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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

h
*3“an Rationalists

. jter was taken to
«in J1™e ~ne I'g® e Present WF .
% t ] le Columns Of “ The Ereethinker ” for referring

"" (nailloUs modernist tlieolog.ian Dr. \Y. It. Inge, as
a/ u "stian Rationalist.” Of course, “ it all depends,”
i*pr  mins Trust member of the B.B.C. used to

ri what one means precisely by the term
’\@ﬂdlo list.  No doubt the essence of what Aristotle
6™ Ve styled the™substance ” of religion and of
ths  S0us mentality is irrational, but notwithstanding,
Itdjj °es n°t prevent theology, the “ science ” of religion.
of assuming ;i logical and*pseudo-rational form which
VudIJm® ics. very successfully the real article. Any

jodei] * -or msta,lee, of St. Thomas Aquinas and his
I'nomist ™ disciples cannot but agree with

lik* u dictum. And, of course, modernist theologians
l]“t'slJr MSe>or Bishop Barnes, accept not only the
hit;Utls but also many of the actual conclusions of
AN"edist thought.

I'fttf1S however, in the.ir relations with other, and in
{poilCular, with rival religions that the theologians and
] °gists of Christianity (and no doubt of other religions
,h;el.) indulge in genuinely rationalistic arguments
faite are- hi lucD inseparable from those used by
Ipjline Freethinkers in "their anti-religious polemics.
I’ nO™ infrequently “ out-herod Herod ” in
in(N ast respect. Many “ reverent rationalists,” and
not a few irreverent ones, would recoil from the
fit dUig and often grossly personal attacks that are
ticAntly employed in, say, current missionary litera-
it V directed against the rival religion, Islam, in which
lifj. n°t at all uncommon to find Christian writers using
about the Prophet Mohammed which would
L lead to a prosecution under the Blusphemy
57,5 If employed by Mohammedan missionaries here
_ the character of the titular Founder of
"wistianity.
> Tict, if one thing stands out the proverbial mile
.~ even a superficial survey of current missionary
t'll?p"ure, it is it-, total lack of any consideration of the
*Nious feelings of rival creeds and of their adherents,
i r®peat the example already' given, the Propliet
'kammed, is the object of a profound personal devotion
[- *e greatest of God’s prophets by some 250,000,000
Tie. Rut respect for their feelings does not in the
fj prevent accredited controversialists of the Christian
N'relies from referring to the Prophet in the most
igf, Hterms as “ whoremonger,” “ an elderly sensual-
v “ a_cut-throat and brigand,” “ an impostor whao
ﬂlﬂOidlﬂsl?/ fabrivited mis “ Visions ’ for the benefit of
¢V credulous multitude,” etc.  And yet, forsooth and
oM the mark, these are the selfsame people who
v,"'and indignantly and insistently that “ unbelievers *
"“Id, at (lie very least, show reverence and manifest
Tecf, for the religious feelings of Christians and for
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the Person of the “ Sacred ” Founder of Christianity.
Obviously, for such people, “ blasphemy ” represents
a one-way traffic.

But not only do Christian theologians habitually dis-
regard the elementary canons of literary decency and
controversial restraint in their references to rival
religions; equally do they throw overboard all their dis-
trust and suspicion of the claims and power of reason,
which they habitually display in controversy with
Rationalists. “ Faith ” may be above Reason where
the Christian Faith is concerned, hut Reason is alway s
above “ Faith ” where any rival faith is concerned. For
against such, Christianity does not hesitate to use the
most formidable batteries of reason and critical know-
ledge, tearing to pieces in the. most critical manner
imaginable the scriptures of rival faiths such ns the
Koran and the Book of Mormon. For in relation to such,
the Christian critics forget all their inhibitions against
the use and sufficiency of reason in matters of faith,
which they habitually employ against Rationalists where
Christianity is concerned. Every other religious scripture,
however holy or venerable, is fair game for the most
ruthless “ higher criticism ” at the hands of these
Christian ” Rationalists.”

To take a concrete example, we will defy the most out-
spoken advocates of Rationalism in religious matters to
show us the whole fairly extensive range of freethouglit
literature, a more drastic analysis of religious origins in
the light of thorough-going rationalist analysis, than. is.
say, the article on “Islam” inthe Encycloptedia of Religion
mid Ethics or that on Joseph Smith and Xformovism
in Vacant’s Dictionairre de Theologle Catholique, both
standard works of unimpeachable orthodoxy, entirely
untinged by Modernism, in, respectively, the Protestant
and Catholic Churches. In both the above articles, every
weapon of science, critical reason and the most modern
“ higher criticism ” of the literary sources of the respec-
tive religions, is used in the most unsparing manner.
Yet tlie Protestant criticism of Islam is penned by an
Anglican cleric and Oxford theologian, and the critique
of Mormonism by a French Jesuit. And, we may add,
both authors would have recoiled with horror before
similar criticisms in “ The Freethinker,” which either
employed such critical methods or used such extremel
blunt, language as they use about Mohammed and Josep
Smith in relation to the problem., of Christian origins
or to the personality of Jesus Christ.

_For example, the late Professor Margoliouth concludes
his critical analysis of the literary sources of the life

of the Founder of Islam with these not very reverent
remarks :—

“ The character attributed to Mohammed in the
biography of lbu’lshaq éi-°.; Die oldest Muslim Gospel) is,
a, has been seen, exceedingly unfavourable. In order to
gain his ends ho recoils from no expedient and ho approves
of similar ungcrupulousness on the part of his adherents
when exercised in his interests. . .. He organises
assassinations and wholesale massacres. . . . Hi, career
as tyrant of Medina is that of a robher-chief. , . . Ho is
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himself an unbridled libertine, and encourages the same
passion in his followers.”

And so on. Hardly a conspicuous example of “reverent
rationalism,”” when one considers that the sweeping
charges do not refer to Caligula or Nero, but to one
whom hundreds of millions still regard as the Prophet
and Shadow of God upon earth. But then the Arab
Prophet is still Jesus Christ’s chief competitor in the
mission field.

Nor does the American Joseph Smith fare much better
at the hands of his Jesuit historian. “ He was a gross
profligate and obvious charlatan.”” The Book of Mormon
Jis a “ tissue of grotesque fables.” The early Mormons
were “ crude and illiterate rustics devoid of critical
faculty and easily duped by o clever impostor.” The
Mormon version of American history is “ demonstrable
nonsense effectively disproved by science.” All of which
may be very true, but what would the reverend father
«-ay if rationalists wrote this about Christian and not
Mormon origins?  Incidentally, the Pagan contro-
versialist, Celsus, of the second century actually des-
cribed Christ and the early Christians in very similar
.terms to the above, as we may judge from the Christian
writer Origen's reply; but that was in ancient Palestine
and not modem America.

We may conclude, accordingly, that the Christian
respect for Faith only refers to their own, and not to
other people’s. Also that “ Reason,” whilst not for
home consumption, is a legitimate article for export
where other religions are concerned. For Christianity
is quite prepared to use reason provided, of course, that
it “ proves ” the truth of Christianity exclusively. No
less a person than the great St. Augustine of Hippo set
the fashion when he refuted the non-Christian claims of
Astrology with a display of rationalistic logic of the
purest character that no contributor to “ The Free-
thinker ” could surpass. And since that distant day,
the Church has practised his system of double book-,
keeping, using Faith against domestic Reason, and
Reason against foreign Faiths—the Christian version of
“ Rationalism.” f

F. A  RIDLEY.

RELIGION AND PLEASURE

THERE, are few pleasures in this life, as those who have
lived know ; but the follower's of repressive religions like
Buddhism and Christianity try to deprive men of these
few. The?/ might spare themselves the- trouble; for, the
way that life may turn out, men may easily fail to find
any great pleasure in their lives and therefore do not need,
the help of religion in order to he miserable. If is not a
philosophical moderation in the conduct of life or a
philosophical abstinence from excessive pleasures that the
ordinary religionists teach; at least no preacher that |
ever heard taught a sensible philosophy of moderation ,in
pleasure; it is rather against earthly pleasure itself that
the Christian extremists rails; and Christ's teachings
support this kind of poisoning of human life,, For
example, his statement-in Matthew XIX: 1l 12, which
reads in part that “ there be eunuchs which have made,
themselves eunuchs for the Kingdom of Heaven's sake,”
is apparently an obscure admonition against what is called
a pleasure aud against life since' it is against the cause
of life. The New Testament is not «’clear source of any
doctrine; but evidently front the teachings of Christ and
the Apostle Paid regarding renunciation of the world
Catholic monasticism developed, aided by social con-
ditions in Europe during and after the decline of Rome;

docmaion|_]i, lei the dnduence of Christian »
of mento H tla<*ons a man or woman leaves the "
evidence* | T chast® ’~ting, and dreariness, ]
Catholic ?ne Ot the aims of Christianity M j
method of a to denJ life and that the- PrrCl"
haue® 1 d7 T Ig Jitejs to_denJ its pleasures. Schope»
“ i ° behe-ied that life should be denied,
r BVTTErmgmung hat jke \Wesen nicht darin,

T (16 beiden, sondern das man_ die Genisse
Lebens verabscheuet.” > \Mial good Is acalidprsheds
this melancholy doctrine of denial of pleasure is 1 ligelcs3
and from a naturalistic standpoint it is | A t®
philosopliy. Why is not denial of suffering a Pa | old
denial of life, especially since the sufferings o
number its pleasures?

It is observable that in the repressive religi°f§ 8 Ji:
deed in most other religions fasting is esteem” ’ ry
there; is no reasonable explanation why h u%jpfed
worshippers are more pleasing to divinity, than '
ones. Sexual chastity is regarded as a grea *
although no one knows why the sexual relations 0
would be of interest to the gods. In Christianity * {0
is a traditional horror of the sexual relations " 1 j
themselves are little enough; the result of this h°l
the misery of prudery, false modesty, and suppre6S e
natural desire. The question is, why are the rePUxXihit
religions inimical to pleasure when pleasure 1S
makes life, worth living? it

Ib seems to me that, to answer this question *j
would he necessary to answer fully the question o
human nature is; and 1 confess that 1 cannot fat
the latter question; however, we are not entirely nj
dark regarding the former question. It is a P ~ji
philosophy that this life is poor in pleasure and 1)1
pain and that its pleasures are, metamorphicully G |ut
ing, sometimes sickly specimens; and it is possible |
some of the religionists who rail against pleasuu ¢
the flesh have found little pleasure themselves A Oe
become incapable of it and are determined that no ”
else shall have any pleasure. Human motives al
always lofty; so this personal motive in the ,J j.
declamations against pleasure must he consul
Disappointment wi,ith life as a pleasurable exPelUgtii
impels men to asceticism; and the moralist- may 0 a
be tlie disappointed man. As a matter of specubAl0™.1
may be said that, if you assume that life has acyoW'
meaning, which | believe it may have, the rehnAt,
negation of pleasure is an imperfect result of the intt"l #
knowledge that pleasure produces a life that is P'y(t,
and that to escape life you must deny pleasure. "
it is a curious fact that, although the Christians aft' »
enemies of en-rthly pleasure and joy, they do not sec
be incensed against eternal pleasure; for, wh.ilcl
Buddhists desire disappearance or extinction ol
ﬁersonality in Nirvana, the Christians anticipu’, it
eaven of cternnl ])leasttTc where they will receive "
they gave up on earth. i

Religion has always been a principal means by ' (j
men have tyrannized over each other through the "s J.
fear. There are few, if any, pleasures, harmless or hQj |,
fill, which the religionists have not- condemned; al'" ji
some cases file priest« and the preachers forbid
pleasures to their slaves on pain of eternal dninnatiO™
the fires of hell where their worm dies not and the ;
is not quenched. The religionist who uses the fe
this pleasant and gentle corrective method to cot’l?
credulous men intr™ obedience to his ignorant concept*

| g denial lias its es'sence not in that one should. V
th - lifelines of life Imt timt he should abhor its pleasin'l,,
Pie Welt als Wille und Vorstellung, Viel tes Buch, section



MiJ'fly x another kind of tyrant along with the
"idg/ Y"ants- He seeks to dominate men for the
«>,47 the personal satisfaction which he may gain
#m n dominating them  The use of fear Iy religionists,
ruieatestK they ostensibly use it to make men good,
kiiloom )asu nutures inspired by base motives; for it
tuth tlrrble with the ideas of morality, goodness, and
these’ 4> “etlr find deception should be used in teaching
Rditig ,lings. The religionists are usually without the
e, p°Wer to be the physical and political masters of
"nj ? «'ey strive to become their spiritual masters;
hetu, 1L P°wer is sometimes as complete as that- of their

Tle Jm ‘he political tyrants.
RaiQj Ist °f pleasures that have been condemned in one
“(elv .°l. a"°ther of religious historE/ probably includes
Jal »™tural pleasure and every pleasure invented by
‘tsrlf: " le religTous principle' involved is that pleasure
i, The pleasure of sexual desire has been con-
*don * m( “obactjo and alcoholic beverages have been
tlieatf 'long with the amusements of fiction, the
Hit a,7 the motion picture, and dancing. Whatever does
liganiolee with their view of things is said by the re-
to be immoral and damnable; and it will
rS(J ¢ be found that what they call immoral contains
tre to contain pleasure. It is evident that amid
‘I"sic piCtin? dogmas of the various Christian sects a
that,-, n"stian principle is that man is born in sin,
tn"s conception is therefore a sin, and that he should
Uir; * Pleasure from living but should live in a state of
bW a"d moral anxiety until he dies and goes to
Hi, Where he will enjoy the pleasures that he denied

jt . 1™ -earth.
lie 7 the desire for pleasure that helps to keep human
1H, existence; and the religionists have, ignorantly
br'vq s "lses, under their control no less than the motive
'™, itself when they frighten the people into moral
9% tf»ee from pleasure. The sincerity of the priests
'hit  P’reachers in the matter is illustrated by the fact
e | ley have rarely practiced their dismal fictions but
dis «IE" in enough cases examples of immorality; and
~peeially true of the Cathplic priesthood. The
atl|f Bler should practice moderation in pleasure and
A th *es™°f life and should refuse to he deprived because
tiii [SIPerstition of the people of the little pleasure that
Hsht *do not know what the people should be
Mis * whether abstinence from or moderation in
T . ,e>for, while to tench them good sense and modera-
hit bke a good thing, history and experience show
Tl ‘'ey are little susceptible to good sense and modera-
fets m that as it will, the religions doctrines against
and the natural life have done no good in the
""d never will do any good.

WILLIAM RITTENOUK.

LAMBETH PALACE
(The House of the Lamb)

\ tamous residence of the Archbishops of Canterbury,
\,,, "ed since 1211 as a treasure-house of archaeological
iMIsb, contains interesting documents of ecclesiastical
* I'be Palace Library had for its Keeper, Rev.
"jlilr H. Maitland, D.D., who catalogued tlie nianu-
and by authority published many of them,

. "'g to the Reformation period.

i, "°n looking over some of these documents 1 was
iniW and amused by reading the correspondence, which
"prarian’s Preface; states that these papers contain
' "I(lit burlesque, even of the Scriptures, charac-
"c of the writers and too common With the Bishops,
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whose powers of invective were bitter in attacks one on
tlie other, as:—(Old English spelling is modernised.)
Were not the images and roodlofts destroyed by civil
power because Bonner, the Arch-bocher, will do nothing
for them in London? Stand still awhile Bonner while 1
rub thee, tell me plainly, and face out a lie, as thou art
wont to" do, speak not one thing, and do another, as thy
wont: once in thy life state the truth, and shame thy
Master the Devil, art thou the son of an evravnt lioore for
thy mother, and so a bastard; yet thou sayest the Mass,
when the Laws suffer no bastards to he priests. How
eomest thou to lie a Bishop, when the law says thou
mayest not, all men know that, thy mother, when thou
wast begotten was an hoore. Common voice and fame
sayeth, that the truth is that Bonner, you are a hare
whippe jack for lucre of money and a Sausage Bastard,
and of this race come thy cousin, Wimmelslowe, the Arch-
deacon of London. These things be so evident and plain,
yet thou blushed not. Thou sayest thou hath a Bull from
the Pope for dispensation, when thou wast at Rome: yes,
for the cause of the divorce between King Henry the
Eighth and the Queen, but nothing for you, from the
Pope. But you betrayed the Queen’s cause. 0 sincere
judge, a mete man to sit in condemnation of the innocent,
yea, more mete to stand in the pillory than in the pulpit,
or wear the Tyburn tippet, Sausage Bonner, may the
halter stop thy wind.

Thus, Bishop Bonet's papers and letterst Sig. /). 17/ b,
and the binding cover bears an impress of the insignia
of Hie Most Noble Order of the darter, with the motto,

Honi soit qui mal y pensc.”

The Lambeth I’alnee stores of documents relating to
religious activities are next famous to those of the
Vatican Library, and herein are the materials from which
Church and clergy knowledge can be learned, both serious
and awful, and even droll, according to which religion
prevailed during the earlier periods of English history.

These manuscripts can be handled and read, and there
is one of clerical cruelty : that of the Marian Persecution,
when Bonner was Bishop, This authentic “ List of the
Martyrs ” begins with John Rogers, burnt at Smithfield,
February -I, 155". There"are.277 entries in the list,>iaeh
with the person’s name, place of deatli by fire, and the
date. The last victim, the 277tli, being Richard Snel at
York, September IB, 1556.

We learn from the sworn evidence, during the question-
ing of persons, “presented” to the Bishop and charged as
heretics that some of the “ foul sayings” were sometimes
ribald and often droll, and even stage-plays acted in
Churches displayed the immorality of monks, their ribald
“ feats ” of the Popish clergy, with profane ballads, as
asserted in, the *“ Fantasie of ldolatrie.” Some heretics
were “ taken ” for blasphemy which the clergy declared
waft an introduction to Atheism, for, if sacred things were
mocked, it would be hard to stop such petulant humour
and scoffing at religion, even the Bible itself and the
Mass.

Many circumstances were ludicrous and done in
derision of images, and ceremonial worship, at Easter in
St. Paul’s, the.custom being to lay the Sacrament in the
Sepulchre, at Evensong, on Good Friday, and take it out
at morning service, Easter Day, when the choir (quire)
sang “ sun-exit non est hie ” (He is risen, lie Is not
here)j and the priest %;oing to take out the host, found if
was not in the Sepulchre, for someone had stolen the
wafer. This incident gave rise to a ballad, that God had
been stolen, and another made of bread, in its stead.

On Sunday, April 8, 1554, there was a tom cat hanged
upon the gallows at tho Cross in Cheap (Cheapsidc),
apparelled like a priest, ready to say Mass, with a shaven
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crown. Its two fore feet were tied over its head with a
round paper like a wafer-cake put between the paws,
whereon arose great evil-will against the City of London,
for the Queen and the Bishops were angry, withal: there-
fore, the same afternoon there was a Proclamation, that
whoever could bring forth the party who did hang up the
cat, should have twenty nobles, which reward was in-
creased to twenty marks; but none would earn it.

W. AUGUSTUS VAUGHAN.

THE MOSES MYTH
Il.

LIKE the Joseph legend, the Moshe haggadah was
afforded a pseudo-Egyptian varnish that starts with the
name of the hero. This in the Septuagint is given a»
“ Mouses ” (a drawer of water); the massoretic vocaliza
tion of “ Moshe ” is still dubious, since the Arabic form
of Musa seems to be based on a highly antique
tradition. The Egyptian “ meshu ” or “ moshir,” fre-
quent in theophorie names, simply means *“ Babe ”
(newly-born, novice) and befits Moshe as the first-
initiated lad in Israel. Yet the Scriptural “ Red Sea
is a bowdlerization; the Hebrew text has “ yam-suf ”
which means “ Reed]) Sea ” or Sedgy Moor. Dr. Abt
asserts that the *“ overthrowing ” and drowning ot
Pharaoh in this bog is a parallel to similar immersions,
especially that of Sodom (Gen. xiv, Yahvist), or the
Battle in the Vale of the Shtidim (Animal Demons) ncai
Sodom, and that the Sedgy Moor must be localised at the
Southern tip of the Dead Sea, a marshy part still covered
with saline bushes. The Syrian gnostics translated this
yam-suf into a yam-sof, the mystical “ Final Sea. ” on
the dangerous Border of Ordeals. The Biblical localiza-
tion of yam-suf in the district of Goshen (Gen. xlv, 10;
xavi, 34, etc.) has ?uite erroneously been equated with
the Egypt district of Qds&m (Sept. Gesem arabias) alias
heroonpolis or the land of Ra’mesea; in fact it was a
strip of territory between B ’er-Sheba,’ Xebron* and
Glmzza, well around the ancient town of Gerar as is
obvious from Jos. x, 41, xi, 10 and xv, 5; even the
Groeco-Egyptian Septuagint omits gesem and jmts gosom
ginstead of goson). Probab(I}/, after having found asylum
rom starvation In this land of Goshen one of the hired
labourers had a brawl with an Ega/ptian supervisor of
the Colonial Administration. Afraid of punishment, he
fled to the territory of the. Madyanitic Arabs near the Bay
of Akkabah (Hydjaz, now Transjordan), an Egyptian
borderland (Mizir). There lie married, as the story goes,
the daughter of a *“ priest ’” among the Levites
“Adherents” and converted himself (Ex. xviii—Elohist),
later ho returns together with his Arabian wife (in
Num. xiii, 1, she is a kushith or Ethiopian ”!) and
Gershon (=Alien Client), his son, to Southern Palestine
where he introduces his new God Jahu’ee However,
he met with resistance against his accepting his foreign
family and deity, so lie evaded once more and witti a
few followers went to the Desert of Shur o= the Desert
Mounds of Xoreb. For fear of Egyptian patrols or for
lack of grazing places lie turned to the steppes of the
Dead Sea and in this district .alreadc?/ abandoned by the
Egyptian Government, he succeeded in forcing upon a
medley of settlers his authority and God. Later, his
supporters expanded to the West in proportion to the
recession of the Egyptian power.

*|n. Hebrew words X is to denote a guttural-like
Scottish “ eh.”

i jiiboc
Under no circumstances must the Hebrews ~
up with the Ilygsos who came to Egypt Ve
and even if one day some archeologist y'10, may %5
a Xabirru settlement in the Delta distnc , .,,rob0
Assured that Moshe’s people luul definitely no coi’
with them  Nevertheless, Mr. Petrie” 1" g
fanciful enough to detect Moses’ story in *
inscriptions. o

>

Yithro (Regu el-H.obab), Moshe’s father-in * jjjgiit
tutor (EX. xviii, 24) was, it is said, a Qeni, a *.j ite-
of Kain; yet the Quenites were a clan of the -1 >
who were so much hated by the Hebrews. _ ~ jiIC
that the Quor’an tradition considered Jethio ™Ual
doublet of a certain Arab prophet named *
Kura xxviii, 21, of the Quor’an does not give ’ whilst
at all; in Sura 26 lie is a man of Madyan, thoug»>e
Sura xi. 91 names “ Shu’aib of the Bush 1lep,’indl
probably a mythological ancestor of the - !
tradition, recalling the Yemenite town ofShae "~ goijp
it is worth mentioning that there is a Ale diean |-yiji
tion (in Lixyanian letters) from the oasis ot Eg"1 [Hi
wliere, in the form of “ lavi’u ” tlie Levites n
Honed, and this is the only non-Jewish ocemlt " -e
this term. Hence Madyan was the territory
Moslie first' came into contact with them and *Ju‘gj"pi.
(it was only in the late fourth century B.C. tow
the Mountain of the Lawgiving, was supp®sed N
in the West of the Sinus Aelaniticus, i.e., “le ’flic
Aqgabah!). “ Levi,” hardly derive d 11 "jao*
inetronymicum “ Le’ali,” comes from 1le (*I'p0 1°
lawa=to attach, and liebr. “ Lawah ” means- bee
connected with, adhere to. Tile Levites had n°\M! U
an independent tribe, they were the “Adherents-
whose adherents were these itinerant ordainei'Uy:
query can only he answered through the Quol ™" |4
first prophet of which is called Zalyx (Sura vii)> lie
of the Thamud people (—the Rock Dwelle'y' yp
preached in vain and was derided until Allah VdoU
wrath destroyed the sinful towns in the fashion of
Zalyx, with the meaning “ He who prays,” nlilv pled
been a nickname of a reformer active among the se
of the joint oases of Al'chi and Dcdan-Muzran
North-West of which a settlement is still called o
Zalyx, Zalyx’s Towns. Perhaps he was the fOUll
the Levitic order. Dr. Abt opines that the God * gy
the cult of which—as is evident from names beyQtj A1
orbit of Jewish culture—was not limited to Isral>
originated with the Arabian Madianites. i

lie consequently maintains that Yahvte |iaS quiA
derived from the Arabic language; up to now
tions from Hebrew have been rather unsatisfa® jjif
Generally it is thought that Y-H-W-H springs frollype
verb hilwa=to be, either in the liigttl-form (H-Oa'isa ")
Perfect Past, 3rd masc., singul.,- active?—which
hardly be evidenced elsewhere—and would mean m v.
causes to be; or it may be derived from basic ynl*e
Old Hebr. Yahyfeh equal Yahvdh=Hc exists “(cf- ©
Elohist interpretation Ek i, 14).  Accord1'8.
Theoddretos, bishop of Kyrrhos,, Northern Syria
half of the fifth century, after Quaestlou, ad E*Q0 (p’
45), ‘Aik (’Ejhaeh) was merely the equivalent L', I
original form of “ lube ” still in use with the SainaZ*
tlren. tOther Greek authors have: ‘lage,

ao, etc.

x

Prior to 70 A:D. this name was not considered * [f
esoteric and far from keeping it secret, Yahvae huU'

in Exod. xxxiv, 57 (Y.alivist), blurts.it out three 0
All the explanations of Ibis name derived from He
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Eﬂﬁ*‘p@uhoms of Cana’an are forcet to suit religious
8uc es’ and contrary to grammar. Consequently other
thEs I0“e'rethe An%’rll'can arhceologist, distinguished for
aniji Pnnati°n of the “ legitimate ” son oi God-Heir,
ginei  Yahv* a doublet of Ea, the God-King of the
lie c. (Pantheon (in the last edition of the Encvcl. Brit.

Ins earlier assumption of Ea having been

Parted from Avrabia).

Neril0? 10 that Sinai, the Mountain of the Lawgiver,
llij, v"n from the Sumeric God of Knowledge and Law,
i, %J_Pr Zu-En; yet Yahvue is much younger than En,
the BUI Water, and may still have been alive when

Ea flourished. Deitietsﬁ D_{. Ab'ﬁc asserts,t are

“ : authori of ancestors,
& ,d aﬁddmclgl,&.rg?e%u%%r simple %ppellatives such
evervi™’ Queen, Owner, or Beloved, etc. Through
tm CEY use these terms grow blurred and distorted;
ful More they become unintelligible, the more care-
«hv i m are preserved and fixed.  Hence the
'ItiitaT *8.% must beware of being led astray by acci-

dh rifled peoples or in nefghbourtnd localities.
~eording to Gen. Iv. 20 (Yahvist) the name of Yahvas
(fen H,’2dY known to the first Hebrew, Enosli=Man
"fti Tly’ Adam were merely the legendary ancestor
If ly tdumiEans!), but Ex. vi® 3, asserts that it wanted

10 propagate it.

Weeveral scholars have come to believe that Yahvie is
"y.a secondary name, derived from the ecstatic cry of
th(*1 —similar to the “ Bkkxos- ” (fr. Vivhchosl) in
Hj@B of the Thraco-Greek Dio-nysos. Such secondary
exclamatory names, however, are definitely an
hfd'doii and bound to bo restricted to orgiastic cults.
t deals to some length with a tlieoiy of G. R.
id 1I’>expounded in the Zeitschrift fiir die AUicsiament-
me disseust‘haft of 1928, to the effect that “ h ™ in
n * ~stances of Hebrew and Persian cuneiforms was
Udiy a mater lectionibux. i... an auxiliary for the
Ration of vowels. He examines this theory in
Wl instances, dismisses it altogether, mid offers his

explanation
P. G. HOY.

“" °pEN LETTER TO BERTRAND RUSSELL

been one of your unshaken admirers since the
tlfy Parties when | came across your atheistic ideas in
iu ""jtings of Prof, Carnap, 1am now growing more and
tf, e Uncertain in my admiration of you and quite amazed
amee Jlow persistently you are repeating, in your books
\il. dks, a patent fallacy on the question of agnosticism
’Ig atheism. 1 have written you repeatedly, pointing
994ur muddie, but you didn’t deign to respona, " N°Y
tli~ o by the July issue of the London “ Literary Guide,
)C &/\(J)u have given me an indirect repcljy in your London
LJOUalist Press Association Jubilee address on May 20,
jl "ding the fallacy once more under a philosophic
if’?  Coming from such an authoritative source T am
iij 'H it will cause havoc in the loss convinced rationalist
)rR and a “ Satanic ” glee m the ranks of all
i "“fmtists all over the world
>tead of a plain, undisguised atheism you are recom-
piling there a brand of a wavering agnosticism of the
lli’lv*ng characteristics : (1) “ | cannot prove that either
by ~ bristian God or the Homeric gods do not exist.”
All human knowledge is uncertain.” Now (1) is
hi ntly silly and (2) is so patently false that I am in
* whether they are worthy of serious rebuttal.
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First of all, let me ask you who on earth would seriously
challenge you to prove that the Homeric gods do not
exist? Even to all Christian kids (who find no gods
extinct or living—in their zoology) they fire already non-
existing by ecclesiastical definitionl Ho the modern
atheist’s task, in its empirical part, is only to prove that
tho Christian gods Yahveli and Jesus and Holy Ghost
have, in the Bible, the same essential characteristics as
the rest of gods, Homeric or otherwise, who are by
ecclesiastical definition non-existing. My real interest is :
What is the cause of this unbelievable inability of yours to
master the relevant facts about Yahveh or Jesus or Holy
Ghost as one of their kind? 1 frankly cant help doubt-
ing the sincerity of your queer agnosticism towards patent
Homeric or Hebrew myths.

Distinct from the empirical reasoning against all
mythical gods, the second or analytical part of atheist’s
argument against any theoretical “ God ” is oven less
exacting and quite congenial to your wits. It is simply
to remind the obscurantists that a contradictory definition
of “ God ” as “ something being everywhere and,
simultaneously (as spirit), being nowhere in particular,”
rules out, automatically, any question of possible
exemplification (or existence) of “ God ” in the world to
the degree of absolute certainty.  You cannot be an
agnostic towards a logically false expression. So |
repeat : “ God’s ” non-existence is thus absolutely cer-
tain. Now you say “ Nothing is certain.” This dictum
being a patent fallacy even by your own definition, 1
simply ask you what is the purpose oi this self-stultifying
and almost morbid abhorrence of absolute certainty in
tilings logical (analytical)?

I see only one way for you to rehabilitate yourself as
regards your treason a%ainst the plain truth of atheism—
namely, by declaring that you have never meant literally
and seriously what you wrote and said in recommendation
of your “ philosophic agnosticism ” which can never be
anything but fallacy as against the ” popular atheism
which 1s true, both in its empirical and tautological
demonstrations, despite the persistent distortion at the
hands of agnostics and the faithful. | further suspect
that you call some knowledge-“ nearly certain ” what the
rest of us know to be “ wholly certain,” ns for example:
“ It is logicallv-true that either *‘somewhere * or
‘nowhere *1” Now | ask, is yours a case of British
understatement exemplified on a philosophic plane? Or
is it—most probably—your ancient “ trick of attracting
attention ” us long ago exposed by the late Mrs. Stub-
bing: “ He (Mr. Russell) says ‘all > when, so 1 am
assuming, he means ‘ most ’; perhaps ‘ half * (or even
less than half) would have been all that was justifiable.
To speak thus moderately would not be so effective for
his purpose. Russell often, in his popular books, uses
this trick of attracting attention. ...” (“ Thinking to
Some Purpose,” p. 128, Pelican edition.)

Now do you care-about the truth—of atheism? If so,
I am looking forward to your (literal and serious) reply !

GREGORY S. SMELTERS.
(24b) Eutin, Germany.

(D.P. Camp.)

ASK YOUR LOCAL LIBRARY
TO SHOW

THE FREETHINKER

Special rates on application
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ACID DROPS

In connection with the four hundreth anniversary ot'-the
Society of Jesus, the Jesuit Commission took to Japan
a jewel encrusted reliquary containing the right arm of
St. Francis Xavier, one of the earliest Jesuit missionaries.
The crucifix which St. Francis carried with him to Japan
is being exposed in a Bombay church before being taken
hack to .Madrid. The India Newx reports that “ both the
relic and the rest of the body are in a remarkable state of
preservation." This is obviously another miracle, for
four hundred years is a long time. There is no slacken-
ing in the rag and hone religion, and no effort is too much
to dupe the “ sheep ” even to carting hits of human
beings half way round the world. We hope the Jesuit
Commission will keep the pieces together, Francis will
want his right arm on the Day of Judgment.

(lod comes before arithmetic, and what really matters
is that “a boy should fear, love and worship God,” said a
Catholic headmaster.  This is quite in line with the
religious outlook. Of course, the Headmaster did not
mean “ religious ” arithmetic in which three equals one,
nor did lie have in mind that, interesting problem of five
loaves and two fishes divided by 5,000 and leaving a
balance of 12. Our Headmaster is obviously playing for
safety ; imagine his pupils trying to work out the space
required to house two animals of every species, let alone
the other problem of seven animals of every s.pecies, we
are certain the answer would not tally with Genesis.

It is not often that we agree with a parson hut we do
with the speaker- at the recent Chichester Conference
who, during (he discussion on the Mission to London,
said that it was not quite playing the game to inveigle
youth to church with a bait of entertainments including
billiards at church halls. The modern trend of providing
social activities to lure people to church is apparently of
great importance to the clergy, and in spite of the so-
called “ religious instinct ” and *“ man’s craving for
religion,” the clergy know only too well that youth clubs,
the Y.M.C.A., boy scouts, etc., are the only ways of
getting them to church. The glorious gospel of Jesus
can only be made palatable bv sugaring the pill. In plain
Fnglish, false pretences.

We sympathise with any religious reviewer of Sir
Stafford Cripps’ God in Our Work. Sir Stafford is, as

readers know well, a very earnest Christian, and liel

“ passionately believes,” we are told, that “ the soul of
democracy k Christianity.” In fact, “ it is the Christ-
plan, the Christ principle, that must take the place of
soulless totalitarian planning and the Fihrer principle.”
But is not the “ Christ principle,” a “ Fuhrer principle,”
that is, the ” leader ” principle?

But it is when “ one inquires as to the nature and
essence ” of the Christianity advocated by Sir Stafford
that he becomes less helpful. The Church Timex
reviewer complain« that this Christianity is too strongly
“ethical,” too redolent of *“ uplift.”” Sir Stafford is
altogether too vague and too nebulous in his
“ humanism,” and he appears to have made ogly one
reference in his book to *“ prayer, worship, and the
Communion.” Which is rather strange when one con-
siders that Sir Stafford thoroughly believes that Christ
is God, and his teachings are “ the voice of God.” So
what can a poor, but very religious reviewer say? A& we
don’t know, we give it ‘up.

no-

Die Dean °f Huntingdon, in the Church Timec r'fJ !
_lleu  to the latest ” translation ” of the 3 '~ Vd
in basic English. He mentions many of thetI T
course—Weymouth, Knox, Moffatt, amon ﬁ'{X'WJ
lie rightly asks, “ How much help do thej* »
translations give me to encourage my pe°l” jj. thit
and appreciate the word of God? ” Let us ¢ y‘-aoil ,
no translation has surpassed the Authorised__,
but in these days one might just as well a® pjluist ,
the Authorised Version bring men and women to 1( y0|
And any parson or priest will answer at once,

Version translated the ancient documents inm ~ Ti™
moii speech of tlieir day,” which is just t'QM! puil §

BRI ® @ SPeclg) * fevgrenl o 9n

The Dean claims that ““ the authors of the AUUPQ&

verv litti, i I" ~e hist place from Wye....... {,
England in imT”~ Imin Uy j>dale. The PfoPjj ,,
than they 1 U> ,Hmv sD'ke ” Bible ” Engl>sh IL

“beautv of !I; "OM Tlat the Authorised version 11
Englisli'T;, ~°U" 110 0110 ¢an deny; but when * Im" -
” I1Te I1S'aV 'f mStead of “ The Lord is my Sbepl*rd
ing “ (io(]. £ <] i'me of me as hjis sheep,” it >*“ ,j

i( wiJl not rak,’in coin-StsQ™ ~A"118«++* Q'"C  °

The Sunday Pictorial, which in general
religious, calls the latest evangelical import m
shores, “ Little David "—* this awful child- * i
wonder why? Has not David—who at the “nc” for
entered Heaven, saw the jewel-studded gates °P* .id
him, and heard a crowd of angels <dad in suite ~Lg,H
jnocuous nighties sing in honour of such a distnin
visitor—come here sternly to turn the people of L f (jd
from sin? Was not that exactly what “ our 0'1 |if
iu Palestine? If the Sunday Pictorial can call &
David ” an unpleasant American brat,” we shu< Ni
think what it would call Jesus if he flew °"nl ()1l
Jerusalem (or whatever his heavenly abode is 1
(lie same Mission here and now.

The “unpleasant American brat” claims, to have ' p
thousands of curable and incurable cases—though |V
alas, true he could' produce no medieal test;
Unbelievers have no right to expect any. When

David ” advertises that one of his annointed 5
which you must buy to make it properly effective—d’ M
round an afflicted part of somebody will heal ” t'1 F
special miracles,” who are we to point the fi'iyMiy,
scorn at him? How dare blatant infidels jeer at m1l, jr
spiritual or spiritualistic! It is terrible to read ttj' Jijl
the face of such holiness as is David’s, the
Pictorial writer Wants to give him a kick in the 1*
(iood Lord !

A perfect example of the * DeszjgréI ” argume"t FM

one showing “ purpose ” in life—and death—has ;| . pt
been an earthquake. The latest example of this bciW 1
will of the Almighty occurred in Ecuador the other |
when some thousands of people were killed and "™
tracts of land and towns devastated. And once WJItil ..
must record one of those mysteries tin- Lord EVj°
inflict his children with.  Fifty children were ULL'A-1
their Catechism-In the Cathedral when the trern®;s |.r
came, and perished with their nun teachers. DelIil
of the “ Design ” argument will not use this sti'l
example.
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I TO CORRESPONDENTS

Ttt; i(\HnuTHENs writes, “ Line 1 of par. 2 of my covering
“Ualit 11 (Tlie Freethinker * of August 7, should read

A 1Ot © Galil
"0 Holostb—Neny thanks j should bo useful,

kInld llterature should be sent to the Business Manager
mill ¢ ~ I°neer Press ¢1, Gray’s Inn Itoad, London, T .6.1,

K. t0 the Edito'r.

i.l“«» K ker will be forwarded direct from the Publish-
ear ,~C I,t the following rates (Home and Abroad): One
Ieé, * 11s-i half-year, 8s. Gd.; three-months, /s. id.
he re Notices should reach the Office by Friday morning.

@ oUowiiu, periodicals are being received regularly, and
Si»“®oonsuited at “ The Freethinker” office: The Truth
(bo fl (US.A), The Freethinker (U.S.A.), The Liberal
En'jri-The Voice of Freedom (U.S.A.,, German and
HiTTn h)’ Progressive World éU.S.A.?, The New Zealand

iW Ust, The Rationalist (Australia), Dee Freidenker
'("ltzeﬁand), X Raison (France), L on Basitio (lalyJ.

SUGAR PLUMS

a.' I!e Urban District Council of Ormskirk are to convene
a) 1.1 fneeting of the local government electors on the
it £, of Sunday Cinemas. In conditions such as this,

the well-organised minority that will, be able to
Nl/1  to the majority as to how they shall spend their
(I . TV and usually the well-organised minority are
fi* tan® Freethinkers jn the Ormskirk area should
§, !'d°re combine to tight the bigots. The General
if -ffiy of the N.S.S. will gludlv forward leaflets and

"rii>ation to Freethinkers, in that area.

h., ilarriphlet on the training of the clergy lias lately
fi-i/ published, and it has aroused some lengthy criticism
full'lfhe Church Times. A clergyman lias not only to be
'l,,./ gained in bis pastoral duties, in leading public
v sllP> and in being able to meet in argument the
rf 1."S6 non-believer, bid lie lias also to take sole charge

X “ cure of souls ” and to train budding curates—
f Iir a hefty job for the kind of material to be trained
[t|/f'e Church. And the difficulty is that most of the
A trained clergy are no good at their job.  The

Ukges training them have utterly failed.

've stated last week, 'the clergy were not too pleassd
a 1the interlopers, and have shown some opposition to
\y  Wonder Child Preacher” and the Martz circus.-
li{ (un imagine how gladly they welcomed the offer of
j  from the business manager of Mart/. & Co.,
i Ocularly when the offer was couched in typical
v lerican bluntness: “ Brothers,” said Jack Mart/, “ if
I, M1business is that shaky, | guess you ought to be.glad
< "ave us around.” Note, The. operative word is

"isiness. ”’

.<é\ Freethinker would be pleased to meet other
8tliinkers, in Eire for mutual discussion and possibly
J|" formation of a Freethought organisation in Dublin.
g,!,Sc interested should write to Mr. P. O’Connor,
“Tveskill, Tiermaclane, Ennis, Co. Clare.
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PREACHING TO THE CONVERTED

REVIEWERS often get hold of works the object of which
is by no means clear. | can quite understand the thou-
sands of books written and published boosting (‘bristianity
and Jesus—Christians have to be gingered up on every
possible occasion. Preaching to the converted is a neces-
sity, as all parsons have sorrowfully to admit; for a large
proportion of believers are more or less indifferent, or can
easily become backsliders.

After reading a pamphlet by Mr. 1). H. H. Martin,
Man, Science and Deity (The Thinker’s Forum, Watts
and Co., Is.), | can only sit back and wonder what it is
all about.. Freethinkers will agree with a good deal of
what he says for it seems to be in many instances most
elementary ; and it is most unlikely that Christians would
read it even if given to them. A good, earnest Christian
is certainly not going to pay for a pamphlet which is
designed to upset their creed.  Very few things in it
aﬁpear, k>me at least, as even a new way of saying old
things.

What exactly does Mr. Martin want fo convey in his
chapter “ Means of Apprehending Deity? ” Freethinkers
know quite well that during man’s occupation of this
world “'the number of gods manifesting themselves . . .
is incredibly large.” Eo what? ” Invariably revelation
came via the afflatus of a prophet,” adds.Mr. Martin,

who is doubtless closely associated with what we would
now regard as a mystic." 1 am by no means so cock-
sure as Mr. Martin is with bis “ invariably," but suppos-
ing it is true | can only ask again—so what?

There are many ways of “ apprehending ” a diety—
fear, ignorance, credulity, magic, all help. Fasting for
long periods, or eating nothing but herbs and drinking
st%gnant water for months often make a man apprehend
a diety very quickly, to sav nothing of devils ; though |
admit intoxicating liquor will produce more blue demons
in a day than herbs and water in a month. But don’t
we all know this? What 1should like to have had from
Mr. Martin is a clear statement about deity—does lie or
does be not exist? And | don’t want to be asked, what
do | mean by deity?

Mr. Martin is good enough to admit that “ a formidable
number of classical.scholars ” support the view that
Jesus is a mﬁthical character; but it is laughable to see
how <|uickly be repents somewhat of this rash statement
by immediately giving also a list of books on the other
side the reader must, consult if be wishes to study the
problem “ impartially." It is a fact that, almost without
exception, Freethinkers have been brought up to believe
“ the other side," and therefore in a real Jesus—especially
those who, like Mr. Joseph McCabe, Mr. Archibald
Robertson, and Mr. A D. Howell Smith, have been
brought up in a clerical household or in a monastery.
And once the virus has been injected it is very difficult
to get it ejected. To refer readers of John M. Robert-
son to a believer in a “ historical Messiah ” like Cony-
beare—a(j)art altogether from the fact that Robertson
convicted Conybenre of deliberately lying—proves how
far, in some directions, Freethought has still to go. If
Mr. Martin had known a little more of the controversy,
or even a little more of militant Freethought, liis pam-
phlet would have been of far greater use.

Then take the historic controversy between Materialism
and Idealism which Mr. Martin treats somewhat in bis
first chapter. Over and over again | have read how tin*
latest developments of the “ new " physics have brought
about the “ downfall ” of nineteenth century Materialism
—but 1 am by no means clear avto whether Mr. Martin
agrees with this or not. What he does tell us—in a
footnote— is, “ Recently the outlook of atomic physicists
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has become even more abstract in regarding the atom
(and bonce all matter) as a series of “ events.” ”, That is,
we who are still Materialists, even blatant ones, have to
believe, if we accept the findings of “ atomic physicists,”
that the atom bomb which played such havoc with the
Japanese when it was exploded, was not really “ matter
hut an event or a “ series of events.” Does Mr.
Martin believe this, or does he want us to believe it, or
what? 1 simply don’t know. Hut may | register my
own contempt for this drivel!

When it comes to ethics it need hardly be said that
Mr. Martin does not like “ an eye for an eye and a tooth
for a tooth ” for, in his opinion, it hinders “ progressive
reform.” He much prefers, “ to understand nil is to
forgive all.”  And to make this more convincing lie
immediately appeals to “ Christ "—as indeed 1 fully
expected he would somewhere when reading his pamphlet.
He says that this maxim “ is what Christ may have
meant when he is alleged to have advocated the loving
of enemies.”

What “ Christ ” is said to have said does not, it seems
to me, make much difference as to whether a certain
line of conduct is good or bad. Let us by all means try
to “ reform ” the criminal, hut let us make him work
instead of pampering him. And let us sometimes give a
thought for the victim who is always left out when any
discussion on the criminal class takes place. There is
nothing a criminal likes better than to be “ reformed.”
lie can hash your face to a pulp, disfigure you so that
you are a horror to look at, hut under no circumstances
must you or the law hit hack and physcially hurt him,
Why, that is revenue—and what does “ Christ” say about
“ revenge ”? To know all is to forgive all—let us then
set free the Nazi doctors who tore babies from their
mothers’ arms and either vivisected them alive, or threw
them into raging furnaces, or gas chambers. Let us

reform ” them ; and both Mr. Martin and | know how
well that would be received both by the Nazis—and
Christ, if he is alive in heaven.

1 certainly believe in Science but 1am by no means
sum that 1 believe in all scientists. 1 do not see why
a scientist cannot be as big a blackguard as a doctor or
an author. | could give Mr. Martin particulars of some
of the things which scientists have done—they sicken me
at all events. Personally, | think'it will be a long time
before mankind can be “ reformed,” and we may bn
obliged to try out till sorts of methods. And whether
Christ meant or did not mean “ to know all is to forgive
all ”—I1 for one would always oppose this particular
piece of sheer and criminal nonsense.

Mr. Martin thinks that “ a happier, though admittedly
less likely, outcome may arise through the mediation of
psychical research.” 1 was not altogether surprised to read
this; man must, in the opinion of many Rationalists like
Mr. Martin, have a religion of some kind. If he is not
satisfied with Science or Rationalism or Materialism—
why there is “ psychical research.” We can always
promise him plenty of pie in the sky in this way, and what
should poor, hungry, erring man want more than such a
beautiful promise?

Il. CUTNER.

We are pleasctl to see that many persons are waking uE to
the fact that all the kingdoms and monarchies of Chris
tendom rest upon the Bible for their authority to rale and
oppress the people, and that if the results of modern si jentitle
discoveries held sway, as they should, every throne in Kuropo
would crumble to pieces. It is true that nearly every great
tyranny and wrong in the world is a Bible product.

L K. Washbukn.

KILLING TIME hD
Al the age of sixty years, looking back over m°r6fin(s
Ja 4 century of remembered life details, a wau aed
himself remembering an enormous amount of
uwit o though partially sympathetic to it, lic [ \of

'Dtolly accept the view that the only well spent e
nt®Is that' devoted to getting wealth. Tempting B»

doctrine to a man born poor and living on » *,%
income realising that few good things can 1 m
"ithout money, abundance of riches being the me’f
plentiful pleasures. '

loo cynical is the opinion that existence is a wiSe*J

mie. It not a pose this seems the refuge of the #lls 1 j,
and failures. Few care to acknowledge the last, nltho «
making small claims to success.

Most of us are ordinary men

Like driftwood spars which meet and «"d IT
Fpon the boundless ocean plain.” :

Suicide would he the logical conclusion to deciding. t
1 118 entirely a waste of time. To that waste of sentll
not man?/ will commit themselves. S

A healthy boy will not think so up till the end a1 .,

cans, hut childhood contains much wasted time, s»' |
ihi' business of growing up is in itself a justificati'll
innumerable apparently useless activities. | 'ﬂbl
development should not he hurried or retarded, ]ﬁfhn
iu no way varied from normal, but adults attempt

so by differing forms of interference.

Chief of these is education in the limited GOMeM
compulsory attendance at school. Education is
vaster and more progressive growth of the youity "},
transcending what takes place in schools. Much 0
latter is palpable waste of time. , ju

Subjects of which the pupils will make little <%,
their lives, or at which they arc dunces, as higher ui i,
maties, history, religious instruction and other Ru
by rote ; drawing for those with no artistic ability or «
excessive memorisation when reference hooks on
plentiful ; music forced upon the tone deaf as poetry II
the tough-minded or literature upon the illiterate; 1.,y
ingless physical exercises; ns well as dull lessons iu®j))
ignored and pointless practices listlessly performed: #
cannot look hack and indicate wasted hours every "vt M.
school life 1 For many reading is the access t°. s
ledge, their greatest educational medium, public hbl,
their hunting ground, their university.

Beyond that is exercise of all tire senses, sight, henl
taste, smell and touch, used in a thousand different « W
ns fancy suggests while wandering about in ion’l
country. 0,

These minor adventures in sensations would be 1~
demned by pedants as waste of time.  Contrarily” jl,
later years one recognises them as not only pleasure.NS
educative, but often formative, giving a man some ch\ |
to understanding and culture, though he never ncqiit
a university degree. A

Meeting men and women who have done this latter,
is constrained to decide that many wasted their tin'ltt »
doing so, for they lack so much else which makes
worth while, individuals themselves livable with, &
pardonable, sociable. A

Although here <n more debatable ground one th*
many persons who had higher education could 1L~
learnt all they know in less time than they spent ovd'?j
Can it be possible that teachers and Educationists ! f
controlling  authorities purposely spread courses
instruction over unnecessarily long periods, if not
retarding scholars and students? This lengthening of ,
pupil age would make work easier for those who insti'l
as well ns creating more jobs for their profession
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~Yy? study '»mily seem to cover large areas of
“oivim ,'do reading interlinked witii other intellectual
their minds, beside providing pleasant

ey, s woulfi?hdt take enthusiastically to games,
adits tC "diich may be regarded as wasted. For
gy © games is even more wasteful of time ana
W, mou«ing a thoughtful man to contempt,
hus %S practice of watching games for several
tipe 'veek. Professional players equally waste
Perh Ic 1night be better occupied in productive labour,
ad n."i)s ~,e highest waste is reached when spectators,
hsiiljs ,?%er°Us others who do not attend sports bet on
SideY ;? RAug UWoney as backers nearly always do,
o« Nssipatiiy” much” menmm activity in following
m1éH5 mormation  and calculating chances. Also
fiv "8 iiookies is more than a minor item,
d ild - °bby may be regarded as wasteful by those who
Hgic ndulge it, but prefer some other distraction.
etriiv , t6S Inuch timo, which to the non-musical seems
byiiati8ant and the output boring. Another criticism is
adnY6 °vers "'ho want songs of birds, sounds of wind
\£t0I8es of running water as music.
lidg « obbers would view the time and patience spent
YH 11 ~le country ns lamentable waste. Better a
, < “ fra« .or music-hall or cinema, his garden or
H i,0'2 NI*blic house or club ; cycling or moforing, oi
Mitief, » in his own workshop; participating in
Hx‘ﬂ* € other movements, decorating his house or
If(ritiH "nth his children: so the criticism might go on.
ul%; 1M s meat is another's poison more is one man’s
M, , I happiness boring or deplorable to others.
80 often extolled for its excellences
(il,0 °i time as well as of energy and money unless
an -i  »»id used to best advantage. Especially when one
U/ ‘s hours spent in queues and on railway stations
jhl( : azgiisng stages, or in uncomfortable! hotels and

telj,(e there are who think attendance at churches and
practices a form of idleness, while devotees find

« Sime of the best spent hours of their lives.
iil, marly diverse or opposing viewB are held on frequent-
\lInS” theatres, cinemas, dance-halls or other resorts.
|di(,afd)o the ideal is to sit in silent moveless contem-
0b thus driving externally active people to wonder

Resentment.
A. R. WILLIAMS.

SPIRITS AND HORNETS

toY. possible that by this time Mr. Wood has had time
V 1t over the arguments of his ochonents, but there is
N Point which 1ms not been made clear and which |
lid call “ Persistence of Personality.”
l,,>e idea that life is something which is added to the
I(/ jsage-old. Wo are all familiar with dreams and this
W. Siven rise to the supposition that man has a *“ spirit ”
Yljd» when the body Is asleep is free to roam about the

iYs 1 pointed out early in this argument, much to the
,Hto-t of Mr. Wood who thought | was being facetious,
(| dreams are the result of stomach trouble and hence
I "les Dickens’ famous statement, ” There’s more of
I gravy than the grave about you.”
| -'aw the trouble about the identification of a person lias
i|ljL solved in the material world (according .to the
ii ®five stories) by the finger-print.  As this is excluded
l.i le* spirit *"world, it is necessary to make knowledge,
fAgUago and memory the test of personality. Thus Joe
"dli can be identified at a seance only because lie

mentions facts which are known to his friends and peculiar
to himself. Thus he might say, “ 1 had the scar of a
deep cut on my left, first finger which was done at school”
or he might affirm that Auntie .Maggie was fitted with a
wooden leg in August, 1896.

The contention of the spiritualists is that this
“ personality ” leaves the body at death and has all the
mental attributes of the dead person. Thus the spirit-
lias knowledge, language and memory without the brain
cells which store these impressions! My contention is
that when the body dies the personality, ceases.

This personality is rigidly tied up. with the material
body and the slow growth of its knowledge can be traced
from childhood. Thus it would be foolish to ask the
“ spirit "*of a child who died at ton years to solve
mathematical problems of which it had no conception in
its brief life.-

It will be remembered that the dead air commander in
the seance was said to he identified not so much because
he gave his hame but because of the technical description
of the crash though, as Air. Cutner points out, there is
no legal evidence that the 1L dead ” man was responsible
for the statement. This is most important because it
implies fraud in the presentation of the evidence.

As | have pointed out before, if “ disembodied spirits
are the result of death, then we have to visualise a world
of spirits beyond calculation since we have to include all
the human race, all the animal creation, and to these we
have to add the Plant World!

Finally, I cannot accept an impersonal Life Force (we
might as well talk of the force of gravitation) or Candle
Flame. What Mr. Wood is referring to is tlie *“ personal
spirit” of the deceased who must prove his or her identity
by the test of knowledge, language and memory.

Strangely enough (or not) this is the point at which
the spirit world breaks down, in fact the spirits get very
angry when they are asked to substantiate their state-
ments by facts and to justify themselves under cross-
examination and in this respect Mr. Wood runs true to
form in his attitude to his critics,

T. D. SMITH.

THE THEOLOGIANS WILL NEVER LEARN

IN the year 1886 the Boyle Lectures on Religions of the
World were delivered by Frederick Maurice, and in his
section on Christianity, he had this to say :(—

“ If ever the Christian Church should forget its true
function, then God is capable of raising up strange
instruments to do His Will.”

There is something in that statement that is bound to
command more than passing attention in these troublous
timos, when millions of decent men and women are
” seeking-the Light ” of a greater understanding of the
meaning and purpose of Life.

We are informed, with a flourish of trumpets, that the
revised Bible is now ready and that it has taken eight
years to compile. That be as it may, we can hardly
expect those who have been engaged upon this work—
presumably reputed Biblical authorities—to have very
much altered their viewpoint about many of the leading
scriptural records, for have they not been giving the same
old misinterpretations for close on two thousand years'.’

It never seems to strike some of those ardent devotees
that the Bible is essentially an Eastern book, written by
ancient Eastern Scribes for the special delectation and
guidance of Eastern peoples of that remote period, and as
all Eastern travellers know, the peoples of those countries
—whilst certainly not lacking in subtlety and artfulness- -
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are very fond of allegorical and symbolical, description,
not to mention an extreme liking for the language of the
Parable. But notwithstanding this patent fact, the
Theological Training Colleges continue to instruct their
students in the literal translation of such teachings, with
the result that we are presented with a mass of distorted
transcriptions, which thinking men and women now no
longer accept as a species of Divine Revelation, just
because the Theologians say so.

The Christian apologists make the egregious error of
supposing that theirs is the hint word, and that any
transgression of what they say and proclaim as the
“absolute truth is tantamount to denying the whole
doctrine of a sponsored Creation by a Personal God.

The Church is for ever lamenting the falling-off in
spiritual observance, and for this they can blame them-
selves, for they have not only propagated through the
centuries, mistranslations, of script-uni happenings—
—ostensibly with the intention of maintaining a grip on
the minds of the unthinking and the uninstructed, but
have also failed to' apply to their own institution until
comparatively recent years, the underlying principles of
their own Creed, hence the dissension in their own rank?,
which we must admit they are not unaware of.

This is where the statement of Maurice referred to
above, “ comes home to roost.” It seems to us that they
have “‘lost their way” in a jungle of creeds and dogmas,
that seem to have little relationship to- the original
teachings of the Master, and until they scrap some of
their perverted ideas, | cannot see that much progress
will be made towards establishing that much to he
desired ideal, a Brotherhood of Man amongst the nations
of the earth. That old policy of “ do as Lsay, not as 1
do” appears, to he operative just as much in religious
organisations as anywhere else.

The stern and forbidding attitude of the Anglican
authorities to any reform that does not square with their
idea of how Life should be lived, is no new phenomenon
in our midst, and although they consider themselves to
be Christians, by their fatuous and unbending procedure,
they have condemned not only grown men and women to
suffer unutterable misery, but likewise placed a stigma on
innocent children. 1refer to the Divorce Laws and the
Bastardy Acts, which would have been drastically altered
hut for the past opposition of the Church towards loosen-
ing what they call “ the sanctity of the marriage tie ’
even when there is every evidence that this state has been
reduced to a tragic farce.

The Church apparently never learns anything. The
march of Time and the advancement of scientific know-
ledge have outgrown an institution that by its own
shortcomings,, has almost become an anachronism, and
the human race will—as it has done for countless ages—
go on developing an ever-expanding horizon of it$ present
environment, leaving those of its members that cling to
outworn shibboleths, to “* fall by the wayside.” Natural
law will mercifully, sooner or later, put them out of their
misery, but the eternal march into the unknown will
continue unabated to the end of Time.

LOUIS S. VERNON-WO'RSLEY:

THE MOTHER OF GOIl). By G. W. Foote. Price 3d;
postage Id.

HENRY HETHERINGTON. By A. G. Barker. A Pioneer
in the Frcethought and Working-class Struggle of a
Hundred Years Ago. Price 6d.; postage Id.

MISTAKES OF MOSES. By Col. R. G. Ingersoll. Price 3d.;
postage Id.

August 21,

CORRESPONDENCE

PRRETHOUGHT ANI) TOTALITARIAN™*-"" 1IC »

Nut—Your contributor, F. A. Ridley, cluiw.U 1yet
Freethinker,”” presumably a man who can tin A~ w5
gets himself hypnotised by a word designed IQ
purpose. -f ve »re
It’s an ugly expression, “ Totalitarianism, but *j*nsdj;
to use it, then maybe we can apply it to 311. "if,d*liiilkef
Isn’t there anything that strikes the , 11 Sod®
very strange about the fact that Preethinkelju.., the
Democrats, Liberals and Tories, the ” Daily ‘S0
Daily Mail,” “ The Freethinker ** and the “ I "" .
think the same about Communism. ., ee>a",
Oh, but, says Mr. llidley, we attack the “ | nl'L,. pidlei
says it’s as bad as the Communists. Sure, sure, 1
and the “ Dailx Herald ” attacks the *“ Dail%/ . Aiat ®
vice-versa, but however much you disagree on this, ,"aqm)é
the other, you are all of one mind and one voice 11 j, govil*
the new great force that is steadily changing the "ol w 1
Russia, according to the gramophones of the old 01 , Mb
“ totalitarian ” State. But you are not a graniopu ,
Ridley, you are a Freethinker. Methinks 1heary’ll qpitt-
it. All right, Mr. Ridley, think a little. What is ti> ~ jiaJ
Is it some divine instrument that was handed doe 1 fifty®
to stand above and regulate the relations of classes n>, ~ fill
Or has it always represented the centralised ]|JOUm,.ts I1
dominant class? Can you answer.that, Air. I’l ju, ojsc
capitalist society, whether there is one party as ''ils  Mief:
in Nazi Germany, or whether there are two or ten lhyM
the State, Military, Law Courts, Police, and, the Edi ‘jni*®
System, are all used for the purpose of keeping the ‘y
system going, for maintaining the few in a position  IUiiN
and privilege, and for exploiting and suppressing tin qti*R
When the workers take power, they fashion tlieir <
machine, to protect themselves from the dish ,-jtic
capitalists within, and tile over-hungry capitalists tro  (OnT
out. But there’s only one party. But then, Mr. Ridley, it
forget that all the land and all the wealth-I'l" elty*
niarhinery lias liccnme common property, there is no 11
owning class to form or maintain a Tory Party. nita"”
When Communism is triumphant in tile principal 1m!
countries, when the danger of predatory wars and 11 vjl
revolution lias passed from our midst, then the yta
take its place amongst the antiquities of the past.—V 'l .j p.
WILLIAM GALJACHFH, '

THE R.101 CASE

Sin,—May | enter, somewhat hesitantly, the con ti€s
raging in your pages about the- R.101 case? As Harry . |jcli
literary executor at least 1 possess some facts with
noither Mr. Wood nor 3Lr. Cutnor seem to be familial'-, W)

lho seance was held for the purpose of comniumcntH'L j,
tho spirit of Conan Doyle—if possible. He “ came thi'®' r"
too, as Harry Price’s “ Confessions of a Ghost HuZ jal
records in detail. In the same book there is a very dljiliy
report about the fnvin case; “ Search for Truth’ iC
recapitulated the facts and that is why Mr. Outlier fO"1
record in the latter book somewhat skimpY. -, dn

1 think it would he best for both gentlemen to ignoie »
newspaper version; this was edited and changed vy'.jftll
purposes of Sunday circulation and Harry Price had
to do with it. L ifty

Ln psychical research which Harry Price followed f°r 1 It
years there is very seldom conclusive evidence. Price h1t' a
recorded facts and seldom drew conclusions; he had an
mind but he remained sceptical to the end of his life 1
personal survival. . . , nP

However, your two disputants could very easily chock *
on_the facts. Mrs. Eileen Garrett who has given up nuH cpif
shin a good many years ago and is the highly successful c(I" (f
of “ To-Morrow Magazine ” (New York City) and own*
a distinguished American publishing house, Is in London |
would be no doubt ‘glad to supply what information she
It is not true that only Harry Price and his secretary ftttell”!
the séance. lan Coster (now of the 'Daily Mailj was ‘I,
Fresent and lie should be able to give bis impressions. I'lp.jo®

have seen the original correspondence between Harry 1 (|K
and the gentleman connected with the construction’,<n, ¢(
11.101. There is not the slightest doubt that “ Irwin jp
whoever it was, provided numerous highly technical dc“”,
during that séance (f which the medium could have no k', i
ledge—nor any of the sitters. | am no spiritualist »‘lp
hardened sceptic but | think that the Irwin ease canii°t)ll.
dismissed with a sneer—nor can it he used, on the other In'
as an absolute proof for survival.—Yours, etc.,

Paul Taw»"]
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$U . ALL ABOUT SHAKESPEARE.

> C v lilles a man to have the courage of his convictions,
"¢k n % Rowland courage or convictions? Like some
'Ss'«ncelnsiia«. painfully brought to an awareness of the
nt Pleas mfidels, he says", ‘I believe in the god of Stratford,
\0te if he is attacked 1 shall turn a blind eye to
1%nis ’ not know how to defend him- 1his only
iiitli contention, made in a challenging article in
>Parak, "«»tly, that it is time the literary professors—
Aleno7 owitl>the priests in religion-started a Shakespeare
M >l bociety.
1"~tllpla"d ™ay he surprised to know that when Mr
ibiis . “Aarson’s "Life of Shakespeare’ was first issued eight
appears to be unaware of its not being a new
Sdene'! " Listener,” which is hardly a paper of heretical
i Mili.- sa'd that another volume on the same subject
1"lav i 1Ss"ed in the Penguin series to save its reputation.
jnd. 6 tlat this is why a new publisher has had to be

'i C AS'Tat admirer of Mr. Pearson as a biographer and
"ittn lj,te °f Dickens —which | read for him in proof—
® sr'appear, is | think, the best biography of the novelist
'mid i. ."kespeare is a very different proposition. As Emerson
"in tu'i Is so difficult to marry the facts about the Stratford
"™t Id  wWerse,” and if your space permitted | could show
r "Vion &," «s Pearson lias indulged in. Mr. Rowland
IMv. 4 .Vnot the man to detect theSe as he still seems to
wo" . e to the Stratford

t of date. More-
ioned by Bernard

iu ilic J jf the Sonnets,”
I *u in Litton was not dark!
V t),f <gect Mr. Rowland is like Mr. Pearson, and per-
"m | s "ill please him. The latter said to me in a letter

t' "dlenged him to debate: —
S, ou must not expect me to fight with about
il spe%rc, with ompl have I|vedgon termgl_%jf great
]Laaoy for.over 10 years and whose personality is as
Tn ', "t° me as that” of my most intimate friend.”
W " Is i"st like the Christian who tells you lie knows the

: Grtai V iiet over his experience. | told Mr. Pearson
"dIkWl y d'd n°t Propose to waste time in arguing with
If had an esoteric knowledge of dead men. T had none,
"iile})) Rowland is pregared to fight, 1 am ready! Perhaps

"ancli of the N.S.S. will offer a platform.—Yours, etc.,

Wm. Kent.

All) POPE AND PANIC.
Nit"" Li his letter published in your issue of the 7th August,

Ir"liivires*""deiit Mr. W. E. Nicholson states. It is a
"IIHft' 1~ °"r age that a Freethinker ma¥ quite logically
:H, i ™"ne against Moscow.”” He then refers to the policy

V s°r evil.
imit, 'y the only person who is nut qualified to make this
;1) ,;('y distinction is the Freethinker. If political decision
is | .'educed t< a choice between rival slave ideologies then
Nile?]', I'»1X that the holder of such an opinion adopted

is.;;,, I'ffi<-"Ity is real for all men faced by the threat of
'lot { "'tolerances, lint the alternative for n Freethinker

j, & throw oneself into the arms of the Pope of Rome.
1 ™ten8lity cd 1 freethinker demands resistance to nil forms
mltel nt"al despotism, whatever their source. When eon-
ik IP/ tyranny, whether clerical or secular, the Free-
i, 1 "lTust” fight; must go down fighting if necessary, hut
10oWv‘evei’ "ever let us be be%uiled into joining forces with

" enemies. We are not Jesuits__Yours, etc.,

Eric Maple.

LB BETHOUGHT AND TOTALITARIANISAL

“w'lerl"  Mr. Ridle?/’s excellent, allhough samewhat
n. § 'ated, article entitled 11 Freethought and Society,” there
"e excellent points, some of which require enlarging
.JA A particular point, raised by Air. Bidley, is that
i'tct no conceivable conditions can Freethought accept
N.,.«'taHtnriftn principles . . . For it inevitably destroys not
i'll ' 1- conclusions of Freetliouqht _but Freethought itself.”
\|, this do not agree, for firmly believe that it is
, ‘Ply impossible to iIestroP/ Freethought with any regime,
K atter how absolute, totalitarian and evil.
mm| N"thought can only come from one place . . . the indi-
i therefore, to destroly it means that you have to destroy
'dividual. This would mean that the individual would

have to be found, have his mind probed and from the findings,
it would be decided whether or not he should bo liquidated
as a “ Freethinker.”

This has all been tried before, time and time again. The
Roman Church tried its hardest to repress “ thought ” (not
even Freethought) during the one thousand years of its
stranglehold on European life. | use the expression life, as
opposed to civilisation. This endeavour failed miserably and
to-day we see the world turning away from this “ God of
Death  towards new Gods . . . Materialism, Marxo-Leninism,
Democracy, Freethought, etc. It is uF to Freethinkers to
combat the ever present evils in the world, that are trying to
deprive us all of our liberty of action and expression. Our
" God which is that of the emancipated mind, that of Life
itself, is able to free man and enable, him to stand erect and
proud of his very being. Let us all fight for this emancipation,
but let us also realise that although evils may befall us, no
matter how hard they trY to quiet tho Free Mind, the indi-
vidual will remain and although he may be unable to act and
express his thoughts openly, there will always he the contact
with his fellow beings that will influence them and eventually
effect the disintegration of the absolute state.—Yours, etc., V

Peter Cross.

SANITY.
Sin,—After reading Mr. Nicholson’s letter, | read a few
of the essays of Robert G. Ingersoll.
Mould it be carrying adulation to the height of absurdity,
to say that Ingersoll was sanity personified?—Yours, etc.,

Albert R. Thornewkll.

Bacon is right, n& he generally is, when he bids us read not
to contradict and refute, nor to believe and take for granted,
nor to find talk and discourse, but to weigh and to consider.
After all, the thing that matters most, both for happiness and
lor duty, is that wo should strive habitually to live with wise
thoughts and right feelings.

J. Morley.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

QOutdoor

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Car Park, Broadway)..—Sunday,
6-30 p.m.: Mr. H. Day.

Burnley (Market).—Sunday, 7p.m.: Mr. J. -Clayton.
Enfield.—Friday, August 19, 7-30 p.m.: Mr. J. Clayton.

Great Harwood__Saturday, August 20, 6p.m.: Mr. J.
Clayton.

Kingston Branch (Castle Street).—Sunday, 7 p.m.: Mr. J.

Barker.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Platt Fields).—Sunday, 3 p.m.:
Mr. J. Crayton. (Alexandra Park Gates).—Wednesday,
8 p.m.: Messrs. Kay, Smith and Billing.

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: Mr. F. A. Ridley. (Highbury
Corner).—7 p,m. Mr. F. A. Ridley.

Nelson (Chapel Street).—Wednesday) August 21, 8 p.m.:
Air. J. Crayton.

Sheffield Branch N.S.S. (Barkers Pool).—Sunday, 7 p.m.:
Mr. A. Samms.

South London Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park, Herne Hill).—
Sunday, 7 p.m.: Mr. L. Ebury.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Marble Arch, Hyde Park)—
Sunday, 6 p.m.: Messrs. E. Bryant, C. E. Wood and
E. PAGE.

QOutdoor

Glasgow (Brunswick Street).—Sunday, 3 p.m.: Messrs. S.
Bryden, E. Lawasi and J. Humphrey.

SECOND-HAND BOOKS. Wants List Welcomed.
Boyle, 30, Parliament Hill, X.W.3.

Michael
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FOR YOUR BOOKSHELF

BOOKS BY CHAPMAN COHEN

MATERIALISM RESTATED. 4s. 6d. Five editions of this
important work have been printed and the value of the
b?ok oln this important subject is enhanced by its simplicity
of style.

GRAMMAR OF FREETHOUGHT. ;ls. Gd. The author intro-
duces what he considers to be the right mental approach
to such fundamental Freethought subjects as: Morality.
Life, Mind, Evolution, and the “ Next World.”

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING. Vols. 1. 2, 3, 4. 2s. 6d.
Light in form but serious in purpose. These essays are
suggestive, provocative, and will start you thinking.

DETERMINISM OR FREEWILL. 2« Gd. Fourth Edition. A
short conciso exposition of the philosophy of Determinism
shorn of all irrelevances and confined to essentials.

GOD AND THE UNIVERSE. 3s. Gd. Third Edition. An
exposition of the incompatibility of Science and Religion.
Replies to Professors Eddington, Jeans, Huxley and
Einstein.

BRADLAUGH AND INGERSOLL. 3s. This is a Centenary
appreciation of the two great contemporaries to whose
great work in the cause of Freedom of Thought the world
owes a great debt.

AN ATHEIST'S APPROACH TO CHRISTIANITY. Is. 3d.
A study of Christianity from an unusual angle.

CHALLENGE TO RELIGION. Is. 3d. Four Lectures
deliberately designed to deal witli the most relevant aspects
of Religion.

THE OTHER SIDE OF DEATH. 2s. 6d. A keen analysis ot
the belief in survival from a militant Freethought point
of view, with particular reference to those religious aspects
that theology leaves out of account.

GOD AND EVOLUTION. GJd Can Evolution be squared
with Christianity? A scathing answer to Modernists.

THEISM OR ATHEISM. 3s. Gd. The author's classic and
philosophical exposition of Atheism with an exhaustive
lucid reply to the Design argumont.

PRIMITIVE SURVIVALS IN MODERN THOUGHT. 3s.
Here is a thorough examination of many terms used in
science and philosophy which still retain the “ Ghost of a
God.” Should be studied by every Freethinker.

CHRISTIANITY, WHAT IS 1T? 2s. Tho Freethought
answer to aJ)Ialn question put to Chapman Cohen by Free-
thinkers and Christians alike.

COD AND ME. 2s. Gd. Second Edition. These “ letters to
God ” show the author as a satirist as well as a Free-
thought critic.

THOMAS PAINE (A PIONEER OF TWO WORLDS). Is. 4d.
A finely written appreciation of one of tho greatest
Englishmen of all time—as well as a citizen of the world.

PAMPHLETS FOR THE PEOPLE, Nos. 1 to 18. 2d. each.
IGpp. Cloth bound in one volume os. In simple language
these pamphlets contain the quintessence of the author’s
long experience of Freethought problems. No Free-
thinker’s library should be without the complete volume.

The above works represent not merely a complete Frrethought
library, but the work of a lifetime of Freethought activity.

THE COMPLETE SET PRICE £2 9S. POTT FREE
Add Sd. postvuje for single volumes.

3,000 COPIES ALREADY SOLD

THE EVOLUTION
OF THE PAPACY

by F. A. RIDLEY

Author of Julian the Apostate, The Jesuits, etc’

A clear exposition of the origins of Roman Catholicisin I
a world power and the part it has played in world histof?

Price i/- Postage i\d-

THE PLAIN VII M

A Quarterly Journal
Edited by H.J. BLACKHAM

Editorial Advisory Panel : Gilbert Murray.
O.M., Bertrand Rus ell, F.R.S., Lord ChorleV,
Sir Richard Gregory, Bt., F.R.S., Barbara Wootton.

The object of THE PLAIN VIEW is to develop a P05'",
view of the world in the tradition of freethoua

Subscription : 4s. 6d. per annum, post free.
Send for free specimen copy to :
4a INVERNESS PLACE, LONDON, W-

Have You Got Your

NSS HANDBOOK

Yet?
No Freethinker should be without it
Packed with useful and vital information

Tithes, Secular Funerals, Withdrawal of Childfe;
from Religious Instruction in Schools, constitutifl
of the NSS, etc.

32 pages Post Free 7d'

From all Booksellers or direct from the

PIONEER PRESS

Printed and Published by the Pioneer Press (G. W. Foot« und Company Limited), 41, Gray’s Inn Road, London, W.C. 1



