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VIEWS AND OPINIONS 

j ̂ 'stianity “ Devaluated ”
pei..' .^ARNEiS, Bishop of Birmingham, “ by Divine 
^ t t 'SSion and the appointment of the late Mr. 
of t ,Say MacDonald, is the en fan t terrib le  of the Church 

To-day he has succeeded to the role formerly 
^rjwged by Dr. Inge; the “ gloomy,” but, now some- 
spoj/ aneient ex-dean of St. Paul’s, as the acknowledged 
hioveSInan and theological exponent of the “ modernist” 
Schofment in He Established Church. Botli as a 
<w ' ,9r aud as a man, Dr. Barnes has many claims to 
hjst r®8Pect. A distinguished mathematician, a tine 
leet°llCal scholar, and a master of lucid prose, the intel- 
o{ Ua! attainments of the Bishop of Birmingham are 
Su , Gigli order. Whilst in matters other than theology, 
pU( .* ns War and economic«, Dr. Barnes, himself a 
a 1 H and a social reformer, has consistently displayed 
Povaliy progressive role, which, to put it mildly, is 
Rj 1 usually associated with members of the ecclesiastical 
f^'ajchy of the Church of England, In this last respect, 
hj ■ Earhes incidentally compares very favourably with 

^^low-modernist and intellectual equal in English 
js ’Vanity, Dr. Inge, whose religion, one often feels, 

1,1 erely a convenient auxiliary to his atavistic social
ra d ic e s .
a| n his now well-known book, The Rise of Christianity, 
tC ’ T?.ore recently in his “ Reid Lecture ” at Cambridge, 
q," Eishop of Birmingham has stated the modernist 
](,s<> Mr a reformed Christianity in line with modern 
Sch) d£e, witil temperate eloquence and adequate 
¡H l0larship; the undisguised anger that has been aroused 
att ,1Uore orthodox ecclesiastical circles by this bold 

M restate Christianity so as to reconcile it both
Mth scientific evolution and with contemporary historical
j^holarship, forms a convincing testimonial both to the 
l*|?ral courage and to the theological scholarship of the 

lshop of Birmingham.
And now to what, in brief, does this attempt at 

.Geological reform which Dr. Barnes has just repeated 
J? an address at Wolverhampton, amount to? What is 
I e modernist case as stated by a- scholar who is, beyond 
a°ubt, one of its ablest exponents?
. Historically, Christianity has existed as, primarily, a 
Geological cult: belief has been regarded ns of more 
G'fual importance than practice. Upon the basis of 
Ge Bible, considered ns a single book, unerring, as a 

Migle infallible record dictated by a personal God, a vast 
;ructure of dogma, a huge synthesis, as it were, of 
1 leged supernatural information was raised, binding in 
H its parts upon the Faithful.
. As was so aptly pointed out long ago by Mr. Bertrand 
Missel! when, incidentally, he talked to the National 
”ecular Society and not on the B .B .G , a change both 
Giantative and qualitative — a Christian was someone 
'Hose beliefs were definite and could be exactly 
yfined. you could not be a Christian unless you believed 

'Vlth unshaken faith in a whole series of theological

propositions: God, the Incarnation, the Fall, the verbal 
inerrancy of the Scripture and the like. Whoso rejected 
any of this vast array of propositions, the least equally 
with the greatest, incurred the mortal guilt of “ Heresy,” 
and was incontinently cast out of the Christian Church. 
Such was, and is, the view of Christian orthodoxy.*

Such, we repeat, is the creed of traditional Christian 
orthodoxy. Upon various points in connection with which 
the Churches, Catholic, “ Orthodox ” (i.e., Eastern), 
and Reformed, and the various theological schools 
quarrel with the venom ascribed to Kilkenny cats, but 
which, in substance, is accepted by all of them, as the 
Faith which, “ except a man believe faithfully, he can
not be saved.”

However, the World moves on, and Man’s knowledge 
with it. I t  is a truism to Freethinkers that Copern ¡cun 
Astronomy, evolutionary biology, the study of compara
tive religion, and of early Church history, have now made 
this formerly impressive structure of medieval theology, 
obsolete and untenable. The Modernist Movement in
side Christianity recognises this state of things and seeks 
to modify Traditional Christianity into line with modern 
knowledge.

Modernist theology endeavours to apply evolutionary 
theories to the Bible and to the Church. Modernist 
(lieologians agree that the “ Infallible ” Councils of the 
Church which drew up its canonical dogmas, represented, 
in reality, only the opinion of a majority at a meeting, 
and what sort of meetings Church Councils often were 
is a matter of common knowledge. In place of a static 
theology hased on infallible authority, whether of the 
Bible or the Church, the Modernist seeks to substitute 
a “ progressive ” revelation in which religion evolves from 
modest beginnings amongst primitive peoples, up to the 
most advanced forms of Christianity.

It is obvious that such a. conception of religion involves 
giving up both the verbal inspiration of the Bible and 
the infallibility of the Church. For the Bible obviously 
teaches gross errors in both science and history, and it 
is a matter of fact that the Christian Churches, at one 
time or another, have condemned virtually every major 
discovery of modern knowledge.

What is there left? If Genesis is unhistorical, as Ur. 
Barnes and bis Modernist colleagues in other lands 
explicitly admit, then the Fall of Man portrayed therein 
is unhistorical, too: there never was a Garden of Eden, 
and the famous. Snake is an “ allegory”—a polite way of 
saying that he (or it) never existed. But the Fall of 
Man is the basis of the entire Christian traditional 
scheme, as expounded by the founder of Christian 
theology, the author (or authors) of the Pauline Epistles, 
and by countless theologians since. If mankind has 
come upward from the jungle, instead of downwards from 
fabled bliss in the Garden of Eden, and this is the only

* Cf.—Bertrand Bussell—“ Why T am not a Christian 
a lecture originally delivered in 1927 under the auspices of 
the South London Branch of the N.S.S.

t  Cf.—Joseph Klausner—“ Jesus of Nazareth.”
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possible deduction to l>e drawn from any acceptance 
of the evolutionary theory of human origins, then 
tire whole, to do it justice, rigorously logical scheme 
of Catholic theology, the Fall, the Incarnation, of 
the Redeemer to save us, the Atonement, and all the 
rest of the rigorously interdependent dogmas that make 
up the Christian Interpretation of the universe and of 
human history, just go by the board. Undoubtedly, the 
classic theologians would agree with us in denying that 
what was left could be described as Christianity!

Actually, all that is left is a presumed belief in a 
scientifically eonditiorved Deity, who can no longer work 
except through “ scientific law,” through the known 
order of the universe, since I)r. Barnes repudiates 
“ miracles ” as contrary to the observed uniformity of 
nature—a belief that Jesus was a great ethical teacher 
—a belief which is in no way distinctive of Christianity, 
since orthodox Jews like Dr. Joseph Klausner, and no 
doubt, many Rationalists also hold it, and, perhaps, a 
vague belief in “ spiritual survival ” which is too 
nebulous to be defined.!

What concrete basis is there here for any distinctive 
“ Christian ” religion? I ti is true that Dr. Barnes in his 
latest pronouncement, declares that “ Atheism is not 
a reasonable deduction, from our present knowledge.” 
But, once miracles arc abandoned, Atheism is sub
stantially granted, for then “ God ” becomes the mere 
equivalent of the natural order of the universe and as 
such a superfluous tautology, And, significantly, our 
author follows up his declaration of faith in god with the 
damaging admission that “ The Problem of Evil ’’ is 
insoluble.

But this famous “ problem ” is only the recognition 
that the actual observable universe is not the kind of 
thing that a wise or good Creator could possibly have 
made—again <Je facto Atheism! Whilst if Jesus was only 
a Jewish “ Socrates.” why, on the Modernists’ own 
logic, •signal him out for praise denied to all other 
moralists ?

The old Christianity was, at least, logical: you knew 
where you were, which is a good deal more than one can 
sav.of ‘‘Modernist ” Christianity. Whilst his fellow- 
Christian Cripps, seeks to save the pound sterling by

devaluating ” it. Dr. Barnes seeks to save Christianity 
by a similar process of theological “ devaluation,” hut 
we gravely doubt his success.

F. A. RIDLEY.

ON TELEPATHY
II

OVER forty years ago, it was the Zancigs with their 
“ Two Minds with but a Single Thought ” who caused 
a similar sensation to that of the Piddingtons this day. 
‘They wrote a book about their act in which mental 
thought transference is positively claimed. Mr. Zancig 
showed how he and his wife developed their ‘‘ second 
sight ” and he insisted that highly strung ne.vous brainy 
people are ideal subjects and can develop their powers 
“ with proper training.”

The Zancigs at first had no" idea that they could 
“ commercialise ” their powers—indeed, Mr. Zancig 
says ho did not even know what the word “ telepathy 
meant. However, once they obtained stage recognition, 
they never looked back.

Just as in the case of the Piddingtons, critics made 
their confident claims that they knew how it was all done, 
hut the Zancigs soared from success to success. When 
the famous Oscar Hammerstein at last hooked them for 
New York, the newspapers came out with flaming head-
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aiis'veI.'redlines—“ ] s p rp ,their owe tdepathyg or what? ” They “**- .., 
the P id d J ,  17  ’ 1’robablv, what.” And jt>st 1 ",
interrogations'h ’ C ^ancigs were invited to testj'. 'j'!! 
One of the y many of the best New York edicts-
that th ere  w ere'né 8i! ld~ and thi« ""as forty years 
"  ¡reless téle<Lm£ P C who claim ed “  that Zancig 1,1- ,  

anyone win> I-. * ‘'/’Paratus on his person,” but ud<1 ' 
1'erfect wireless' U>'1S * ie shortcomings of even the 1,1C'

"  as a b l / ufter ’ ^ Ilne' ZiWeiS> who was the “ receiver, 
her hushnnd-s ti of ' ,ractiw accurately to
Generally snenl-ir '(>ll&hts -that is, some thoug1 j’ 
and liviipr th in '"®  a t l "  e°lours and names of Pe°l’. . 
rliagrams!’ ]„ T.® r“ore easi|y received than sin>l\
mgs gave them ’ ‘Ur- Zancig claimed that simple dra" 
the Committee eoi°me °  t,e ir  greatest difficulties. )*' 
Research b*v th*  Society for Psyob^j
is, of course ¡ f t  °  ”e* lna".v drawings correct—-t '■
hut tolerably’ g^d.'1"  S°  " ’e11 dravvn tJ,a <>ri"ina 

^ancig'repôÏs S ? ' " 8  h,iM experiences in India, V r. 
other ton d e» w  WlJ T knbIe feats of levitation n«'1 
No doubt h i r i  1 Jy hol-v “ adepts ” and Y c f ;  
me right when ('"'i' hut if my memory sen1'
illusionists u-1 • Z1 , Hertz> °ne of the greatest af
find.these womlerf111 Indl°i’ ,le ,nade strenuous efforts i11
childish c o S & t C T le a?d failed’ Hu d,dthe holiest Yob?0 •8,,tr" e,’ hut he completely mystifia
heedless îo a d Î  L T  ' elementa’V sleight of h«»d’ 
Trick. ’ J Iexer saw the famous Indian

errThe Zaneigs eventually came to England, and they "  jje
amazed at the interest their act aroused. Change  ̂
name Zancig to Piddington, and what Mr. Zancig S“i(j 
need not have a word altered. They even had a re v 
made of their performance by the Gramophone Cornl’1 

Now was their performance really “ telepathy ■ f]e 
his hook, Mr. Zancig says it was, and that should se 
the matter. But a well-known Rationalist whom 1 k1 ^ 
had opportunities of speaking with Mr. Zancig 011 ^
problem, and he was told that there was no telepa ^

And 11
.Mu

But what about the Upton Sinclair experiments?
took place some twenty years ago and they ary descr ¡D“1

was in most cases Mrs. Sinclair and as far as I can st’*' 
experiments were conducted most fairly. She manftg1'“ 
to reproduce a number of drawings first sketched by a 
relative in ,\ room about thirty miles away. The origin'.1 , 
can he seen in the Bulletin side by side with the cop"’
and tliev show extraordinarv similarities. She also c'
ducted some experiments with lier husband which ng .

It is difficult to believe th1'
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in their act. It was a code pure and simple, 
remarkable tiling is that when Mine. Zancig died,  ̂
Zancig married again, and in six months the second I'1 
was as good a “ receiver ” as the first. j

To put the matter in another way. When does the > 
telepathy cease and trickery or a code come in? 4* ' 1 ... 
Bishop admitted that his act was not real thought tn1" _ 
ference but a trick; and Prof. Barrett was quite dissn ( 
tied with the tests Bishop submitted to, to prove ’ .. 
lie was—sometimes—genuine. Such a book as - .
Zancig wrote is quite useless to prove anything one ' { 
or another; for like the Piddingtons he wanted his a 
to be appreciated as “ entertainment.”

’"it-

E

The.'

in detail in the Bulletin XT’/ published by the Bo*",. 
Society for Psychic Research in li)3’2. The “ receive1 ,

'Ho

a
I'hf
the

. tl»e

on-
ai"

were extremely successful. __ ______  . _____
there was nnv intention to deceive or that the sitth'j-j 
were not quite genuine. At the same time, it should 11 
emphasised that not all the experiments were a success
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! were, failures. The writer of the Bulletin'"SCUsĝ , j j ' ’ vvu,t> ifcuiurues. u jc  v»,**»̂ * ~......... -
Mfac(; h • J>1’°t)a bility of guessing or coincidence; and 
1 I'Xpe,.'1 "  hat guessing, could do in another series

Most of u"euts- He calls the results surprising. In 
Sijjjji, lt! ^ises, there were no successes whatever.

«■«see f dt “jo these drawing experiments are the many 
Vety,Hr l ^le v°lumes of the Proceedings of the 
'•Uss,./ j' 1 Psychical Research, some of which are dis- 
êHearcl ^  Brank Podmorei in Studies in Psychical 
ifi- j)/’ 'n addition, a number of experiments by 

hieSe ‘*ekburn and a Mr. Smith are carefully described, 
show- ii " °  Rcntlemen were given every opportunity to

r j | "• o iu uiurw i^  cv ---------------- j „
, Blackburn and a Mi’. Smith are carefully described. 

,i,, e twoÛOVV fix • ’’ ---  - - o
So, w eir powers as thought transferers, and they did 
J l^ V ire, to^> under the most stringent conditions. As 

s‘ Burney, Podmore and the. others insist, “ The 
d(,||v !! explaining .these results rests upon those who 

\j . Possibility of thought transference.”
V,.,. 11 "'deed the experiments on -a. number of occasions 
¡„.^conducted with great care, and reading the written 
Ofy, l.11 s> 1 cannot see how anyone can deny that on some 

more or less accurate thought transference took

.'ft, " h a t  is one to say when some twenty-five years 
^ iti '-d s , Air. Blackburn “ confessed ' that ho and 
• v,.,. "  ere frauds, and that there was no telepathy what-
¡n„ "'tween him and his partner'.’ It was an astound- 
, 4  "" ‘fession— I remember it well for it was given much 
Ijy at the time—and, of course, it was not accepted 
I,A, r°h Barrett, or even by Air. Smith, who were then

-rj .nlive'-
lV|| 8 !s where it is so difficult to check the “ evidence.” 
iii4 ^Vaild Blackburn, many years after investigation 
W|’ ll!S powers, claim that he was a fraud— if he was not'.’ 

Was hi« motive V
iiiv ll(. here is what Myers, one of the most famous of all 

"figators, says in his Phantasms of the Livimj:—
.Bin Croorys had their most startling .successes at first.

I am tlio affair was a surprise and an amusement, or 
■'ter short and seemingly casual trials; tile decline 

, , 'a with their sense that the experiments had become 
Soi r? ° f  "eighty importance to as . . . So on a minor 
I 'oe, in trials among our own friends, we have seen a 
" ’" ’mate evening, when the spectators were interested 

n 1 the percipient excited and confident, succeeded by 
■ series of failures when the results were more anxiously 
j xa*ted . . . Hut of eourse the first question for sciouc-e 
i not whether the phenomena can be produced to order, 

Whether in a sufficient number of series the propor- 
'Ui of success to failure is markedly above the probable 

Jesu it of chance.
’Iii,., he seen from this extract that Myers, who con-

s<> many telepathic experiments himself, was not 
lis lJ.u!her satisfied, and had to search for an excuse for 
l)(! aibires. If telepathy is a fact, why should it not 
tyii,11 J’dneed “ to order ’ ? Will the reader note that 
A, , Myers, found “ a series of failures ’’ in Ids own 
(l^'oinents, ,ve< flic Zancigs and the Piddingtoris on 
|,|h stage have always to produce their remarkable 
C om ena “ to order ” ; they would lose their job il 

had “ a series of failures.” And whatever, they 
^selves say, their numerous followers have always 

¡i! 'acd tlmt their performance is pure telepathy. It is 
■ Possible to give a decided answer, that is, where their 

' ■epatliy ” ends and their trickery begins.
H .CU TN ER.
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EXORCIZING THE POSSESSED
(Concluded from page 392)

In a short time, Padre Ribeiro entered the dimly- 
lighted sacristy whose only windows, were two skylights

■ in the roof. He put on a white surplice, slung his red 
stole over Ins shoulders, put the Ritual under his arm, 
took a statue of Our Lady of Help from the shelf and a 
pot containing Holy Water and the Hyssop, he then 
opened the door and beckoned the woman to enter.

She was a state of supreme terror. It was there, alone 
with bis patient, that Padre Ribeiro worked, sitting on 
a bench and his patient kneeling at his feet.

She asked tremblingly: “ Have I an Evil Spirit, 
Padre? ”

“ You have, Tint I will expel it. Oome now, make the 
Sign of the Cross and say the Credo and an Act of 
Contrition. While she was saying the latter, he wound 
one end of his stole round her neck. He then roared:

“ (let out Devil! (let out Devil! Get out Devil! ” 
This Devil you have inside you will soon sneak away 

into the sea and never be heard of again.”
The woman, now in a cold sweat, shivered violently 

and moaned and groaned.
The priest read from the Ritual, printed in red and 

black letters, declaiming in Latin and accompanying his 
words with the Sign of the Cross made on her and on 
on himself. When in the middle of the Latin, he pro
nounced the woman’s name, she trembled, crushed by the 
mystery of the religious, pomp about her.

Lift up a prayer to-Our Lady of Help, ns really 
present here as if she had come down from Heaven,” 
(here he. placed the image of the Virgin in front of her 
eyes). “ Beg Her to deliver you from this Evil Spirit.” 

There were some women who let themselves he 
inoculated by the decided, penetrating words of the 
priest, and almost at once felt relieved and often com
pletely free from the Devil which had been tormenting 
them. There were others'whose wills the priest had much 
difficulty in beating down.

In those cases, Padre Ribeiro again took up the Ritual 
and began to read. If this was not having the desired
effect, he roared:

“ it is stubborn, this filthy Devil.” Then taking the 
hyssop and a small pewter pot of Holy Water, lie directed 
bis. words to the Devil:

“ Go out of this woman with this Holy Water or I ’ll 
smash you to bits! ” At this lie dashed the Holy Water

■ in (lie face of the sufferer. If still not successful, lie 
got up from the bench, and planting himself in the middle 
of the sacristy, lifted up his. arms and swung round the 
room, stamping and roaring and bawling, with the' 
violence of a Jupiter cleaving rocks and mountains. In 
an ardent desire, to cure his patient and to conquer 
the Devil, he threw bis soul into hers wit-li the same 
rhythm of suffering. He worked himself up till the great 
beads of sweat dropped from his forehead, and the boards 
creaked under bis sounding steps.

In the end the priest, as St. Michael with the Dragon, 
conquered the Evil One. He stamped his foot on flic 
floor and culled out triumphantly :

“ I ’ve got him! I ’ve got him! I ’ve got my foot on 
Ins belly! You are saved, poor woman, you are saved!” 
Again religion had won.

“ Go, with God, my child, you are cleansed.”
The woman’s friends entered and led her away, one 

remaining behind to pay. •
Every day people arrive at the Church of our Lady of 

Help to interee with Father Ribeiro. Many, after being 
cured, returned to beg the Ploly Man to shut the door
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of their souls so that the Devil could not again enter: 
“ Shut the door of my soul on him, Senhor Padre,” 

they begged.
“ Come on, I ’ll shut it .”
He read from tire Ritual, making the Sign of the Cross 

with the sacristy key on the mouth and lips of the 
woman, and so the door of her soul was shut against 
the Evil One.

When attacks of hysteria occurred, Padre Ribeiro took 
mouthfuls of Holy Water and squirted it on.the face of 
the sufferer. After he went to the lamp of the Blessed 
Sacrament and taking from it a spoonful of olive oil he 
forced it down the woman’s throat. If that failed, he 
resorted to flagellation: taking a knotted cord, he slashed 
and slashed tins patient with all his force. If the Devil 
still resisted, he grabbed her Adam’s apple and roughly 
massaged it. Ilis last resource was the compression of 
the ovaries with his two groat thumbs, as hard as steel. 
As lie worked on his patient he would say: “ This is the 
Devil which has reached your throat,” or “ This, is the 
Devil which I am driving out through your womb.” 

Sometimes, when the Evil Spirit was more deeply 
rooted, Padre Ribeiro was obliged to resort to more 
drastic methods; for example: —

Once a young and beautiful girl, whose parents had 
dragged her round to many doctors to be cured, was 
brought to him. Her mania was. laughing: she laughed 
and laughed for no reason.

“ Leave me alone with her,” said the Holy Man.
He set to work on her, employing his various methods: 

he sounded her with a thousand minute, cunning ques
tions, jumping round her till the sweat came pouring 
down him. She laughed and laughed. He then roared 
at her; he beat her; he pelted her with stones; but she 
still laughed. This requires force and more force, 
thought the Priest.

It- happened to be harvest time and the labourers who 
were threshing Fr. Ribeiro’s corn had come up to the 
house to quench their thirst with red wane. Pie called 
them aside and vaguely explained what he wanted of 
them. He then led the girl up to them, saying:

“ The cause of all her trouble is a huge devil which 
has taken possession of her.” One man said : “ I t  could 
well be.”

There is no doubt about it ,” affirmed the Priest. 
The women, leaning on their brooms, made the Sign 

of the Gross and screamed :
“ Begone, Evil Spirit! Begone, Evil Spirit!”
He then instructed them :
“ If I pat her body, I may find the point of the 

Devil’s, tail—it is the only part of him which is sensi
tive to the touch. If I, happen to put my finger on the 
point, lie will yell. Then ail of you together must help 
me to drive him out. When you hear the first yell, 
you must frighten him off by banging your iron mallets 
together; those with rakes must also clash them; you, 
women, must then drive him up into the air with your 
brooms; all must shout and scream.”

He led the way into the field, taking the young 
girl by the hand. When they arrived, he ordered her 
to take off her kerchief, undo her skirt at the waist, pull 
up her blouse and chemise at the back and then get 
down on her knees. She obeyed all his orders, swaying 
from side to side in fits of laughter.

He went over to an olive tree, and cutting some 
switches made three crosses with them, joining them 
with fibre from (lie reeds. He placed one on her neck, 
another bn her closed heels and the third over her 
kidneys.

The crowd, filled with curiosity, circled round, the 
women with faces of great anguish.

Priest,UU'Û ° Ut’ nia*iC a bigger circle!” bawled dl

■drisl!” o  7 1  women sPread out, while the boys and 
squatted down in front of them.

T h flciin°k a fjoun<̂  out °f one of you!” ¡¿p(l
patientl'l u W Uch fe]| 011 the crowd as t h e y ^
F r o f m tlle burning sun, was tense and frighten »
sombrivl11? ’ i f  I s wide, flowing cloak and 
behin d ’ . I d  fl0W11 and leaned over the &T}- t 
plouehm ¡er j 0<̂ ’ running all over it with his ;

: :  s  r ud han s' A fcacertain moment, under he
iesnemt f 118 i\ngers- hard as steel, «he let on 
Z Î 5  as the roar of a ravenous wolf. I”11116,? 
D e d p ! 1 crowd roared: “ Cret out, Devil! Begone, 
broom - in 7  *a,!le time hanging mallets, rakes '

Ti *  a hysterical, leaping jumping Saraband. ,

the P riest10" 8^  thG <lhl ^  B e r i n g  voice of

I n 'd l i f f d  8° “  ! There he goes ! Now lie is S°n(e ’ 
stumhl i i ° 1"  " I ’ ^le 8'r ’̂ dirty, tom, mad with ®‘ ’ 
eye? of i l l  he- ff fc' d e back on meeting g
first fn 10 pnoe;st—and then began to shed tears, 
u. t or vL, , t,s she and the Priest knelt to pray. S>e11

occufi I  Crowd-, impressed by the mysterious and 
cult they crouched down in fear, muttering P « ^

' r bad conquered them! Marvellous fear! t ,
Translated by N- b- j

RESPECTABILITY
I

.itaphLIVED respected and died lamented ” was an el" 
often bestowed upon certain people in the nineR*- ^ 
century. Then it was regarded as great honour to  ̂
deceased. Many living not only appreciated its con ft" ".l^l 
on others but sought it as the most desirable 
enconium upon themselves. . ,|it.

Its employment as a. form of praise coincided wn11 
rise of the manufacturing classes after the Influx 
Revolution, when personal virtues valuable in comm® . j  
society were stressed as essential; concomitants of ft'1 ^ 
standards necessary in those employed for wages 
salaries, from domestic servants and office hoys up ., 
managers of works. Such moral imperatives as lion®1’ • 
probity, trustworthiness, truth-speaking, obedie' 
punctuality and similar were linked with capacity 
hard work. -

Respectability became the religion of the middle c n̂fi (||1 
Now, though less mentioned by name and changing c „ 
siderably in content it remains the aspiration of v, 
numbers of people, tlie principle which guides them 
their social contacts.

A letter from a famous actress exists in which 
records her satisfaction that her daughter has cease*

si»®
1 V 
Nohe an actress, having married a respectable man. 

profession than the Thespian has ever striven so ho,1 | 
and so successfully, to raise itself from the legal define1 
of vagabondage and the popular conception of I001, 
living to respectability. ^

The struggle for more respectability goes on, disgulStv 
in varying forms and called by different names. Al!l!l't, 
marrying couples prefer the ceremony in church bee"11/’ 
of the aura of respectability shed over it bv being ce \, 
hrated in a sacred building with religious rites surroU11̂ . 
ing the civil contract. For similar reasons they have th® 
children baptised and confirmed. Although not so strong y 
as formerly, church attendance is regarded ns a mniT ‘ j 
respectability. To bury the dead without full parade 
formalities is a breach of respectability shuddering'
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av°ided Ksee a a People who dread lest their neighbours shall 
5  aw their cloak of respectability.

Se!f.reaus®. just as J .  S. Mill in his “ Liberty ” defined 
l'vin„ garding acts, so respectability is the incarnation of 
< ' v‘t\ the eyes of other people upon one. Parsons, 
c°Ul' ministers, pastors, teachers, doctors, police, 
al| of'1] ) 8 an<I Members of Parliament, public officials ; 
eati01 lesc and many others have a diverse list of quali- 
of t] s’ aptitudes and duties, but chiefly in the opinion 
Withe mu^ 'tude it is necessary they be respectable, 
anj °U. ^ a t they are regarded as unfit for their posts

.̂Positions.
(o6) evvise, parents of illegitimate children often marry 

respectability for themselves and their otherwise 
Kiot]^1 ^spring. Especially does it safeguard the 
her >, ' j ln old phraseology “ making an honest woman of 
bor|1 * *'e law now agrees with this, legitimising children 
same °Ua °f wedlock if the parents marry later. In the 
‘‘ ,'ya,y mothers remaining unmarried will prefix 
aB to their surnames, implying widowhood or

-V l husbands-c.ern social legislation is aimed at establishing and 
respectability. Sickness, unemployment and 

. tate insurances, old age pensions, almost without 
t0 Hp 10n such legislation is reckoned at enabling people 
1ji„i respectably when that is endangered by poverty or 

lal misfortune.

No . . .  1 1tion'nVhere rt more strongly exemplified than in educa- 
,aad the upbringing of children generally. The baby 

•W  ̂ be C01’rectly and beautifully dressed and prammed. 
t, as ha is old enough to run about he is enjoined not 
'% Ux w*th poor or dirty or rough children because they 
liiin"?* lace- I f  the parents can afford it they will send

to a private school.ft,, a 
0,rrished

Never have private schools
to,, ■■■■ra as they are doing to-day, testimonies

-entB’ craving for respectability.
j,j' tate- and rate-aided schools follow the same trend. 

|‘(.|l.?y imitate grammar and public schools, so even slum 
].■ A1 h'en, in accordance with the slogan; “ Secondary 
R a t io n  for Everyone,” find themselves organised into

<>llses, badged, capped, necktied, with prefects, sports, 
tj^ch days and every adjunct of respectability which 

'Jchers and local education authorities can introduce. 
, Jy the age of twelve years children are pushed into 

examinations for higher grade schools,ajAp
||( leges, if possible universities, so as to get into salaried, 

"sloned, clean, non-manual jobs. Respectability 
l̂ Tpaggg jn fury, blows full blast through children’s 

at home and in school.
V'Onformkbly with the policy of education committees 

, . the Ministry of Education, is that of housing com- 
jj'ttees and the Housing Department of the Ministry of 
I (!ath. Go to any municipal housing estate and it will 
j11', seen to consist of hundreds and thousands of imitation 
^'(Idle-class villas. Each has its garden and its lawn, its 
, Ti-privacy and its amenities which make for respec- 
I ''lity. The houses could be placed closer together, more 

fbe acre, and blocks of flats would meet the needs 
JDveniently, many of* the rehoused families preferring 
¡'''dignity with their neighbours, but reformers and hous- 

* experts put respectability first.
Suburban dwellers practise respectability fully, the 

d'ffien showing it in window curtains and social functions, 
j (| 6 men keep small cars if they can afford, often when 
| j '".V cannot. Holidays away must be taken. Visiting 

they sit in Lounge or other fancifully named room, 
(,'A’ the common Bar, where the beer is cheaper but the 
(|'Opnny not so respectable.

For the same reason, to be well dressed, shaved, permed 
and wearing clean collars is necessary. Resorts to cafes, 
restaurants and entertainments must be activated by 
the corresponding motive, as is nearly everything done 
in public from morning to night.

From birth to death respectability is the criterion and 
driving power of vast numbers of the populace.

A. R, W ILLIAMS.

THE NAME OR TITLE OF GOD

SOME say the word “ God ” has no meaning. I t  seems 
to be even so. The dictionary hesitates in regard to its 
origin, anyway. “ Perhaps,” it says, “ it is the Aryan 

Ghen,’ which is, to invoke, or to . . . ”
From a Latin essay I wrote some years* ago, when 

Hitler and Mussolini were prominent in the world’s eye, 
I  take this chapter and present it for inspection. This 
translation as to the word “ God ” I  take from page 91 
of the essay.

Where did the word come from, and has it any 
meaning? If so, what is it? Man is the maker, the 
inventor, of all words in a number of languages, that, in 
variety, are quasi infinite.

This statement may be held worthy of consideration 
as given by the French author, He Mon^rui. He says: 
“ We have the word ‘ divinity ’ which indicates, points 
out, the godhead.” Now this comes from the Sanscrit 
term “ Dio ” from which came in, afterwards, the Greek 
name “ Theos, ’ the Latin “ Ileus ” and the modern

Dieu,” “ Dios,” “ Dio,” etc. Sanscrit, as we know, 
is the ancient language of India. It has a meaning which 
is ‘‘ one thing and the same, made together, in simul 
taneous energy.” This word of the Sanscrit means to 
shine, glitter, to ,be radiant, and its value has neither 
more or less than this in significance.

These words, such as “ Dio,” “ Deus,” etc., were 
always applied to the Gods, or, let us say, to the 
divinities; and there were so spoken, at that time, when 
all nations of that division, nominated to-day, “ Aryans,” 
arrived at their period of star worship, especially the sun, 
“ Dominus Astrorum,” the “ Lord of the Stars,” as 
Benda designated it.

This appellation ‘‘Aryan ” means, in Sanscrit, noble, 
honourable, renowned, remarkable, and the Aryans are 
the descendants of the Indo-Germanic race (just so, and 
we smile, in recollection of the mountebank Hitler, appro
priating it solely for the Germans). But, indeed, the 
stars, since they were the only things held constantly in 
reverence and adoration, the word “ God ” for these 
Aryans was the synonym of omnipotence, and, borne 
westward, it was given to these celestial beings, and held 
worthy of worship.

Thus it is, that whereas ideas are modified, words and 
expressions, however, continue, and the word that once 
indicated Star, now is used to reflect the Demiurge, the 
Draftsman of the Universe, a being without a body.

It is’ agreeable to pick up and look at the calm, reflec
tive, finely-formed features of Titus Lucretius Corns, 
curly-headed, having a studious expression in his eyes (as 
depicted in a print in the British Museum) and, opening 
his “ De Rerum Naturis,” to read th is: —

“ Nature is seen to do all things herself, without need 
of the Gods.” (That letter majuscule is urbane politeness.) 
We concur, cordially.

GEORGE F. LAWS.
(Canada).
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ACID DROPS

Head teachers of Yorkshire Grammar Schools complain 
that the usual black-hound Bibles presented to children 
when starting school are “ too sombre to compete with 
coloured comics,’ and they are asking for brighter Bibles 
with vividly coloured illustrations. We hope their request, 
will be granted, for we can see unending possibilities, and 
to show our earnestness we will offer to any publisher 
examples of (1. W. Foote’s Bible illustrations. We 
guarantee if these are accepted, the new Bible will more 
than compete with comics. For instance, an illustration 
of Noah in his shipyard, or Jesus walking the waters 
could he vividly portrayed.

A Su)iday Timas reporter has gone to the trouble ot 
consulting file Bible on the measurements of the Ark,- 
and it appears that he was quite serious, for he did not 
draw the obvious conclusion that such a small ship would 
not hold two animals of every species, let alone seven, 
as another account of that famous floating menagerie has 
it. Apart from the fact that the waters rose only 1/5 
cubits,'which would not be enough to Hood Gray’s Inn 
Hoad, the Ark, according to Genesis, was 300 cubits long, 
50 cubits, wide, and 30 cubits high. A cubit is approxi
mately 18 inches. Apparently the animals were as well 
packed as the Underground during the rush hour.

In order to make sure of getting seats to hear Sir 
Stafford Gripps, Members of Parliament had to get to 
the House early last week and found themselves in time 
for Prayers. We hope this at least impressed them, and 
that they were afterwards able to concentrate on devalued 
pounds and atomic scares. The following schoolboy 
howler is worth retelling - “ The business of the Com
mons starts with prayers, the Chaplain stands up with 
the Speaker and looks at the members present, and then 
prays for the country.”

A report published by the National Council of Social 
Service on the activities of boys who belong to mixed 
clubs has a section on their religion. Between the ages 
of 10 and 1 0 , it appears they are not in the least 
interested, hut after that they begin to take some interest 
in going to church or chapel—though, curiously enough, 
youths do not appear to he particularly attracted to 
political movements. Fifty per cent, of the boys 
admitted some connection with religious, organisations 
and only. (5 per cent, with political ones. At the same 
time, they admitted a liking for gambling in some form 
or other, and quite a large proportion for a liking also of 
swing music, jazz, and crime stories. But intense 
devotion to Christianity with the sense of sin demanded 
by Christ appears to be wholly absent. And a good 
thing, too.

Readers of the Church 'Timas get a shock now and 
then, hut ‘‘ Trimmer’s ” report from Bos Angeles, we 
think, will not at all he liked. If appears that a man was 
arrested there on a “ charge of assault with a, deadly 
weapon.” His wife complained to the police that lie hit 
her with a Braver Book.

The same journal describes a “ township ” near 
Johannesburg called Orlando where many thousands of 
Africans live, it seems, under appalling conditions, 
horses, donkeys, hens, and “ unbelievably many 
children ” everywhere. There are naturally many 
churches, and desperate efforts are made to bring the 
unfortunate natives to “ Christ.” All the same, the

October 1()’

1,-s s»
description of the town ends with “ Orlando ^  the 
the Ten Commandments daily, and the pnes ^ . ^ ¡ 011, 
missionaries could tell of murder, witchcraft, 0(>gtablB- 
drunkenriess, and prostitution, if it were P’A get 
Obviously missionaries have completely fal 

Christ ” over—perhaps because it is not l110
an a"1'

The all-believing Fundamentalist ¡tided by j  1° .
Anglo-Catholics have hitherto believed that M">1 ‘ j^th. 
Sacrament and cannot be dissolved except by aCtunl 
basing this belief on “ Our Lord's teaching, p̂̂ ttlie" 
fact, the words put into the mouth of Jesus by jiIVy*' 
does allow a cause for divorce, and comment:' <̂  ijjje 
had a very heavy task in trying to dispose 0 1 (In? 
Episcopal Church of U.S:A. are now discussing tl" 
Church’s Marriage Discipline ” with regard .^¡ug 
revision of the marriage haws, and it is quite 1" 1 ^  pile 
to note how easily the Church Timas, in an ait" c,(iv0,i'11 
subject, disposes of the inconvenient cause h>i 1 
allowed by “ Our Lord ” in Matthew.

the huíIt is very simple. It now appears that >r0e
majority of scholars, whatever their outlook, now ‘ r ■’ 
that our Lord did not make that particular except" " 1 jird 
That is, they throw overboard the Holy Word '*'■ ^  
by God Almighty when it suits them—just like any F ja., 
and blatant Materialist! They pick and choose whu |
think “ our Lord ” said, rejecting what they 
like—and yet they hold up their hands in horror . 
Freethinkers do the same. Still, we ought not to 0 p 
plain. If Jesus did not say what Matthew has rep01 
how can we trust anything in the Gospels'?

According to the Pope, the days of “ cloistered 1 ()f 
have got to cease. Here were hundreds of thousu" 1 
women, thoroughly deceived by the Church, "  a" | 
their lives in utterly useless prayers and privations • ' j,,. 
the Hope is shrewd enough to see that they cou 1 ¡. 
better employed in “ worldly ” affairs. lienee,  ̂
decree that they now have to “ work in the world- , 
would not be unfair to say that the poor women 1 11 •' 
selves would prefer taking their share of “ seem1 
work like teaching and nursing. The days of devo 
only to Christ Jesus are almost over.

Pusquin of the Universe has one of his sly tiby ,, 
another religion in the current number, lie quot*-" , 
Buddhist monk conveying the glorious message jj 
“ Buddhism is a scientific religion and the key to

No doubt some people in search of a rehgpeace, 
will agree. We do not.

We wonder what the Pope will have to say over f ' 
recent outburst of Ireland’s Foreign Minister; 
country can suffer partitioning according to relig*"1̂
beliefs. In Ireland, the religious beliefs outside , 
Catholic Church are certainly Christian . . .” We 
the word “ certain'y,” for if. there is one thing 
Catholic Church has always maintained, it is that 
religions outside it are heresies, and therefore oppose" 
Christianity and should be suppressed. But pel 
Mr. McBride is also a politician. The suppression 
come Inter.

tU
iU
the
sfi

, t"
-rbar

ci"'

TH I N G S WE SHOULD L I K E  TO K N O W —  ,,
What is the essential difference between a crowd " 

murder trial and a crowd at a Society wedding?
Was Mr. William Randolph Henrst, the (J.S. ne'V,. 

paper magnate, made a l'npal Count in return for 1 
bitter Anglo-phobia and general Fascist tendencies ?
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1  I 41, Gray’s Inn Road,

Paone No. : Holborn 2601. London, W.C. 1.

,, TO CORRESPONDENTS
¡iliuin‘?V~We are afraid that the reputed saying of Leo X 
‘‘»Melico °  l"'olit:,l,l<' fahle of •lc.slli  ls bastjd "I1“ 'babb;i,i,, ' pioiiuauie lame oi ........ ; •

, l|il'e. So what! The Church has usually acted on the
‘‘’‘sumption;

o/ ¿i .literature should he sent to the 
in, ì  ̂ *■ loneer Pwp.&q /1 (Iran's Ï 1M Hoc

^de Business Manager
an,i16 Pioneer Press 41, Gray’s Inn Itoad, London, W .G.l, 

faE V^°J to the Editor. ■ , ,
inn n? ' 1inkeb will he forwarded direct from  the Publish- 
Ve a r i v e at t,ie following rates (Home and A broad): One 

Uctu ‘ 1l s-! half-year, 8s. Gd.; three-months, is. id . 
he j , , Notices should reach the Office by Friday  ?morning.

follow ing p er io d ica ls  a r e  bein g  rec e iv ed  reg u lar ly , an d  
,Si.T , consu lted  a t  “  The F r e e t h in k e r "  o ffic e :  T h e  T r u t h  
(9 ovE*1 ( I T S .A .) ,  T h e  F r e e t h in k e r  ( U .S .A .) ,  T h e  L iu e r a i , 
litl„i-.A.-), T h e  V o ic d  o f  F r e e d o m  ( U .S .A . ,  German and 
IUtt 1 ’ P r o g r e s s i v e  W o r l d  (U.S.A.), T h e  N e w  Z ea la n d  
(««•if  A M bt> T h e  R a t io n a l is t  (Australia), D e r  F r e id e n k e r  

‘tzerland), La Ha is o n  (France), D on D a s il io  (Italy).

, Oh
SUGAR PLUMS

vy evening, 24th October, London Free-thi„t Mond<.
should assemble in the Conway Hall, Red Lion 

(¡1 Holborn, to give a hearty welcome to Mr. 
jjRhvilie Cook,- Editor of “ The Australian Rationalist,” 

I'hmville Cook attended the recent International
•”'>pH!ss of The World Union of Freethinkers in Rome, 

en he has been paying a number of fraternal“ lee 
'h i ts i, 111 a general tour, and on Monday, October 24, he
Cl|(l “ (dress the Conway Hall audience on “ The Roman 
!a>ii 1 (duu'°h in Australian Politics,” at 7-30 p.m, 
¡ii "u>l> Freethinkers must make a jioint of being present 
i,, I)ree to give fraternal -greetings to our Australian 

"Ade. Admission is free.

r), -Higham will have a visit from Mr. Harold Day, 
l,, “ lent of the Bradford Branch N .S.S., and lie intends 
0 , 'a'Te a busy week-end. On Saturday evening, 
i‘si( 6r de W‘I1 speak in the Old Market Square at- 
\’f . •, On Sunday afternoon at 2-30 he will speak for the 
h I11'fiham Oosmopolita-n Debating Society in the 
\ ' ’Hioal College, Shakespeare Street, on “ Is Religion 
V-essary?” and in the evening he lectures for the local

8.8 ■ Branch in the Co-op. Hall, Parliament Street. 
*e subject, “ Christianity and Atheism,” at 7 o’clock. 

I„,' Pay is always enthusiastic, lias a pleasing 
s°tial.ity, and is a worthy warrior for Freetbought.

i, j "Pplies of tile new N.S.S. “ Christmas ” cards are 
,.|-'' to hand. We’bope readers will take every advantage 

this most unusual, attractive and original greeting 
|J('.Which is in two colours and which will, we are sure, 
p1(j highly appreciated h.y the recipients. The cards are 

■ each, id. postage.

ĥ t only we liad kept count -of the number of times that 
^jderialism is supposed to have been exploded, we feel 

T they would fill a book. The latest, champion of 
I Materialism is the_Rev. J .  D. Pearce Higgins, who 

that the philosophy lias been blown to atom« 
||.'hnds like unconscious humour). The Rev. Mr.
,l ogins quite seriously claims . that it lias been blown 
I,'-'-high by telepathy and precognition 1 Reader« who 
/W followed the recent discussion in The Freethinker 

I Psychic- research and telepathy, please consider thern- 
Vt!s exploded.

415

Truth wants to know whether it is impossible for tlie 
Church of England to rid itself of the “ Renegade Dean” 
(Dr. Hewlett Johnson) and waxes quite indignant that 
the Red Dean “ permits himself to be used by anti- 
Christian propagandists without shame and has, the 
effrontery to retain the Deanery (presented by Ramsay 
MacDonald) worth £2,000 a year.” The leader writer 
really lets himself go when referring to the “ Prophet 
motive in connection with the Dean’s royalties on his 
book The Socialist. Sixth of the World, which lie thinks, 
must be considerable. Why he should get. so “ bet up ” 
is beyond us, for after all, the Red Deán is not the first 
Christian to serve two masters.

The Pope has roundly condemned artificial insemina
tion at the fourth International Conference of Catholic 
Physicians, ns “ immoral,” a “ sin against nature,” and 
as “ adultery,” and any child horn as the result is 
illegitimate. Having thus set the standard of the Con
ference, a Catholic physician proceeded to condemn 
sterilisation as a means to prevent the birth, of defectives, 
both mental and physical. He maintained that every 
physician should refuse to obey any law prescribing such 
measures as are against the Divine law. To Catholics, 
it is quantity, not- quality that counts. It does not 
seem to have struck the Conference that throughout- the 
ages, physicians ha-ve been forced to break them, and 
almost without exception, medical progress has been 
made in direct contravention of “ Divine ” laws. The 
use of chloroform is a case in point.

In the preface to his book on St* Peter, the author, 
W. T. Walsh, wonders why there are more lives of 
St. Paul than of St. Peter. One reason,- contends a 
reviewer of the book, is that St. Peter “ is apt to become 
a subject of discussion in apologetics.” But perhaps 
another reason is one disliked intensely by Christians— 
that St. Peter is a myth. Outside the New Testament 
and legendary stories of martyrs, there is not a line of 
evidence that he ever lived. Just like his Master.

THE UBIQUITOUS PARSON

WE may learn from Mr. Hugh Redwood in the “ News 
Chronicle of August 11, 1949, of what he calls a signifi
cant experiment, and that what lie describes is a sign
post to something important we may feel indisposed to 
deny. We may, however, see something more than Mr. 
Redwood sees, and also something less, and the additional 
thing in our vision may be something that the religious 
journalist would repudiate as the creation of a* wanton 
imagination ; and that we also see less than he, lie might- 
explain by reference to the blindness of those children 
of earth who follow not in the footsteps of the holy heroes 
of the New Testament.

The scene of the great experiment is Milton Abbey, 
near Blandford, Dorset, which, writes Mr. Redwood, 
shortly before the war became a centre for Divine healing 
under the Rev. John Maillard, an Anglican .priest “ set 
apart for the work.”

We must halt here, ere we become breathless, for the 
pace is more than a little hurried. Firstly, let us all well 
note that God is not expected to heal people anywhere 
or anyhow. He must have a presentable, nay, a very 
pleasant earthly habitation in which to carry out His 
dispensations. The atheist will suppose that the habita
tion is not for God, but, at best, for the unfortunate 
people who need to be healed, and he will not grudge
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these the amenity of the place, for he will not expect 
healing to be as likely in relatively mean streets and 
dwellings; but Christian ladies and gentlemen, why does 
God need a centre for his healing?

Then again, wlnit are we to think of the faith in God 
which is so weak that the believers are conducting an 
experiment to see whether it is justified? Perhaps our 
question is unfair though, and many of the people respon
sible for this activity believe in ¡1 God of limited powers, 
as Sir Stafford Cripps does, who probably thinks that 
vegetables have more to do with health than Bibles 
have. These devotees may want to find out just what 
power God has; so they have taken sick people and sub
jected them along with God to the experiment. Some of 
the sick may die of the test, but if they do, who will be 
able to prove it?

Then, is it certain that the experiment is so devised as 
ty he crucial? We feel certain it is not, for the patients 
in the Abbey are received from the nationalised hospitals 
of the S.W. Metropolitan Region, and psycho analysis, 
relaxation, occupational therapy, and “ other things, 
figure in the treatment. How shall we distinguish God’s 
work from the work of doctors, nurses, orderlies, cooks, 
and others? There seems, in fact, no intention of making 
a crucial test. Presumably none of the religious persons 
interested in the undertaking would stand for that, and 
no doctor in his senses would permit it, nor would the 
Minister of Health or Parliament allow such an irrespon
sible proceeding.

We are told that at Milton Abbey there is a practical 
acceptance of the principle that the sickness which doctors 
seek to cure may be not only of the body but the soul, 
and that a talk with the present Warden, the Rev. G. 
Harding, leaves no room for doubt that in numerous 
cases a degree of healing otherwise impossible is attain
able along these lines.

It is also asserted, and it is a matter for regret, that 
the British Medicul Association is represented on the 
Churches’ Council of Healing, and that the latter body 
has pointed out that,, with the nationalisation of the 
medical services, the need for a greater emphasis upon 
the spiritual side of healing is being increasingly 
recognised.

That the Churches should testify to the good effect of 
treating' the sick with an amalgam of medicine and 
Christianity is to be expected, but why is the B.M.A. 
represented on a -body whose object is presumably to do 
this? Is not the B.M.A. a society merely of medical 
men, and is it generally believed among doctors that 
there is a need for the spiritual aspect of healing to be 
increasingly recognised? It is hard for an atheist to 
credit that. Then, arc there not atheistic doctors, and 
have they recorded their vote in favour of this activity 
of the B.M .A.? It is difficult to suppose that the action 
of the B.M.A. was unintentional, or made under a 
mistaken idea of what the Churches mean by the 
“ spiritual aspect ” of healing.

As regards the condition of the patiems, it can be 
appreciated that bodily illness may result from strain 
due to emotional causes, and that social maladjustment 
may be a factor in the sickness. Are such causes 
spiritual in any sense that makes the parson a fitter man 
to deal with the illness than the doctor or secular 
worker?

Would it not be wise for the B.M.A. to explain how 
far it subscribes to the view that there is a sickness of 
the soul. 1 hereby challenge the B.M.A. to give some 
medical evidence for belief in sick souls. 1 will indeed 
give £500 to any body if likes to name, if it will prove 
the existence of soul disease. By “ soul ” 1 mean what

talthe Churches mean, that is to say, an inline O n9 die 
which quits the body at death, and then yet ,e \VaS. 
essential personality of the person whose s"u ()11 the 
Has it not in its journal or archives some arta goal- 
treatment of sick souls? If it has no eviden'l' ,|uirClu'S 
sickness will it not then resign from the 
Council of Healing? )lirfc f°r

The first warden was, it is said, a priest se ; „„t,
the work. What is meant by that? Who set 11 j^por- 
God or man? In this setting apart there is ° " e g0Cifll 
tant thing to note; it is that whenever there 1S. ollt, t° 
activity initiated, there is usually a parson a .„¡festactivity initiated, there is usually a parson "— -r. 
"iove at once into a position of control. Here is ,,v  
one ol the age-long functions of the Churches. r 
parson is just a paid agent of his Church, which 1S \ 1 
011 "utoh for the initiation of group action, ‘ . 
scheming to he an important element therein. 'J '11' .¡|
Kcont Movement got well into their hands. The g f “; ,f. 
Idea of that Movement was to make boys virile and st 
reliant, but that is likely to be impossible of ,
under the control of religious bodies, which i"clll<' 
the maxim of “ trust and obey. ”

lit1 fact is that in the case of Milton Abbey* j 
Churches were in possession of a valuable piece 
property which they were using as a hospital or ® 
'•.descent home, and they have, on the coming of nMt! 1, 
nhsed hospitals, been able, against the general pril,c’ , 
that doctors should be in charge of hospitals, and off1 ' 
Jo the undue prestige of religious bodies in tin's cou" ' 
lostered by our defective constitution, been able to j'e ‘ 
their control, and thus be in an advantageous positin'1, 
propagate the Christian nostrum among unwit’ 1 
patients.

J .  G. LUPTON.

THE RITUAL MEAT RACKET

TH E Market Committee of the Manchester Corf011 ̂  (l) 
has ask^d the Association of Municipal Corporation^ 
conduct a national campaign against kosher killing
the institution of the humane killer. tin’Many people will no doubt feel inclined to tolerate 
kosher slaughtering as they are used to tolerating *, 
craziness that goes under a religious heading. But 1 
country where cruelty to animals is punishable, the 1 
posal to abolish the Jewish method of animal slaug11 . (1 
ought to be regarded as a necessary consequence- ,s 
many countries, the majority of otherwise devout 111' . , 1 
has dispensed with kosher meat without any great l" 1 ... 
to the existence of their religious community. The 01 
called orthodox, would̂  if deprived of their sort of IlRj lli 
probably turn vegetarians at first, but in the long 1 , 
their Rabbis might be compelled gradually to aba11( 
their strict rulings in this respect. ,

Two years ago, in The Freethinker of 30th NoveiiuJ1̂ , 
1047, I explained that animistic notions lay at the ,(J j  
of the kosher killing. The authors of the Old Testa»1̂ ) 
considered the blood the seat of animating spirits, *V(, 
that it was therefore highly dangerous to swallow w,t't 
genuine Life Spirits. The kosher way of killing ui«!*/.,. 
rendering the cattle ¡is bloodless as possible. The prill1"!, , 
method ip tlii.s end is circumstantially described 1,1 
Talmud (Oh 1111 in). It is the essential text book of 
Shokhet, the ritual cattle killer. •,

The neck of the animal—he it poultry or ca'ttlfi'Th, 
bent back and with one single stroke a faultless knife , 
no gap must cut through the animal’s windpipe, g' 1 
(pharynx) and vascular tissues As a result, a big 
of blood shoots out. If the subsequent examini'J|1.| 
shows that windpipe and gullet were cut correctly, 1
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«Hitoaj ,T°uwoiieQ ......... ..
t0 vit ] le& " IKler prolonged fits and convulsions. With 
*«ffocat' Pait, od its l)od.Y destroyed, death comes from 
furt|lt, . ' ’These fits are an essential part, since they
Hot v f 6 emptying of the blood vessels; still, anyone 

i W , e Perverted from religious superstition must feel 
S e  and Rocked.

the u ^Pologists of this ghastly atavism maintain that 
bloocj Ul.mai becomes unconscious immediately after its 
it uj Clrculati°n to the brain has been interrupted; and 

i thjs ' under no circumstances be dazed before, since 
Ihe es°U .interfere with the profuse depletion of blood, 
still |Ŝ ?n *̂nl question, however, is: do they themselves 
l̂ei'e ' 18Ve fbe blood spirits? If they do not, then 

' t i n , , , e a r t l i l y  reason why the animal should not be 
i  6(1 he fore the kill.

8lai|„l Us skip the other cruel details of this kind of 
Hieû  " er connected with the method to obtain kosher 

j  ™d go into a few of the subsequent regulations. 
as a '?h demands the consumption of such animals only 
^  .immaculate.; there are so many defects in animals 
«/t0/ji r"'K them not “ kosher,” that only a learned 

' end let alone an ordinary rabbi, can know 
'I ... He is therefore the only judge to whose discretion 

, st he left, whether or not a given kill may pass as
ki her-”

!>pjĵ lsh °f all lie will inflate the lung of the slaughtered 
.i td to examine whether there is a “ hole. ” in it. If

tin'1
to

0 )es are not in a proper position a« prescribed by the 
then, even with the absence of “ holes,” the 

Slj "'d is not “ kosher ” and eligible for orthodox con- 
I^Ption. Nor is it, when the lobes were too close to 
d0 rms so that later the lung could have become “ holy.” 
,, "'times, it may occur that only money may safe- 

the owner of that animal to have it declared 
,,|.'°sher,” since these intricate “ defects ” merely show 

y1' the killing.
ve,,?'v let’s assume the verdict is favourable. All 
taH-"es veins and arteries have been cut out,
i .̂ 'cularly the sinew along the socket of the hip-bone, 
Kji *s considered a sacred nerve (cf. Gen. xxxii, 33; 
ha ’. 2; xlvii, 29). Considering that the sciatic vein 
airt """unerable ramifications from the part of the sexual 
ii*i*ns. downwards, it is safer and simpler to dispense"ith the hind quarters of the animal altogether.n ...........i --------- ”" v-  ........ *■ .......o—
lv 1 Will be observed that kosher meat is not only a 

of food, but it is more expensive and devoid of 
a,, ,' dive substances. For the ritual demands that it be 
„.'Ted in water for about 30 minutes. Then ifc is 
S| "ikied with salt and put on an inclined plane—some 

table which allows the last residue of blood to 
lf)l(dde out. After this procedure we may be assured 

""ve a bloodless carcase which may he eaten with a"Car. conscience.
!j(J "e orthodox Jews are not the only people exercising 
i( 'kil slaughter, since animistic notions were general in 
, ''arly cultural stage; but even so backward a people 

die Antakarana of Madagascar only use it on certain 
(| ' "sions such as the circumcision ceremony. With all 
!h tolerance we would hardly lot totemistic head- 
^kters have their own way in our midst. Nor would a 
: ''dicine-man he allowed to cure a clansman in Europe 
H ording to their pagan rites and superstitions. These
|, ,"gs go beyond religious tolerance and do harm to other 

I !„ Tgs. So why tolerate them with white people whopeople who
claim to a cevtiiin standard of culture and education?

PERCY GORDON ROY.

A FEW  CORRECTIONS

MY article on “ Rationalism ” was not, as Mr. 
J .  G. Davies asserts in his letter (The Freethinker, 
September 18), a “ gibe ” at the R .l’.A., but at some of 
those who, whether as members or not of that organisa
tion, call themselves Rationalists. Among these, if I  may 
judge by his letter, I  must include Mr. Davies, for he 
says: “ Rationalism is not a strict definition to describe 
the philosophy of the godless. And of course there are 
different viewpoints within the rationalist fold . . . vary
ing opinions are the hall-mark of freedom of thought.” 
All of which is quite consonant with the type of 
rationalist I dealt with in my article; to which (to avoid 
repetition) I refer him.

But Mr. Davies commits himself to one or two other 
statements which ai-e worth notice, if only as good 
specimens of muddled thinking. He says that my 
description of Agnosticism as “ a doctrine which exalts 
acquiescent ignorance into a philosophic virtue” is “ an 
obvious falsehood.” An agnostic, he tells us “ is one 
who, having examined the arguments in favour and 
against a deity, has the honesty to confess 'that it is 
beyond his ken to positively state whether or not there 
is such a being ” ; and he adds, “ few agnostics willingly 
acquiesce to that position. They would like to know the 
answer, but understand they cannot fairly give it .”

It is an “ obvious .” truth that Mr. Davies does not yet 
know what agnosticism is : and his cock-sure denunciation 
of my definition only adds another variety of rationalist 
to those I have already enumerated, viz., the rash 
rationalist.

The agnostic position is not simply one of doubt as to 
whether a god exists, hut of positive denial that the 
existence of such a being can be known. To say that few 
agnostics willingly “ acquiesce ” in the position, is 
nonsense; for, in asserting that such an existence cannot 
he known, the agnostic is at once confessing his ignorance 
and acquiescing in it.

Again: “ The agnostic is unlike the religionist for, 
having determined no practical way in which a god, if 
there be one, influences man, chooses to do without him.”

But, if the agnostic can see no way in which a god can 
influence man, what conceivable reason has he for 
believing in the possible existence of such a being? As all 
rational thought must he commensurate with knowledge, 
what is confessedly unknown and unknowable cannot he 
the subject of any consideration whether of belief, denial, 
doubt or suspension of judgment. An existence that is 
manifested by no assignable act or effect is, as far n§ we 
are concerned, just—nothing.

The plain truth is, there is no logical necessity for 
agnosticism, for there is no debatable ground between 
Atheism and Theism. What is unknowable admits of no 
argument, pro or con. The question is simply between 
unbelief on the, one hand and belief on the other—either 
a god exists or he does not.

And again: “ Mr. Yates, a few paragraphs after 
criticising the R.P.A. formula, ns ‘ vague and diffused,’ 
concludes his article by avowing that it has a very 
definite meaning. Will lie please make up his mind? 
Will Mr. Davies please rend my article again? He may 
then perceive why, in one. sense, I  call the definition 
vague and diffused, and why, in another sense, T allow 
of it. Should a more attentive perusal fail to enlighten 
him, T fear his case is such as no further effort on my 
part, or anyone else’s, would remedy.

A. YATES.
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“ THE FABLE OF THE BEES ”

THIS book by Bernard Mundeville, physician, 1070 
to 1783, and its snb-title, “ Private Vices. Public 
Benefits ” bad the distinguished honour of being pre
sented to the Grand Jury of Middlesex, who ordered it 
to be publicly burnt by the common hangman, as a 
dangerous book, and it was attacked by Bishop Berkeley 
of Cloyne, the professed metaphysician, who made much 
noise by maintaining that, all material objects exist only 
in the mind and his panacea for all ills was “ drink tar- 
water ” ! ■

Berkeley’s jargonistical buzzing against the “ Bees ” 
caused the Bishop to retreat hurriedly, being painfully 
stung by Mandeville’s forceful reply, after he had pub
lished a humanitarian work, entitled, “ Christianity in 
War,” by which the author stressed in forceful language, 
the irregularities and injustice of church practices, 
causing (he clergy to preach against Mandeville’s propa
ganda, even in a special sermon, before London’s Lord 
Mayor and the Aldermen.

Mandeville stated the dire evils of wars, and gave 
facts with figures showing the destruction and misery 
caused by one nation fighting another, as in the “ Holy 
War ’’ using 100,000 infantry, 10,000 cavalry and 00,000 
wagons of baggage, under the orders of Alfonso Til and 
costing the nation immense sums of money, wasted and 
the people impoverished.

It was estimated that during the “ War of Conquest 
on the Americans by the Spaniards, millions of lives were 
sacrificed; yet, the glory of victory was 1 ,00 0 ,000,000 
dollars taken from the Americans and brought into Spain, 
and, for Ibis valuable victory, special church services 
were appointed, under the Pope's blessing, for the 
Catholic martyrs, as Mandevillc distinguishes them 
from heretical martyrs, brave scientists, like Bruno and 
Vanini burnt at the stake as an auto-da-fe, because Bruno, 
against contradictions in the Bible, asserted and proved 
(hat the Earth moved and not the Sun, to give day and 
night and the four seasons. Vanini, the brilliant 
Neapolitan, writer of “ Dc Admirahdis Natural Arcnnis,” 
1610, defied his judges and refused to recant.

Mandeville’s “ Bee Fable ’’ influenced public 
opinion in Ids day, and caused many social reforms in 
after-times.

During Bernard Mandevil'e’s work as a physician, in 
London, ho published several front bought works, as:

The Virgin Unmasked “ Knaves Turned Honest 
and, “ Freethoughts on Religion, the Church and 
National Happiness.”

It is admirable to know of these valiant, learned 
Freethinkers, and their work for TRUTH.

W m. AUGUSTUS VAUGHAN.

E X P O R T S
Shakespeare wc kept, hilt Byron we lease-lent,
Now Europe us rewards for what we sent;
To Europe too our Oscar Wilde we tossed ;
No second Childe Harold, he was losl.
Consumptive Keats, the worthy school-marm’s pride, 
Dwelt on Parnassus, but in Rome he died.
Dear Percy Shelley, our brave Atheist,
Was lost to sight in luminous thin mist.

BA YA RD  SUMMONS.

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING. By Chapman Cohen. First, 
second, third and fourth series. Price 2s. 6d. each; 
postage 2^d.

October |(l'

CORRESPONDENCE
SOCIALISM AND COMMUNISM. |(,,isctl

Sin,- As Mr. Itidloy lias favoured vou with what he !)0|.jiiis' 
*!> «■all A final reply to Mr. Gallacher” it "iay , „„ tlx' 
sifile for mo to make a final reply to Mr. RullO) 
principle laid down by Mr. Itidley himself when he 

• • • and dialectical reasoning automatically
finality.” nidify*

I won’t  waste time or space dealing with Mi- ,j j  not 
side-stepping, other than to say that in my letter aC]i n
Hugh at the l.b .P ., although I am not averse to ■ .^er 
practice. I laughed at Mr. Ridley. He should read >»y 
again. t #s

Mr. Ridley advises me to “ think dialectically, .iU1 , .¡dc ol 
fie does at present, in the terms of the static 7,ini11" 

either ’ ‘ or.’ ’’ He then goes on to express the VI«
that “ .Marx and Engels would have taken a very 1 . . \'«| 
of Gallacher as a logician, since dialectical reas" , pfie 
understand, ends by resolving its contradictions i'1 
front (synthesis).” To this he adds “ for dialeetu> ..„¡¡1},

and attautomatically excludes finality.
totalitarianism 

I don’t think I 
presented with such 
attempt of 
obviously, 
incapable

experic nee.
contained ’I

lie«'"
tlii-av-e ever, in all my 

all a hopeless muddle as is eom-moy . p, 
Mr. Itidley to discuss a subject on which -g, 

totally ignorant. Air. Ridley seems to be ](,p- 
°f differentiating between tlio process of do'

tlx’aboutment and tlie various stages in that process.
Just consider, after making certain allegations 

Soviet l nion, .Mr. Itidley makes use of the following: . sjr,< 
And as an old Socialist propagandist who frankly 11 

to abolish exploitation in both Britain and Russia.” . ,0gic 
Here is Mr. Ridley presenting us with “ the static .¡„n 

of ' either ’ ‘ or,’ ” Either exploitation or no exph» ‘ |t,tc 
• or Mr. Itidley there is no middle road- absolute, c01" t|ii' 

and final abolition of exploitation. And lie presents 
thought in such a way as to give the impression tha j 
"ants to persuade your readers that he is more 11

illtotalitarian than I am. /
I won fc ask Air. Ridley to “ think dialectically ” hut ¡f, 

ask him to give his mind to an understanding of the <I'a 1 
Tl"' dialectic may be presented as progress through

OF, US 1 ̂  i«  r n m im m lu  lrn m v n  t.lir» l i  unJ^v

\\'<j

ro";
(ll

tradiction, or, as it is commonly known, the “ 11 ""vP- 
opposites.” It "ill he obvious to your readers, if not A«|ua« 
Ridley, that before there can he unity of opposites, ¡̂pl

|]«C<tun1

ni"«1*.'

must bo opposites, with nothing in between — no 
course ” — anything in between and unity would 
impossible.

Let us apply this to the all-important subject, the d<>iu j ja 
ing subject, of social progress. 'I’lie basic contradict]1̂  (1r 
capitalist society is tl 10 fact that we have co-opera t'W p 
social production, and individual ownership of that "  i> 
produced. This contradiction can only he solved tbrphp, 
hitter conflict which will bring about the “ synthesis 
which Mr. Ridley refers.

This "ill take the form of the best in each. Vol"1 ()I,e 
co-operation replacing tile compulsion to work on tlic^ ii 
side, and all the highest forms of technique that have

This u n ity

. .1 alt(,r'
Vitalii*111'

Common ownership of the means of production, distribut’ 
and exchange, as against private ownership.

But now arises tile question- -what form of society, ."gA 
social relations will arise on this foundation of pocl!l „ jl 
economy P That can only he a class-less society with coni a'1 ||:d 
relations. In other words a Communist form of society ,|,t 
arise from a foundation of socialist economy. Not overt1 P 
hut as a process. .fi.

Therefore I will make the assertion as a challenge t-(> Ad

developed under capitalism on the otlie 
opposites ’’ will give us Socialist economy.

Socialist economy can, therefore, be presented as 
native form of economy to the economy of e;

Every Communist must he a Socialist, every Socialist 
he a Communist. Let.Mr.
“ free'” or otherwise, on 
into print.—Yours, etc.,

n i'1'il nuuiiimi/, n i ' i  v um i.i i c 1.
Ridley do a hit of serious tiri11 ” si
this subject before rushing a£ 

W m. Gallagher. M-

on the uU''tj|f 
enlivened r  

aii t  is
piece

Sin ,- After the rather lengthy discussion 
and otherwise of Communism, which has 
columns of your magazine for the past few weeks, 
prising to find space given to such a hysterical 
mud-slinging as the letter by Air. Corriek.

All that your correspondent has to say has been safL ji 
much better many years ago : From 1018 to 1928 the Brlt jv 
newspaper reader was treated to a perfect deluge of fttrllCkjj 
stories by eye-witnesses who always managed to escape ", -.r 
their skills and memories intact. Who does not remeih
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¡I" " ’Id hors^°" ”*g " ’’th blood, the priests tied to the tails 
a* organio *•’ t,he '»ms outraged by members of the God- 
u"6,Stories Satl0Ils> etc-, etc.; and who does not remember 
..’th faiia+;m?,1y 7'ears later, of the gallant Russians fighting 
T  ha,i f Ca ze’d in defence of the regime under which 

af“Ut eiionm so iiiii.ny years suffered?
Il ‘r more fi1, this. Perhaps Mr. Corrick will explain why, 
I "ssia ¡s . an tliirty years of the oppression he condemns, 
,lat''t‘d of’ . , '11 '!*' respects, so strong as to excite the fear and 
1 sl"'roim i i e su.°ii as Mr. Corrick; and to cause the U.S.A. 

u her with a ring of bomber bases?—Yours, etc.,
J .  Plimmer.

Sin. DRIFTING TO WAR?
Lin tlm lllly> the world and its ways are full of paradoxes! 
I i'i'isteiii si,Ille world tliat cherishes the genius of Darwin, of 

'To .’..mid countless other scientists and research-workers, 
haiah iu exists the blind dogma of Moses, the rant of 

Aim’), e Prudity of Paul.
".'¡in f would an independent observer—for example, our 
'"'Led 11 ’'tin's — reconcile the fact that whereas every 
'"Uli'n country in the world condemns war as a means of 
'"•sly ? (dsputes, nearly every civilised nation is siinultane- 
■^UBraI ? ilig for th'e next global conflict? Why is it that 
l|)CaUihi r C0In»mn man desires peace, he seems totally 

.\4  UK‘ <>f obtaining it?
,1 f, ' 1 ’¡'a,i. what was his personal war effort. He will reply, 
Stefs i?ht 'n the Western Desert,” or “ I made block- 
'i hraef or eve"  °nlv “ .1 fire-watched in the office.’’ There 

,i ca’Iy nobody who can say tliat he or she did
’̂«nv . i notbing.

ei's°Hall 11 lnan "'bat is his peace effort. What has he 
" < ^ ‘y done to maintain friendly relations between 
, A { ' ;  I cn to one, lie will he stumped for an answer.
, fore iTtr f s a8° Vyshinsky, the Soviet representative, placed 
"i oiit|, ■V.O. three resolutions, at least apparently designed 
:'i tli,, d" tbe use of the atomic-bomb. One or two phrases 

j v }jri.re.sohitions could obviously never have been agreed to 
" ln j'ud the U.S.A.: Hut their general intent, their 

Nnj "y humanitarian sentiments, and the indisputable 
l(!iiir, less, of their aim were something which no reasoned 
IVL^idd contest;
L,.lat happened?

W '  l.Gaction, we learn, was a boom in Wall Street arma-
V ^  shares (“ Daily Express,” ) when it was learned tliat 

lv,’v,ct  had the atomic-bomb'. Secondly, a renewed wave
."-hysteria. And, finally, discussions on how best 

T|i-Ca a»d Britain could arm to the teeth.
V |.(t, " '‘itcritm employed to refute Vyshinsky’s chclaims was
"¡lipjSe stock-pile of atomie-bomhs held by the U.S.A. oom-
i^ i 'n t h  the assumed paucity of the Russian stock.

! Sii. 1 ,!<!!ans. diplomats and military leaders alike proclaimed 
disinterest in the Russian plea on the ground that theyS|ji one re;

"‘114° " il I-at ” or that they were fed up with hashing their 
V " "gainst an Iron Curtain.

«li|,| “ surely It strikes the most elementary reason that If any 
[f""iat should get too tired to continue fighting for peace 

'"« a»yone should get "browned o ff” in a mission which 
I*,, Is either happiness or misery and death for millions of 
bi,i —then they should be thrown out of their jobs neck 

1 aCr°P'
V T  ’.lot a Communist, and have no marked sympathy for 
1 ,|'l,viet Union. lint this steady drift towards a third 
kaj, . "ar by a group of nations greedy for their individual 
bin ' bargaining for power with little thought of life; is 
Vi. '‘thing which must fill with horror and disgust the con- 

lees of every genuine seeker after peace.—Yours, etc.,
J .  G. D a v i e s .

SHAKESPEARE AND GENIUS
Ha/.litt defined genius as originality; Mr. Kent as 

b'^'ntieism.” That the title deed to immortal fame in the 
of Shakespeare is “ originality ” there can bo no dis- 

. Genius is miraculous capacity additional to the 
i, «dual; ignore or deny this and consider Shakespeare as 

t||(,"i'dinary man and it Is inconceivable he could have been 
kilp "Uthor of the works that hear his name. The same is 
■: , of other men of genius — Beethoven, Turner, Keats. 
Jr,’"*, etc. Mr. Kent submits as evidence tile knowledge of 
¡i, "Hiar, languages—geography it would he impossible for 

Sin1"’ acquire—and the absence of any mention by bis con- 
\ *‘(),,aries of bis fame. Prof. Raleigh gives the sourtv of 
i j' knowledge and bow easily attainable it was. Abundance 
Q°ok,s in the shops round St. Paul’s Raleigh says, “ There

was no one to make an idol of him while he lived.” Actors 
and the stage «ere not held in very high repute; fame came 
in succeeding centuries. Stratford was as isolated and out 
of touch as all other towns of this period. Ben Jonson knew 
him personally and paid him high tribute. Shakespeare’s 
achievement was not in acquiring great knowledge by a good 
memory but to rival nature in creating men and «omen who 
thought and felt and acted and «ho «ere the victims of a 
supersubtile fate.

Oh nature and Shakespeare; which of you imitated the 
other.”

Raleigh appeals to the esoteric. In reading him we are 
in communion « ith and feci the presence of the creator, who 
has given of himself to his characters. Foote, with his flair 
for tlie very soul of great literature, understood this. Borrow 
learnt languages without grammar from memory; Buckle 
read and mastered 20,0(X) books in 19 languages. Tolstoy 
learnt Greek in six weeks. Shakespeare could not have got 
his wonderful knowledge of humanity without mixing freely 
with all classes; he would learn geography in the taverns 
from the seamen in that cosmopolitajj time and city. Mr. 
Kent's is best regarded as an essay in ironic humour com
parable with Whately’s “ Historic Doubts Concerning Napo
leon Bonaparte.”—Yours, etc., M. B arnard.

OBITUARY
l am sorry to have to report the death of Mr. Elliott 

Douglas of the Newcastle Branch. He had been a valuable 
member of N.S.S. in North-east England for many years. He 
was always ready to do whatever he could for the movement, 
no matter «hat It cost him, and many times he suffered for 
his outspoken opinions. Ho was cheerful and friendly, and 
often helped me in my pioneer work in North Shields and 
surrounding areas. He had been ill for quite a long time, 
and died is Preston Hospital. T conducted the cremation cere
mony at Newcastle on Saturday, before a. gathering of friends 
and relatives.

Our sympathy goes to his relatives and friends. They know 
full well the extent of their loss by his death.

J.T .B .

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.
I ndoor

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Science Room, Mechanics’ Institute). 
—Sunday, 6-45 p.m .: “ Food and War,” Mr. W. G. K. 
Ford, M.Se.

Conway Discussion Circle (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
W .C.l).—Tuesday, October 18, 7 p.m.: “ Rationalism in the 
20th Century ” (III), Mr. H ector H awton.

Nottingham Branch N.S.S. (Co-op. Hall, Parliament Street).— 
Sunday, 7 p.m.: “ Christianity and Atheism,” Mr. H arold 
D ay (President, Bradford Branch N.S.S.).

Nottingham Cosmopolitan Debating Society (Technical College, 
Shakespeare Street).—Sunday, 2-30 p.m. : “ Is Religion
Necessary?” Mr. H arold Day (N.S.S.).

Rationalist Press Association (Conway Hall, Red Lion 
Square, W.C. 1).—Tuesday, October lS, 7 p.m .: “ Reason 
and Belief in Social and Moral Behaviour.” Third 
Lecture: “ The Domination of Social Beliefs Over Individual 
Ideas,” M ax Gluckman, M .A ., D.Phil.

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square. 
W .C.l).—Sunday, 11 a.m. : “ The End and the Means,’
Mr. A r ch ib a ld  R o b e r t s o n , M.A.

Wanstead (Wanstead House, George Green, E. 11).—Friday, 
October 21. 8  p . m . :  “ The Medieval Myth,” Mr. Allan 
Smith.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Laurie Arms, Crawford Place, 
Edgware Road, W .l)— Sunday, 7-15'pan. : “ Two Centuries 
of Secularism,” Mr. Archirald R ohkrtson. M.A.

Outdoor

Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Castle S t r e e t )__Sunday, 7-30 p.m. :
Mr. J .  B arker .

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Bombed site, St. Mary’s Gate).— 
Every day, lunch-hour lectures, 1 pun.: Messrs. B illing  anti 
W o o d c o c k .

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Platt Fields).—Sunday, 3 p.m.: 
Messrs. K ay, S mith and B illin g . (Alexandra Park Gates).— 
Wednesday. 7 pun.: Messrs. K ay, S mith and B illin g .

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead 
Heath).—Sunday, 12 noon : Mr. L. E bury.

Sheffield Branch N.S.S. (Barkers Pool).-—Sunday, 7 pun.: 
Mr. A. S am ms.
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BY THE AUTHOR OF “ THE MYTH OF THE MI ND”

PSYCHO-ANALYSIS
A M O D E R N  D E L U S I O N

F r a n k  K e n y o n
A drastic and devastating analysis o f the claims 
of Psycho-Analysis. The author has taken special 
pains to deal with the metaphysical termin
ology employed by Freud and his followers

“ I find in Mr. Kenyon’s exposure of the absurdities
promulgated in Freud’s theory rare and refreshing common sense.”

“  BUXTON A D V ERTISER ”

150 PAGES CLOTH BOUND 5 / -  (Postage 3d.)

F r o m  al l  B o o k s e l l e r s  or d i r e c t  rom the  P I O N E E R  P R E S S

Under the Auspices of the

N/ITIONAL SECULAR SO CIETY

Mr. GLANVILLE COOK
(Editor The R ation alist, Australia)

will lecture on

The Roman Catholic 
Church in Australian Politics 

on MONDAY, OCTOBER 24

Mr. AVRO MANHATTEN
(Author of T he C atholic Church against the 20th Century)

will lecture on

The Vatican 
in World Polit ics 

on TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 1

Both lectures will he held at the
C O N W A Y  H A L L
Red Lion Square, W.C.I.

Doors open 7 p.m. Admission free

THE EVOLUTION 
OF THE PAPACY

by F . A. R ID L E Y

Author of Julian the Apostate, The Jesuits, etc'

A clear exposition of the origins of Roman Catholicism ,,s 
a world power and the part it has played in world hist°r^

Price i / -  pagi/ Postage Ad-

T H E  B IB LE H AN D BO O K
By G. W. FOOTE and W. P. BALL ^

Specially compiled for easy reference. For Freeth|n 
and inquiring Christians

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

rrin ted  and Published by the Pioneer Preee (G. W. Foot* end Oompany Lim ited). 41, Gray'« Inn Road. London. W.C. 1.


