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VIEW S AND OPINIONS  
JJe Evolution of Christianity , OTi FuroDe
l tl'e eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, when Eu P 

to emerge from the millenial tyranny oi _ 
r lllcli and articulate Freethouglit on religious nu^tere 
, tCame again possible, the situation as between ,
• ifistianity and its critics was a comparative y 1
esTi i-?n tJl6 one band was an intolerant au< .,
established Church, Catholic or Protestant, with a rigid
• s *-in 0|  dogmatic theology, the orthodox acc E-

w Inch was regarded as essential to eternal sa < ;
2 ,lst outside the pale of Christianity was a 
»»onty oI rationalist critics, themselves sub-divided 

heists, Agnostics, and Atheists; all, however, united
• V  cominon rejection of the supernatural claims ot 
V>tianity, whether as taught by the authority of the
l0ni!"i Catholic Church or of the Protestant Bible.

j. b'-da.y, the situation is more confused and the dividing 
^  between Protestant Christianity and Rationalism ^ 

bke as clear as it was in the h e y - d a y  when 
 ̂Restant bibliolatry was at its peak and © ,1
, 'veen religion and science made the welfan ring , tlie 

Dean Burgons and the Bishop M 11 ei
was con-ceiv11-, every comma of the Sacred Scriptures 

¡ls ‘  ̂ the personal work of the Divine Penman anc, 
unalterable and infallible, and when the evolu- 

ItZ .^utroversy resolved itself for religious orthodoxy 
Li. le ârnous dilemma is man “ an ape or an auge • 

Disraeli, the original proponent of this his on
the *,1°n’ Christian orthodoxy came down on the side o  ̂ angels.

^jd-twentieth century there ar 
'HtiCs 0 dividing lines between Christianity and its 
illM otW e!n \n the now restricted areas in Anglo-Saxon 
still r ,ler ^ rotestant lands where Roman obscurantism 
i)l1mitivVai S ?r Salvation Army nightly exhorts its 
Uinh ,X’° a^diences to be “ washed in the blood of the 
% oh| i Elsewhere, in more educated Christian circles 

dogmas are no longer professed with the same 
n certainty as characterised the era of Paine. 

<UlSb, and Huxley,
bas been “ dismissed with costs,” man- 

V ;  t] sPeoial creation ” is no longer insisted upon in 
fileo,°gical circles, and the rationalist principle 

kst , ‘lPlJeared so shocking to Christian orthodoxy when 
u>0U?ded in The Age of Reason that the “ Bible 

i0ePtecl dPerpreted like any other book ” is now 
iĵ ulor̂ ,̂  Mu°Uy or in part, by the majority of Protestant 
aeiv Crj,. s °f whom quite a, number are as radical in 

(>f hVa,s.0}10rd conclusions, as was the author of The Age 
,l(V(li(i ft']',. *)r- Barnes and the editors of the Encycto- 
'hique [lC<L vePresent conspicuous, but by no means, 
1 l°llght °f this school of radical religious

v'* whether there is to-day a. single Bishop of
\d'h anv n England, or a single Protestant theologian 

Aspect foy ids reputation, who would formally

e no longer these

deny in set terms either the theory of Evolution or the 
necessity for some modification of the traditional views 
of Biblical verbal inspiration which were the common
places of evangelical theology less than a century ago. 
it is only amongst backwater sects entirely alien to 
modern culture, such as the Salvation Army, and the 
Plymouth Brethren, that the old dogmas are still fanati
cally,upheld. And, of course, the Vatican still officially 
upholds the traditional creeds, but even here, as close 
students of current Catholic dogma are aware, the 
serpent of modernism is already tasting cautiously but 
steadily the Tree of Knowledge in the obscurantist 
Garden of Eden.

The evolutionary, indeed, revolutionary changes 
which have transformed the theology of the Protestant 
Churches within the lifetime, say, of George Bernard 
Shaw, represent a. truly remarkable victory for the prin
ciples of Rationalism inside the once closely-guarded 
fold of Christianity. Were Thomas Paine to revisit our 
modern world and churches, lie would undoubtedly be 
surprised, perhaps even flattered at finding so many 
Christian Bishops and professional theologians repeating 
as veritable commonplaces the daring paradoxes of 
The Age of Reason which, when first enunciated, aroused 
such fury throughout the length and breadth or 
Christendom. If, like so many great pioneers, Paine and 
Bradlaugh lived hard and stormy lives, time has 
abundantly justified them and lias brought its appropriate 
revenge !

But what of the future? It is clear that whether they 
Themselves accept it or not, evolution applies to the 
Churches as well as to more mundane institutions. The 
Christianity professed by, say, the Modern Churchmen's 
Union would have represented unthinkable blasphemy 
not only to medieval Christianity but equally to the 
Protestant Reformers, who, quite unsuspecting what 
the future would bring, actually set in motion the 
religious revolution which, ended the totalitarian rule of 
Rome and thereby made religious toleration, and thus 
secularism, possible.

It is, however, quite certain that neither Luther, who 
condemned Copernicus long before the Vatican, nor 
Calvin, who burnt Serve tus for denying the orthodox 
dogma of the Trinity, either foresaw,- or desired such a 
consumation. Yet, 'historically, it appears to be as 
certain as anything car# well be, that without the 
Reformation, modern Freethought could never have 
arisen. Luther is the remote but authentic ancestor of 
the National Secular Society. How the pious Martin 
w'ould have loathed his distant offspring ! Would he not 
have called off the Reformation itself and made a prompt 
submission to Rome had he foreseen what his offspring 
would do to the Holy Bible ?

The evolution of Protestantism which may be said to 
have begun with the “ left wing ” religious,sects in and 
around Cromwell’s Army has now got as far as our 
modernist theologians who are steadily whittling down 
the province of the Supernatural, and in the extreme



THE FREETHINKER
1

210

fcmtii taken by modern Unitarianism are steadily approxi
mating to a simple Humanism, scarcely Christian, and. 
indeed, barely Theistie in content.

All the present odds are 'that, wherever religion does 
not break altogether with culture and revert to an 
extreme obscurantism hardly tenable for long under 
modern conditions, it will continue to evolve in the above 
direction. It is, for example, deeply significant that the 
most celebrated theologians of to-day are those, most 
adept in gracefully abandoning traditional dogmas and 
not in establishing them as'was the case in the more 
robust “ Age of Faith.”

The universal evolutionary principle which embraces 
mankind and all his works is also at work in the religious 
sphere, transforming its old enemy, Christianity, out oi 
recognition—and eventually', out of existence.

F, A. BIDLEY.

CONTRACEPTIVES AND AUTOMATIC 
MACHINES

THE point ol view expressed in the article of Air. W. 0. 
Bowers in The Freethinker of April 16, 1950 is an 
interesting example of what no doubt forms a con
siderable proportion of the public opinion in this country 
towards Sexual matters. But before 1 deal with this 
article in so far as it criticises my article in 1 lie 
Freethinker of .March 5, and 12, 1950, I want to make it 
quite cleaF that I am not going to allow myself to be 
drawn* into- a general discussion as to the lawfulness or 
unlawfulness of extra-marital intercourse. The purpose 
of my article was not to defend that form of sexual 
intercourse, but it was to denounce the cruelty and 
inhumanity of those who wish to take away from young 
persons a safeguard which tends to prevent ruin and 
disease.

1 set out in my article, I thought, with sufficient clear
ness and force, the most important of the terrible con
sequences which may possibly follow from extra-marital 
intercourse. 1, however, propose to repeat them 
categorically as follows: (1) the social ruin of a young 
woman who becomes an unmarried mother; (2) the 
stigma of illegitimacy placed on an innocent child born 
out of wedlock ; (3) illness which may last a life-time 
arising from venereal disease ; (4) the inheritance by an 
innocent child from either parent of venereal disease 
resulting in that child becoming deformed or blind or a 
mental defective.

Apparently Air. Bowers admits that the salt* of these 
articles may tend to lessen these horrors, for he says: 
“ That contraceptives prevent the passing on of venereal 
disease, and prevent conception may be true. . . . ” He 
however, in company with the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
other ecclesiastical dignitaries and, it would seem, the 
majority of the Members of Parliament in effect says 
that the safeguard afforded by these articles must as far 
as possible' be removed from young persons.

If a man deliberately removes ;i safeguard against a 
peril his conduct is really the same as if he had 
deliberately ('rented that peril. One could give numerous 
examples to illustrate this truth. \ shall be content to 
give two examples which are quite sufficient for this 
purpose. A man sees a house on fire and then deliberately 
cuts the telephone wire which is attached to the house 
with the result that .the occupants are unable to call the 
fire brigade without a considerable amount of delay. The 
house is burnt to the ground before the fire brigade 
arrives half an hour afterwards. Tf the telephone wire 
had not been c it, the fire brigade would have arrived in
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i#1,a few minutes. A man is out at sea in a  ̂ ,
H e sees another rowing boat capsize and the l̂t j
in the  ̂ water swimming frantically towards n 1 je j 
which is being taken away by the tide. He rows 
life-belt, pulls it into his boat and then
leaving the capsized persons to swim as best thj .̂j,
to the shore. One of those persons is overcoi]lt 
exhaustion and is drowned. | ^

On the principle that a man is presumed to ^ ^ . j j  of 
natural consequences of his acts, the conduct of t<l jL..
the twTo men in these examples in taking aW&A .¡ug 

iard against disaster is tantamount to 
deliberately caused the particular disaster which u ^  
from his malicious act. Similarly the conduct 0 ^  
authorities in removing this safeguard from A
persons is tantamount to having actually caus(̂
tragedies that must result from such removal. hhlt t,i
conduct is even more intentional than the con(hK tF
either of tile two men. Even the man who c'41 v, 
telephone wife cannot he absolutely certain that t K „r 
brigade would take as long as half an hour to m’11' |d 
indeed that the house would he completely gutt^j jin

! that?the case, however, of th e  removal of this safegu^J1 ̂  y 
au th o ritie s  must know with absolute c e r ta in ty  t ‘‘^vl|l
least n considerable number of these tragedies t 
inevitably result from such removal. Their
therefore, is particularly wilful and indeed m ^^ .v
and amounts to the deliberate imposition of ¡̂J 
penalties which have not been prescribed by the cl'1̂
law.

Our fatuous legislators have 'recently ab°il̂ (yv at**corporal punishment for crimes of violence, no
how brutal and cold-blooded they may be, and the ^ ,
they give is that such a punishment is too severe*
theless they are ready to inflict penalties, in their lltV̂  
sometimes far worse than corporal punishment^
young inexperienced persons whose sole fault m ''A

airis vcases, especially where the victims are young gn*3 yy 
have been seduced, is to succumb to the tempt1 ,
which nature has placed before them with 11 1oi1
irresistible force. They are also ready to in d ^ y  
innocent children the most appalling penalties, the 11,1 
of which I have already described.

It is interesting to see that Mr. Bowers is not ° , 1L(.jVt’ 
those devil worshippers whofce opposition to prev^h^l
measures against the possible evih results of extra-*111*1
intercourse is based on the doctrine that it is 
interfere with the designs of their demon God wh" jjj- 
provided these horrors as a punishment for sin- yil 
main reason, however, for removing this sa fe ty  
appears to be contained in the penultimate pnragmP1 ̂  
his article in which he reminds me that “ the av^^ilfQ\rsupply of young women with no sexual experience 
have a definite tendency to become less and less if ! 
machines were available all round.”

t*The meaning which can be fairly extracted from t 
sentence is that innumerable young women should 1 yi 
their lives ruined, innumerable young persons of >  
sexes should become permanent invalids, and innumeij /
innocent .children should become deformed or bhIJt
mentally defective in order that there should not be A|i 
decrease in the supply of pure brides for the delected 
of their husbands the ante-nuptial purity of whom 'v<) 
never he demanded.
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-------------- --------------------  , brides is a valuihis assumption about the supply of P^re‘ e likely to be
one, then that supply would be stiU & were taken.maintained intact i£ these drasticIn -f--J

Hay 28, 1950 __________  ,

act, he . ii,p>. on bis way t0f, uo really ought to go the. example °
advocate purity at all costs_by f° 1746, opP°setl  , 
'be devil worshippers who, in the je ‘ 0ught to fa^oui 
founding of the Lock Hospital, unci 0£ venerea'
the prohibition of all medical t r e a t y  .nterCourSe. 
disease contracted by means ot eX ' ^ powers s

I  cannot conclude without veferrin© supply of 
inaccurate remarks« about the and of the ot i
articles. The authorities of the t 1  ̂ the question o
fighting services are not concernec 0f extra-may1 ■
hie necessity or the entertammen lying these artic > 
intercourse. Their one motive m s V i*sease and thus 
ftnd other prophylactics is to forces. From 1G
ensure the efficiency of the if they
Point of view of the devil ^ ^ S  sinful, but from
%cal, this policy would be wiong wfficb is generail, i'fie point of view of common se 
respected when the
poli isaicuy

y 8 eir"nently justified.
safety of the nation is at stake, this 

J. H. G. BULLER.

(( GERALD MASSEY
Hp Lives of Great Men All Remind U s ”
People’m an eminent champion for “ The Eights of the 
hard ]' • lav*D" ln his boyhood bitter experiences of 
M'Oj.p .1Via£> being dragged from bed at 5 a.m. to start 

V ln 1 nth his father whose
so that Gerald well

\v i oemg dragged from bed
^  in field, factory or on a barge wi 
Uhi 1̂  v̂a£e was “ a pound a week,
i!’o\vking’s4 in his maturer days the meaning of Elizabeth 

“ Cry of the Children.”
B (,ei'nld worked in a straw-plait factory, earning Is. 6d.

in the town of Tring, Herts, where lie was born, 7  29, 1828.
satisfied with slavery, he walked to London and 

b0vndv employment in a Regent Street shop as ei «. 
w? ’ !ut was discharged for ” dawdling ; but, the fact 
m/, , 'at Gerald was interested by examining u- J0° ' 

uJe secondhand bookstalls. Reading And reasoning, 
'• r,,l * improved his education so that in 1849 he e 1 ei 

*he Spirit of Freedom ” as Chartist propaganda.^
lri,Ia?Sey co-operated with Charles Kingsley and F. T).
rê lriCe> saying he couldn’t be a slave, so became <®1| n - *

J  . . T • — i   — -*■» ^ > " * *** *“ w
% h0n̂ 11Ca Cife’’’ which he said was his passport

1 ;^  a. P06̂  of revolt against oppression, the chief 
m two volumes, issued in 1895, wi’tli the title,

to
me.” Walter 

Ballad of Babe 
V th Z m  contains some of the most beautiful and 
y °lights expressed in lyrical language.

S e ? ^ 0’ Ii witji others, tried to organise The Gerald 
^erary League and invited his eldest daughter, 

]]] Massey, to be our first President; and
^^urkg <*er me> dated September 1, 1922, she 
!̂ Urev ’ Thank you for your kind remarks, and I 
Tpfgp - q!u it was a real pleasure to me to hear such 

or mv dear father s work, as you have

OUiU » no Aiii
4 " uomes of the poor, and they will trxist
(nVagc Landor declared that Massey s ]> ta b e l-  •

es&ed.”
Ûsg. Ar
°f cirria/ Sey me of her father’s boyhood; at the 

l >llls dail - ^e.ars he worked in a local silk factory, twelve 
It lvith a beginner’s wage—9d. a week!\r

v  >eo<iîngly St*1«fil . ange how tlie recognition of Gerald 
Poetical genius came about. Hepworth Dixon,

y editor of the “ Athenaeum,” caught in

rain-shower, took refuge in a newsagent’s shop. Looking 
over the publications for sale, he read on a front cover* 
“ Fling out the red Banner; come gather ye champions 
of Eight,” and similar words with a W. J. Linton illus
tration, and this so impressed him as well as a volume 
of Massey’s poems that Massey was employed on the 
permanent staff with Dixon in the editorial office of the 
” Athenaeum.” From this time forward, his works 
made him recognised as a poetical genius and a splendid 
writer of English prose. All first-class periodicals and 
newspapers eagerly sought Gerald Massey’s literary 
productions, and to name a few celebrities who applauded 
Massey there were : John Euskin, Lord Tennyson, 
George Eliot (who took Massey as her model for Felix 
Holt, the Radical), Bulwer Lytton, Matthew Arnold, and 
Massey’s great friend. Captain Sir Bichard Burton, 
dv.C.M.G., the celebrated Arabic scholar and translator 
of the Arabian Nights.

Gerald Massey was also exceedingly popular in 
America as a lecturer, as proved by reports in the U.S. 
Press. One of Gerald Massey’s masterpieces is the 
Secret Drama of Shakespeare's Sonnets, with a special 
chaptet, “ The Vilification of Shakespeare and Bacon,” 
over 400'pp., published at one guinea, 1888. His critic
isms, all verified by contemporary authorities, show 
extraordinary research.

Yet, as Massey asserts, that with all his laborious 
writings, his thirty years’ work and study of ancient 
Egyptology published in A Book of Beginnings, The 
Natural Genesis and Ancient Egypt: The Light of the 
World, lead all the rest. “ They made my life worth 
living,” he declared.

Truly he was a noble man with wonderful attainments 
and a charming countenance portrayed in a fine painted 
portrait of him, as T saw it, in Miss Massey’s drawing 
room. He died, October 29, 1907, age 79 ; loved by all 
who knew him. The best eulogy to Gerald Massey’s life 
and work was given by His Majesty’s Commissioners 
when awarding him a Civil List Pension, as the official 
announcement put it, “ In recognition of his services as 
n poet sprung from the People.”

Wm. AUGUSTUS VAUGHAN.

DAW N BREAKS IN MEXICO
WHEN a book is written which deals with controversial 
subjects, the author is usually criticised for being a 
partisan of some particular political party, and conse
quently one whose views are always biased.

This charge cannot be levelled at the author of ” Dawn 
Breaks in Mexico.” The writer, Colonel W. D. J. 
Oshaldeston Mitford, was honorary Attache to the British 
Legation in Mexico, serving under Sir Esmond Obey, 
K.C.M.G., the British Minister in Mexico.

This book, which will be an eye-opener, even to many 
Secularists, was first published in 1941 by Cassell Limited 
of London, Toronto, Melbourne and Sydney. The author 
points out that the ordinary educated man knows prac
tically nothing about Mexico, and this applies also to 
Americans despite the proximity of their country to 
Mexico.

How many people- realise the vast size of Mexico—a 
country as large as Germany, France, Italy, England, 
Belgium and Holland put together.

Very few people know anything of the political changes 
that have occurred in Mexico during the last 25 years.

Here was a country which, for three centuries was 
dominated by the R.C, Church; a country where only
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G per cent, of the people were literate; a country soaked 
in ignorance, squalor and superstition, a typical illustra
tion of what happens when the R.G. Church takes com
mand. This is. what the author says of those three 
hundred years of priestly rule: —

For three centuries the Spaniards gave peace to 
Mexico, but at the price of the spiritual and economic 
slavery of the Indian. From 1521 until 1810 the 
Indian was bowed beneath the heel of religious and 
military despotism and sunk into a morass of moral, 
spiritual and physical disease . . . .  Cortez went to 
New Spain in search of gold, even as the early priests 
who accompanied him went in search of souls. While 
the Church saved the Indian’s soul, Cortez tortured 
his. body with the fetters of slavery. While the clergy 
baptised him with Holy water, Cortez baptised him 
with blood. The Church held above the Indian’s 
head the Cross of Christ, and Cortez severed his head 
from his shoulders with a sword. The priests chained 
the Indian to the Rock of Ages, Cortez chained him 
to a pick and shovel in the gold mine.”

The claim of the Church to-day is that, to s&ve the 
world from disaster, it is necessary to return to the teach
ings and faith of the one and only Church. For 34 years 
Mexico was governed by the tyrant Diaz (from 1878-1912). 
He was backed by the Army and the Church, and the 
latter received from him enormous concessions of land 
and special privileges. The clergy were the most wealthy, 
social entity in Mexico.

Again quoting from the book : “ The great land-owners 
(among them the English) often kept a priest on the pay 
roll for the devout purpose of teaching the Indian that,
‘ the meek are blessed, and shall inherit the earth/ Hope 
and beans constituted the diet of 'the majority of the 
people at this period of Mexican history.”

During the years following the overthrow of Diaz in 
which the country was torn* by civil wars, the Vatican 
used all its power to try to force the United States to 
declare war on Mexico. To the everlasting honour of 
President Woodrow Wilson, lie absolutely refused to have 
anything to do with the suggested blood bath the Catholics 
were screaming for.

In 1924, when stable government was at last attained, 
they drove the Church out of politics. All religious teach
ing was forbidden in public and private schools, and the 
only legal marriage was that performed by the Civil 
Authorities., while the vast wealth of land stolen from the 
people was given back to the people. And all this has 
happened in the last 25 years.

The ll.C. Church likes to boast of the enormous gains 
in converts they make every year, but on the subject of 
Mexico they maintained a discreet silence.

When Calles was elected President in 1924, he told a 
gathering of Press, correspondents that the Church had 
supported every public man who has, from the time of 
the Spanish Conquest, been a foul stain upon the peace, 
happiness and progress of the masses of the people. Every 
leader who has ever fought against the liberties of the 
people in favour of darkness and oppression, lias been 
supported by the Church and its high dignitaries.

The lying story of Catholic persecution is blown sky 
high by Colonel Mitford in this book. He says; —

It is not to be denied that the Roman Catholic 
Church in Mexico and in Central America has con
sistently opposed any teaching making for human 
liberty. I say that with all the assurance and all the 
vehemence of-which I am capable.”

May 28

, f 1 A?vÛ ? r kook is no rabid Communist or .
a,n " m1Ŝ ’ a k0en observer and fair-minded ( .

whose official position, knowledge of the country ^  
language enabled him to speak with absolute author^.

* f #The weapons the government are using ia 
ranee and superstition are not those 0

‘ It is the
revolut'01!1";,

i
ipk

nig ignorance and superstition 
but of reason,” the author says, 
tion,” he writes, ” of the Mexican revni^ ^¡r 
government to erradícate from national a. 
(reactionary) influence, and that of their 
counsellors, and they propose.to do so V  ̂
weapon of Public Education as their nhie ^ ()ii 
Other tools aré also now being used, but i *1<e|ieJ 
Public Education that these governments .V 0f |i,t> 
and do rely for ultimate permanent, subjection 
reactionary element.” .

Colonel Ingersoll said that the last battle f°*' 
liberty would be between Rome and reason. At e 0j 
centuries of clerical domination the present 1 Ûpluv 
Mexico have realised that the one weapon the 
cannot face is education.

Ask at your library for this book or, better ^  
buy a copy at a second-hand bookshop as it is liVJlw 
likely it is now out of print. ^At

F. A. HORNIBRO01

ON THE ESTABLISHMENT OF CHRISTIAN^
BY a wise dispensation of Providence, wrote CliDB0ll’rpl 
early ages of Christianity are shrouded in obscurity* j jr 
delightful note of irony in that sentence is reflect ^ 
the writings of various novelists. Let us 
example: a scene enacted in a vast round l̂l 
Constantinople' in the fourth century.

” For my part,” shouted the high-priest P^P^1̂  
“ i shall uphold the opinions my forefathers taug*li îr 
According to the teaching of our holy father Athn1Uj ^  
we must worship a single God in a Trinity, ^   ̂i? 
Trinity is a single God : the Father is God, the 
God, the Holy Ghost is God, and yet they form 
but one God!” As. though smashing an itfyV *li? 
enemy lie brought down bis enormous right fist int lltl 
palm of bis left band and glared triumphantly illt 
the assembly.

A pale lean monk seized Paphnutis by the surpa ^
” Father Paphnutis !” he shouted to raise Ins 

above the general clamour. ** What . . . what’s :l 
about? Why i t ’s no more than a dispute over * V 
word — isn’t that so ?” And forthwith he beg},̂ ;1r 
narrate the terrible scenes he had witnessed in 
dria and Constantinople—how the Arians had • 
with wooden pincers the mouths of those unwm111*/ 
receive the Sacrament in heretic churches, and <<•.!

In the Church of th e /the host between their lips.
bet'vApostles so horrible a struggle had taken place L' 

Arians and Orthodox that the blood, overflowing ,,i 
cistern which received the drainage of the building. V 
flowed down the steps m front of the western

,0»streamed into the market-place.
” Think, Father Paphnutis! ” pleaded the 

” All over a single word. Why are we so torturer 
selves? It is horrible, horrible!” , p1.

But Paphnutis was adamant, and shouted: u 
enemies of God be silent! Never will I 2 
Anathema on the Arian heresy! ”

Aetius, a bold and fervent disciple of Arius, and
In another group amidst this assembly of B 

..atius, a bold and fervent disciple of Arius, and <&e 
wag looked upon as an atheist because of his audn
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«Hi scoffing interpretation of the Trinity, was folding
°lii r^° Those around him.

The word ‘ God,’ ” Aetius wt
^sed of the Son, because He ha Himself n'11unself. The Sop has nev
essence of the F*
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as saying, “ cannot be 
as never applied it to 

er even comprehended the
OI the Father, because it- “  1 /vW ck  has neitherwho had a beginning to imagme

beginning nor end.” 1 .. rtT_ indignaut B is10P-
“ Blaspheme notl shouted < to stop)

M Where is this Satanic audaci y & °brethren ?”

,6\P
i f  [

u#
|J<

.ufc11

rj ̂  
tb»"

Iv

fit'
*

J * 1
o*1

,i i"

/
iV

i

4
/

6'
/
$
J 6

,t’r i 
P- i

v#

“ Trove me wrong by philosophic and insults are acquiesce,” replied Aetius. f;1101
Ptoof of nothing but impotence. ,, somebody 

“ ttis  written in the Scriptoes • • * , ^ etius. # , ?
“ Stuff and nonsense!” lU*?rl, vie, Himself mi^it . 

given intelligence to.man tha rgUm©nt and not m 
^derstood. I believe in logic ot aig> be threw hisWxta.” And with a contemptuous ^
Splice around him.

The- heated debate s 
Sin<r 1 ’Jidi suddenly ceased when the Bishop

our-0 ‘̂ ^u, Known to be one of the Emperor s f ^ ' 
.-m o u n ted  the tribune in order to read 1̂0U1 a 0 n 

o£ Parchment the Imperial message to the Bishop . 
\. ^onstantius, the triumphant, glorious and etei a 

^ u s , ” he began, “ to all the Bishops assembled in 
>  Council . . / ’ etc. “ And so, the Emperor demands 
^  dlsmissal of Athanasius, the Patriarch of Alexandria, 

vf fraitor,” etc., etc. .
C ° w that it was manifest which way tihe wind was 

there was an instant scramble to sign the sero 
l  there was also a murmur of dissent. . . ,

•* v The Emperor calls himself eternal, one voice cne( 
ut nobody is eternal but God !

L ./ ‘stantius who, as was his habit, was at this moment
Of (l!nS behind a curtain in the ball, made a speci.
i * *  exclamation, and thrusting the hangings roughly
| i / 6 Pushed unexpectedly in front of the assemblage
a, (/ e  expressed anger, and a heavy silence e 0 throng.

1 ather ns^er'* t«Vers’ 7 the Emperor began, suppressing 
lls° mv a^ow me> the servant of the Most High, to 
‘UhUl̂  .zeal under His Providence to a successful issue. 
W * ' *  a re£)eT> the chief violator of universal 

Pro i^ an<̂  ecumenical peace.” 
ta$t a } lnnrmurs arose. Constantins was silent and 

°°h o£ surprise over the assemblage of Bishops, 
to u ted  “ Anathema upon the cursed Arian

Tli 1 y
grew pale. He was silent for a moment, 

•« J lpceeded :_
hl l̂ id Tie declared, “ that Athanasius shall

ap ?|V T>y the power God has entrusted to me. Pray 
% inn>1leSe conflicts and controversies may cease, that 
* erous heresy of the Sabeeans, the partisans of
t̂o njiS!118» ruay be destroyed, that the truth may shine
it au hearts . . / ’

aP°a ^ l - l e  Julian watched all, a contemptuous smile
The 8 'lPx> full of inward triumph.

i?Vshy,l1°rf^ chosen for this essay is D. S. Merezh- 
l)Tlogy ni \eath of the Gods (Smert hogov) from his 
TpOaff.a l!lsk a^d Anti-Christ, the first volume of which 
(,t The 1 la The ’nineties and the last on the threshold 
ll°VQls wreSGnt century. Forty years ago this author’s 
¡)!.Bsinr> (,!G freely translated and widely read in England, 
l|lSh ll’°ugh several editions. Now they are well- 

h°^en in England, while in Russia they are 
The futile products of mysticism and 

1* Nevertheless, in the freethought move

ment the novel dealt with here is of considerable interest 
for the light it sheds on the official recognition of 
Christianity in the fourth century. Those who regard 
Gibbon’s account as too ” heavy ” would find the subject 
more pleasantly clarified in the lighter account given in 
Merezhkovsky’s novel—if they are lucky enough to come 
across an English translation in the secondhand book
shops.

“ HIBERNICUS.”

ABYSSINIA AND CHRISTIANITY
AS a pendant to Mr. Ridley’s article, April 30, and 
particularly its last paragraph, re Abyssinia’s uncivilised 
condition after having the Bible in the Ethiopia language 
about the fourth century, with the priests having power 
ever the people, it may be mentioned that one-fourth of 
the adult males were priests, monks, or deacons, and 
that the Church possessed one-third of the land. The 
people were noted for their superstition, dirt, arrogance, 
cruelty, and slavery. Education, literature, and art 
were unknown. Abyssinia (Ethiopia) was admitted in 
1923 a member of the League of Nations on condition of 
reform in the slave trade.

Incidentally, seven Cardinal Archbishops, 23 Arch
bishops, and 44 .Bishops, were in favour of the Italian 
Fascist aggression on Ethiopia,—which had been regarded 
by t’he Bishop of Nocera in 1935 as ” but a mixture of 
uncivilised tribes.”

When we hear so much about “ Christian ” civilisa
tion, let us look to the Papal States (dissolved 4870), 
which surely should have proved a shining light, a model, 
and example to the world at large, in view of their 
claims as belonging to, and ruled by, the one and only 
true Divinely-appointed Christian Church. Mr. Joseph 
McCabe, in his History of the [Roman Catholic 
Church (printed in U.S.A), and in his Rationalist 
Encyclopedia (Watts, London, 1948), tells us that

the Popes who now pose as tli© moral-social oracles of 
kings and States, left their own Kingdom, while it 
lasted, in the foulest condition ” ; to the British 
Ambassador. Lord Clarendon, it was “ the opprobrium 
of Europe ” ; to the austere French priest Lamennais, 
“ the most hideous sewer that ever offended the- eye of 
m a n ” ; and to Catholic Lord Acton, it “ contrived 
murder and massacre on the largest and also on the most 
cruel and inhuman scale.” Mr. McCabe refers to the 
description thereof in the Cambridge Modern History 
and sums up: “ Nowhere in Europe were there more 
banditry and crime, denser ignorance, more corrupt 
(clerical) officials, or more venal courts.” <

Mr. McCabe’s iRationalist Encyclopedia is a store
house of facts, in handy reference form, which supplies 
a long-felt want. His article therein, “ Crime and 
Religion ” answers the claims of R.C. moral superiority. 
So, for U.S.A. does the book, Religion and Roguery 
(Truthseeker, New York) which gives summaries of 
official Prison and Penitentiary Returns concerning, 
among others, over 4,000 preachers with over (>,000 
crimes, of whom 1,000 or so are detailed with date, place, 
name, religious denomination, and crime for which con
victed—a disconcerting record for clerics who declare 
that men are Freethinkers because of their depraved 
character.

GEORGE ROSS.

E P I T A P H  ON J O H N  P E N N V
Reader 1 Of cash, if thou’st in want of any,
Dig four feet deep, and thou shalt iind a penny.
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ACID DROPS
So anxious are the “ scientists ” to find the “ Holy 

Shroud ” authentic, that some of them tried the experi
ment of “ crucifixion ” on themselves to test their 
reactions. All sorts of theories have now been advanced 
about the actual cause of death, but obviously, as no one 
died, it is impossible to say anything for certain. One 
thing is pretty clear and that is that all the “ scientists 
believe it is the Holy Shroud just as thoroughly as the 
sheep who are not scientists—and, of course, they believe 
that there was a Crucifixion, and that Jesus Christ was 
the sufferer. For this, outside the story in the Gospels, 
there is not the slightest evidence—but perfect Faith 
never requires so material a thing as evidence.

The R.C. Bishop of Salford has warned Mr. George 
Tomlinson that, if he thinks the “ education ” issue will 
not be raised at the next General Election he will be 
quite disappointed. It is going to be Roman Catholic 
teaching for their children, and Protestant England will 
help to pay for it. And the Roman Church won’t budge 
an inch on the issue. Well, we welcome the threat. The 
more there are of these threats the more chance for 
Secular Education.

All sorts of difficulties are at last being surmounted in 
the production of a film of Fatima—in fact, Catholics 
are firmly convinced that it is the Devil who is 
responsible for the setbacks. As one of them said so 
brilliantly recently, “ After all, it is going to do him (the 
Devil) a lot of harm.” No attempt will be made to 
personate the Virgin, but as the sun and. stars won’t 
oblige, the cameramen will manage« to introduce them 
whirling about the Heavens when Mary appears. There 
is also going to be the Immaculate Heart of Mary on 
show, though regret is being expressed that it cannot be 
the real thing. Altogether the uplift such a film will 
bring must be tre-mendous !

More grovelling ! In the Universe we get a photo
graph of the popular film star, Miss Irene Dunne and 
her husband in the usual attitude which the Roman 
religion enjoins anywhere near a priest or a church 
or a relic. If ever one wants to see the complete 
abnegation of reasbn and a complete subjection to Faith, 
take a look at all those unfortunates on their knees who 
really believe that grovelling is a sure sign of pious 
holiness.

Christianity—the 1950 variety—in the Holy City is 
as heavily policed as possible. In fact, a special branch, 
called the “ Pilgrim Police,” has been organised to 
prevent Christian pickpockets stealing from Christian 
Pilgrims. So far. several hundred pickpockets have been 
arrested and no doubt will be doubled or trebled before 
the Holy Year is out. The example of ” our Lord ” and 
his Hoiy Vicar does not appear to have had much 
influence—yet we arc sure that all the delinquents are 
true sons of the Church.

The “ information 99 mediums usually get from their 
spirit guides is usually so puerile and childish, that it is 
a constant wonder to us how any intelligent person can 
believe it. At last, however, we can report something 
useful as emanating from the “ other side.’’ When Miss 
Doris Greenwell, on her way to a spiritualist meeting, 
found buses so full that she despaired of getting to High 
Wycombe in time, “ a spirit told her to go to Uxbridge.”

lice'
Much against her will she did so, and a friendlj P i°r 
man, a spiritualist also, arranged further transp ^  jr.' o — #her to High Wycombe in plenty of time, 
trouble, ask a spirit—or a policeman.

Wiheo

ti#"
The advice of the Bishop of Exeter Who told C taJ- 

parents to make “ A thundering nuisance of t*1 cj • i i i '*until they found out what religious instruction v̂aSally ^given'to their children at school,” applies e *̂9aOCe 
Freethinkers. Let’s all make a ” thundering 
of ourselves until religious instruction is barred a c 
from schools.

An application to the Sunderland Food Comm|tte0
W

the Rev. C. Rensliaw to serve breakfast to ,» y
m ornine p.omrniinir»nnfc “  wn.o -Fnxrrmvohlat rP.ceiVC .morning communicants “ was favourably receiv
the committee. One member said that if the sei•viDo

:eive,breakfast will attract people to church it will reCL' *  
most favourable consideration. Without a doubt.
, lureJ1 can do with all the help it can get noWa ‘ |j 
but why a pious Food Committee should constitute 1 j  
a recruiting agency is a matter that should be quest«01

In an address to the Assembly of Unitarian Cbiu'c
•ftllC«1

_ _ _ _ -------- ~  J V — vvif*-vin— fg **'
Dr. Mortimer Rowe quoted Miss Dorothy S»}’ 
saying, “ if Jesus were not God, He was either ^
or a very dangerous lunatic and objectionableu ., 1, \VUW.Well, Well! The Jews and the Romans, , H ^ l 1<! 
Jesus was supposed’to be contemporary, didn’t  $  
was God, and we have noticed that quite a few mo 
Christians are beginning to agree with them.

According to the Rev. H. Yeasey, there is no 
why Parish priests should not work at an ordinary jPg jD 
five days a week and attend to their clerical dufi^s 
their spare time. We agree, but what will his coll^jlj 
think of him ? His reasons for thinking thus are 1 ^  
amusing and somewhat childish: he informed 19s. ^*• *1 * 11 il A 1 i n  1 # llVvgregation that all the Apostles worked for their
which may or may not be true«. In the end 
religion, and that stopped them working.

nit'Two items from the Daily Mirror—without comité ^
They swept the road, they scrubbed away the 1 ^  

they made everything spick and span, for 'the Kip'W 
Queen were coming to inspect the site of the Fe 
of Britain . . .” 0

“ The King and Queen made the tour of inspeC 
that 'took the workmen by surprise . . .”

---------  tD*
From the “  Radical Hum anist99 we take 

following: —
A Bengali bi-weekly, Sapaha, criticised the 

Government for the callous and inhuman conduct to*' 
political prisoners, and under the Emergency PowerB 
1931, the newspaper was ordered to forfeit i'ts ^  
on the grounds that the criticism tended to briUp 
government into hatred and contempt.” „ itr

The leopard, 
spots !

Indian or British, does not chftBg,'V
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Jesuit astronomers have decided that tlie 
Flying Saucers are the invention of “ a few perB0̂ ' 
exalted imagination.” Which sets us wondering, 
would they have said if they had been living in the ll(l: 
of Jesus and had not seen liis journey heaveOp^r 
known as the Ascension? Would they have calle ,, 
yarn also the product of ” an exalted imaginationi
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l̂ephone No. : Holborn 2601.
41, Gfay’s Inn Road, 

London, W.C. 1

TO CORRESPONDENTS

E. Dyson.—Thanks. Will be noted. ^  the ammunition 
H. S.—Ouy Bible Handbook 'Y'H, Christians, 

you need. It  is intensely disliked > connection
Wlicn the services of the N otional SeculorSocte ̂

with Secular Burial Services are refary t B. H. lions s/ioulii be addressed to the
Qivmg as Long notice as possible.  ̂ ĵ ublish-

t̂ie Freethinker, will be forwarded and Abroad). O'n
lnQ Office at the /olloioinfl[rate* t* onths, is. id.
Vear, 17s.; half-year, 8*. Gd., th  reflttlarU/. and

Ti* following periodicals ore office: Th*
can be consulted at “ The X ^ V . S . A  ),
Seeker (U S  A i Common Sense v tt s  * German »* 
ffi .S. a .) , The Voicb oe F eeedom ( J ^  N Zkal£ £
1‘iigHsh), Progressive World T  ' tra\ia), DbR ^waIUtionaust, The Rationalist (Austran
(Switzerland), Don Basilio (Italy ;- Bu,ines*

0rderj /or literature should be ên l  C  Road, London, X fV -U  •i the Pioneer Press, *1. * ItW
and not to the Editor. ^per, and
 ̂dl correspondents please w ile  ^iue everybody a, chan 
,£«P their letter, brie/. This wtU 01«  mornin9.

L"ture Notices should reach the

,, SUGAR PLUMS
S j ‘% . the Annual Conference of the National Secular 
"ill *1  ̂ be held in the Grand Hotel, Sheffield. There 
i w .6 a reception in the hotel on Saturday evening for 
S(.s • ers and friends. Morning and afternoon business 
10 o,?118 will be held on Sunday commencing at 
K and 2-30 p.rn., at which only members of the
attaiV Wding the current card of membership can 
( itv1 a ^ e r e  will be a public demonstration in the 
5uhi. ■mor £̂d Hall, Barkers Pool, at 7 o’clock, on 
0n admission is free, with reserved scats Is. each. 
Wyi Uday morning a coach drive into Derbyshire has 
to J , Urrailged, returning in time to allow those Wishing 
of fkUrn to their homes in the afternoon to do so.  ̂ Most 
to branches are sending delegates and there is sure

lny members, other than delegates, present.

> \[a l^ e r  held by the Rationalist Press Association 
S e d5 c” *asf was very well attended, the dinner well 

dancing thoroughly enjoyed by the 
\ t '  A f0 *̂ A. E. Heath made a. witty Chairman, and 
;Wk ^bara  Wooton, Mr. Hamilton Fyfe and Dr. 
j^6ches Urfa^ ablY supported him with excellent 
/;:iture \  ^b.e R.P.A. Dinners have always been a.
%rh Qff.° le Association and this one kept up their past 8ta,ndard 1 1

late\ illU 0£ -eRk dumber of The Journal of Sexual Education 
^ cdh0rlll^ res îng and informative articles and reviews. 

I a and i’* ^ r* Norman Haire, has a witty and incisive 
i^b ailawers to difficult sex problems are always

and instructive. Readers who are> l’̂ te'd • ung all(l instructive. Headers who 8 
j ^ v  rn.. 111 all matters pertaining to sex can have 
°Urh(ii 1( 6 and mentor than this forthright, outspoken

e
no

CREATION MYTHS -  W HAT THEY DO TO US
ALL the religions of primitive man, based on ignorance 
of the causes of natural phenomena^—sun, darkness, 
death, dreams, wind, lightning, etc.—were engendered 
by fear of these the first gods, and the urgent need to 
propitiate them. Anyone who maintained he knew how 
best to do this became the first priest and boss. He 
even believed in his own hocus pocus, which is more 
than can be said for most of his modern descendants, 
judging from their own writings, declarations and disputes.

An explanation, however, of how things first began 
was clearly necessary from one in close personal com
munication with the god or gods, and the witch-doctors, 
sorcerers, hocus-pocus merchants and other sorts of 
priest had to think up some story or other in line with the* 
particular mentality of their tribe, or else . . .

The legend eventually selected by the primitive 
Christian fathers—men as blissfully ignorant of the 
sciences of natural phenomena as your French poodle— 
from the vast accumulated mass at their disposal was 
actually no better and no worse ‘than those of the older 
religions, and perfectly satisfactory in those uncritical 
days of total ignorance of the masses, and consequent 
limitless credulity. ¡Knowing nothing, they could believe 
anything; like our present-day Sunday school children, 
poor, trusting little mutts; they’d swallow anything.

Religions to-day are, of course, nothing more than these 
primitive beliefs which have, through the centuries, been 
gradually modified, added to, expurgated, adjusted, 
faked-up, and in short what is nowadays euphoniously 
termed “ re-translated ” in the attempt to bring them 
more in line with the growing intelligence and expanding 
education of the nations concerned. The holy scriptures 
of the various gods need to be kept, wherever possible, 
up to ’the standard of enlightenment of their believers or 
they begin to lose prestige. This is just what is happen
ing to Christianity now: this is one of the gods whose 
education has not been able to keep pace with the rapid 
advance in knowledge of his one-time trembling worship
pers: Omniscience has become merely ridiculous. One 
priest actually wrote to the Press complaining that his 
class sometimes laughed at his teaching !

Two or three years ago it was our town’s turn to be 
faced with the burning question—should our cinemas he 
open oil Sundays? A question of much more momentous 
import than appears on the surface. I  was not particu
larly interested one way or the other, personally, but, 
actuated by my strong reaction against the idea of one 
•section—and that obviously a small and equally obviously 
a foolish section, mostly composed of old women (of both 
sexes) and priests with their axes to grind—trying to 
dominate and arrange 'the lives of the rest of the com
munity, I wrote to the Daily Telegraph.

The editor could not help but acknowledge my plea 
for the principle on which every court of law in the 
civilised world works, i.e., that no case can be fairly 
judged un'til both sides of a question have been thoroughly 
examined, and a small portion of my letter was published, 
including the following sentence: —

“ The whole Sabbatarian case rests upon one thing 
and one only: the six-day creation legend, although 
most educated people* know now that this planet was 
not created, but evolved, and not in six days but in 
hundreds of millions of years.”

This letter was copied and. reproduced by the 'local 
paper (which had turned it down at first) and by two 
other papers, and contributed largely, I believe, towards 
our victory over superstition. My letter was followed by 
one from a priest backing up my evolution, and even
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going further in saying that “ every intelligent Christian 
realises that science has demolished the creation legend” ! 
Having been forced by sheer weight of scientific evidence 
to abandon this ancien’t myth he then tried to make the 
best of a bad job by directing our attention to the heart
breaking picture of the-cinema operators prevented by 
their work from going to church (silver collection), 
although anyone not so ignorant would have, known that 
this old argument has been rendered absurd over and 
over again by letters and articles in the Press from 

'workers themselves pointing out that, not being slaves, 
they are not forced to work on Sundays, that they do it 
voluntarily, and that in any case they and their Unions 
are perfectly capable of looking after themselves without 
the interference of airy half-baked priest (I quote from 
a Press cutting). Also, had this priest known his stuff 
as thoroughly as I myself do he would have remembered 
that the only reason for “ keeping holy the Sabbath day ” 
given in the Fourth Commandment (handed to Moses 
by Jehovah in person, according to the Bible!) is: “ for 
in six days the Lord made . . etc.

The superstitious or rational observance of Sunday 
stands or falls by this legend, however much its believers 
may squirm and try to wriggle round it. For example, 
an argument popular among priests, old women and 
small children mentally incapable of reasoning, to try 
to reconcile this foolish myth with modern knowledge, is 
that when Genesis speaks of “ days ” it really means 
millions of years. (It is curious that an omniscient god 
delivering an inspired message to mankind cannot make 
his meaning clearly - intelligible!) If these misguided 
people were capable of a little logical thought they would 
perceive that “ and the morning and the evening were the 
sixth day ” quite unmistakably indicates just common- 
or-garden solar days between sunrise  ̂ and sunset. They 
would also perceive that if, as they are tryjng to argue, 
this planet was not created in six days the whole founda
tion of their seventh day idea falls down and disappears!

This letter of mine seems to have caused an enormous 
commotion in Fundamentalist (Bible believer) circles, to 
judge by my fan mail. Pamphlets, tracts, and every 
sort of “ revealed ” information are still reaching me 
by post to-day, aftei* nearly three years! Sheets and 
sheets of laborious manuscript from demented spinsters 
driven frantic by the imminent shortage of able-bodied 
men in heaven and anxious to see that my ** vile ” body 
rises again when my time come«. I received one really 
expensively bound and printed booklet which, after 
beating about the bush in every direction so as not to 
look like propaganda rubbish, finally “ proved ” that the 
creation story must be true because it was revealed to 
its author by God himself! This contribution was a real 
masterpiece of theological balderdash.

Another argument I am frequently treated to is that 
there are «scientists who still believe in “ creation.” My 
reply is that only a very few years ago as anthropology 
reckons time there were scientists who stilL believed that 
the world Was fiat (as clearly indicated in the Christian 
Bible). Christopher Columbus was very nearly burnt at 
’the stake for his argument that the world was round, 
this being regarded as blasphemous heresy by the then 
all-powerful Church.

As for Evolution, this is far too llig and far too 
important a «subject to be explained in a few lines here. 
I myself when a young man, eagerly searching for know
ledge, spent many weeks poring over Darwin’s famous 
Origin of Species, and I have read many others on 
that subject «since then, but I fear that very few people 
can spare all that time nowaday« just to get knowledge,

. May 28, l03®

and specially when that knowledge may 
highly unpleasant disillusionment.

strike the»1115

Anyone who genuinely and sincerely warits
lor himself the true facts, regardless7of 
/  'e , iem or n°t, will have to study some sound >. 
i?° lon8 l>00k on the subject such as Sir Arthur ^  ■ 
Darwinism and Its Critics, one of the “ Thinker’« 

senes, or Admiral Beadnell’s Picturebook of Ev0 1 
published by Messrs. Watts and Co. t„

Some of Darwin’s original • theories attempting^] 
a.CĈ IÛ /. i ,variadons species have now been £0̂ ja-4. * %A«.*wv4.v/iio J II Altl« VC A1V/VV M ̂
or modified by subsequent discoveries but his ^  tk 
stands like a rock, firm as when first pubfis $1 

la test shock ever delivered to religious supers*1 , j>
i 1 i i , • , • i *  .1 _ X?_  ̂.1 n c< llvti.rP.T* Tiho, TXrrvTMM finr\n»n + ' — >---

ouva/a ovci ucuvtjieu to religious 
over the. world, superstitions being defined as 
supernatural agents, souls, spirits, devils, etc. ^

The student will find—once his attention 
steered in that direction—that evolution simply ^ ^- - --—- W*.r- w W » W*V/XA ~ A *
him in the face. On the fishmonger’s slab, m ^  ^.ii_. n - t > • -- - •’_ V — V **̂*****W*.»̂V'i. W WJ.Vlt'v' 7  ̂|
partially re-adapted body, in the horse that Plj .^
1 ' 1 in the strata forming the seashore cl1 i Wirdust-cart, in miu Dnutu lunimig me bea«biiuî  w* j 
the chrysanthemums in his garden, the half-f°rin . 
in the sky. If ho still does not see it then it ^  y 
be ‘that he is mentally deficient, or that par 
otherwise quite efficient brain remains incurably  ̂ ĵ v1 
by all the religious superstition drilled into hlS i k 
when a child, or just simply that lie doesn't 'liL ^  
believe it, to believe in the plain evidence of his k 
The ’true religious mentality is probably a comp°b 
all these three states. vf

M. C. BROTHEL10'

FREEDOM AND CHOICE
MAN is freedom; he chooses, he must choose, eVtJjiV

This is an eXal(|oi]1choosing not to choose, says Sartre. ____ ~ ~ e(r
of rhetorical nonsense; a clever play on words. ln 
is the power to act as we must. Thus, freedom is eL 
with necessity, with the categorical imperative, 
is a dilemma, freedom an illusion. U1

of the past, the future could be foretold, it is ('•
It Van open admission of insufficient knowledge, 

doctrine of predestination, which, based upon i 
logically denies either choice or prophesy in the 
that what is to be'will be. But the position is that 
predict a certain event and then act so as to avey /  
does not happen and our prediction is falsified a
action ; while if we assert that something wonId
happened had we acted otherwise, we assert prophet 
choice of action without any evidence of either.

,0

a*:.But if we can change the course of events
by our actions. The future is not determined by k • 
by the past, but by our present action. This asset’*
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The ancient sophists, such as Plato, who first llSt'l|tiiir 
word dialectic, proceeded with the method of r’ 
the question to ensnare their opponents, so as to .¡it
self-contradiction. The modern sophist dispenses fi, 
the preliminaries, makes self-contradictory state111 
leaving his readers to accept self-contradiction ( ^ 
admit defeat. So here, to resolve the contradictE1!' ̂  
have to face the question begging mis-statement 
case. Dialectical Materialism facing both 
man makes circumstances as much as circuits* ^ 
make m an; and this to back up the assertion flUl t 
know sufficient about history, barring accident’ 
predict the future. J

Now, as accidents are unaccountable, this saving V‘j, 
is an assertion of ignorance, of insufficient kno^yy 
Like the old statement that given sufficient knoy ;1|i)
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t»ct'

1 , is  a fa ilureignorance, of insufficient know e c o n s e q u e n c e s  of. 
account for, either our choice of, or „ , power, it 
orn- actions. But if freedom is K"f ° s"
not only involves n r e v i s f f i n  ««■ , V/J     W V*

A i f « if \V6 act ^ V-.v̂ aumc prophetic control, ioj. , rBb<
1 l̂en we determine wliat the future1 gorical ìmti-¿Gm 

10

to
&
he«*

tli«

b«fl!
tan-
o«'"

irp‘
h«*

to

ÿ

Ah i

$
A
i. ^

inu^t,
Qt he The cate-...... . wnat tne tnture ¿iairvoyance

o-^oal imperative extends into tne present and
claims that the future co-exists wi ia îns that the
Cun be seen now; but this assei io TY1edium of PaS^Mature can he controlled th ro u g hhistory.

. , , uein,r historical, shouldFree Enterprise or Freethought, M 0 certainly
«urn enable us to  predict the q{ ignorance
have their consequences. B u tt  riS‘_ turns out to >*- 
ot insufficient knowledge for Pr ,  , tpe future. F<)W> 
u basis for a claim of power to con ’ \̂ie future, tha 
'i iV6 are sure that our actions de -er ̂  QUr action, then 
fbe future must be tile consfequeno , our choice
'bis postulate of ignorance can on y < . acf is devou
ot action. This talk of a mystic P° ion is subsequent ot ftr»-- ^1 Hli ° ua'
kor L?!ncePt of a time relation.

: i pri.,l; 7-USequent »Don any choice, so that choice involves 
0 ■ I ¡s eYen °f °ur actions. And this denial of choice' smini,. • . °ur acta

thd : . a .Indication ofp 11V, .....™ — our ignorance, for our actions
unaccountable accidents

1,1 othereXcUse fUer Words, it is nothing more thiin an elaborate 
]*°i - doctrinaire assertions which leave us with the 

and ov lCJl0I*s > and this explains the logic of convenience 
siicn l)ediency of our doctrinaire Planners. So far from
vi. ‘V^gument having any logical compulsion, it is uncon- 
t.,' (lnh in being so abstract as to have no valid sigmn- 
ot I1' that the assertion of power lacking the force 
deii'?U,tnent ’ needs the argument of force, which is a 
, *al ni i— j It- is useless juggling with thesefd freedom.

to ^  dly indefinable words and a flat" contradiction is 
entit rer to a conundrum. The assumption of the 

s i e n Z 0PP°sites does not facilitate a choice which
id

Pendent

*vag ^ a t  Of Freedom? Choice is plainly limited by
upon the ability to differentiate.

a%bl alternatives; does in fact further h*™ 811
of r nahves ; is an act of limitation. I t is absurd o a v 
!is / ee choice. One might as well speak of the planets 
toll m°ve in their orbits. I t is equally absuu 0 

°f freedom as an illusion or an unattainable idea . 
W()u > d  free suggests an absence of limitations, sue \ a 
i(l a Would be fantastic; but by that c r i t e r i o n  can be
flv ed- T ~‘.V th,.0'1, dreamland we walk through brick walls, 

)Ugn the ai 
stuff of dreams.

'limi 1 ****'‘'*.ILI »TO >V liliu ̂
s thft o4,gh fhe air, overcome all limitations. Freedom
ItJ,

'^ J ‘asbeen said that dreams are the expression of deep, 
til,. SCIOUR nvo„:---  g0 algo, freedom; it tonly hasUffiliu; ^ o u s cravingSi
fiS C « , ln terrns of human feelings and passions. Just 

■ des re*am refuses limitations and restrictions, so is 
Sllf  fo  ̂ freedom a revolt against restraint and

w

o \

And 
" eternal

so i oils is power, that as Brad laugh 
But ifl^ai vî,l?ilance is the price we must pay. 

power.
n̂ ttinfi* a dream it is lunacy to assert there is noth *ative to

need of social life
Mutual aid, not contradiction, is 

H. H. PftEECE.

8«
Of • what is Honour? ’Tis the finest sense 
lntftUitlCC which the human mind can frame, 
Anj n  ̂ eacli lurking frailty to disclaim,
8\ifr ^u?l'd the way of life from all offence,

I ('rod or done.
Wordsworth.

THOUGHTS ON RELIGION
VIII.

TlHEItE are two other references in the Bible to the 
creation of the world by the word of God. The first is 
in Psalm XXXIII, verses 6 through 9: —

“ By the word of the Lord were the heavens made; 
and all the host Gf them by the breath of his mouth.

“ He gatheretli the waters of the sea together as an 
heap: he layeth up the depth in storehouses,

“ Let all the earth fear the Lord: let all the in
habitants of the world stand in awe of him.

“ For lie spoke, and it was done; lie commanded, and 
it stood fast.”

The second is in Hebrews, XI, 3: —
“ Through faith we understand that the worlds were 

framed by the word of God, so that things which are 
seen were not made of things which do appear.”

The first text quoted probably refers to the account 
of the creation in Genesis. While a Christian exegete 
might make verse 6 appear to be a Jewish statement of 
the theofy of the Word, there is little in it resembling 
the theory of the Greek philosophers that the creative 
principle of the world was the Logos. The Jews were 
an unphilosophical and unmetaphysical people; and it 
seems to me that in the Hebrew the verse refers to the 
literal word of Jehovah however translated by the Greek. 
The Hebrew does not mean reason, thought, or principle, 
but primarily means speaking, speech, or word. In 
Against Heresies, Book I, Chapter XXII, Deviations of 
Heretics from the Truth, Irenceus, 120-208 a.1>., quoted 
Psalm XXXIII, 6, and John I, 3, in connection with the 
creation of the world by the Word; and this shows that 
at that time the confusion between the literal word of 
God and the Greek creative principle existed, and that 
the Christian theory of the Word is a mixture of Jewish 
and Greek ideas. It is possible that a part of the 
Scriptures to which Irenseus referred was a. Greek transla
tion of the Old Testament; and in such a translation 
Psalm XXXIIT, 6, might easily resemble the first chapter 
of the Gospel of John,

The second text apparently expresses the Christian 
conception of the creation of the world out of nothing; 
and an examination of the Greek original reveals that 
Paul, the supposed writer of Hebrews, was not writing 
of the Word.

In the first of the letters which are said to have been 
written by John and in the llevelation ascribed to him, 
there is further mention of the Word. In I John, I, 1-3, 
is an involved statement which is reminiscent of the 
first chapter of the Gospel of John. The statement 
reads:—

“ That which was from the beginning, which we have 
heard, which we have seen with our eyes, which we have 
looked upon, and our hands have handled, of the Word 
of life.

“ (For the life was manifested, and we have seen it, 
and bear witness, and shew unto you that eternal life, 
which was with the Father, and was manifested unto us.)

“ That which we have seen and heard declare we 
unto you, that ye may have fellowship with us: and 
truly our fellowship is with the father, and with His Son 
Jesus Christ.”

Chapter II of this letter shows that the writer of the 
letter believed that the Logos was the literal word of God. 
Verses 7, I I  and 24, apparently refer to the Word as a 
verbal emanation which is from God, which has existed 
from the beginning, which was incarnated in the form 
of Christ, and which the Christians have heard from the 
beginning.
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Verses 7 and 8of I John, V, are an expression of the 
doctrine of the trinity which is really a unity and of which 
»the* Word is a person: —

For there are three that bear record in heaven, the 
Father, the Word, and the Holy Ghost: and these three 
are one/’

“ And there are three that bear witness in earth, the 
spirit, and the water, and the blood: and these three 
agree* in one.”

The authenticity of verse 7 has been doubted for 
perhaps 450 years. The verse occurs in some of the older 
Greek te-xts and Latin translations including the Vulgate 
and in the Authorized Version, but has been omitted in 
several Greek texts edited during and after the first part 
of the sixteenth century; it has also been omitted in the 
Revised Version. Two notable Greek texts in which it 
has been rejected are Tischendorf ’s Novum Testamentum 
Graece and Westcott and Hort’s The Neiv Testament in 
the Original Greek.

There is a fanciful description of the Word in the 
Revelation, XIX, 11-15: —

“ And I saw heaven opened, and behold a white horse; 
and he that sat upon him teas called Faithful and True, 
and in righteousness he doth judge and make war.

“ His eyes were as a flame of fire, and on his head 
were many crowns; and he had a name written, that no 
man knew, but he himself.

“ And he was clothed with a vesture dipped in blood: 
and his name is called The Word of God.

“ And the armies which were in heaven followed him 
upon white horses, clothed in fine linen, white and clean.

“ And out of Iris mouth goeth a sharp sword, that with 
it he should smite the nations: and lie shall rule them 
with a rod of iron: and he treadeth the winepress of the 
fierceness and wrath of Almighty God.”

The curious symbolism of the sword which goes out 
of the mouth of the Word, further confirms the fact that 
with the early Christian writers the meaning of Logos 
in the sense of reason, thought, or principle*, was either 
unknown or unheeded; for the symbolism, if it means 
anything at all, evidently represents God’s spoken Word, 
which, as we are told fii Hebrews, is sharper than any 
two-edged sword.

Philo Judaeus, born about 20 b.c., conceived in his 
book, On the Creation, that the God of the Hebrew Bible 
made two worlds, one a world perceptible* only to the 
intellect and serving as the plan by which the second 
world, the material word, was made. The intellectual 
archetype of the* material world was the reason of God. 
Philo’s mixture of Greek philosophy with the teachings 
of the Old Testament was not too clear. His philosophy 
is said to have influenced Neoplatonism and Christian 
literature ; it is not known if John was influenced by it, 
if he was, his theory of the creative principle of reason 
which was with God and was God and was finally, in
carnated as a man, little resembles the theory of Philo.

The New Testament doctrine of the Word is no doubt 
the result of the influence of Greek philosophy. In making 
their religion, the Christians borrowed generously from 
the Jews; and there is no reason why they could not 
borrow from the Greeks; indeed, it is strange, given the 
fact that the New Testament was written in Greek, that 
it does not show more influence of Greek philosophy. 
Unless i,t is the conception of the Word, there is no Greek 
philosophy in the New Testament; and the explanation 
of fliis absence, which is in contrast to the place held 
by Greek philosophy in the works of intelligent; Romans, 
is that the writers of the New Testament were unlearned 
and opposed to all philosophic thought. In addition,

some of them were Jews, and in Jewish fashion |
foi the most part immune to the Greek and ^  

i ies m which they lived; and the Christianity' ^  
established is essentially a Jewish product.

theory of the Word is an anomaly in the New Testa*1
\\ ith the Greeks the reasonable or intelligent crei>j|lf 

pnnciple of the world was a profound concept!011' j  
Christians in their religion have made of it a theory 
pun ) e which is based on the misinterpretation of a  ̂ v; 
word and on the influence of the religion of the 1,, 
who beheved that they received through the }nf*FfS 
at their leaders and prophets, the literal word .

tie Christians have inherited this belief which has1,i|))i 
sustained m part at least by the existence of the *>
"  11011 supposed to be the recorded word of God.

WILLIAM RITTENOUR (U.S1̂

FREETHOUGHT DICTIONARY
Conversion.—Change from one state into ^  t 

The main practitioners of this process are che#1 
bible bangers. Thus, in the laboratory, 
alchemists’ dream of transmutation of metal

01

the 
a iS

eWaccomplished fact; though his other, that of aÎ  
of life, lags behind schedule almost as badly 
year plan or the bible bangers dream of the con 
of mankind.

This is mainly because the chemist is a c0llJi 
materialist. Obviously the transmutation of, s ̂  
handful of carbon into an industrial diamond is f1 ¡3 ;1 
ficial object if economically sound. As such 1 
desirable end, worthy of endeavour. An elixir of 
it were to prolong the existence of the Babbits, the 
Gantrys, the politicians, bishops and similar galipgjr 
would be a most obnoxious end to research and d° 
receive serious consideration.

With the bible bouncer conversion has a very 
objective. Its aim is not really the regeneration 0 în1 
kind, as commonly asserted, but the bringing of 
to the Lowest Common Denomination of a p*°* $  
Christian. This missionary zeal arises mainly fr°* 
almost universal susceptibility to messianic del11̂ ?  
That is to say, the tendency of almost every hurriai1 .jjjii? 
to strut and caper as soon as lie finds an audience " ;VJi 
to listen when he gets on his soapbox. Should any 1 c(/  
choose to hold me up as exhibit “ A” he may havt‘ 
justification. t

PW 
a"!With rare exceptions, missionaries are quite nna 

see that the wife-beater next door ; the murderer ajj>’ 
ing execution in the local jail; the street corner w'()l $  
seducer require conversion. These people already 
lip service to God and are therefore “ saved ” j/,
they do. The savage, on the other hand, is not only ^  
likely to be impressed by ranting than the nl0!|], V
door ; he is also a man who lives at peace 
numerous harem; does not steal from the comJ1̂ .#
because that community usually practises the r ^  
according to St. Marx; and usually commits l y\\P
only to avoid his own extinction before due date- 
he is a Pagan and must be converted to save ¡̂I1*
Which is to say he must be changed from a happy 
of nature into a snivelling hypocrite, with all the ^ 
and none of the virtues of his mentor. A little 
on the subject also shows that those most suscrirf 
to conversion are precisely those least worth conv  ̂ îl 
which is why missionary moving of mountain 
produces such very small molehills.
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. i th e
immaculate.—Stainless, P " re ’ '"^ Ifv ed  up  ,T̂ e

Christian this state is inextriea > > urm'iacylat® 
fact of conception. T here were w on* s0me couple
captions around th e  M editerraneani • '\ v\d ch . «ugW; he
ol thousand or m ore,years ago, a . ' C ontrary^180’ 
called the Age of Immaculate ^nown as ^ ie 'this present age will undoubtedly ' ^
of Immaculate Contraception. ^  yyr

CORRESPONDENCE
MARX AND MALTHRS {or y0

*»,—May 1 congratulate .you f" dart!cle oh the retati Publication of Mr. Outlier’s leading 's'guificanop _' r
j o u r
ativotne relative... ^uei-H leaning ai^cie i in my

 ̂.uicance of Aiessrs. Marx and : 4 povtant theme th ^
¡Pinion, the most significant and  ̂ i ^  The de ^ ^
'Mthinker has tackled for uiany ‘ ^ ie i( Gospels . High or Criticism 51 and the fiaiv into insignificance.A he nv<u....pressure of*m SllPplv moi °\_2xPanding population on dwindling sources 

L T  f s Marx«, argum ents av -*v. soniwi i-i - r» a rgu m en ts as to who is entitled tp 
' ' • CutiuM* /  j  tinkling cvmbals; and 1 hope you will give 
111 "tick u a,K\ thoso who think with him) increasing space 

t(> develop i t !—Yours, etc..
Arthur  E. Cabpbnter.

, , v IV'itll c o n t r a c e p t iv e s
r e f e r e n c e  to S. E. Parker’s artici1

;i ei>iv;0+-"K0 to express my opinion that one is not 
hint \ s l̂a® ai>d a reactionary . merely o n  account o ■
nmch “ obiccts to the introduction of the contraceptive slot 
II., ' " f  -Nor does such an objection imply the conception o 
I), s|ntul„oss of the tlesli, as Mr. Parker seems to thmK. 
l i t , . 'c a n n o t  deny the usefulness of contraceptives in our modern 
'd,j the adult has ample facilities for obtaining these 
{" il l 1 being introduced into public places and bioug
W £ "otice or those of tender years w h o s e  heads wouldn r Oonn-: 1l\ 0(.r.I,. • i ----- ' trillici \
.11 n" mavTtd " \th other tilings! 

'"iiiv talco a broad view of tinV, ”Mitr t v' ‘l »i-oau view ot the sexual relationship witliout 
L f ° degenerate into license. Speaking of the double
LV(l }l ink. lnora it.Y~ ‘‘ that it is quite all right for a man tc 
"\V° .il l()u l0i?r' but that H is the deepest sin for his wife tc 
¡(d̂ i’iencf, (r Parker advocates extra marital sexua
ih rM' In,A °o both men and women. Apparently such a thing

lls P h f io ^ the on9._man for the one woman has no place.... colely withm!Xu .cuuosophy-a philosophy which i b * —
that ' ^'^iiieation on the barn-yard level m .

t  '»any unions are wrecked because the t,' hf,itic ........ •
Parker states

U) OXnfli.i«...... V- w>wuoo tlU/ «V o m a n  lias no
0,lsideT’ 4-i.Uj Cit s‘'vual relations, but lit1 does not pause

.,>snt,',ivuT, that for everv one such, there are probably 
"ldV(>q. x s that are wrecked as a result of the laxity which he 
iN cin.’.. The ore*™+-,w ,.....— -............. 00 —some■i.ur, * ne present-day emphasis on j.anfcs no higher

Vu‘ V('sult oi* advanced j^ n e ra t io n .
0nin °bsession—a sure symptom of ««a* engage in conveisa- 

l,,'i 'x.i?n still admire a pretty face, * *thoUt  having a slot- 
'-'th a member of the oppOHile sl ■ ^  proceedings,y '»>•■ at his elbow to enahle him to wind up -  etc.. F1'. Kbntox.

OBITUARY
E U N I C E  P O T T E R

Ham Branch N.S.S. has lost another of its old
A 

ery 
ant

> j  v;.lirm 111 ner opinions ana prune*
^hi'k^bauii1 • ailAction of her fellow members. rrhe death of 
Wul)t hast. mst
lli,. 1 Han,0?»6  ̂ a .decline in her health. With members of the

. . . . . . . .  .  Branch 5 S *  h »  ÿ “ S ’ P£  °*
'c,Jiuthful members by the „ i« t c .« t  in overj
'.‘X Î ^ u Freethinker, she took a ^ Moveme^ t generally. 'biiT branch activitv as well as in

q. '  modest Í r i  Iy .aS wel1 a.s } .i sPeci 'i  uî. brin in her opinions and principles she* won 
JUirK« ■rncl aft—1-'  ̂ 1 *• 11

U H ha??*1 ‘Íust <;*st f{ast°ned a <
i 'hÍ;Uvivi i Í ranch Wo .ioil* Hi an expression of sympathy with ̂ i'i  ̂ nemb(

over a year ago was a severe blow and no

law  x- — vl‘s nf her family in their loss.
Hi liaWiiinVa vS*1 took placo at the ( *ity of London
\  v1' a Manor Park, London, E., on Tuesday. May 16.
tli,. m bof()1!var Irv in e  was read by the General Si'cretarv 

''•»st ir° a gathering of relatives and friends in which 
arn Hraneb N.S.S. was represented.

F h O R E N C E  E L I Z A  H U G H E S
n.  h . R.

If»({ J ' g l , * !  ■ « - U H t N U t  t  L I Z A  H U l i H h S
Nit» ,‘b  \V|( 1(1 announce th e  death of Florence Eliza Hughes, 

'Hd s t i ^  took place following her removal to hospitf 
0,>g opinions on the  uselessness of all forms

ai.
of

belief in the supernatural as a solution for the social and 
economic problems of mankind. Her Freethought outlook on 
life and living was largely the result of a fertile intelligence 
brought to bear on the ordinary experience of social existence. 
She possessed many of the best of womanly qualities and her 
readiness to help will be missed in many places. Her remains 
were cremated at the South London Crematorium, Streatham 
Park, on May 18. There was a large assembly of relatives and 
friends and a Secular Service was conducted by the General 
Secretary N.S.S.

, R. H. R.

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY 
Report of Executive Meeting held May 16, 1950

The Acting President, Mr. R. H. Rosetti, in the Chair.
Also present: Messrs. A. C. Rosetti, Morris, Griffiths, 

Ebury, Hornibrook, Page, Woodley and Barker.
Minutes of previous meeting read and accepted. Financial 

Statement presented.
New members were admitted to Glasgow, Manchester 

Branches and to the Parent Society.
Merseyside Branch Annual Balance Sheet was noted and the 

satisfactory financial state after the year’s work commented 
upon.

-Matter for a new leaflet was presented and a decision post
poned until next meeting. Most of the time was given to 
details in connection with the Annual Conference after which 
the proceedings closed.

R. H. ROSETTI, General Secretary.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

Outdoor
Enfield.—Saturday, May 27, 6 p .m .:  Air. J .  Clayton .
Hancoat.— Wednesday, Alay 31, 7-30 p .m . : Mr. J. Clayton ,
Alanchester Branch N.S.S. (Platt Fields).—Sunday, 3 p . m : 

Messrs;. O. M cCall and G. W oodcock. (Bombed Site, St. 
Alary’s Gates),—Sunday, 7 p . m. : Alessrs. O. M cC all and 
G. W oodcock. (Alexandra Park Gates).—Wednesday, May 31, 
8 p.m. ; Messrs. C. AIcCall and G. W oodcock.

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead 
Heath).— Sunday, 12 noon, All*. R. A. C alvhrley . (Highbury 
Corner).—Sunday, 7p.m.; Air. R. A. Calverley .

Rawtcnstall. -¿-Friday, May 26, 7-30 p .m .:  All*. ,J. C layton.
, West London Branch N.S.S. (Marble Arch, Hyde Park).— 

Sunday, 4 p.m.: Mr. C. E. Wood.
I ndoor

Birmingham Branch N.S.S. (Satis Cafe, 40, Cannon Street).— 
Sunday, 7 p.m.: “ Free Village Community in England,” 
Air. A. T horn w ell .

National Secular Society (City Memorial Hall, Barker’s Bool, 
Sheffield).—Sunday, 7 p m. : Freethought Demonstration. 
For details see advertisement.

West Ham Branch N.S.S. (Loco. Men’s Institute, 62, Forest 
Lane, Stratford).—Tuesday, Alay 30. A meeting, 8p.m.

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY
CITY MEMORIAL HALL, BARKERS POOL, SHEFFIELD

Freethonght Demonstration
WHIT-SUNDAY MAY 28ili, 1950

Chairm an s R . H . ROSETTI

J . T. BRIGHTON
(Clieister-Ic-Street)

L . EB U R Y
(London)

Speakers :
J . CLAYTON

(Burnley)
F . A . RID LEY

(London)

H . DA Y
(Bradford)

T. M. MOSLEY
(Nottingham)

Doors open 6-30 p.m . Commence 7 p.m,
A dm ission  F ree. R eserved Seals I s .
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★  FOR YOUR B OOK S HEL F  ★
A G E  O F R E A SO N . By Thpmas Paine. With 40 page 

introduction by Chapman Cohen. Price, cloth 3s.; paper 
2s.; postage 3d.

A N  A T H E IST’S A P PR O A C H  TO C H R IST IA N IT Y . A
Survey o f Positions. By Chapman Cohen. Price Is. 3d.; 
postage l^d.

TH E BIBLE H A N D B O O K . By G. W. F oote and W. P. Ball. 
Price 3s.; postage 3d. N inth edition.

T H E  BIBLE: W H A T  IS IT  W O RTH ? By Colonel R. G. 
Ingersoll. Price 2d.; postage Id.

B R A D L A U G H  A N D  IN G ER SO L L. By Chapman Cohen. 
An Appreciation o f two great Reformers. Price 3s.; 
postage 3d.

C H A L L E N G E  TO R E L IG IO N  (a re-issue o f four lectures 
delivered in the Secular H all, Leicester). By Chapman 
Cohen. Price Is. 3d.; postage l id .

C H R IST IA N IT Y — W H A T  IS IT? By Chapman Cohen. A  
criticism o f Christianity from  a not com m on point o f  
view. Price 2s.; postage 2d.

T H E  C R U C IFIX IO N  A N D  R E SU R R E C T IO N  O F JESUS. 
By W. A . Campbell. With a Preface by the Rt. Hon. 
J. M. Robertson. Price 2s.; postage 2d.

D E T E R M IN ISM  O R FREEW ILL? By Chapman Cohen. 
Price cloth 2s. 6d.; postage 2d.

ESSA Y S IN  FR EETH IN K EN G . By Chapman Cohen. First, 
second, third and fourth series. Price 2s. 6d. each; 
postage 3d. The Four Volum es 10s. post free.

T H E  EV O L U T IO N  O F T H E  PA PA C Y . By F. A. Ridley. 
Price Is.; postage l id .

TH E FA U L T S A N D  FA IL IN G S O F JESUS CH RIST.
By C. G . L. D u Cann. (Second Edition.) Price 4d.; 
postage Id.

TH E F O U N D A T IO N S  O F R E L IG IO N . By Chapman 
Cohen. N ew  Edition. Price 6d.; postage Id.

G O D  A N D  EV O L U T IO N . By Chapman Cohen. Price 6d.; 
postage Id. *

G O D  A N D  M E (revised edition o f “Letters to the Lord”). 
By Chapman Cohen Price, cloth 2s. 6d., postage 2d.; 
paper Is. 3d.; postage Id.

G O D  A N D  T H E  U N IV E R SE . By Chapman Cohen. A  
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