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VIEWS AND OPINIONS 
Will Out

PGonl ^  wou ĉ̂  t>e acknowledged by fair-minded
t|le ? ’ as well as by Freethinkers, that the attitude of 
P&rti l* ‘9 /  ôwar(is religion is one of “  disgusting 
^ o s t r  M a Partiality, furtherm ore, which flouts the 
oflle ê ementary  principles o f D em ocracy, to which, in When e:ds’ the is never tired o f  appealing.
8pok?> ° Ue COnsiders the basic fact admitted by clerical 
in rtef?men that the proportion o f  regular church-goers 
havV,f° ^ le enHre population is barely one in ten, this 
pa^ S d em ocracy  becom es obvious when one com - 

enormous proportion o f religious broadcasts 
c âti * *e a( ârnant refusal of the authorities at Broad- 
atjy House, hitherto rigorously maintained, to allow 
5pol- Uv° w.e<l spokesman of atheism, or even any out- 

critic of Christianity on the air.
h u j^ ^ ^ h a te ly , it is m uch to be feared that deliberate 
thia rnust be charged against those responsible for 
^ n a b o u s  policy. W e recall a lecture given by the 
9uitCl 9 ° venior Hie B .B .C ., M r. H . Nicholson, w ho
aii(j lan k ly  adm itted that he had no religious beliefs 
ai](JiWas himself an agnostic, yet when someone in the 
^°U]TCe asked the relevant question as to whether he 
reii • SuPP°H an application to  put the case against 

. 1 ° ver Hie air, he replied curtly that he would 
ei’ be party to any ”  anti-God propaganda. * ’

histerhaPs M r. N icholson, who is something o f a 
c ^ a n ,  had in m in d . the* classic reply o f that Regency 
late k ° rcl M elbourne, whom  ironical chance perm itted 
V i . 0ri to usher in the prim respectability o f the 
^ ¡n ‘ flatl as Hie * ^ rea  ̂ Queen’s ”  first Prim e
$|l0 lstc‘r; W hen a Dissenter asked M elbourne why ho 
Cl « /  this disgusting partiality to the Established
¡On- rc b ’/  ho rep lied : “  I  show what you call this disgust- 

J ^ H a lity  to 'the Established Church because it is 
tyw Pushed. Get your damned sect established and I  will 
u a Bhow ‘ disgusting partiality ’ to that, t o o / ’ Upon 
“ j  ler occasion, his Lordship m ade the frank avow al: 
it Qai?> course, all in favour o f Christianity but, really, 
%du^ t  not to be intruded into on e ’s private affairs,”  

?y e *s entitled to assume that this protector of the 
f  ished Church was not a very ardent Christian. In 

’ bad Lord M elbourne lived to-day he would surely 
G made an^ideal D irector o f the B .B .C .

i*eeo°h GVer ’ will out— even on the B .B .C . , for
b ™ y  we listened with growing astonishment to a 
Sê t ° n- ^ le ** Em ergence o f M an ,”  which repre- 

1 ^^beism pure and simple, that is, not in the 
¡be 1'pr *au^ entirely fallacious sense o f trying to disprove 
*omnr / Stei.1Ce God, but in the scientific sense o f  
by b ° p .y  .ignoring 44 C od ”  as a superfluous hypothesis, 

a*nin£ ^be subject under discussion, the emer- 
°volu f ^ an from  the animal world in terms o f 
tefer k lonary cause and effect, with absolutely no 
tion ri£e » cither ultim ate or proximate, to the interven- 

°* a “  higher 99 or 44 overruling ”  power such

as Christian broadcasters usually m anage to  drag in by 
hook or crook at some stage o f  the evolutionary process.

To all this, the broadcast on human origins was an1  
exception. It  explained the origin o f man purely in 
terms o f  natural causation. W e can only assume that 
the clerical sleuths w hom  the B .B .C . em ploys in such 
large numbers must have had a day off when this script 
was vetted. F or like M . Jourdain, the character in 
Moliere who had been talking prose all his life without 
knowing it, so one broadcaster was talking, whether he 
knew it or not, pure, undiluted atheism.

The broadcast represented the final talk in an interest
ing zoological series on the Anim al W orld . The last talk 
”  The Em ergence o f  M an ,”  though a lucid exposition 
of human origins, and interesting as all scientific 
expositions o f that tremendous subject are interesting, 
did not seem to say anything particularly original. W hat 
was original in it for a B .B .C . broadcast was sim ply this : 
it left God out. I t  never even m entioned a higher Powder 
as a cause o f  the appearance o f  Man upon earth ; the 
Divine Plan was conspicuous by  and for Its absence. 
Truly, a red letter day in the annals, o f Broadcasting 
H ouse, pure undiluted atheism on the air.

The speaker traced the emergence o f  m an to  about 
a million or so years ago in the manner made fam iliar 
since D arw in ’s “  D escent o f  M an .”  and stressed both his 
em ergence from  an ape-like stock, and his obvious relation
ship to our simian and anthropoid ”  cou sin s '”  in the 
a$imal world, with which the earlier talks in the series ' 
had already dealt with in more detail. The actual 
em ergence o f man was described in accordance w ith 
purely scientific evolutionary concepts, as the result o f 
a purely natural causation at present not fully known in 
all its details but in which changes in terrestrial habitat, 
from  the forest to open ground, and the consequent 
changes in the physical and m ental habits of Early M an, 
his upright posture and the greater stimulus to his reason
ing faculties were fully stressed as efficient causes. About 
the Carden o f  Eden, the Snake, the indiscretion o f Eve 
and the Fall o f Man, not a w o rd !

Unfortunately, the broadcast ended with the em er
gence of civilisation some 1 0 ,0 0 0  years ago in the fertile 
deltas o f the Nile, the Euphrates and other rivers. It  
would have been intriguing to know what the B .B .C . 
really thinks about the future o f  Hom o Sapiens, now that 
he has evolved from  the equatorial forests to B road
casting H ouse— not to  rqention the invention o f the 
44 H . B o m b .”  B ut would Dr. W and and his clerical 
colleagues* permit another talk which excluded the 
Supernatural as com pletely from  M ankind’s Future—  
that is, if  he can restrain his present suicidal tendencies 
long enough to have one, as the talk to which we have 
referred, excluded it from  M ankind’s Past ? Probably 
not, for this is still a Christian country— or is it ?

One thing at least seems to be certain. The evolution 
of man and his appearance as a separate species on this 
earth are explicable upon grounds o f  pure natural 
causation, without dragging in the supernatural at any 
point in the long process. As the old English materialist,
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the “  soul-sleeper ”  Richard. Overton, wrote in the days 
when the revolutionary English Com m onwealth first won 
for Englishmen the right to think freely, “ All com es by 
nature.“  This intuition o f our pioneer English 
materialist is now buttressed and demonstrated by an 
evolutionary concept first m ade available by another 
great English thinker, Charles Darwin.

The despicable efforts o f  reactionary clerics and servile 
bureaucrats to keep the people in ignorance of the 
greatest discoveries of English thought, not only upon 
the problem of human origins in their explosive bearing 
upon the schem e of Christian Theology, but upon all 
fundam ental problems which vitally concern human 
progress, m ust ultimately fail. For this, is, after all, 
not a Dark Age, and it is impossible to prevent mankind 
from  finally arriving at the truth. For Homo Sapiens is 
an enquiring animal, that, indeed is why he is Homo 
Sapiens.

To-day, truth is in, and on, the air. Even the “  X ing 
Canutes “  o f  the B .B .C . cannot dam up the truth 
indefinitely. Truth will out, not only in the proverbial 
affidavit but even in the B .B .C .

F. A. R ID L E Y .

SCIENTIFIC ORTHODOXY
M R . VE RN O N  C A R T E R  is a poor sophist; demanding 
“  authority “  and asking how any «scientific method can 
be applied in psychology, he seems unaware that he is 
echoing a theological assertion. B ut many professing 
materialists play into the hands of theology, as in saying 
man is a machine, a victim  of blind chance, or is less 
than a speck of dust in the cosm ic scheme, are accept
ing antiquated theories and repeating theological m is
statements o f materialism. For here, to believe scientific 
orthodoxy is to find religious, ideology. Science and 
religion are concerned, in personal experience, with the 
same problems, but science, with the m o  d e r n 
“  immaterialism ”  is trying to escape its own Deus ex 
machina.

Truly, “  m echanistic “  science cannot deal with 
personal experience. A  Christian simply cannot believe 
he is a m achine any more than he can think of a m achine 
as having feelings. Trying to think of himself as a 
m achine is as m ystical as any religious idea, such as 
the shadow or the dream vision, but this mechanistic 
notion excludes the One thing the Christian is m ost con
cerned with. Nor can the word “  mechanistic “  be given 
a- wide enough meaning, for he is concerned with his own 
feelings. If pur confused scientist cannot include him 
self, our Christian is equally unable to exclude himself, 
in a m echanistic cosm ic theory. And the mental con 
fusion involved, like religious belief, is a matter of 
psychology.

The Christian is concerned not only with theory but 
with vital and personal fact. H e does not examine his 
own brain and nervous system  to  consider his thoughts 
and feelings, any more than he needs to examine his own 
stom ach to know if he is hungry. So it is equally absurd 
to  give physiological function as explanation. This is 
even more true emotionally. And the theory of psycho- 
neural parallelism only confirms the Christian body and 
soul dualism. Such explanations are irrelevant and the 

\vider and more detailed the explanations thé more the 
point at issue is obscured in a perplexity that i« 
emotional as well as mental.

Consideration of the immensity of the achievements 
of mechanistic science is bewildering and give« a feeling

of frustration in contrast w ith the power of a -cjj  
m achine. In astronomy, the vastness of a 
universe with immense distances and magnitudes,§ 
the same psychological influence as with the r n y s t ^ fi I 
contem plation o f the stars. As the theologian says, j 
heavens reveal the power of C o d .“  Looking uPwauge 
into the infinity of space, or even looking up at a h b 
mountain, the contrast is impressive, and our 1110 ^  
scientist, as with the Christian, feels his own PunY ^  
significance. And it is m an ’s weakness that is 
theologian’s strength. ü(j

Brevity is the soul of wit contrasting absurdity, ^  
profundity in contrast with ignorance is provoking». ^  
it is with contemplation of the “  unseen world,  ̂
tremendous power of atom ic energy contrast«  ̂
human weakness. That of electro-m agnetic, or 0 
chem ical science, contrasts with a sense of power 
nes«, and not only in fear of atom bombs. Our scien ^ 
like our Christian, simply can not think o f liimse . 
electro-m agnetic or chem ical form ula; for in this c° s 
schem e man has no place, is a cog in a gigantic inaCy  ^  
or a victim  of circum stance. B u t to play on thi« 
is to strengthen the fear and powerlessness of frustra 
that is the fetishis'tic yearning with which theology a v 
the footsteps of science. . -

Scientific theories are involved in religious tradu1 
The old idea of a “  fire m ist “  origin, of evolution‘s  
developm ent, was given as an alternative to  Créât* 
and, supported by “  entropy “  has been accepted as 
by theology. B u t this orthodox absurdity o f a 
densing and contracting Universe is now contrasty 
arising from  Einstein ’s theory, with one of a Univf^ 
that is expanding and. bursting with radiant energy* ^  ̂
problems with new meliods confuse old and  ̂
absurdities. As science tries to escape its dilem11̂  
theology take« over an accepted hypothetical excuse ^  
lim ited knowledge. So, as ever, new theology is ^  
science just as the superstitions of to-day were
religions of yesterday.

This historic paradox can be seen in the contradict!0 
of Hegellian dialectic. As to old Omar “  the first jj 
of creation wrote what the last dawn of reckoning 
read .”  Man is still powerless for “ h istory .”  is 
raison d'etre. Righteous declamation is seen in M °r3\| 
“  personification of econom ic categories “  with age'*?!! 
feud against “  M am m on ”  and the “  Seven De&°' 
S ins.”  Jn this m ystical “ h is to ry ”  we see the' 
bina’tion o f ancient and modern, with personal 
in typical self-contradiction. W ith this f e t i s h ^  
personification in the worship of the State there is “  ?  
com prom ise.“  'E xtrem es m eet, and by its own 1 0?1?! 
xyi’tli the “  identity of opposites,”  this “  «cientifi0 
historic materialism is identified with religion.

W ho wrote this history but men ? Our cosm ic scheP’<j; 
(lie m echanistic or the historic, materialism, is as 
man made as is God. It  is sheer fancy that giv »» 
objective reality to such ^abstractions as this “ univei*U, 
or these “  categorical im peratives.”  But if k n ow in g  
is power, where is the need for denial of oneself ° r 0\ 
ones own p oten tia lity? In this projection  the “ l o r j  
circum stances.”  is as m uch excuse for inhibition ^  
frustration as is the personal God, but in p erson ified ^  
and personal Identification the fetishistie craving a c c ^  
religious ideology, for the “  mechanistic “  theoi*y  ̂
lacking in “  personal appeal.”  And what then becoH1 
of our materialism ? «

In this m ystical dilemma, we m ight «say that s c i e d 1̂  
methods are being used, our understanding to-day is 
different from  what it was a few generations ago. 
to say psychology can never be a «science, that it is 1
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Scientific Fraud of the Age is defeatist acceptance 
prklogyj for wifcVirmf ~

ideolosn

tl^Qoloo -«■'-»vi \ j \ .  uilfcj1 21gu lb u c ic u w a u  uuuuj-' ta u u v  v/*.
t)ie i *0r without a scientific psychology we still have 
Glade e° ^le M iddle Ages, if not of the Forest

H . H . P R E E O E ,

HOW TO SPREAD FREETHOUGHT
l]{p ,
dyVej .̂rces o f religion, over the centuries, have 
0 , * *  many methods o f increasing their followings. 
hil(igUr̂ e they have had the power of the state, in m ost 
ii^Y l() ôrce people to becom e converts or suffer 

All have the benefit o f exemption from 
dc]U(i-0n’ 80 that they can carry on their campaigns of 
the f|ln r̂ the people with a m inim um  of. cost. For ages 
and :°l .ers and dissenters have been killed off, tortured 
d is p r is o n e d  so that they have shut off opposition, 
bajj l v̂eak spot is that they do not propagate the truth, 
their e .^ ns and myths. Because o f the vast "profit in 

p0 ,iCtivity  they seek to perpetuate it.
Pain! lukBtely for us, such men as Voltaire, Thomas 
l) ^diaries Bradlaugh,. Col. Robert Ingersoll, George 
8pJa]. ° nald, have paved the way for us to be able to 
\Ve ,\ a*d write w ithout fear o f death or imprisonment. 
\\q (f le denied the use of the Press and the radio. B ut 
^toi’c lave a S°tden opportunity which we should grasp
Itafv  ̂ ° !lr rights are again lost. They have been lost in 
prylifi kpain, Portugal, and m ost of Europe, where 
* * * 1  and religious dictatorship prevent men from  
aPi)v < lri£ the truth if it does not meet with the 

(),;;vaU f  the powers that be. t
^  111 the British Com m onwealth and the United 
U’r0̂  we still free to fight those things we deem

\\
l„V(i° have no background of experience as the churches 
e.\p *. Phose men w ho could have passed on their 
tabb; 1^ 8 us were early killed by priest, preacher, 
i*ae)c ’ lrifRiisition, burned at the stake, tortured on the 
have *?* their writings confiscated and destroyed. So we 
Wc* try new methods of spreading enlightenment.

( ) arG pioneers.
Volley 1 0 0  years ago,ye]j0 v  jhu years ago, in the United States, black and 
'Rt(HV rnen were the slaves of some white men. They 
.\ln0}.ri°  more than chattels, animals. M any brave 
be lCans shed their blood that physical slavery might 
I]<is ¡bed out, and now that the black men are free, there 
|))*0 )eGn a tremendous advance of all, com forts and 
t|)(1 * Grity undreamed of by either black or white has been 
^vs i /iSldt of the growth of freedom  and intelligence. 
<>f y 1 those w ho fought hardest against the emancipation 

 ̂ 1(1 slaves are now better off than they were then. • 
•li.i.̂ .d5 Will be when m en ’s minds are freed from  the

%

tl

'ii.| - . . . i  w u o i i  m e n  n n i u i u r s  ¡ u u  i i u u u  i l u i i i  m u
^ . n<Jn‘s ° /  religion. The advance o f 2 ,0 0 0  years will be 
h)l( l . echpsed m the first 50 or 1 0 0  years when m en ’s 
rJ x have.heen freed from the slavery of religion.

hei 
»an {Of

e is no greater gift we can give our fellow  men
(> tree them from mental religious slavery. Those 

k\){)* xv,1(> have been so freed treasure our mental liberty 
it ^  ad other things we know. W e are anxious to pass
ti °n to our fellow  men. W e now walk upright like 
^ h o u l d ,  instead of grovelling before ])riests, popes, 
\V(l altars, imaginary gods, devils, saints and angels, 
ftjw .lave no fear o f  the supernatural, nor their self 
¡g,;0>!.llted representatives who grow  rich deluding 

People.
,.1(T e to see science and reason rule instead of 

b(. I 8tltion and ignorance, and when they do, men will 
^ar r? e y treed from  disease, war, crime, poverty and

Each Freethinker can hasten that day ! Our leaders are 
doing more than their share to perpetuate intelligence, 
we m ust .not depend on others to do wfiat- only we 
can do. There is no vast profit system  for Freethinkers 
which sustains anyone who works on that programme. 
Each o f us should work as if the whole m ovem ent 
depended on our efforts alone.

[ suggest the following plan. Let each o f  us make a 
list o f names o f  friends, relatives and others whom  we 
think deserve to be brought out o f the darkness of 
superstition. If we do not dare to com e out in the open, 
we can send, anonymously, a circular, pamphlet, 
periodical or book which w ill open the way for them  to 
awaken their minds. Such can be sent in an unsealed 
envelope for only Id ., and the circulars or periodicals 
are only a few coppers each, while books m ay be bought 
at low priced.

Those of us who have been emancipated can well 
afford to spend each month at least as m uch as we used 
to contribute to the church which form erly enslaved our 
minds.

To those who can com e out in the open, it is easy to 
lend periodicals, pamphlets or books. B y  lending our 
material will not be wasted. I f  our friends are not 
interested the materials may be used over again. I f  they 
are interested they will buy a book or subscribe for the 
periodical. W e should encourage them to do this.

W eek by week and month by month we can continue 
our work, not obtrusively nor com batively hut quietly 
and dilligently. When we make ourselves known we will 
find that many o f the people we know have been 
Freethinkers for years but have kept it to themselves.

If we run out o f names o f friends we can send our 
literature to prominent educators, public officials and 
others.

If we should lose a few so-called friends who are so 
bigoted that they seek to avoid us, let them go— it may 
be good riddance o f inferior people. B ut let them go o f 
their own free will— do not drive them away. W e will 
find great enjoym ent in associating with intelligent 
Freethinkers, instead of, religious bigots.

W e can mould human destiny if we are dilligent, 
instead o f  drifting on the waves o f superstition. Drop 
by drop the rains fall, enlarging into torrents, they grind 
the greatest mountains o f stone into the finest grains o f 
sand.

Tf we, m onth by month, year by year, distribute and 
lend periodicals and books, our-persistent and diligent 
efforts are bound to double and redouble the men whose 
minds are freed from  superstition, the curse of mankind.

When should we start? Just as soon as you have laid 
this article down would he a good time to start making 
up the list o f  names o f those whom you will seek to free 
from the delusions of religion.

JA M E S  IIE R V E Y  JOH N SON . (U .S .A .)
(Author of Superior Men.)

THE SANCTUARY
In a garden early morning,

W hilst the dewdrops linger round,
And im golden haze is forming 

O ’er the distant rising ground.

Then I  feast in full contentm ent 
Of the peace abiding there,

And I pray an earnest m om ent;
Come, O W orld ! And with me share.

W . Asiiton*
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AN ANTHROPOLOGIST SPEAKS
WIHiEiNi a man reaches the ripei old age o f eighty-three 
his views on his job and on the wider issues« of everyday 
life have usually becom e fairly well set and firm. An 
autobiography written at that age, in consequence, tends 
to be a kind o f m onum ent of all that he has thought. 
An Autobiography, by Sir Arthur Keith (W atts; 25s.) 
is no exception to this general rule. It is in many 
respects a fascinating book— m ost of all in its description 
of his younger days— but it enshrines in its pages many 
of the controversial views which he has advocated over 
the years. Some critics who have taken the attitude 
that Sir Arthur has many deep prejudices, which he 
regards in some unaccountable way as scientific hypo
theses (even, sometimes, as scientific facts), will find 
their views abundantly confirmed in the pages of his 
life-story.

Especially in his beliefs about war— beliefs which are 
indistinguishable (to this reviewer, at any rate) from 
those of H itler or Mussolini— is Sir Arthur open to the 
m ost serious criticism  of all progressively-minded folk. 
Sir Arthur holds in brief, that war “  an instrument of 
evolution ,’ * and in 1915 he first «set out his idea that the 
union of Germany had been brought about by aggressive 
war as a national policy. H e does not seem to have seen 
that there is anything to be said against that theory, 
now that tlie German cities lie in ruins and the country 
is hopelessly split, under the leadership of American 
Capitalism and Soviet Communism, into two violently 
opposed cam ps.

It  is, of course, not to be expected that a man at the 
age of eighty-three should be able to  throw overboard 
the cherished theories of a life-tim e; but one would 
expect that there would, in this book, be at least a 
recognition that they are theori.es and not facts. Yet 
Sir Arthur appears to feel that the ideas which he has 
for « o  long advocated, are facts, and that anyone w ho 
does not face ’ these facts is a “  wishful thinker ”  of the 
w orse possible type.

1  know that Sir Arthur has an intense hatred of 
tyranny. His book contains many biting remarks about 
the Germans (particularly those of the Nazi vintage), 
and he would, of course, not for a m om ent agree that 
his views are those of a Fascist. FTe is, I also know, 
a dem ocrat in Ids attitude towards the problems of 
politics. Yet there is nothing in his view o f international 
affairs which would not be a hundred per cent, acceptable 
to the Fascists of all countries. H e mentions (to take 
a typical example) that admirable book by Julian H uxley 
and A.C. 11 addon, W e Europeans a book which was 
deliberately designed to show up the stupidities of the
Nazi racial theory, and its result* in anti-Sem itism....and
says of it, “  in that book, even anthropology was given 
a pacifist bias.”  To call something one does not like 
by a name that «seems to be nnplensan't (as “  pacifist 
undoubtedly seems unpleasant to Sir Arthur) is such an 
old trick That one would have thought an experienced con 
troversialist like Sir Arthur Keith would be far beyond it.

B ut there is something else which/deserves to be said 
with regard to this book. Those of us who have for so 
long believed that evolution was satisfactory, not merely 
as an explanation of some of the biological changes 
observed by the scientists, but also as a general basis for 
a philosophy of life, may be driven to an awkward point 
by Sir Arthur’s calm  assumption that evolution means 
u belief in war as a worthwhile activity of man. In other 
words, if this is the ultimate end of a belief in evolution, 
many thoughtful people will be brought around to face 
the fact that undesirable results may follow. H itler used 
to use a kind of Darwinian argument, suggesting that *the

■ survival o f the fittest ’ * im plied a violent head-«» 
collision between nations at fairly frequent intervals. b‘i 
Arthur Iveitli attempts to show that this is a sane 8° 
sensible philosophy, i t  m ay have been so  ifi the day 
o spears and lances; it m ay even have been so m 
(lays oi muskets and muzzle-loading cannon; it certain j 
js not so m the days of super-fortresses and atom boflyj |
And in the days ahead, with hydrogen bom  s 
bacteriological weapons, war will (iff not s0X qapge 
controlled) quite certainly lead to 'the com plete c°

eh°"

of everything that we know as civilisation. That is &°  ̂
thing which, it «seems, is quite beyond the imagbxa- 
of Sir Archur Keith. That some grea't epidem ic of riJc jj 
active stimulus m ight well be spread across the 'v° t(i 
is something which he cannot bring him self either ^ 
see or to admit. Yet to those of ue who have manag 
to keep our minds aler't to the changing times, $uC 
thing seems to be quite* beyond all possible dispute* j 

1  hope that readers will not feel that I have epeu  ̂ ‘.(1 
m y space on something that is of little importance  ̂
This book. In most autobiographies the theories pi  ̂
writer are of less value than his friends, or the c ir cy  
stances of his private life. Sir Arthur Keith, howe' ! 
has been the storm-centre of so many controversies 
o n e *  assessm ent' of his life-story is bound to 
controversial. I

Tha’t the book has its human interest goes win10, 
saying. A “  success story ’ ’ is always intensely inter6* 
ing to read, and this is certainly one of them . But . f 
fact that a man who is usually assumed to be on a p1 ^ 
of evolutionary t h e o r y  should be seen, even , 
sympathisers, 'to be pushing that theory to a point 
it Tends to repel by its sheer irrationality is one ox  ̂
m ost striking things to emerge from  a reading of 
literature. . j

Sir Arthur Keith says That this is the last book 
he will write. That is in m any ways a pity, since he |of 
a style which is intensely readable, and a great p 
scientific popularization. B u t if he has nothing niox6^ 
say to support those theories which he has now adva*1 , 
in several recent volumes, it is perhaps as well. I aux s 
that nothing can make one feel more doubtful a b ou y  j, 
fundamental ideas of Darwinism than the way in wh 
Sir Arthur interprets them. If  this is ’the logical eTKy  
which evolution poults— well, many who have hith6̂  
believed in* the principle will he inclined to shv: “  1 ,] 
is not good enough. This cannot be tru e .”  That 
is o n e*  reaction to a grea't m an ’s last hook, a consul1'1 ‘ 
account of his life written in old age, may be unfortuflil 
B ut it is a fact, and to face facts, 1 feel, is one of 1 p 
traits which Sir Arthur has always valued. He ^  
regard it as being one of the most tragic ironies of his 
that his assessment of his beloved science, because of  ̂
way in which he stresses certain aspects of his work, llll.j 
make sceptics of some who were once believers in .] 
Y et I am certain that this will bo the effect of his^yjy 
book on many w ho have in 'the past been sympathetic^ j. 
inclined towards a general belief in evolution and t o y 11, 
materialism of the kind advocated by Sir Arthur K el

JO H N  B O W L  AN P*

PIOUS LAYMEN
PBTESTS and gods alike depend for their existence A 
admiring and worshipping laity. It is a staggering
instructive fact ‘that gods would cease to be were it 
for belief of their devotees. Then there would he 
priests. ; ,jj

This is not the whole «story. Exam ination o f relig1̂  
and its practices reveals that 'the mass o f adherents ‘
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L>̂ stir themselves to behave unlike sheep and more.

VA ô OUS f * o* * — j.   — - ^------x - - •* ------ ~-----
should | , 1?Ure *or dai’ty, not complimentary to them, who
dS ^ t i 1__ V* i c independentunman beings capable o f  thinking aiu
Movement following thereon. are startling.

f W  pious laym en do so the. i ~ -
, When
hoir

, /  of d ,e biggest chain—  „ 1 1 » caauges in religion have com e from 
lhuen outpriesting the priests, w ho are generally con 
^ va'tiye, satisfied with things as they are if their own 

%  safei jobs are left to  them  in peace.  ̂ #
• yntvarily enthusiasm of laity can be disturbing, 
^viduafe consider what H enry V III , Philip o f Spam,
'^mwell George Fox, Gandhi and m any more did, when 
[S  took tin *iiam
^  control b

e bit between their teeth and galloped away
oaut; uy their Churches, whose policy
Plov10iU®» though more crafty arid cunninj»/ ̂ Cl

was more 
They ein-

T| 1 ‘ ayrnen if subservient enough for their purposes. 
r0l e »oil of martyrs consists- chiefly o f laymen and 
efJ,°lV martyr role does not attract priests. It

\\
s f m a r t y r ------------- ~ ------------------  x

■ Sre^t sacrifice of personal com fort.
■ls ass m ovem ents 1 illustrate the same laic extremism, 
, Vlll̂ ^ d e s ,  religious wars, E n g l i s h  Civil W ar, 
a U it^ 8^  r i v a l s ,  Pena  ̂ legislation, the brutally joyful

of m obs at burnings of heretics,*and w itch hunt- 
cJ>* So much so  that in the enormities of the last the*Qn;iv,J i

of the ferocity, 
:e an orgiastic delight of

easingOi j l0u^ ' inquisition called for an 
hrot ^ 1 witch smelling was moi 

\y(j arJ ts 1 h a n Romanis ts . 
mr\pir \ }ts custom ary equivocation as well as skill ii 
aft0..° l̂rig baser aspects of human nature the Inquisition
oVe;  (*0ndemnmg heretics, Jews and infidels handed them  
tj|,̂  0 the secular arm for punishment. Inquisitors knew 
°0ns pl°us governments would proceed to  the final 

J f f c 06 0f, their v ictim s’ condemnation.
H*r0i eril]y politicians like Gladstone and Stafford Cripps 
of assure us they are im plem enting the precepts
hvrw. V a n ity . This m av be vote-catching, English^Poorjç,v

iV]-) ’ or smcere,<
and i°]l ^ l0 1^44 Education Act made religious practices 
*ch0i |eacbing com pulsory in State and rate-supported 
e'xpre-S' Archbishop of Canterbury, D octor Tem ple,
il(; , i ^ 0(l surprise at the amount given to the Churches
(ha^'^sly-biased politicians handed far more to them

^ p l a
.V asked for

ill* [-^nation of the whole 
. 1he>r faith

rriefih
latt<

more than they dared to expect.
matter is that pious laity 

y than does the priesthood.more serious
grow accustom ed, inured, slightly bored and 

in im ic a l  in operation. Meeting priests, parsons and 
l bi everyday life, one finds them genial, sociable, 

\fa aefably cultured and tolerant outside their creeds. 
•?jj. *a them are more modernistic than laymen, 
V y 1 •s Pe n̂g D octor M ajor and Bishop Barnes. If 
i^ îs WlS 11 ’they  have wider chances of contacting new

tr> ° n,s laymen and women tend to fundamentalism, fear 
to)). |lr° nder any iota of belief however outmoded or un- 
''iti They (1 °  not keep in touch with research andWlCitQi 1 • --- , / ----1 ........... ................... .................
n̂rw A .’ :>ul} remain hidebound by the conventions androwql0r^'v interpretations acquired in their early lives. In 

oWie^ h ey  are more credulous and superstitious than
0 ,

c,tj’np Wav illuminate their attitude by com parison with
Professions.

Z  tr^ tpuerto

"'M l],’  - (l

No doctor believes in the efficacy of 
ment so thoroughly ns his patients. D octor 
farne^is as a practitioner in East L on don , 

per cent, of his patients who recovered0 0
^nve done so without his ministrations. Except

l

for the psychological effect of his presence giving the 
patients a, sense of security, which is what religion does 
Without reference to its reality of truth.

Pharmacists and dispensers know this as they dole out 
millions of m edically-ordered prescriptions to bona fide 
and imaginary sufferers alike. Som ething nasty tasting 
and mysteriously named is all that m ost people require. 
Asi an example of faith healing, m edicine taking is 
colossal. Those who get no better in. health continue 
trustingly to swallow the medicaments, as pious laymen 
do the exhortations of priests.

Lawyers similarly flourish on disputatious and obstinate 
laymen who continue ignorantly to 'bely on law as som e
thing potent to help them , Powerful it is for enriching 
lawyers, who occasionally break into honesty by advising 
people never to go to law if they can avoid it. W hat would 
happen if priests gave similar advice about religion?

Few. teachers have the confidence in school education 
which parents show. The same may be said of politicians 
in relation to the electorate’s credence that legislation 
can make a nation happy and healthy and prosperous.

' All the professions which live on human intercourse 
and society, all more or less parasitic, draw their profit 
and their authority from the continued Trustfulness of 
the masses w ho em ploy them  and enrich them . W hen 
professional people m eet among themselves with no out
siders, they are humorous and cynical about their own 
pretensions.

On such occasions priests o f all denominations must 
laugh as they think of the pious laity supporting and) 
upholding them, trying to carry their behests a step 
farther than originally stated. Also they do the minor 
clerical duties, such as Sunday School teaching and 
innumerable others, besides being instruments o f propa
ganda and the source from which m oney is drawn.

A. R. WILLIAMS.

CLERICAL INCOMES
T H E  Archbishop o f Canterbury, in St. P au l’s Cathedral 
on 81st January last, told his congregation that every 
clergyman m ust have an assured incom e, pf at least 
£500 per annum, and that he, with other bishops, 
deplored the fact that many of the clergy are poor; and 
so they «should be if they were truly followers of their 
Lord and Master, who com m anded his followers to live 
in poverty— it is a Christian blessing as stated in the 
Gospels.

H owever, the Archbishop «said nothing about his 
wages, £800 a week. Perhaps he, with his brother 
bishop, the Bishop of London, with his £ 2 0 0  a week, 
might be brotherly and give some of their poorer co l
leagues part of these huge amounts. After all, it is 
difficult- for a rich man to enter heaven— so it i« said.

There are 29 Bishoprics in England, and the following 
details of pay packets for preachers of poverty may be 
of in terest:—

In the Diocese of Canterbury, the Archbishop’s 
stipend is £15,000, the D ean ’s is £ 2 ,0 0 0  per annum.

In London, the B ishop ’s stipend is £10 ,000 / the 
D ean ’s is £2 ,0 0 0  per annum.

In York, the Archbishop’«  stipend is £ 1 0 ,0 0 0 , the 
D ean ’s is £2,000.

In Durham, the B ishop ’s stipend is £7,000, the 
D ean ’s is £8 ,0 0 0 .

Tn W inchester, the B ishop ’s stipend i« £0,500, 
the D ean ’s is £2 ,0 0 0 .

W hile the Dioceses of E ly, Gloucester, and 
Oxford, expect their Bishops to scrape through on 
a mere £5,000 per annum.

W. A. VAUGHAN.
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ACID DROPS
Repercussions of the pre-election invasion of St. P au l’s 

have not yet been felt, but the Rev. Guy Howard, o f St. 
P eter ’s, gets straight of the mark in his Parish Magazine, 
by saying that he “  can see no valid reason why a Chan
cellor of the Exchequer, a journalist, or an author, should 
take upon himself the work of a priest.”  This sounds 
very m uch like professional jealousy, but the Rev. M r. 
Howard need not worry, Sir Stafford and other laymen 
who preach from  the pulpit can be relied upon not. to 
queer any parson’s pitch.

Incidentally, Mr. W . Gallagher blames the Roman 
Catholics in his constituency for his defeat, but we have 
no recollection of his thanking them for electing him to 
Parliament for the past 15 years.

We may perhaps be permitted, to enquire of Mr. Jack 
Burns, Liberal candidate, whether he was standing for 
election to the British H ouse o f Commons to represent 
the electors of Coventry, or only for Irish Roman Catho
lics? W e ask in all seriousness, for we have juist seen 
his election-address, in which he appeals to his “  fellow 
Irishmen and fellow Rom an Catholics ”  to vote for him. 
And in an advertisement» in ’the Coventry Telegraphf Mr. 
Burns claims to bo an Irishman and a Roman Catholic, 
and pledges himself to support Catholicism.

Therte will be quite a family reunion of the Bourbons 
(of whom it was said: “  they learn nothing, neither do 
they forget anything ” ) in Rom e. Several members of 
the Spanish royal fam ily on a H oly Year visit will meet 
at the Vatican. It has been stated that the Restoration 
question will not be discussed, but, it is well-known that 
Franco is no longer in favour with the Pope, as hitherto. 
This, coupled with the happy “ coincidence ”  that one 
of the m ost influential clerics at the Vatican is the 
Spaniard, Fr. Emm.anuel Suarez, General of the 
Dominican Order and said to be the brains behind the 
Restoration movem ent, should indicate which way the 
wind blows.

We have reiterated time and time again that a 
Christian has no m onopoly o f  the virtues or the vices, and 
wo are always ready to praise honesty in a parson. In 
fact, when a clergyman can be so open as was the Rev. 
R. W ard, we begin to wonder what is lie doing in the 
Church. When lie was called upon to give evidence at 
Lewes Court he refused the Bible and said: “  I  can tell 
the truth just as well without it , ” 1 and when pressed, he 
was almost blasphemous and rather 'irritably ad d ed : 
“  Give me the thing and I will get on with i t , ”  which 
must have shocked the authorities for he was allowed to 
affirm. It could be that the Rev. Mr. Ward has really 
read the Bible and knows the injunction by Jesus: 
“  swear not at a ll,”  which, however, does not seem to 
prevent other Christians swearing; very often with 
reservations.

A Roman Catholic priest has been sentenced to two 
years’ imprisonment and a fine of £ 1 ,0 0 0  for conspiring 
to sell drugs, reports a, M ontreal newspaper. The mental 
dope peddled by religion is not an indictable offence, in 
fact, it is encouraged, but the effect is far worse than all 
the other narcotics. It leaves man a mental slave, it 
inculcates a sheep-like attitude, rendering the addict 
more susceptible to any kind of charlatan— and like 
sheep, they are sheared.

March 19,

The Communist m aster”  spy, D r. Fuchs, aP P ^  
to have been brought up in a very religious atmosp ^  
for his father'is  even now lecturing on Christian1 )• 
a German newspaper, he said that his son y  rĵ e 
Judas, but a true international Communist. .
reporter added that the Rev. Mr. Fuchs ”  seeffie( »> 
pletely confused between Christianity and Com m ull^ . ĝ  
— and the fact that so many o f our own Comm 
welcom e the “  Red ”  Dean proves that this con 1  
is riot confined to Germany.

;elf M**» Alan Paten, the author o f a South African n°v 
(sry, The Beloved, Country, spokei the other evening*?! 
the relationship between the blacks and whites in Sou* 
Africa, and appears to have bluntly blurted out t,uappeal» ui> ntuvtj uiuniry 
truth, at least on the activities of. missionaries 
a fa c t ,”  he declared, 1#

the
the

.. ___ , that missionary endeavour .
been characterised by a blundering entry into a . ^ 
province. The whole W estern world blundered into 
tribal people of South Africa. Under the im pact,  ̂
whole tribal system reeled and shook, and m uch of 1  ̂
damaged beyond repair. It is indeed a, lasting reT*’° J  
to us that the Christianity we took was itself conn 1 ^ 
and d ivided .”  This has been the constant cO  
The Freethinker and it stood almost alonei 111 
condemnation of. missionary activities.

The Vatican has at last responded to the call ^  
“  un ity ,”  and lias made it quite clear, as the Cl111 ^ 
Times says, that “  Rom an Catholics are in no vvra:t
com prom ise the doctrinal position and claim s ofvwni|/i.unj.iui uin̂ , vivA>ui max pvoiui.vrii u,Lm cuiuuo
Church.”  W ell, why should it?  The Church o f R °^  
is in the strongest possible position. It was ? l()

parent ”  Church, and it upholds all tile p r im i^  
teaching of the early Christians which is the backb°iJj 
o f  true Christianity. There can be only one unity, ^  
the Vatican has made that very clear. Swallow all j. 
doctrines of Rom e, express contrition, com e ^I ,• 
humbly, and the Pope will do his best to admin]S j 
the funds o f  the Church of England in the interests ( 
Rome and Christ. B ut w hatever else happens, we d° 11 
if our bishops and archbishops will stand that.

The Catholic journalist who writes under 
pseudonym of “  Pasquin ”  agrees with the 
Telegraph description of the recent “  spy ”  trial .' , 
Hungary as “  preposterous, ”  but objects to it b^!1* 
called “  a medieval Inquisition .”  H e contends that ^  
Holy Christian Inquisition was “  scrupulously fair, a? ‘ 
general rulg.”  W e wonder what some of the victlJl 
would have thought as their finger and toe nails 
pulled out, their tongues torn out with red hot pince!’>? 
their thumbs and shin hones crushed, their b q ^  
wracked— to name hut a few  of the ”  penalties ”  glNL 
for not believing the drivel of Roman Catholic**11 
Scrupulously fair, indeed !

We have always been puzzled to know bow a pelT\
- claiming to have m et Jesus Christ would recognise H 1? 

Take, for example, a Mr. J. R. M osely, who claims * 
other week, that one day “  a presence, a p °vV 
descended upon him and tlie glorious Jesus m a n ifest 
himself in front of m e .”  How did Mr. M osely kn°NV , 
was Jesus? No one was present to effect an intro1̂  
tion, and it is almost certain that J. C. does not calJ' 
an identity card or Passport ; J. C . ’s mates and ’̂e (|r 
scroungers are all dead. It ’s no good shoying the maF 
of tile nails in his hands and fe e t: the stigmata is T 1
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T H E  F R E E T H I N K E R ”

Telephone No..- Holborn 2601.
41, Gray’s Inn Road, 

London, W.C. 1.

.. TO CORRESPONDENTS
” • Oohrick — :borIle m mind

... ̂ M PHttErv
"cleome.

Many thanks for your suggestion whicli will

riianks for cuttings, which are always

"!£* .%  services of the National Secular eonneetion
Secular Burial Services are required, all communicar 

S *  should-be addressed to the Secretary, B. H. Bosetti, 
I tln0 us long notice as possible.
?? Freethinker will be forwarded direct froni e

°ffice at the following rates (Home and Abroad): One 
Wear, 17s.; half-year, 8s. 6d.; three-months, 4s. ltd.

■LJ°}l6win9 periodicals are being received regularly, and 
r7  oe consulted at “  The Freethinker ”  ojfice-L 
m*?®? (U.S.A.), Commi ~ 
v . .*A*), T he V oice of F reedom

ERi.'i. /"tt 'V'*jZ'U' ± im  r  v T he T ruth
•Sa \ n  A ’ )> Common S ense (U .S .A .), T he L iberal 

T he V oice of F reedom (U .S .A ., German and 
^ATinv * 1{ogressive  W orld (U .S .A .), T he N ew Z ealand 
(S\vitvJUiJST’ T he R ationalist (Aust: 

l tciu erlana), D on B asilio (Italy).
rders ^ 0t*ces should reach the Off, 
of A literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
Q-hd nA \oneer Press, 41, Gray's Inn Boad, London, W.G.l,

T he R ationalist (Australia). D er F reidenker
^ *«*»riancl) “  “  -  -

0rderTe Noti™* should reach the Office by Friday morning.

'Vili n°t to the Editor
espondents please write on one side of the paper, andCOfy

■eeP their letters brief. This will give everybody a chance.

K SUGAR PLUMS
H . Levy, M .A ., D .S c ., lectures in The Conway 

U(l$J Hed Lion Square, H olborn, W .C .I, under the 
i‘v ^ c‘es of The National Secular Society, on Thursday 
ii p . Si 23rd M arch, and London readers «should make 

attending with friends. The subject, “  The 
inti, *11? Of P r o o f / ’ holds varied possibilities for a very 

’ (|,i(l L?i^ng -address and should anneal to Freethinkers
7-30 °th

address and »should appeal 
ers. Admission is free and the lecture begins at

»Sr
Freethinkers should not miss what|w . -xjunuon r  reeumiKers

7^’U|'ues to be an interesting lecture at the H ope H otel, 
][.'. ! ‘'>ani])it Vale, Lewisham, S .E ., when Mr. I'.
)(.' *ey will speak on 'that intriguing subject—“  Ancient
C “ * and Modern A m erica.”  The H ope Hotel is w ellserved 
i,P tr;it)sport, buses and trains pass the door, and there 
¿ / ‘ .good train service from  Charing Cross to  Lewisham 
t, tl0». Lewisham  Branch N.ELS. extends a welcom e 
w Members and friends. Note the date— Sunday, 
‘ l“ 'e,i 19, at 7-30.

i l icestei 
]j G ening
])(lllnherstone Gate, this evening (¡March 1.9), Mr

will he tlie speaker and proceedings will begin at 
(| ’ • Gods from  different parts of the world will be 

a't wit)

Freethinkers and religious folic can spend an 
with the G o d s ”  in The Secular Hall,

R. II.

hut no actual introductions are promised

I Her6
> t h ei

is an 
when

opportunity for Scottish Freethinkers to ge 
\,, • the Glasgow »Secular Society hold thei
I|()i 11' 1 Dinner on Saturday,*March IS, at the Kenihvortl 

’ Q,leen Street, Glasgow. Reception is at 0-80 p.m 
Mrs f ,  H is . Cxi.) m ay ho obtained from  the Secretary 

'!• W hitefield, 851, Castlemilk Hoad, Glasgow*, S. I

!(f|u^ness ties have hitherto prevented Mr. L . Eburv
GPtingo lecture engagements in the provinces, but

to-day (M arch 19) is an exception. H e visits 
N ewcastle-on-Tyne and will speak for the local N.S.fc?. 
Branch at 7 p .m ., in The Socialist H all, Royal Arcade, 
P ilgrim  Street, on “  The Curse o f Im m orta lity .”  
Admission is free, with some reserved seats at one 
shilling each. W e hope local saints will take full 
advantage o f Mr. E bury ’s visit.

THE PROBLEMS OF MATERIALISM
11.

IN Eneirpy and Matter, Dr. W orral begins by showing 
wdia’t ”  matter ”  lias meant to some of our greatest 
thinkers, philosophers, and scientists. Dem ocritus and 
Epicurus considered it consisted only o f ”  discrete 
p a rtic le s ” ; following Plato, Aristotle ”  assumed an 
absolutely featureless and purely passive primary matter, 
void of form  till form  is impressed upon i t .”  ”  Form  ”  
here seem s ’to mean ”  an active and formative principle.”  
This also meant “  m otion ,”  and for Aristotle, motion 
came from  a “  divine m over.”

B u t when two centuries ago, Aristotelian. philosophy 
was discarded by our scientists, they still retained its 
idea of m atter as being passive and inert. Robert Boyle 
and Isaac Newton botli insisted that “  the origin of 
motion in m atter i»s from  G od .”  Later, Dr. W orrall 
points ou t: —

Nineteenth century physics assumed that matter 
was absolutely discontinuous, consisting only of 
discrete- particles separated by em pty space. Since 
matter was also assumed to be absolutely inert, non- 
material forces were postulated to account for the 
activity of material particles. A ll kinds o f im ponder
able forces were postulated as. .the non-material, 
causes of physical change.

Moreover, ”  mass and motion were absolutely distinct 
from one another in being mutually inconvertible,”  while

absolute space and and absolute» time were regarded 
as separate entities.”  O r,H o put the problem  in another 
way, m atter was in itself, passive, dead; all motion of 
life was caused by force; and the-solution of the problems 
of physiology, physics, and chem istry, consisted “  in the 
enumeration of the' forces acting upon the material 
particles and in the exact quantitative determination o f 
the effects produced by their action .”

Later in the nineteenth century, all this, was modified 
“  by the concept of energy which developed as a synthesis 
of mechanics and thermodynamics, ”  and by the principle 
o f the conservation of energy. All physicists accepted the 
idea o f force- or energy, o f course, and did their best so 
to define it as to make clear what they ifteant. Faraday 
wrote.: ”  W hat 1 mean by the word ‘ force ’ is the cause 
of a physical action .”  M ayer emphasised tlm’t “  forces 
are causes,”  and so on.

Buchner in Force and Matter w rote: ”  Equally un- 
creatable, equally indelible, equally imperishable, 
equally immortal as Matter is the Force bound up 
with it . . . As it is an indubitable fact that Matter 
can he neither newly created* nor annihilated, hut 
only changed in form , so must it he accepted as an 
absolutely certain experience that there is not a single 
instance in which a force has been brought out of nothing 
nor reduced to nothing, in other words, bora nor 
annihilated.”

But force or energy ”  was regarded as an en tity ,”  says 
Dr. W orrall/ “  an active * something ’ distinct from

,4 -
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passive ’ m atter and characterised by a ‘ capacity to 
do w ork .’ ”  As Clerk M axwell said, “  W ork m ay be 
considered as the transference of energy from  one body 
to another.”  And Dr. W orrall calls the ’two definitions, 

W ork is transference of energy,”  and “  Energy is 
capacity to do w ork ,”  as the classical pair which marked 
a tremendous advance in scientific thought. “  W ith  this 
advance,”  lie adds, “  the vague idea of equality of cause 
and effect was replaced by exact calculation of physical 
change, in terms of mass, energy, space and tim e.”

Jn Ingersoll’s lecture, “  W hy I am an Agnostic ”  
(1890), he «says, “  Matter cannot exist apart from  force. 
Force cannot exist apart from matter. Matter could not 
have existed before force. Force could not have existed 
before matter. M atter and foipe can only be conceived 
of together.”  The physicist, P . G. Tait, put it in his 
Properties of Matter (1907) in this w ay: “ Energy is never 
found except in association with m atter,”  upon which Dr. 
W orrall com m ents, that it was “  a remark which 
epitomized the understanding as well as the limitations 
of nineteenth century physics.”  i t  assumed, in fact, 
that matter was “  absolutely inert,”  and therefore 
“  something non-material had to be postulated to account 
for change« in the motion of m atter.”  At first it was 
a variety of independent forces, but later, “  energy ”  as 
a transformable force, accounted for all the changes, and 
as it remained constant, energy “  was subject to exact 
numerical onlculation. ’ ’

Dr. W orrall has a long chapter on Ether and the part 
various conceptions o f what it means lias played in the 
science of physics, together with what “  the revolutionary 
genius ”  of Einstein has done to make new fields of 
exploration possible. Instead of the Loren tz theory of 
“  a stationary ether,”  Einstein postulated “  the con
stancy bf ’the velocity of ligh t,”  and from this he 
demolished “  the motionless ether hypothesis,' which 
conflicted with the relativity principle of classical 
m echanics.”  This chapter is not easy reading except for 
student« familiar with the 'terminology and with the 
mathematics used by physicists. It takes more than a 
mere reading of a book to understand what non-Euclidean 
geom etry means, “  one in which parallel lines do not 
exist at a ll.”  Tlia't Einstein adopted it to formulate hi* 
theory of relativity meant that Dr. W orrall had to devote 
another chapter to elucidate Einstein whom, in the end, 
he congratulates as having ousted N ew ton’s idea of space 
and time.

Dr. Worrall added to his exposition by an illuminating 
chapter on “  Field« and Particles,”  in which electric and 
magnetic fields are clearly discussed, as well as the theory 
of light waves, and the in’ter-penetration of particles and 
fields. H e quotes W . H eitler, “  A beam of electrons 
must be described ‘ partly * as consisting of a number 
of individual particles and partly as a wave . . . specula
tions as to the * medium ’ o f  the wave have proved 
fruitless.”  And Dr. W orrall com m ents, “  Y et 'the 
electron waves io which physicists are loth to grant a 
material character, are as physically real as an atomic 
bom b . . . electron wave-lengths can be measured with 
precision and vary inversely with thd velocities o f the 
electrons . . . the wave propagation obeys exact law s.”  

The conclusion to which l\e comes is that—
If the material character of radiant energy was 

recognised, it would not he possible to regard matter 
as absolutely inert. M atter would then be seen to 
have an active a« well as a passive quality; motivitv 
as w ell as inertia. Instead of the curren’t view that 
inert matter is acted upon by non-material energy, 
matter would he recognised ns self-m otivated. All 
this would conflict with theology, which teaches that

something supernatural is ultimately reeponsi0 & ~ 
the activity of “  inert ”  m atter . . • 1X1 0 
materialism has no such attachment to theologi ^  
inspired assumptions. Defining matter as th a t '  ^
exists independently o f 'thought, we can sec ^  
m atter is active as well as passive, se lf-m otive  
as well as inert.

, >> herwW hen Dr. Worrall says “  modern materialism g 
he doe« not make it quite clear as to  whether he 
“  dialectical materialism ”  or just modern materia • ^ 
There is a definite distinction, for, as I pointed 
the first article, the dialectical materialist opposes 
he calls mechanistic materialism, which latter, in 
has m y own support. Of course, m y m eaning *or ĵ v 
quite possibly clashes with the meaning given to i ‘ 
other materialists, and no doubt would cause some iUp'. 
disclaimers. ce,

W hat Dr. W orrall has to say regarding time, $P 
arid energy, I  must leave for another article. v

H . CUTNEm

THE SHAKESPEARE PROBLEM
(Concluded from page 98) ^

As to the glorious tributes in the First Folio, 1623»  ̂
verse To the Header, by B .I .,  ascribed to Ben J °llS >’ 
is couched in equivocal language concerning the 
for gentle Shakespeare ; the “  figure ”  not being a p °rt ̂  
but a drawing of two left sleeves and a mask showing .• 
line on left face and a false convex ear. “  J-f?1»' 
Shakespeare can m ean “  in place o f  ”  S. “  
can mean to “  shut o u t ,”  the life ; and “  he FV 
hit his fa ce ,”  can, and actually does mean in ,, 
case, “  hath liicl his fa ce ,”  “  h it ”  m eaning “  hid ^ 
in Chaucer. Lee knows o f  no portrait of Shaksper ' F, 
in his lifetim e, but accepts two portraits, one the 
Stratford Church, tire other the- frontispieqe in the f  . e. 
of 1623. “  Each was an attempt at a posthumous
ness by an artist of no marked skill . . . The eng1'^  
portrait .

(lP
was by Martin D roesh ou t,. . . lfi Jet0{ 

old . . .  in 1616 . . .  I t  thus belongs to the outs6*  ̂
the engraver's professional career, in which he n®.  ̂
achieved extended practice or reputation ”  (L e e ’s 
Life o f Shakespeare,”  Chap. X V II). I mention this as ^  
o f many mistaken assumptions of Lee to fit the Strata0 j 
case. M. Droeshout made engravings of the Dukt} 
Buckingham , Bishop o f Durham, Marquis o f  H am i^ lj 
Lord Coventry, and others. See R . L . E agle ’s “  
Droeshout ”  in “  B aconiana,”  No-. 121, October, l y  
which gives a reproduction of M .D .’s Gustavus Adolpv j, 
and also the title page- illustration o f  Dr. Hedk1̂  
Crooke’s “  M ikrokosm ographia,”  1631— an engraving’^ 
remarkable achievement in detail and execution, 
wonder Ben Jonson told the reader ”  Look' not on  ̂
picture, but his booke. ”  In his eulogy a different c° } 
struction can be put on “ »Sweet Swan of Avon, w h ^  
sight it were, to see thee in our water yet appear.”  
seems to shake a lance, as brandished at the eyee 
ignorance,”  recalls how good a pseudonym is Sha'X 
speare, as deriving from  the Greek Goddess ,, 
Athene, the goddess of wisdom  and power, and yoV]\ 
sented in statuary art as armed with a spear. »SlmkeSpeiF 
occurs fifteen times in printed editions o f the 
and Poem s, but not once in any record of Shaksper. 
1616, year of Shaksper’s death, Ben Jonson had ref®1’11,, 
to Shaksper as “  a poet ape, an upstart, a hypocrite nF 
a thief ”  (E . 1). Johnson, “  Fictitious Shakesp^F 
E xposed ,”  |). 46 ); and in 1641, Jenson, in his “  Tim bel v 
wrote of Shakespeare, and not o f  Shaksper, as Lee cl<)
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tuuds> “  1  loved the man and do honour to  his memory 
?11 ^*'s side idolatory as m uch as any. H e was, me & >
">nest and o f an open and free nature.”  (Ibid , p- o ')• 
!!e.u Jonson has already been m entioned as one o i Racon s 
11 I'ers after his return from  France m  :j / '  ' •
0 ,ll‘t date when Hen Jonson went to  live w it i \a'K 
!‘con at Gorhambury is not known, bu t m the list, oi 

W on’s household in  1618, M r. Jonson is m entioned a.
;W f Gentleman Usher . . . Ben Jonson assisted B acon
1 translating the books B acon had written in Englis

*>•”  ( “  Baconiana,”  1679, p. 6 0 - s e e  “  Bacom ana, 
N°- 129, 1948 p. 199). B en  Jonson, B acon s secretary, 
R eed ed  Edm und Tylney as M aster o f the Court Revels 
1  Saconiana. ’ ’ \t~ m o  ~ » m i ...
higlj]v i r or D iscoveries,”  ca. 1637 or 1638, discusses and 
"'or]- . J)lalses Erancis B acon as an orator; values his 

‘lf  a l)0 6 t, and places him at. the top of the literary 
(“ ] )°  . ages entirely ignoring W illiam  Shakespeare.
Gree^ nlana>,, No. 129, 1948, p. 2 0 0 ; No. 133, p. 199.) 
PUvfuJto ’ mentioning Jonson ’s testim ony that “  the

No. 129, p. 201). Jonson, in his

auth0l, re£arded W m . Shakespeare, the actor, as the 
t|lat 1°^ the Plays, says it was “  extrem ely remarkable 
haC()n̂ s o n  should have used the same words about
p r e f i x H e  hath filled up all n u m b e r s ............... ...
(8hal- to hisolent Greece or haughty Rom e 
n0 J * P e a re  Problem  ”  p. 404.) 'A lso  remarkable that 
ht?n should be made of the great dramatist whom
n Jonson in 1623 called “  1 XK~ A — ”B the Soul o f  the Age

*ite Scriptorum Catalogus ”  a catalogue o f the best 
Xvhih1 1 his day where he put Bacon at the head o f  it, 
“ J)r la omitted Shakespeare altogether (Ib id ., p .  404). 
°trUsxi also characterises as ‘ remarkable ’ the
\y,\n ' ‘(>n by Jonson o f  Shakespeare’s name in another 

his “  D iscoveries,”  (ca. 1638), making the same 
om ission as Thomas Lodge in his “  W it ’s 

in l1;,1°<a,1d the W orld ’s M adness,’ ’ or by Edward Guilpin 
¡Sldalethia, 1598 (Ibid. p. 405/6). Jonson, the 

to gi ° riate friend o f  Shaksper, pace Lee, paid no tribute 
ltl'Sper on his death in 1616.
1(011 and Shakespeare are said to be equal in vocabu- 

)n’ojL °Urrihering 15,000 words. It was B a con ’s avowed 
to improve and increase the English' language.
• Greenwood deals with Miss Rose G. K ingsley ’s 

Sjj!’V ln Nineteenth Centura Magazine, May, 1910, 
’■ r ‘ ^speare in W arwickshire ”  and charges her with 

| to deliberate falsification of a docum ent by the 
1Q0) f ( “  The Vindicators of Shakespeare,”  pp. 159- 

, H r• E . 1 ). Johnson tells us: “  Many years ago, 
8ha]. ^hpleton Morgan, President of the New York 
% m ? ear°  Society gave a glossary o f 518 awards, 

n b.V him to be used exclusively in W arwickshire. 
air?hsh Dialect S ocie ty ’s D ictionary shows that of 

so-called pure W arwickshire words only 46 
I * , ; « *  current in Surrey, Sussex, Kent, W ilts, Ham ps. 
sin V an<̂  Leicestershire. H ow  is it, therefore, that not 

one the 46, which can be shown to have been 
\i| < X(‘h1siveIy in W arwickshire, is to be found in the 

^ esPeare P lays? ( “  Baconiana ”  No. 133, p. 212).
errors» could Bacon have com m itted these in the 

R. Eagle says: “ Chapman, the learned 
'kioi 1 >r H om er, took far more liberties with the 
f' 1 ^,ls of the classical drama than Shakespeare ”
Kvnoi l Pearo: ^ ew Views \ov 0 1( 1  ”  (P- 37))- H - 
f |i‘ ae ( 8 Rays ln his Introduction to B acon ’s Essays that 
Hi; Piracy of detail Bacon had no care whatever, and

.Tn King
*1 YVt  ̂ — 4. v*w wvvv/ii x x w-vvx ii»/ v/ii

Uar , y he set down as part o f his craft. 0
q  ̂ «and ‘ Cymbelin, ’ iShakespeare follows the custom 

in using native legend as a vehicle for 
0, rn(0| lng great examples. B acon was equally uncon- 

ahout strict accuracy so long as his purpose in

metaphor, simile, or illustration was served ”  (Ibid., 
p. 28) . . . ”  Stratford ians do not remind us that 
Shakespeare inhabited the Forest of Arden with lions, 
because it does not fit in with the Stratford point of 
view ”  (p. 29). . . Shakespeare’s “ errors ”  are “  con 
sistent with what B acon says about 4>oesy in the 
‘ Advancem ent of Learning ”  Several o f B a con ’s
blunders are pointed out in D evey ’s notes in B oh n ’s 
standard edition of. B a con ’s works. Dr. Edw in A. 
Abbott [orthodox Stratfordian] observed that Bacon 
‘ was em inently inattentive to details,’ for, as Taine m en
tioned, Bacon ‘ thought in the manner o f artists and 
poets, and spoke in the manner of prophets and seers 
(P- 30).

Draper, in his ”  Conflict . . . ”  wrote o f the over-rated 
B a con ’s errors; Ingersoll in liis Stratfordian essay o n . 
Shakespeare, dwelt on B a con ’s follies and blunders; and 
Professor J. W . H ickson, in the ”  Rationalist A nnual,”  
1929, said : “ Notwithstanding his description of the 
various Jdola, the greatly over-rated Francis Bacon 
swallowed quite a few old w ives’ beliefs without a qualm .”

Mr. M etcalfe W ood, editor of “  The Theatre Edition ”  
o f Shakespeare’s W orks, writes therein, in Preface:

Again throughout his works there are innumerable 
references to Stratford and its neighbourhood.”  Mr. 
H . Bridgewater, in his “ Evidence Connecting Sir Francis 
Bacon with Shakespeare,”  w rites: “ It [Stratford] is not 
m entioned in any single Play, though, curiously enough,
Stoney-Stratford, Bucks., is . . . St. Albans . . .  is 
mentioned in the Plays no less than 23 times . . . G ray’s 
Inn is m entioned only once . . . York Place is twice 
mentioned in ‘ H enry V III  ’ ”  (p.7).

A very im portant Quiz o f 100 searching questions is 
given in Nos. 132 and 133 o f “  Baconiana,”  1949. It  is 
not likely that any Stradfordian will, or can give satis
factory answers thereto.

G E O R G E  ROSS.

THANKING GOD
AS the old year was dying, the archaic intonation of the 
m edicine-m an diffused the m agic message to all who, by 
wish or accident, wore listening. Antiquity in doctrine 
was aided by m odernity o f p ractice ; a thing not to he 
wondered at, for the conflict of religion and science does 
not im ply inability in the magician to make use of 
m echanism . A Jesus of today would, at least occasion
ally, travel by the aid o f the internal combustion engine.

W here religion and science are in conflict is in their 
doctrine, and over the radio the character of the battle 
was plain. The priest told his listeners of the things 
for which they should thank God, health, food, loveliness, 
affection, p e a ce ; in short, for the un-remittent divine 
care. The art o f the message consisted in the omission 
o f facts destructive of the idealism of the picture. Some 
of these facts were recently referred to by Professor 
Plant, of M anchester University, in The Lancet. 
”  I h ave ,”  ho said, “  seen too many children die of 
leukaemia or nephritis to believe that man is the 1 object 
of G o d ’s love, as God has shown in his a cts .’

W e have in fact never far to go to see the kind of thing 
that prevents the professor believing in G od ’s love, and 
such examples have always been about. There is in a 
modern history of m edicine a picture of the m um m y of 
an ancient Egyptian priest. His spine shows the gross 
deformation of tuberculosis. W hat did that theologian 
think of the goodness of the gods? This question could 
be put also fo  the modern priest, but would he ansjvver 
sincerely ?
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The average religious teacher has suffered as the 
average' layman has suffered. H e has, if more than a 
youth, experienced the loss o f relatives and friends, or, 
at least, seen members of his flock so suffer. H e has a 
wide circle of acquaintances, and therefore knows how 
often the innocent and the young have been afflicted by 
disease and accident. It is, therefore, difficult to acquit 
him of an accusation of fraud, when he asks us to thank 
God for those good things which are matched, in our 
world, with so many evil things.

One ancient idea of disease was that it was a punish
ment for sin. The ancient Israelites, for example, suffered 
with this superstition. D isease.w as sent by God, and 
it was the duty of the priests to deal with it. In Levi
ticus xiii the rules to be followed by the priests for the 
recognition o f “  leprosy ”  are set out. In Kings vi, 
Naaman, captain o f the host of the King of Syria, is 
cured of “  leprosy”  by bathing seven times in the Jordan, 
but Gehazi, the servant of Elisha, fraudulently receiving 
m oney from Naaman, is cursed by his master, and goes 
from  his presence a leper, as white as snow.

The diseases in the above references are considered 
by modern m edical men not to  have been leprosy. The 
later reference is absurd in any case, and, in regard to 
leprosy, it is enough to know that its incubation period 
is peculiarly prolonged, and is at any rate from two to 
five years.

The Bible also relates that 185,000 Assyrians were 
slain in one night by the angel of the Lord, and that the 
Philistines who took the ark to the house o f Dagon at 
Ashdod, were for that offence smitten by the God of 
Israel with “  erijerods.”  As expiation, the sinners made 
a trespass offering to Jehovah, of five golden mice and 
five golden “  erne rods. Both these epidemics may
have been plague. The Egyptians, in reference to  the 
discomfiture of the Assyrians, say their affliction was 
brought about by Ptah, the god of the rats, and 
the “  emerods ”  that troubled the Philistines are thought 
to  refer to “  swellings ”  rather than to haemorrhoids. The 
offering of golden swellings (buboes) with golden m ice is 
a significant indication of plague, for although ‘the cause 
o f tiie diseases was unknown, the presence of dead rats 
w ith the epidemics could have been obvious. There is, 
however, a remark in Psalms to enemies having been 
smitten in their ** hinder parts.”  Epidem ic haemorrhoids 
do not, I believe, com e within sure medical knowledge.

The ignorance of the ancients concerning the nature 
o f  disease is, however, not shared by the modern p riest., 
He knows o f the world of the invisibly minute, that 
lepers are not especially sinful, that typhus strikes 
equally the just and the unjust, that the plasmodium of 
malaria makes no distinction between the blood of a 
priest and that o f a docker. Yet with bis knowledge he 
asks us to thank God for good n ess!

If, however, the particular parson who gave this talk 
with which we are concerned were suddenly by, let us 
say, a rejection o f superstition, to refuse to preach 
religion any more, his place would easily be filled. The 
B .B .O . would at once find another fool or liar to* serve 
the same dish. The propagation of religion is considered 
very necessary, often in order to  keep social conditions 
unchanged.

In this connection - the Daily Telegraph lias shown 
some perturbation over the news that Professor Einstein 
has worked out equations which are a general explana
tion of the way all things work. That paper had an 
editorial triumphantly proclaiming that science will, of 
course, not explain away God, as the Victorian pre
decessors o f the professors so ”  arrogantly ”  considered
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they had. The rejection of the theistie by pot ^  ^  
soma Victorian scientists was based on re^s0,n0^en 
observations continually made. The rejection ha 
been made before, and has been since. Laplace, n° ^ 
than Einstein, had use for God in liis hyp0 tb e s e s .^ g 
for arrogance, the Victorian scientists were men <>1 v< . or 
temperaments. W ho would call Tyndall, Cna()1 ^  
Huxley arrogant? It did happen in the Victorian ^  
that the use of anaesthesia in childbirth was d®prie 
as not to  rob God of the deep earnest cries of w()11 
labour.”  That was a religious manifestation.

The Victorian scientist m ay have been mistaken 1 |
llmnn I f  ~~ ^ ~ ...A i it llAreligion. If so, it was not in believing that he afl;^  - f - , - ' ___-. J -a .  k3W ,  X U  wao il V>U in UCJ.IO Vli-lg

explained away God, for G od does not fit 111 t o " \ 
explanation o f  the nature o f things. It was, howtn ^  
mistake to think that, while power over education, ‘ ĵ.
i l ’ * ‘through the Press, over public opinion, was in the b;1’ ( 
„ i* • • • « ■’ ■ - *- AracUc jof religious interests, the atheist could easily e l“ 11J(nk' 

superstition, but the scientists mentioned did not 1 
this mistake. oC1j*

The battle for science is not over, as witness the D  ̂0{
ing on the holy 'door at the Vatican at the beginoUL ̂  
the H oly Year and the water that has prevented ^
tS p • 1 - •V .̂VUI turn l/iiu VV CULL llltl 1 1U18 |Jl D V
Pope from announcing m om entous revelations abo 
Peter !

J. G. 1

nt

NEW YORK LETTER
W H A T  actually can a Free'tliinker report after 
few weeks in New York for tlie first tim e— if, even j ,e.
any right to draw anything approaching a con clu s^
And yet, finding m yself in Montreal, where 1 broke ^  
journey by air, only some twelve« hours after tea'C 
London, one at once notices the Catholic influence. ^ !.(! 
is a. sense of Puritanism abroad in this lovely Can^V 
ci'ty, in keeping with its icy winds and frozen landscaP^ 

I was told by an Englishwom an, some yiars out f|0. 
L ondon f that after com ing here she was compelled
adopt a different mode of life, and could no long^1’ 
about) after dark without an escort, or to be seen aK  
eating out at night. She longed for London and its gel]l
tolerance.

Here in New York, the same bristles and one ÎeeJ
rather insincere religious sanctions, seem to pr°v‘ .,'
Public “  decency ”  k  maintained by fierce and persisllj  
legislation (e .g ., the fantastic M ann Act) and repi*e^ jr 
instincts ooze out unhealthily through the only legal 1°^  
holes provided by Press sensationalism and an end^j 
stream of sex literature. Newspapers feature rape 
the sex criminal in an unending stream of eix-inch Bfcj 
lines, yet it is dangerous to speak to a woman on B r°l j 
way unless she is someone whom  she can prove to 
relation or friend. As a sharp distinction, hoW#) 
divorce is easy and cheap. Everyone I have ye«t m et 1)L 
seems to be a Catholic, and Mass and the Confess*^1 
a matter of routine.

I am left with the feeling that Freethought her0 j|j| 
New York, unblessed by any great names, and practi^L 
.without a literature, would be as dangerous as 
able, arid I must ashamedly admit that I have, up to Il(b|| 
maintained a discreet silence broken only by the r j)t< 
small voice of the Editor of the Truth Seeker on  ̂
telephone. One story may seem 'to illustrate the pic l̂I],i 
A woman acquaintance here said to her priest that 
had listened to a “  doubtful ”  story and wished to ‘̂

0 1’ 1fess. “  W hat did the priest sa y ?”  I  a ŝked her. -  
she said, ”  he did not seem very shocked. T told ^  
after I  had repeated the story^ that I  had done no Wr<>N
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him, I  had not* laughed at the* correct 
and happily m y friend could not see his face. 

r 7 ‘  ̂ W^h  the impression of a great, and very 
,r i Country far ahead o f us in many fields, both^storica!

ls wéll
Hieano sociological. rD ie Am erican, above all,

are

si o*9

3re f

p*, ..‘71 
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,  a ß
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i íá1’;
I t *

vigorous and en-b H is social services
Jl̂ ntened, his sense o f personal freedom  is- keen and aln , 
O p t in g  in such fields ns are still dom inated by 
e«giou6 bigotry— and they are m any. Am erica is yom ig 

ail(l immature! H ow  else can one reconcile the \ as 
®t»nber of churches— the Bibles in the hotel bedrooms 
"'d the tremendous sale o f  the Kinsey Be port

J. STURCrE. w h i t i n g .

llOS'1’
ON RE-READING A CLASSIC

readers will be acquainted with
A ccep ted  classic

Sllch a volume, approved by the critics and accepted
:s of English literature

one or other of 
and will find

til
that

specim en of its class of work, is wor'th 
ofteil ° ! / g a  ̂ ^t^iwals. And, I  think, such a re-reading 
the i glYes ^ e' reader a new insight into the value of 
beea,00^  possibly explaining just why it originally 

f |ll° Accepted as a first-rate example of its kind. 
ifml0lave just re-read Jane E yre , Charlotte B ronte ’s 
thern s. n°vel, and I wonder how m any who regard 
a^are Ves as ^ reebhinkers or Liberal Christians are 
'hanf wonderful power and force of the early
i 0 1 ers ° f  the book. (The- recent film, starring Joan 
tiiis Ulae and Orson W elles, did not attem pt to hide 
hi R o lle r .)  The point is that the story, which is told 

form oT an autobiography, describes the life of 
brought up in the hom e of an aunt, and

run by a 
type.

the

^olln',,a‘ly despatcFed to a charity school,
°f earnest Christians of the m ost hard

< ^ ° ° d  School (for sudi is the name of the place) 
Hir.LUPP0Sed to have. been based on an institutioii of
fact i] oarlotte Bronte had direct knowledge. And the 
P^Ve Ŝ le' was ttie daughter of a clergyman did not 
bill < ^°r frorn telling the truth about a place so cruelly
^ere lll(  ̂ s?  hard on tlie unfortunate young people w ho 
hodjf, Consigned to it. The evil of ignoring people ’s 

concentrating on their souls, has seldom been 
tY<wt . P°ri-rayed a* in this book. I think that m any 

inkers would find it of interest.
J . B .

CORRESPONDENCE
• JAMES JOYCE

b)()s7  la reply to I\fr. Gridgetnan (at his favourite sport of 
;W J n8 drivel of Joyce) I still hold that tlio followers of
k f e, and <<
tk. (‘an paint or sculpt like that incomparable master any more 
“ my own etchings equal those of Rembrandt, whom I also 
,) ^Puyiate.’ ’ Incidentally, on the question as to whether 

Joyce was a Freethinker, his sister, on the Radio Third 
I,, .fam ine recently, while admitting he had loft the Ohuich, 
Vu , t°d that he never gave up religion or Ins belief in God.

M0$, ote., H. (JUTNER.

Joyce)
Picasso hate beauty. And 

appreciates ”  Michelangelo^
the fact that Picasso 
does not mean that

FUCHS CASE COROLLARY
i ’hv ago, as we all know, the Government decided,
• snsi,\lC | n *̂v, that all men known to bo Communists should 

V|llcVr0 ° 11( ecl from positions of trust, because such men -if 
™3»or a! ways liave to place their loyalty to a foreign
-  The S t_or®. their own country if it camo to a showdown. ̂ blt.iirti!_• * • i

a*,

i W 0?  *s.> obviously, exactly the samo with all sincere 
Wo i r lics *11 this country, a fact which a ratlin 11 free ”  

aid not find it convenient to suppress.— Yours, etc.,
M. C. B rotherton,

Comdr., R.N.

OBITUARY
C. B. SINGH

We regret to announce the death of Mr. G. B. Singh, a valued 
contributor to our columns, which took place at Norwich, 
February last. His remains were cremated, and at his express 
wish, without a secular service, and his ashes scattered in tho 
Garden of Remembrance at the Crematorium.

Mr. G. B. Singh was born in 1877 in the Gujranwala District 
of India. He got his early schooling at the Islamia High 
School, Amritsar, under Mr. Rothwell, tho headmaster. Ho 
left this school in 1892, getting the Victoria Diamond Jubilee 
Gold Medal presented yearly to the best Matric. candidate. 
He won a Government Scholarship and joined tho Municipal 
Board College at Amritsar. He left this college in 1895 after 
winning a further scholarship and joined the F.C. College. 
Lahore. He left the latter in 1897 to commence vocational 
training at the Thomson Engineering College, Rurki. On com
pletion of the Civil Engineering Course he was appointed as 
Assistant Engineer in the Government Telegraph Department 
on the 1st June, 1899. He served in many parts of India and 
retired in September, 1932—having held the posts of Postmaster 
General, Central Provinces of Rajputana and Senior Director, 
Posts and Telegraphs. The rest of his life was spent in retire
ment at liis home at F. 4 Model Town, Lahore, until Sep
tember, 1947, when, due to the partition of India, he was 
forced to leave liis home and come and live with his son in 
England.

He was a well-known Indian scholar and rationalist, having 
done a good deal of research work on Indian Philosophy and 
published standard works on the Origin and Development of 
the Punjabi language and tho Gurmukhi script, besides various 
other literary articles in Punjabi.

(Dr.) H. L. Capoore.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

I ndoor
Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Science Hoorn, Mechanics’ Institute). 

— Sunday, 6-45 p .m .: “  Things as a Doctor Sees Them,”  
D r. M arjorie W ilson , M.l>.

Conway Discussion Circle (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
W .0.1).— Tuesday, 2'lst March, 7 p .m .: ‘Bread and Poace,”  
Mr. Roy (Walker (Secretary, London Vegetarian Society).

Glasgow Secular Society (McLellan Galleries, Sauchieliall 
Street).— Sunday, 7 p .m .: A Lecture.

Leicester Secular Society .(Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate).
—Sunday, 6-30 p .m .: “ An Evening with the Gods.”  Mr. R, H . 

R osetti (President, N.S.S,).
Lewisham Branch N.S.S. (Hope Hotel, 73. Loampit Vale, 

S .E .).— Sunday, 7-30 p .m .: “ Ancient Home and Modern 
America,”  Mr. F. A. Rtdlev.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (International Club, 64, George 
Street)__ Sunday, 7 p .m .: A Lecture.

Nottingham Cosmopolitan Debating Society (Technical 
College, Shakespeare Street).— Sunday, 2-30 p.m. : “  Tho
Vatican in World Politics,”  Mr. A van M anhattan.

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
W .C .I).— Sunday, 11 a.m. : “ The Nuisance of Nationalism,”  
Mr. A rchibald R obertson, M .A.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Laurie Arms, Crawford Place, 
Edgware Road, W .l) .— Sunday, 7-15 p .m .: “  Blood Trans
fusions and Diseases,”  Dr. Stark M urray , B .S c ., M .R.

Outdoor
Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Castle Street)— Sunday, 7-30 p .m .: 

Mr. J. B arker.
Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Bombed site, St. Mary’ s Gate).—  

Lectures every lunch hour, 1 p.m. : Messrs. E. B illing 
and G. W oodcock.

North London Branch N.S.S. ((White Stone Pond, Hampstead 
Heath).— Sunday, 12 noon: Mr. F. A. R idley.

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

MATERIALISM RESTATED. Fourth edition. By Chapman 
Cohen. Price 4s. 6c!.; postage 3d.

rot.
THE MOTHER

postage Id.
OF GOD. By G. W. Foote. Price 3d.;
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S p e]c i a l[l y S e l e c t e d  Es s ays  by 
Chapman Cohen

E S S A Y S  I A  
FREETHIAKIAG

in Four Volumes

Each Contains 
160 Pages

Single 2/6 
The Four Volumes 10/-

LIFT UP YOUR HEADS
An Anthology for Freethinkers
William Ken

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

LITERARY GUIDE
William Kent, depressed by the Morning Radio "  Lift 
up your Hearts! ”  comes back pugnaciously with Lift up 
your Heads

JOHN O'LONDON
This acid collection should be salutary and stimulating 
reading for Christians and Non-Christians alike

FORWARD
This seems to me to be excellent reading

MARJORIE BOWEN

400 Quotations from 167 Authors 
Fully Indexed and Classified

From all Booksellers

Cloth 5s. Postage 3d. Paper 3s. 6d

Have You Got Your

NSS HANDBOOK
Yet?

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

Tithes, Secular Funerals, Withdrawal of Children 
from Religious Instruction in Schools, Constitution 

of the N S S , etc.

32 pages Post Free 7d .

« ■
Bound Volumes o f

1 THE FREETHINKER I
; . S

in attractive green cloth and gold lettering 
5 ■
5 A  useful reference and summary of Freethought

activities during 1949 ;
:  ■
• Packed with articles by our foremost Freethinkers 5

PRICE £ 1  I s .  POST FREE :
ORDER NOW! -----------Limited Number \

THE AGE OF REASON
By THOMAS PAINE

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

Includes a critical introduction and life by Chapman 
Cohen and a reproduction of a commemoration pla<p*e 
subscribed by American soldiers in this country-

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

THE EVOLUTION 
OF THE PAPACY

by F . A .  R I D L E Y

Author of Julian the Apostate, The Jesuits, etc. j

The author traces in scholarly fashion the 
origin and history of the Papacy down to our 
own day. He points out that a unique feature 
of modern civilisation is the spread of 
irreligion, not, as hitherto, among the 
aristocratic cliques or solitary pioneers, but f 
among the masses.

The Literary Guide.

Price Stiff Cover 
8o pages Postage i\d-

:::îï:îj:::#î{î

By the author of “ The Myth of the Mind ”

PSYCHO-ANALYSIS
A MODERN DELUSION

Frank Kenyon
A drastic and devastating analysis 
of the claims of psycho-analysis

150 Pages. Cloth Bound 5/-. Postage 3d.
From all Booksellers or direct from The Pioneer Press

Under the auspices of the
N A T I O N A L  S E C U L A R  S O C IE T Y

Professor H . L E V Y , M .A., D.Sc.,
will lecture on

THE MEANING OF PROOF
Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, W.C«^

on
Thursday, March 23rd,' at 7.30 p.m-

ADMISSION IS FREE.

Printed Mid FublUtaed by the Pioneer Pr*M (O. W. Foote end Company Limited), 41, Qray’a Inn Road, London, W.O. L


