the latter, no one expected to live 
each feit tl* brought to trial for his offences, but

lat a far severer sentence had been already
"uj bgfuP°n them all, and lm ng ever over their heads, 
life u ¡¡tyr® this fell it seemed only reasonable to enjoy

'iiifth h '*1 11 distress men naturally remembered the verse 
“ \,'t °^d men said had long ago been uttered: — 

ho taau war shall come and with it death.”
had be isPute arose as to whether "dearth”  or "death” 
it w-agen the Word in the verse. At the present juncture, 
Peop]e 0 course decided in favour of the latter; for the 

I fa made their recollection fit in with their sufferings, 
baria,, ’ however,”  said Thucydides, “  that if another 
¡toco, "  ar should como upon us, and a dearth happen to 
¡ngly .‘ «“ »y it, the verse will probably be read accord- 
hacej  t’ha oracle also which was given to the 
of it eún°uifms was now remembered by those who knew 
to \VUf '' Pen tlie god was asked whether they should go 
victo! 1 Pc answered that if they jmt their might into it, 
Mtb i, ®Pould be theirs, and that he would himself he 
tally ,leru- With this oracle events were supposed to 
to$¡’ the plague broke out as soon ns the Polopon- 
(at ]y S UlVaded Attica, and never entering Peloponnese 
favac!, an extent worth noticing), committed its worst 
Pop A  ̂ Qt Athens, and next to Athens, at the most 

T)i !iUs the other towns.
I\¡]( C Ple-t of tho disease being less disastrous to the 
'liffic* I'mesinns than to the Athenians is, of course, not 

to explain, especially as the historian men- 
i,n'iis 'e P°Pul°usness of Athens and the other Athenian 

' Moreover, the crowded state of Athens had been 
'lie A*s.ed by the policy of Pericles, in pursuance of which 
the,; ¡etlians, living scattered over Attica, had removed 

\\q ves to Athens.
of tli !'in ^hese arrived at Athens, though a few had houses 
Py j, lv ° 'v»  to go to, or could find an asylum with friends, 
'he ' 1 m° greater number had to take up their abode in 
Vh.u. °* the city thht were nob built over, and in the

and chapels of the heroes, except the Acropolis
Jhe, '
H^l'd below the Pelasgian citadel, the occupation of

'‘'he- 6 temple of the Eleusinian Demeter, and such 
l¡tr 1 Places as were always kept closed. Even the
. . ^ 1 1 ( 1  K  - . 1  . - i 1 TV 1 • _ '-1 - 1 - 1  X l -  -

P'oh1 Pad been forbidden by a curse, was built over in 
Hd *eeessity of the moment. .Many also ttx>k up their 
'•f,„l ,ei’s in the towers of tho walls, or wherever else they 
tw * ’ for, when they were all come in, the city proved 

rpjanall to hold them.
Peloponnesians, on the other hand, were invading 

t o / 11- Some of their army was there, hut not their 
j as with the civil population.

' connection with the Pelasgian territory, by the way, 
a Was an ominous fragment of a Pythian oracle, of the 

oracular ambiguity, which said: —
Leave the Pelasgian parcel desolate,
Woe worth the day that men inhabit it I ”

E Wiously the misfortunes of the state did not arise
11 the unlawful occupation, but the unlawful occupa

tion from the misfortune of the war. Thucydides is pious 
enough to state that though the god did not mention it, 
he foresaw that it would be an evil day for Athens in 
which the plot came to be inhabited.

J. G. LUPTON.

A BOOK WORTH WHILE
“  CHILDREN OF THE POOR,”  by John A. Lee, 

published by Bernard Henry, 74, Chatsworth Road, 
London, N.W.2. Price, 7s. 6d.

THERE are many books that should never have been 
published and others that are well worth republishing. 
John A. Lee’s “  Children of the Poor ”  comes under 
the latter category. When it was first published, 
Bernard Shaw wrote to the author as follows: “  The 
hook is a whopper. Its only rival in intensity is Lionel 
Britton’s ‘ Hunger and Love.’ Your book lias a 
peculiar poignancy as a record of a life of poverty in 
the world of tile poor, where normal poverty is" not 
disgraceful.”

Upton Sinclair wrote of i t : “  One of the most human 
documents I have ever read.”

Such men do not bestow their favours lightly, and 
these endorsements assure the reader that he will not 
waste his time. John Lee’s name as a writer and 
publisher is a household one in his native New Zealand, 
whilst here in England he lias many followers who 
admire his fearlessness, his honesty and his ceaseless 
attack on the Vatican menace. “  Children of the 
Poor ”  is the story of the author’s young life. It is 
written with power and sincerity by a man who, having 
made writing his trade, is a master of his craft. This 
book will come as a surprise to many readers in this 
country, for it shows us that, despite the much better 
social conditions in a young country like New Zealand, 
there are to lie found many degrading slums and 
poverty, which are a disgrace to civilisation in its true 
sense.

Tossed and buffeted about by “  the «lings and 
arrows of outrageous fortune ”  many men would have 
succumbed; but John Lee is, like Jack London was, 
essentially a fighter. In the First World War lie fought 
as a soldier in the New Zealand Forces, losing liis left 
arm in that holocaust. Since then he has fought 
unceasingly against wrong conditions, against Fascism, 
against the politioial activities of the Vatican thereby 
incurring the wrath of the followers of that totalitarian 
institution and which incidentally cost Lee his seat in 
the New Zealand Parliament. He lost his seat but 
retained his principles. To-day he is probably the most 
admired and the most hated man in public life in New 
Zealand. In many respects the lives of John Ĵ ee and 
Jack London are very similar. Both faced and 
triumphed over poverty and misery. Both learned in 
the school of hard experience and both men found that 
they possessed the ability to influence the thoughts of 
others. This book grips the reader’s attention from tho 
opening lines: “  This is the story of how I became a 
thief, and in time very much of an outlaw, running 
and skulking from the police. And this story may 
throw light upon the circumstances that made my 
sister a daughter of the streets, a poorly remunerated 
and therefore despised member of that oldest profession 
which is not like any other calling in that its practitioners 
are honoured or despised according to the quantity 
rather than tho source of their earnings.”

A hook to buy and not keep selfishly but to lend to 
friends. A book to ask for at your library.

F. A. HORNIBROOK.
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ACID DROPS
• When Rita married Aly according' to Moslem rites 
some weeks ago, “ Informed circles in the Vatican”  
said that “  she would be regarded as a heretic, and 
liable to excommunication.”  Centuries ago this would 
have really meant something, but what a squib, and 
a damp one, this proves to be in 1949, for Rita obviously 
loses no sleep over the threat, that is, if we are to judge 
from the Press photos of her at Ascot. A millionaire 
father-in-law makes a lot of difference.

Douglas Wartli of the Sunday Pictorial gets all hot 
under the collar because of the fuss in a maternity 
hospital to get a baby baptised when it was in danger 
of dying. “  What an unholy farce,”  said Douglas 
Warth, “  rushing through the ceremony. Do the 
Church authorities really believe that an unbaptised 
babe does not go to heaven?”  We can only add that 
if they do not believe in it, then they have been liars 
for a long time, for we can find plenty of Biblical texts 
in support. Perhaps Mr. Warth does not know about 
the baptismal syringe which the Roman Catholics use 
to baptise unborn b.abies, and to make the ceremony 
more holy, the hole of the syringe nozzle is in the form 
of a cross, so that there can be no doubt that any taint 
of “  original sin ”  shall not sully the s.aints in heaven. 
Of course, it is a farce, and although many of us can 
smile over such idiocies, there are many who still 
fervently believe that a few mumbled words and a 
sprinkle of salt and water is a passport to heaven.

The Rector of Berre Ferrers will refuse to conduct 
baptism in water “  the colour of coffee, and which smells 
like the seven deadly sins.”  In his Parish Magazine, 
be complains that “  small pieces of snail shell, animal- 
culae, amphibia and arthopoda, were found in the water 
supply.”  We have assiduously searched the Bible, the 
Prayer Book, the Catechism and the Bible Handbook, 
and can report that we can find no precedence for the 
Rev. R. Crookshank to refuse to baptise in dirty water. 
After all, what was good enough for Christ ought to be 
good enough for Crookshank, and as far as we know the 
River Jordan was not filtered when Jolin doused Jesus.

According to the Church Times, one of the most popular 
replies to the questionnaire sent out recently by the 
Bishop of London is, “  Send us more clergy! ”  Fewer 
and fewer young men are receiving the Divine Call— 
especially on the salary given to the average curate. 
Then, in addition, a youngster in clerical dress is generally 
an object of fun, and most of them know it. Gone are 
the days when a parson was looked upon as God’s repre
sentative on earth, and in consequence reverently hon
oured. The pie in the sky he used so profusely to promise 
is jeered at and altogether a young clergyman’s lot is not 
particularly a happy one. No, recruits to the Church are 
as difficult to persuade as are young men for the mines, 
and pious difficulties are steadily growing worse.

In one of our religious papers, a Mr. Roger Lloyd puts 
in a plea for “  a marriage ”  between theology and poetry. 
The author of such must he “  a poet who is also an 
orthodox theologian,”  just as if it is quite easy to mix 
the two. Some of the most boring poetry in the language 
comes from orthodox theologians, while the really great 
poetry comes from poets who were, if not complete 
unbelievers, very nearly. Critics have long since seen 
in the plays of Shakespeare a scepticism nearly amount
ing to Atheism, while Burns, Byron, Swinburne, James

Thomson, and a host of others in the first rank, ce*t 
bad no belief in Christianity.

Even Mr. Lloyd has to concede this. He 
silence of English poetry on the Church and that t) 
is extremely little great poetry about the Eucharis , 
as for these days, “  the silence of poetry ay ° ,uoati 
Church is extremely unfortuate.”  It may be untoi ^  
for such people as Mr. Lloyd, but we can breathe ^  
of relief that modern poetry is not being encunibe 
.the drivel of theology.

The life of ‘ ‘ our Lord ’ ’ is about to be filmed— 
are sure that it will be “  reverently ”  treated- 
script will not be based on Leo Taxil’s “  Vie ^‘Yqji-rii'r 
One thing is, however, certain, there are plenty o f h 
incidents, and the children will not be disappointed ■ .¡¡¡g 
the Devil is introduced “  tempting”  Jesus and  ̂
him for a ride through the air. Then there are ^

Visitation ”  and “  Annunciation ”  scenes, .all< I her*3 
doubt following Miss Sayers’ Man Born to be King, . 
will be plenty of scope showing the villainous Jews e 
ing for the blood of Jesus. The director will ajs° 
plenty of scope depicting the Resurrection, not only 0 ^ >■ 
Saviour, but also of the large number of Jewish ‘ ‘ sftl* fl.jH 
who also were allowed a wholesale Resurrection- 
be a great film.

Dr. Wand addressed the London Diocesan C o n fe p  
the other day about- his Alission, and we carefully 9^ ie, 
a long report to see how many converts it had 111 
Needless to add—not one ! Not a solitary Freetni ^ 
has come into the fold as the result of thousft11' ^  
pounds of advertising, and the impassioned P jqeP 
thousands of voluntary workers for Christ. In fact, 1 ^  
are even more pathetic pleas—that those Christians jj 
have been “  drawn into the net,”  as the Rev. L. „ 
Mortlock writes, should not “  wriggle out to sea 
We could not write a better commentary on the f" 
of the Mission ourselves.

The Vinverse
Roman Catholic schools

just rants when it is on the subje0 ’̂ (|
and the Education Act, - ^

o(appears to try to frighten its readers with headlines 8 
as “  £i>0 million is your bill for your schools ^ 
deliberately tries to mislead them by such phrase® ,, 
“ Atheists and Communists get their education R j ¡f 
Every citizen is entitled to “  free ”  education, aI? ¡i 
the R.C.s want their children to be educated H*,] 
different way, or want them segregated from the ch1 
of “  heretics and infidels,”  they should pay for it ana jy 
expect their pernicious doctrine« to be tinanc1'^, 
supported by its opponents. It is time that Rome c 
off the rates. ‘

yj()tIt is a pity that the Noah’s Ark expedition w°s ,j,e 
allowed to go on, for a triumphant return with r 
veritable Ark would have added lustre to that ® s 
forgotten expedition 100 years ago when some Ame1'tl| - 
manhged to bring back the actual pillar of salt D  j|l? 
wife was turhed into. The facts were related in . 0t, 
Jewish Chronicle of that day. The pillar was 40 ^  
high, and found exactly in the place designated m f 
Bible; there could be, therefore, no doubt whim e 
about it. Unfortunately, the records since 
vanished, and no one knows what eventually beca ()l- 
of the pillar. Perhaps it was slowly eaten away> 
perhaps we ought to take the whole story with 
proverbial pinch of—well, salt.

to.

Or

Tt

Ù

th
re
to
to
or
sh
11,

ca
h
to
ca
Cl

vi
ili
Hi

HI
V
HI
H
¡t
b,
w
Si

!i
it
b
1
t



THE FREETHINKER

the freethinker 3 3

I Teleph, 41, Gray’s Inn Road, 
°ne No. : Holborn 2601. London, W.C. 1.

lirs TO CORRESPONDENTS
1 dtter.^—Por The Freethinker, 5s.

t
0i t h e P i terature should be sent to the Business Manage: 
and.

t h p  Pi V ^ 1 I O t i lb U U b U , L/C HOIlrU t/V W O
/ . i ‘oneer Press, 4 1 , Gray’s Inn Boad, London, W.C.l, 

Tjij, j, 1 t0 the Editor, 
ing „ ^ thinker will be forwarded direct from the Publish- 
Heur %ce ,at the following rates (Home and Abroad): One 
m , ’ ’ s' ’ half-year, 8s. 6d.; three-months, 4s. 4d.t ’ liaii-year, os. ba.; three-montns, us. ua. 

rc Eotioes should reach the Office by Friday morning.

r SUGAR PLUMS
tliB ■ aj mg Societies are busy preparing fixtures for 
repe ,. °°r season ancl we take the opportunity of 
to Sg luS that the Executive of the N.S.S. is prepared 
to 0 . . speakers to put the Ereethought point of view 
°rgan'Sl • orSanisations without any expense to those 
< J j t i o n s .  Application for the service of speakers
>°aj sent to the Secretary, N .S.S., 41, Gray’s Inn

London, W .C .l.

(:£>8tk,m'8e au<̂  ea8er crowd filled the Bigg Market, New- 
¿riJ"'; r®cently, to hear a debate between Mr. J. T. 

^  and Mr. \
’ and the Can___ .. . __  . _ ____, ____

Chf£ .  atul a medical man. / ’The subject for debate was

% li  , ------------------ -----------------------------  -■ -■ij c?o 0n and Mr. W. Rowe for the Newcastle Branch
cj 6tle

-  --------------- -----------------------------------
k" and the Canon of St. Nicholas Cathedral, New-

ad a medical man. The subject for debate was 
'%  v. Atheism, and was the outcome of some 
n from students from King’s College at a pre- 

ibteî  m.eeting in the Bigg Market. Debates are always
Vio'Us

II , • ----------Httg1?. Kingston-on-Thames Branch N.S..S. draws the
''ill1 lon ° f readers to the visit of Mr. F. A. Ridley, who 
lit i, sPeak to-day (July 10) at their Castle Street stand 
Nrl^>,rn' understand that arrangements have been
ii1(,| 0 bj hold the meeting indoors should the weather be 
i 'mom gQ we  ̂ or gne yp. Ridley’s lecture can 

The Branch has a batch of enthusiasticiSa.
(üigl is who deserve all the support local saints can give ; 

Sllpport should be considered a duty, not a favour.

¡¿ ty - f iv e  out of 73 passengers in an air liner pre- 
it | 1°  go down with the plane into the sea. when 
L u sh ed  rather than face with lifebelts the fierce
i^Ucuda fish which infest the wafers off Puerto Rico. 
!0t ^rvivors say that the women among them prayed 
w Lod’a help and the Lord managed to bring into hisSo:W .rri the greater proportion including 18 children— a 
I),. proof that God does answer prayer. Ask

>ad.
il , ----------Norwegian novelist, the late Mine. Sigrid Undset,

convert to Roman Catholicism, but it does not 
to have given her much hope—in this world, at 

\fn . "b en  Germany invaded Norway, she was in 
tk. Ilea, and she said, “  No matter who wins the war
> t i will be no more gladness on earth in our time. 
fat] 1 K Britain won, there may be a hundred years of 
V l> . ”  Her only hope was the Catholic hope of the 
tty'1 Pie in the sky. However, her dismal prognostics
H f i  '

Sai
took like being falsified, though one wonders what
heilig converted did to bei1 intelligent

The “  Universe,”  no doubt gladly, reports that we 
shall soon know whether St. Peter’s tomb has been found. 
Lots of people know, it declares, and even the “  Holy 
Father ”  has given us a hint.' For us, the probable site 
is just as authentic as the three tombs of Jesus in Jeru
salem and wo are sure it will be backed up by similar 
authoritative evidence. Whether there really was a 
Peter at all is now quite uncertain, for the various tradi
tions round him are just fictions invented by pious writers. 
Still, something must be done to revive the fall in 
the fortunes of the Roman Catholic Church.

The Mayor of Bridlington has hit the headlines by 
referring to the ‘ ‘ world shortage ”  of the Bible, and 
that there is now a ‘ ‘ black market ”  for buying and 
selling it. We suspect that the gallant Mayor would 
not have come into the limelight of publicity if he bad 
never referred to the World’s Best Seller in this way, 
though what he really should do is to explain why 
people never read the Bible. Has he himself read 
Zephaniah, and could ho tell us off-hand who he was 
and what he was writing about? Could many of the 
billions of people who have bought the Bible and are 
now buying it in the black market? Would the Mayor 
of Bridlington be prepared to say that Zephaniah, 
translated into one of the obscure dialects of mid-Africa, 
is completely intelligible to a pygmy?

Actually, if a copy of the Bible can be had at cost 
price or under by natives, they are going to buy it. Its 
pages often make excellent paper for cigarettes, and in 
tbe scarcity of wrapping paper, they make very good 
substitutes, especially for wrapping up food. But if. 
there is a shortage of Bibles, we know a good reason 
for it. A comparatively large proportion of the books 
sent for salvage during the war must have been Bibles 
in every stage of wear, and it will probably take two 
or three generations before they can be replaced. But 
the real question will still remain—does anybody really 
read the Bible?

The Abbé Boulier, who spoke recently on Communism 
in favour of Mr. Zilliacus, M.P., is 'a  sort of counter
part of the Red Dean and tbe two clerics really ought 
to come together. As they both believe in Communism, 
they ought now to convert each other to true Christianity, 
whatever that is. It is interesting to note that the 
Archbishop of Canterbury can do nothing to restrict the 
Red Dean’s activities not even his religious ones, but 
Bishop McCormack has severely warned the Red Abbé 
to stop it. Both priest and parson appear to do wliat 
they like, all the same. It, is gratifying to note that 
neither can be ‘ ‘ unfrocked,”  that is, they can both 

- take Mass and perform all the usual church services. 
A priest remains a pries) once he is touched by a Bishop.

A correspondent sends us a clerical begging letter and 
an advertisement of a Garden Fete, to include the 
inevitable Baby Show and Jumble Sale stalls, and to be 
held at the local Church Hall. The proceeds will be for 
the installation of a lightning conductor on the Church. 
“  Public safety ”  runs the clergyman’s letter, “ requires 
that this omission from the past shall be rectified.”  In 
other words, if the parishioners do not support the Fete 
and the profits fall short of the £89, God will still have 
to keep an eye on his church. Our parson evidently does 
not trust God when he descends to such blatant 
materialism in the form of a lightning conductor. 0 ye 
of little faith 1
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THE EVOLUTION OF THE PAPACY1
ANY work dealing with some aspect ot the history of 
Christianity by the author of The Jesuits and Julian the 
Apostate is sure to attract many readers.. Mr, F. A. 
.Ridley is a close student of social and religious problems, 
and has made the journey from Anglicanism to 
Freethought.

The booklet now under review surveys briefly the 
evolution of one of the most amazing institutions of man
kind. The Bishop of Rome; who 1ms several other titles 
and spheres of authority, claims to be the supreme ruler 
and guide of the Church of Christ—the only Church its 
adherents admit to be so without qualification.

Mr. Ridley examines the traditional account of the 
origin of the Papacy. Thei supremacy of the See of Rome 
is deduced by Catholics from a highly debatable text, 
which tells how Jesus at Ctesaren Philippi made Peter 
the foundation of his Church, which had not yet come into 
being. If Peter ever was in Rome, the. theory that lie' 
founded the earliest community of Roman Christians, 
and functioned as their bishop for twenty-five years, 
seems to be disproved by the admittedly scanty data we 
possess. Rome was bound to become the centre of 
religious unity with the growth of the Church’s organisa
tion, owing to its status as the capital of the empire of 
the Caesars, whose fallen sceptre the Popes of a later day 
virtually assumed. A vast complex of historical events 
created the medieval Papacy, which demands no super
naturalist explanation of its development.

The Pope emerges, in the second century, from a board 
of presbyters of co-ordinated authority; and even after 
the episcopate had been fully formed was for long no 
more than a great bishop enjoying a primacy of honour. 
Thereafter by clever opportunism, and favoured by 
imperial decrees, he gained supremacy in the western 
provinces of the empire, but not in the eastern provinces. 
It was chiefly on the‘question of the Papal claims that 
the Christians of the Orient were gradually estranged from 
their brethren of the West. The Papacy became a rally- 
ing-point for the factors of culture in the Bark Ages, and 
did promote civilisation, in some measure, in lauds where 
the Grneco-Roman tradition had collapsed or had never 
penetrated. The medieval Popes caused kings to tremble 
before them, and as the Middle Ages drew to- a close, 
built up a huge structure of wealth and power, which 
made their influence felt far outside the bounds of 
Christendom. Through fraud, and cruelty, and fears of 
the hereafter their pretentions instilled, they established 
their ghostly realm.

The Reformation shattered the'authority of the Popes 
in many countries. But the Counter-Reformation, prin
cipally engineered by the Jesuits, won for the Papacy 
millions of adherents in Asia and the Americas, apd 
with the aid of the Inquisition and reactionary monarchs 
the Popes consolidated their power in the countries that 
did not fall away from the Catholic faith. Not until 1870 
was the Pope declared infallible by a majority vote at 
an Ecumenical Council, though the idea of bis infallibility 
bad been defended by many theologians for centuries and 
seemed implicit in the behaviour of the Popes themselves. 
Even now we do not know how many or how few Papal 
pronouncements come under the head of ex cathedra 
definitions and so bear the stamp of infallibility.

The great drama has been told often by erudite pens, 
but it always bears repetition. Nothing that is essential 
fo its understanding has been omitted by Mr. Ridley, in 
a booklet‘ that is admirable for its succinctness aiql ¿lie 
clarity of its exposition.

* Hy P. A. Ridley. Price Is. Pioneer Press.

July 1°'

Rome has faced Dark Ages before, retun*
author, and he prophesies that she “  may a§a' Ret 
to power on the ruins of human culture (P- I'!,cure vt jier.
tenacity is such that “  civilisation will have to v1̂  j 0es

tl

- — —  .. — 
cultural atmosphere in which she can no longei , ĝ ter

ll-wl .. .1 . . J * 1 |T 1 I# ._ A.T a U

__ . 7______  u imvc — doe&
Hut how can this come about? Mr. Ridley sure') tlia.t 
not advocate persecution. We should say ra ) , an*l 
civilisation will kill Rome—will create a * e£ltlie-

Sounder education and the evolution ,,0jL has n°" 
economico-political system, than the one that 
thrust its tentacles into nearly every corner °^1°)lU.r(,y to 
will gradually reduce the devotees of the 1 ,lP d0nie 
handfuls of quaint folk. When the Church ot 
becomes a picturesque survival, politically al,( , . 
mieally impotent, we shall have no quarrel with 1

Of special importance in Mr. Ridley’s work ” 
chapters, “  The Papacy and the Social Elncy er? 
and ‘ The Papacy and Fascism.”  All social u o 
and progressive statesmen should ponder on 11 
here set forth—by no means for the first time.

•I here are not many criticisms to make. “ pad
endorses Dr. Inge’s extraordinary view (p. 24) tha aI)y 
the Bark Age not existed, it would lu

(Ireat Forest in Central Africa.
rebuked (p. 21) those Freethinkers who “  have e 
denied the services rendered by the Church to the Bu n.

reat ru.

difference to the cultural history of the world.’ 
interpreted, this means that nothing happened 111 .— 
Bark Ages worth recording, and that E u r o p e ., 
Western .Europeans at least, for in Constantin°P  ̂
debased version of the old civilisation continued y 
lifetimes as uneventful as those of the Pygmies 11 j)jv5

But Mr. Ridley ^ly

of the Dark.Ages.”  Surely the work of the K’'!r Pen
sionary monks, notably the Benedictines, were an 1 .̂v 
tial preamble to the medieval civilisation, admitted') 
brilliant in some respects. In the Dark Ages arose P  '(|,e 
with its rapid conquests of many lands, including 
greater part of Spain, Charlemagne built up 1)1S oer 
empire, England was forming a culture of her own • j  
the chaos produced by the Anglo-Saxon invasions- 
tlu' foundations of the great Republic of Venice 
being laid. These events negate the notion that J" ,t- 
Dark Ages there wits only a marking of time, "> 
significance for later centuries. a

Mr. Ridley opines (p. 17) that the “  Thou art 
text was added to the First Gospel early in the 
century. But Justin Martyr, about the middle ¡p 
second century, shows himself acquainted wim 
Possibly, as Mr. Ridley believes, this text was ins*-’1 ^ 
by a booster of the claims of the Church in Rome 
the Pope at so early a date. But his view (p. 1 )̂ j|;Ul 
John XXI, an obvious addition to*the Fourth Gospe‘j h,- 
the same origin is less defensible. The authority ot ••1 i[)t 
is being urged in this chapter to the apparent belittle111̂ ]  
of John. Christian cliques made Paul, Peter, John, (>f 
other worthies of the primitive Church the. symbol»^, 
rival dogmas or policies. There is no reason to supR̂ ,,- 
that the claims of Peter to special privileges and prel- 
were only advanced at Rome. ^

Mr. Ridley’s statement (p. 17 n.) that the ,> 
church ”  only came into use “  probably much 1“ R lt| 

than a . i). 70 assumes that the epistles attributed to 
of Tarsus are all pseudonymous, since the use of. a 
term appears in them too often to be regarded, on ci'i 
principles, as due to interpolation. ,]

We nro told by Mr. Ridley (p. 58) that “  the ‘ 1 ” 
justifies the means ”  is a “  famous axiom of the Jos'» jRf 
There is no such axiom in Jesuit teaching. The n&fll
to if is Busenbaum’s dictum, “  to him to whom tin' ei,(
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a perfect]̂ 16 means also are lawful,”  which can be given 
eqnai]v 1  ̂ re,as°nable and moral interpretation, but can 
often m itsel£ to dubious practices, since the means 

a l£y the lawfulness of tlie end.
A. D. HOWELL SMITH.

,S0i “ W o o d  versus THE HORNETS”
•£bitei'j'V^r' £'utnea' has been briefed for the defence of 

Well 1Sm in thecase of ”  Wood versus The Hornets ”  ! 
tiore M £bem bring up all their “  big guns, ’ the 
case,, ,, yf mei'i'ier; but as 1 intend conducting my own 
first n \ i0,R assistance, 1. must insist that my opponents 
!en„u ake ° ut fbeir charge correctly. Throughout tliis 

■ agaTn ' ??®troversy I liave been charged, over and over 
in dj, b being a Spiritualist. Because 1 am interested 
V ,,;., object of good health— does that make me a

done is to suggest that psychic phenomena 
qu ' n! Scientific idly investigated and that until the 
Klif)„| ]■ 11 ° f survival has been proved or disproved we 
do nj1. Reserve an open mind. Why an atheist cannot 

yes,s ls finite beyond my comprehension."
' 1 e ’ ,f’V.en Mr. Cutner refers to my belief. TTe says: 
any ."bunly refuse to believe, as Mr. Wood does, in 
si]0) '“ ‘’ -physical entity . . . ”  As I have never stated 
Sou "belief I would be interested to know from whnlb 
do d ‘;. Cutner obtains his information. I certainly 
but |i dispute the possibility of non-physical entities 
boli ,afc ' s n°t the same thing as saying I definitely 

'' in them. I do wish people would be a little! 
j accurate in their statements and accusations. 

Ciiu t̂ll,dinjT the testing of mediums, I suggest that Mr. 
i visit« the National Laboratory of Psychical

(:°QdJic 1 i‘e really desires to know how such tests are 
l i f t e d .  But if lie lias read the late Harry Price’s 
fiiu s be should already know—the testing of world
'll "lediums lias been fully described therein. I  do 
Hre a*,Jw bow many mediums are genuine or how many 
tun ands, but no doubt the before mentioned Society 
IV^‘‘lighten him. Can Mr. Cutner tell me how many 
m » n k e r a  are genuine Freethinkers and how many are 
°Ptii ^^n-enhed Freethinkers who will no more tolerate 
CL,s'tion to their views than will the most bigoted

Co,, "d now for the R.L01 case. Here I must make a 
^  «ctKm. I regret to say that I gave the medium’ll 
M * * »  Mrs. Estelle Roberts when it was, in fact, a 
'% . ’been Garrett. The affair happened nineteen years 
.,f '“ ‘d I, unfortunately, relied on my memory instead 

Y acking up on the case as I should have done.
Mr. Cutner, 1 ran supply you with the printed 

*h(, Ur|f ° f the seance as taken down in shorthand by 
of Secretary of Mr. Harry Price—be was then Director 
k, 10 National, Laboratory of Psychical Research— 
t “ '®r with comments by an R.A.F. officer who came 
to “ Cardington, where the airship was built, specially 
Hft^pare the protocol with the Air Ministry’s findings 
ii,a'?’ fbe official inquiry. Ho agrees that the statements 
t]je ® by the medium— said to have come direct from 
l^.-dend Commander of the airship, Flight Lieutenant 

were consistent with the Air Ministry’s Report, 
la,,, seance took place two days after the crash and 

before the official inquiry was held. No one at the 
do 'c;o knew anything about airships, nor expected any 
¡0 ! "el will, Irwin. Being myself an Airship Commander 
to be first world war, I knew Irwin personally (we used 
,\e ay the same ’ship on alternate patrols over the 
''lie an) ’ a"d 80 d fim well acquainted with his distinctive 

' ''Her of speech. Ho always spoke very quickly in

clipped, jerky sentences, which was the way his voice 
came through, according to Harry Price. 1 am quite 
convinced— and so was the R.A.E. officer who examined 
the Report— that no one could possibly use or understand 
tlie highly technical terms used by tlie medium unless 
he was an expert in airship construction or a pilot.

Here are some examples of what 1 mean: “  Ship 
badly swinging—starboard strakes started.”  Now, could 
a, woman who did not know one end of an airship from! 
the other, possibly know that airships were always 
referred to as “  ships ”  and that nautical terms were 
always used, such as “  starboard strakes ” ?

Or again: ‘ ‘Engines too heavy-—airscrews tho small”  ; 
“  The bore capacity was entirely inadequate, to the 
volume of structure “  This exorbitant scheme of 
carbon and hydrogen is absolutely wrong “  Useful lift 
too small-elevator jammed ‘ ‘ Greater lifting than 
helium ” ; ‘ ‘ Flying too low altitude—unable to rise— 
same with S.L. 8—-tell Eckner.”

S.L. 8 was afterwards verified as the number of a 
German airship, ‘ ‘ S .L .”  standing for ‘ ‘ Scliutte Lanz.”  
Dr Eckner was the1 constructor of the Graf Zeppelin. 
Irwin would have known this but Mrs. Garrett could not 
possibly have known it.

Other statements made were: ‘ ‘ Fabric all water-logged 
and ship’s nose down—unable to rise. Cannot trim. New 
type of feed wrong. Almost scraped tlie roofs of Achy.”  
Every statement was afterwards verified as correct. Achy 
is not shown on ordinary maps but only on large-scale 
flying maps such as Irwin had.

Finally: “  At Inquiry to he held later it will he found 
that the superstructure of the envelope contained no 
resilience and liad far too much weight.”  The E..10J 
was the most rigid airship ever constructed and its 
envelope was considered by experts to he too heavy.

Mr. Price concludes with this statements “ The medium 
lias never possessed any sort of engine or motor car and 
knows nothing about aeronautics or engineering. The 
conversation of Irwin Was packed with terms that few 
men could reel off with any degre of relevancy— and 
every term used, mas relevant. Thought transference can 
he ruled out. Not one of us was thinking about the 
disaster; not one of us had any technical knowledge! of 
airships or their engines; the name of Irwin had not 
been mentioned, nor tlie disaster discussed.”

I am sending Air. Cutner the particulars he requires 
(and seems to expect!) although 1 do not cure twopence 
whether he, or anyone else, is impressed by the records 
of the Irwin seance. All I know is that it lias given rnd 
a desire to inquire further into this problem.

Spiritualism practised as a religion and a money- 
grabbing racket revolts me, but psychic phenomena as 
a subject for scienific. research interests me a great deal. 
Mr. Cutner will doubtless scoff at whatever evidence is 
put before him— in fact, lie admits he is a 99 per cent, 
scoffer!— and he is, of course, entitled to scoff if it 
pleases him to do so. I  certainly do not follow his 
argument when he suggests that “  energy ”  should be 
produced from dead bodies in order to disprove Material
ism. Can he not realise that it is this mysterious energy, 
or life-force that animates the physical body and only 
when it is withdrawn does the body die? So how can 
he expect to find it there after death. Mv problem is 
to discover what happens to that energy, ot"force, after 
it leaves the body. I do not sec how it can just dis
appear into nothingness. '

Mr. Cutner is also entitled to indulge his sense of 
humour on comic professors who can so easily he 
bamboozled by conjurors, hut I have never met one of 
thorn, and I defy him tb produce one single conjuror
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or other trickster who can imitate Mrs. Garrett’s “  per
formance ”  at the Irwin seance. People who talk in 
this way and deride scientific investigators like Dr. 
Rhine and Mr. Harry Price are not likely to influence 
anyone whose mentality is even slightly above that of 
a child o f  six.

Ho now it is up to Mr. Outlier to tear Mr. Price’s 
report to shreds. As for the Air Ministry’s official report, 
it- is his job to get hold of that, not mine; but I  cannot 
help wondering what he, and all other orthodox Free
thinkers, would really have thought if I had been unable 
to produce for his inspection this report of the Irwin 
seance. No doubt they would all have concluded that 
it was just a lovely dream—or nightmare from their 
points of view !

W. H. WOOD.

LAST MOMENTS
(Concluded from page, 846)

Some deaths among the ancients are remembered as 
being peculiarly appropriate. Thus Anacreon choked 
himself with a grape-stone. Petronius opened his veins 
and bled himself'to death, amusing himself until nature 
was exhausted by listening to love verses, jocular stories, 
and laughable epigrams. T. Pomponius Atticus, in his 
seventy-seventh year, when he found himself attacked 
by an incurable illness, called his friends around and 
asked them if they coidd show any reason why he should 
not die, as he chose to do, by voluntary starvation. 
Lucretius was alleged to have died by his own hand, but 
the story is not .without suspicion of having been con
cocted by some enemy of the Epicureans, as it first 
appears in the Eusebian chronicle. Epicurus himself is 
stated to have been afflicted with sever sufferings, aggra
vated by stone in the bladder. Yet from Diogenes 
Laertius we learn that he bore his sufferings with a truly 
philosophical patience, cheerfulness, and courage, and 
passed away in peace.

King Darius is said to have commanded, as he was 
expiring, that the following words should bo inscribed on 
his tomb: “  I could drink much wine and be sober.”  
Probably that was a famous qualification in his day. Far 
different is the epitaph ascribed to Cyrus. “  0 , man! 
whatsoever thou art, and whencesoever thou comest, thou 
wilt come to the same condition in which I now am. 1 
am Cyrus, who brought the empire to the Persians; do 
not envy me, I beseech thee, this little piece of ground 
which eovereth my body.”  Similarly the Emperor 
Septimus Severus placed this inscription on his urn: 
“  Thou soon wilt bo the habitation of a man the world 
was too narrow for.”

Sydney Smith says ': “  It seems necessary that great 
people should die with some sonorous and quotable say
ing.”  Mr. Pitt said something not intelligible in his last 
moments. G. Rose made it out to be : “  Save my coun
try, heaven! ”  The nurse, on being interrogated, said 
that he asked for barley water. Mr. Foote, in his Infidel 
Death-Beds, has, of course, alluded to Goethe’s cry for 
“  More light! ”  upon which so much has been written. 
The meaning, of course, was pufely physical. Still more 
absurd is the exclamation of Kant’s biographer upon 
Kant’s last phrase, “  It is enough.”  ‘ ‘ Mighty and 
symbolic words! ”  They probably alluded to the atten
tions he was receiving.

If the last words of eminent men are ofteu invested 
with a significance they do not possess, there are no doubt 
instances of striking expressions having been used at the 
lightening before death. “  Draw the curtain, the farce 
is played,”  is credibly ascribed to Rabelais, whose con-

Ignatius L°?°la fjpS. 
Jesus,”  on h’s

lessor declared that lie died drunk, 
with the word of his society, “  Jesus," on tri m0’s 
Edmund Kean’s last words on the stage were: f me.’ 
occupation’s gone—I am dying, speak to them 0 ^
Judge I afford died on the bench while remarking fliy 
chief thing required in English society was ty1 . “ 1 
tween class' and class. Muliammed died deck11’ ’E ' 

come among my fellow labourers on high.”  ®co n̂ al 
recited last words of Marmion were taken from an ^ 
incident in Scottish history. The words of L® 
ihe stake, ‘ ‘ Be of good comfort, Master Ridley, n0i'i 
the man: we shall this day light puch a candle oy^• vvc »nan wns uay iignti puen a y
grace in England as shall never be put out, alC 
of English history, and will lie remembered as l011g ‘ 
Church of Rome endures, yo0

1 here are many instances, also, of the ruling A«® ed, 
strong in death, from the gaming pedestrian who ° 
when an angel, to fly the parson for fifty pounds as’ , 
Napoleon Bonaparte, whose last words were 
d annee. ’ Benfcham died like a true UtilitoriW- , g. 
said to a favourite disciple : “  I now feel that I am  ̂ f 
our care must be taken to minimise the pain. D  ̂
let any one of the servants come into the room, »IU Yev 
away the youths; it will be distressing to them, a” “  ¡̂jl 
can be of no service. Yet I must not be alone; y° u,,aV01 -------— - —~  ̂ V * » j u 11U V WW V'  f ,'|| 1.
remain with me, and you only, and then we shall ^w iijc, aim juli uiû y, aim tiicii we
reduced the pain to the lowest possible amount.’ 'I ' 
the end came, he died imperceptibly without strUgg . y 
suffering. Life faded into death as twilight blended

or

with night. ■d« ° - \ c TGive Dayrolles a chair ”  were the last words ot ,
' " ”  -  non»lCUChesterfield. Even more urbane was the merry lllC"” ' 0|o- 

Charles II, who thought not of his many sins, but nP , 
gised to his attendants for the'trouble lie was ca_uS ^ 
He confessed lie had been a most unconscionable i '1” 0 
dying, and hoped they would excuse him. ,

Harvey, the discoverer of the circulation of the b , i0t 1 .. t .  hmado observation on bis pulse almost until it ceasf jid 
beat. Thiyle, the sceptic, died in harness. So mum1 , t,

anything that might assuage the heat of a slow fevei 
long had preyed on him. He spent the great part ot , 
night that he died correcting what he had written ag®1“  uiou wu»» lie VVJ.1UV—*
Le Clerc, and, just as he had finished his correction,  ̂
expired. Petrarch was found dead in Iris study with,  ̂
head reclining on a book, as was his wont when study1 ̂; ; .......... —n ■** ”  — w - -pr
William Blake, in the hour of death, lay chanting 80 .Id113'the music and the verse rippling impromptu from . 
He regretted he could not commit those inspirations, ' 
he called them, to paper. “  Kate,”  he said to his f” ', j 
l'ul wife who consecrated her life to aiding liis genius, 
am a changing man—I always rose and wrote down ®3 
thoughts, whether it rained, snowed, or shone, an11 \ ■' 
arose, too, and sab beside me— this can be no longel‘.s 
Cunningham, in his Lives of the Painters, says that ^  
wife, who sat watching him, did not perceive when 
ceased breathing;. v̂i»1

Bcl'otJCl UlCu'tUillgi jj
Haydn, just before death, played his famous ‘ ‘ IL -11

~ii fh A  l^ m n fo w r  ’ ’ ATrvaf. a+n lrinr» ' q £ q ]]̂  WGT6 *in1-around ^
to the Emperor.”  Most striking 
moments of Mozart. Calling his friends 
with them he sung his grand “  Requiem.”  “  Did 
tell you it would be my dirge,”  said the dying music’9 
and so passed away in melody. \

The Chevalier Bayard, when mortally wound®’ 
ordered that'ho should be laid down with his face to 
enemy, saying: “  Having never yet turned back to 11 Ljj 
I will riot begin on the last day of my life.”  \Yhen k v 
Charles James Napier lay dying, Mr. McMurdo, his 
in-law, seized the shattered, shot-torn fragments of ; ,, 
colours of the 22nd, and waved them over the exp11’’11'"
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ai)(|U01'. A g1-im smile of satisfaction crossed his face, 
])vi° passed away. ,

conJi 1°" 111 IHlblic has no doubt tended to bnng on se 
f £  Slless- John Bamveld, the Dutch statesman, 
» a c c u s e d  of a design to betray Holland to the King 
no t  l1’ sP°ke with dignity before his execution : I am
gw aitov- I have administered with justice, am a- • 
th? lmtnot 1 die.”  Sir Thomas More was serene until 
sai(|a8,VT Seeing the scaffold totter, he is reported to have 

1 pray you, Mr. Lieutenant, see me sate up. as 
coining down; 1 will shift for myself. > eP ieu 

£  j  blll'nt as an Atheist in 1546, is said to have been 
T0 | . Ss of the confessor, and to have joked until the last. 
4  *  attributed the pun. -  Non Dolet imo Dolet,
nJ'lu turbo, dolet (Dolet does not grieve, but the pious 
(Icon, Sieves).”  Lucilio Vanini, also burnt as an Atheist 
in , '■ reminded his executioners that their saviour died 
b j ^ r ,  while he died undaunted. Had Boureau- 
afU m es’ whorelates these and other stories, lived until 
ot|w tbt! french Revolution, he might have added many 
*£.r '»stances. The Girondists went to the guillotine

o •
Contre nous de la tyrannie, 
Le couteau sanglant est levé.'

Chenier is said to have recited the first scene of 
his frj s dromaqne on the road to the guillotine with 
S £ ? ‘ ^ ucher- “  You tremble,”  said someone to 

9̂8)b *., Lrilley as he ascended the fatal steps (Nov. 11, 
k°Ph(: b's with the cold.”  he replied. The apos-
:'*1' a ¿ ‘}  ''Madame Roland to the statue of Liberty, erected 

■ te near the scene of execution, is known by all.
(The late) J. M. WHEELER.

ip AFFIRMING IN 1 9 4 9
t] “"lei’s believe affirming instead of taking the oath 
( W “.« !,lter the passing of the Bradlaugh Oaths Act 
M)| 'J* how taken as a matter of course, the following
hiiM) disillusion them. Here is an “  editorial 

lu Royal Leamington Sim. Courier of June, 1919: —
Uf l̂'c Mayor’s Parlour was on .Monday morning the scene 

* 's believed to be an unprecedented liappening in 
N ' '"'"gton. A new magistrate, on being sworn ill, did 
* affirmation instead of taking the. oath usually sub- 
tli(. '* J bo by Christians. Normally, new magistrates take 
lail |!'llst°inary oaths in court— in the presence of the 
|„ 1 1(vyhut on this occasion, for reasons which have not 
ill».1.1 mven, the formalities were carried out behind closed 
it
Place
f i l ia l  _____  _ ____  ________  _

nt the Quarter Sessions, was not observed. Mr 
i(',j V- f -  Crumpton was the magistrate whose oath had no 
, 'mons significance. He is a trade union official, and 
l'j,S luesumahly,.nominated to the office of Justice of the 
,i .ice by tlie Labour Party. We feel the townspeople 

, '' entitled to be told of this incident.■'ll- f, ,l unipton s reply
A NEW J.P. AND HIS OATH

the1"
to ........................... .. ............... ........................ .........  ...........
In V.1 incident which took place behind “ closed doors.’ 
p .'-bis connection my name is mentioned as a. Trade 

•°ii official and a nominee of tlie Labour Party.

<,.ls. Tlierc is, of course, nothing irregular in tbis for 
s Hot laid dovi» that a public ceremoiiy sliould take 

Neverthelcss, it ¡s unfortunate tliat in these 
fòli !“ 1 A-ii'viunstanees thè usuai procedure, scrupulously

My attention bas lieen called to a paragraph in 
Courier ”  which makes reference in hushed tones

Minth  is not clear whether exception is taken to the fact 
I created a. precedent, to my association with the

' 'n.de Union* and Labour Party, or to the “  closed door ”  
'"'dent, but I can envisage all three reasons being 

'"'•'tliema to the “  Courier.”
I hi any case there was ample time for all the facts to 
nvo been ascertained prior to publication.
"Mid have lessened the news value.rlM

Possibly that

,1 'be facts are as follows: Prior to May .’10 I informed 
i 1'. .Martin, the magistrates’ clerk, that I desired to affirm 
"Head of taking the usual oaths. This fact was com

municated to the magistrates present prior to the Court 
sitting.

The -Mayor (Councillor Wnllsgrove) asked me whether 
I would prefer to affirm in the Court or in the room in 
which We were then assembled. I replied to the effect 
that f did not mind which course was adopted. The 
.Mayor then decided, and no objection was raised by 
anyone present, that my affirmation and the oaths of the 
other three new magistrates should be taken in tlie 
Mayor’s Parlour.

This statement should remove any impression, implied 
if not stated, that J bad any personal hesitation about 
publicly declaring the fact that I have no religious beliefs.

E. V. CRUMPTON.
Finally, we append Air. Crumpton’s letter to The 

Freethinker:—
Sir,—Enclosed are portions of a local newspaper which 

comments upon the fact that upon my recent appointment 
as a magistrate [ created a precedent by affirming instead 
of taking the usual oaths. it  implies also that this was 
such a shocking thing that it had to be done behind closed 
doors. Certainly the Mayor, as Chairman of the magi
strates, appeared to lie rather shocked and twice made 
reference to the difficulties, each time being corrected by 
the magistrates’ clerk and myself. Finally the, Mayor, 
after asking my permission, announced to tlie other 
magistrates who were present, that as an Atheist I pro
posed to affirm instead of taking the usual oaths, and that 
lie proposed to take my affirmation and the oaths of the 
other new magistrates in the room in which we were then 
situated, instead of in the open Court.

The newspaper paragraph was, I think, mainly intended 
to damage the standing of the local Labour Party with 
which I have been associated in various voluntary official 
capacities for about 30 years. In order to offset this my 
reply, also enclosed, was considerably modified, although 
the majority of people with whom I associate are fully 
aware of my views on religion.

I thought that the paragraph in question might lie of 
interest to you as an illustration of the press attitude 
to a public declaration of a lack of religious beliefs. The 
editor of this newspaper is a prominent churchgoer and 
was acquainted with my opinions.

Yours sincerely,
E. V. CRUMPTON.

\Ve are pleased to give publicity to the wav the 
religious mind still works and Freethinkers should over 
he on their guard against such religions bigotry. Mr. 
Crumpton is to he .congratulated on his fine stand.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.
O utdoor

Jiradford Branch N.S.S. (Car Park, Broadway).—Sunday, 
0-30 p.ill.: Mr. H. Day .

Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Castle Street).—Sunday, 7 p.m.
M r. F. A. R id le y .

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Platt Fields),—Sunday, 3 p .m .: 
Messrs. K a y , B hoady and B illin g .

Merseyside Branch N.S.S. (Ranelagh Street (bombed site), 
Liverpool)_-Sunday, 7-30 p.m .: Mr. W. Parry.

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead 
Heath).—Sunday, 12 noon : Air. L, E biiry. (Highbury 
Corner).—7 p.m. : Air. L. Kiiury.

Nottingham Branch N.S.S. (Afarket Square)— Sunday,
7-30 p.m. : Mr. T. M. Mosley.

Sheffield Branch N.S.S. (Barkers Pool).—Sunday, 7 p .m .: 
Air. A. Sa m m s .

West London Branch N.S.S. (Alarble Arch, Hyde Park)—  
Sunday, G p .m .: Messrs. E. Bryant, F. W ood and E. P age.

I ndoor
South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square 

W .C .l).—Sunday, II a.in.: “ The Spectre of Malthas,’ * 
Air. Archibald Robertson, ALA.

Glasgow (Brunswick Street).—--Sunday, 3 p .m .: Alessrs. S. 
Bryden, E. Lavvasi and J. Humphrey.

LONELY Join Victory Friendship Circle, 34, Honeywell 
Road, London, S.AV.ll. Details Is.
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H 1 S T O R I C A L  A N D  I N F O R M A T I V E

T H E  E V O L U T I O N
O F  T H E

PA PA C Y
F. A. 1C Milov

Author of
“  Julian, the Apostate,"  “  The Jesuits,”  etc.

A clear exposition of the origins of Roman Catholicism 
as a world power and the part it has played in history
In stiff cover, So pages With an appendix o f fu ll list o f Popes

Price if- Postage 1 Hi

S p e c i a l l y  S e l e c t e d  E s s a y s  by
Chapman Colwn

•

E S S A Y S  IA  
F 1C F F T  II ft A K 1 A Cm

in Four Volumes

Each C o n ta in s  
160 Pages

S in g le  2/6 
T h e  F o u r  V o lu m e s  10/-

THE AGE 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.

LIFT UP YOUR HEADS
An Anthology for Freethinkers
William Kent, F.S.A.

. . .  an antidote, as the items collected from writers 
major and minor, all have a tonic quality

L IT E R A R Y  G U lP b

William Kent, depressed by the Morning Radio “  1-'^ 
up your Hearts! ”  comes back pugnaciously with Lift >‘p 
your Heads

x  J O H N  O 'LONDON

This acid collection should be salutary and stimulation 
reading for Christians and Non-Christians alike „ „FORWARD
This seems to me to be excellent reading

M A R JO R IE  BOWEN

400 Quotations from 1.67 Authors 
Fully 'Indexed and Classified

From all Booksellers 
Cloth 5s. Postage 3d. Paper 3s. 6d

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

Specially compiled for easy reference. For Freethif1 
and inquiring Christians

9th edition. 2nd printing. 176 pages.
Price 3s ., Cloth only. Postage 2 \d.

From all Booksellers or direct from  tile
P I O N E E R  PRESS

Printed and Published bv the Pioneer Press (G. W. Foote and Company Limited), 41, Gray’s Inn Road, London, W.0. 1.


