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~ D'K recently we had occasion to vi\
in the City of London winch »t

'mtrote_from the '»lasts :
tve formerly imposing™ and substantial *

M reduced to rubble and ruins g A Second
'a'nnar|1:.Air Force lgft them onbthe nin when the
WRei“ﬁ\(}f-.‘[on on, December .

« e ?1'rj'iue its most_determined effort to obliterate

s -art of the British Empire and when the midnight
"ulﬂﬂ"@?itﬁs 1right as day with the red glow of the

Utle seems to have been done by way of recon-
u over much of this area. From the 'ruins, not
., ,,ne < Babvlon, but of London Wall, the hnaneia

the globe, one looks out at a dismal scene ot
>,d desolation and tangled jungle. It' represens e

_ . which can hardly fail to stir deep chords o
I *tion in the philosophic observer, and to rouse pi

"H misgivings as to, if not the “ Whence and
ludy of human existence, at least* as <
inthev.” Where do we go from here?
w / ' '"©flections,. inseparable from the inquiring mind,
d v, Olind in the past adequate expression m two "j1 I'
MK "Oean literature written by pioneer ra ion, - S
tid.,h\e left famous names in the annals oi il
i)t in Volney’s
W u'm Vhy of the historian, Edward Gibbon, we,
liovr august spectacle of the Oriental ruins < o
V i “d the French author to east a nostalgic eye m
tljli? Ux»ful-passing of the Empires; and who tinit I'm

|, (an ever forget Gibbon’ own poignant <esci f
of/i** he came to write his memorable bistoiua ‘¥
‘I Saline'and'Fall of the RomanEmpire.
, ' It was at Home on the 15th of October, 7», «

g"4 musing in the ruins of the ('»ip.tol, while tic
“«-footejl trim's were singing Vespers in the, 1 1
p ; 'ipiter that the idea of writing the Decline ,
,V;'l of the City first started to my mind.
N, 7- it i1s not Borne nor is it Dah.clo [
>V A ruins rouse melancholy warnings,
S.,>K foreboding® as to the transitory native ot
w1 1 civilisation "and as to, at present, the actual
> |kta future of mankind. One does not have to ti.
;C_ »« as in Volney’s days, in order to mspec
\,, 1""ns of Empires.” Such rums arc all olio n
% i tragic devastation to be witnessed .nh A n
% "“nessed on an even vaster and more teri > 0
13 ! 1,6 European continent, where the stark ep'g ;

K A Uue‘.‘ tlwv make n desert and call it Ptact>

< ";.have’hoen the grim fruits of the immediate past
S T« ImmSS M W To?d

S 2 M he a more cheerful term-does this hold
,\C/-"l'JInlglnd? At present it must be. contceQeug that
nilr— ——.
1'°1—Autobiographye -

RuinsEmpires an®m

the perspectives are decidedly grim. Everywhere there
is talk of war—and of what awar! For it is the supreme
tragedy of our tragedy-haunted age that the moral
conscience of mankind lias entirely failed to keep abreast
of his scientific progress, the latter has been marvellous,

f?éwthe " 1Jthéydelings tarqudge by its positive results in two world

wars in our lifetime, not to mention contemporary
'preparations for a third, considerably less so. With the
latest and most decisive conquest of physical science,
that of atomic energy, the current gap between human
power to destroy and its ability to control such power
Is widening from a gap into a yawning abyss. Is not only
human civilisation, but Humanity itself destined to
perish in that abyss? Is it destined to fulfil the grim
prediction of Alexander Pope ?

Thy hand, Great Anarch, bids the curtain fall,

And universal Darkness buries all.

The prospect of universal ruin, of collective human

suicide cannot; to-day, be dismissed as an impossible

nightmare. Humanity, for the first time in its long
history, possesses the technical capability for self-
immolation. His somewhat lugubrious history, described

by Gibbon as “ the register of the crimes, the follies and
the misfortunes of mankind,” and by a German
philosopher still more tersely as “ the conjugation of the
verb, to eat,” gives us only too much ground for doubting
man’s capacity to use this terrible power.

erecall how, when Leonardo da Vinci, *“ the
universal man ” of the Renaissance, had drawn up the
first feasible blue-print for a submarine, he promptly
destroyed this creation of bis wonderful brain; he knew
what use man would make of it. One has, unfortunately,
to face the unpleasant fact that Science to-day no longer
stands for pure benificence as it did in the days of our
Victorian forefathers. To many, perhaps to most people
to-day, science means, first and foremost, the newly-
found suicidal power conferred by the IT. and A bombs.
It is a chastening reflection upon the self-styled *“ Homo
Sapiens.**

We seem to have come to the Cross Roads of History.
Whither civilisation?  This question so vital and
important assumes a special urgency for atheists, who,
by definition, do not believe in any supernatural guidance
and for whom Humanity only passes under the sun once
and lias only one life to live. For the religionist, at
least if he or she is consistent, whatever happens in this
vale of tears is the result of the all-wise Providence; in
any case no terrestrial happening, even the most
cataclysmic, can represent an event of decisive
importance.

For in. religious philosophy, this life is only a gateway
an ante-chamber to an eternal and far more significant
existence in the Beyond. A St. Augustine, for example,
could behold unmoved the rack and ruin of the Roman
world around him because his real Fatherland was else-
where. To the Christian, again if consistent, the
destruction of civilisation, even of Humanity itself, can
only be of minor importance at most. Tn any case, Ins
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Sacred Scriptures predict a fiery doom for this sinful
world and for its inhabitants. It seems rather surprising
that no one, as far as we know, has yet discovered a
cryptic allusion to the H-bomb, in, say, those favourite
works of the mystagogue, Daniel and Revelations.

To the atheist, and logically, to him alone, the pre-
servation of human life and of human culture upon this
earth is of literally unique importance, and his remedy,
too, is simple; the progressive extension of reason, not
only to the world of religion, but to this world also, he
sees in the expansion of reason to the entire sphere of
human existence its only valid chance of continuation.
In the nature of things themselves, in the blind ebb and
flow of matter which is the sum total of existence, the
Universe, Mankind is butt a transient speck, here to-day
and gone to-morrow. Apart from human reason he has
no valid life insurance!

Hitherto, as George Bernard Shaw has aptly observed,
every human civilisation has gone so far and then come
to grief. It is for us to say with regard to our own
civilisation in its present critical, impasse, not that it
may or that it will, but that it shall survive. For apart
from our own determination, there is no guarantee that
it will.

F. A RIDLEY.

THE SATIRICAL DEAN OF ST. PATRICK’S

JONATHAN SWIFT’S character has been very adversely
estimated by Thackeray and Macaulay, but friend and
foe alike acknowledge his outstanding merits as a writer,
however unpalatable many of his writings may appear.
Swift was not a happy man but one born with a grievance,
for he complains that his father's marriage was “ very
indiscreet; for his wife brought him little or ;no fortune,
and his death happening so suddenly before he could
make a sufficient establishment for his family/* An
»uncle, however, sent young Swift to Kilkenny School
where Congreve was a fellow pupil and afterwards to
Trinity College, Dublin. After taking his B.A., he
remained there until 1688, when the English Revolution
so endangered the lives of Irish Protestants that Swift
left for England and entered the household of Sir William
Temple at Moor Park, Surrey.

There, Swift’s standing slowly improved while he
composed the two works—The Battle of the Boohs and
A Tale of a Tub which first aroused public interest in
their author. The Tale, did not appear uril 1704, and
is usually deemed his masterpiece. Tt still seems a
strange production from the pen of an author who
hungered for .a bishopric and died a dean. Swift’s Peter,
Jack and Martin caricature Rome, Calvin and Luther
respectively, and with nothing to their credit. Mr. G\ B.
Harrison in his essay on Swift’ opines that *“ though the
ideal critic can approach it with absolute' detachment,
to simpler souls who regard their religions as too sacred
to be ridiculed it is a monstrous, heap of ribald blasphemy.
That was at least the opinion of Queen Anne*/to whom
Swift’s enemies’ took care to show the book, arguin]q,
not without some show of reason, that a man who could
so anatomise the Christian religion was scarcely fitted
to bel one of its bishops.”

When Peter and his brothers arrive in town they soon
revel in its vices and then prosper exceedingly, as all
the world knows. Yet. Swift’s, apologists all point to
the dean’s exemplary character and indeed endow him
with virtues he never possessed and plead that the Tale
Is simply a grave indictment of sectarian hypocrisy by a
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‘ “ <. O tte
moralist who deplores the stain on the escutcheon
Church and yet remains her faithful friend-
Harrison urges, Swift’s satire provides more P . "
to sceptics than believers, and notes that *g
conspicuously lacking in the quality of spiritn® ..t}
was never of those philosophers who trip into D
while following the stars.” . ol

Presumably in order to regain his reputa™d*Oi
devout churchman, Swift prepared a pamphlet 1 tW?
the Inconvenience of Abolishing Christianity. m
essay, with a project for The Advancement of * k
and The Sentiments of a Church of England 1
displays great powers as a controversialist. n
that the stock objection to Christianity I
inseparable from fallible human nature and if
sectarian enmities were ended, men would
discover other reasons for strife. Moreover, he &\{j.
that religion is essential for the preservation of nl
Still in his Sentiments, Swift is a thorough
for he says that “A Church of England man has " &
veneration for the scheme established among ~1*
ecclesiastical government.” The State thus
supreme but where there are two contending: P<”
parties, the Churchman supports that which wnj(
promote the good of Church and State.”
principles,” observes Harrison, ” Swift followed,
the Whigs when he thought they were too friend. g
the Dissenters, though it may be that he regardg
failure to promote Jonathan Swift to be
Waterford as one of several notable signs of their n
to the Oniirch of England.”

With Queen Anne’s death in 1714, the Tory
was eclipsed and Swift, its most influential fidv K
retired to his deanery in Dublin. For several ye
avoided politics but in 1721 he defended Irish Tx*
rights, for the grievances of Catholics ho cared no el
Still, his denunciation of Wood’s halfpence, ~-j-/'
made him popular was exaggerated, although &S
observes, he induced the Irish to think for thenl

Later in life, Gulliver's Travels, Swift’s m°6* /
known work appeared. Lilliput, Brobdingn~™1
Laputa are all fascinating sections of this Ye* OM'
work, but perhaps its most profound pages
Gulliver’s experiences among the intellectual
the Houyhuhrims. These refined quadrupeds ™ "
trusted with the savage and lustful Yahoos
relationship and resemblance to mankind are
realistically portrayed by Swift’s pitiless pen. y ™ 1L
when watching a female Yahoo has his kingslup” P
fested only too well when she offers herself
embraces. Needless to state, this, and other P~/j
in this scornful masterpiece have been otnitted Z /a
published editions. Yet, the veritY that our
civilisation is only skin deep was only too plainly »
when a community which boasted of its Kultur * jt
in an orgy of officially sanctioned hooliganism. |
Swift remembered the real Hibernians who Ppl \ 1
coach with stones when he arrived in Dublin as. t’1
appointed Dean of St. Patrick’s.

In striking contrast to the disgusting Yahoos*,
refined and, sensitive horses who betray no resenl ;
whatever to Swift’s earlier Church of England
Harrison notes, these blameless creatures are
” because reason taught us to affirm or deny only”/,
we are certain; and beyond our knowledge we “r
do either.” Also, they mate on eugenic principall
strength is selected as a male characteristic and” 1
liness as a female embellishment. Birth contr® @
operation, the number of offspring being apP®
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restricted to two. Family affection is ~ ‘ondlbd but young Welsh teachers, feeling an intellectual call, a
entire community. Colts and foals. * Gulliver’s mastei voki:atllon, a mission to teach, preferably in English
schools.

trained on rational principles, * uT @ monstrous when
denounced man’s system of educatio » education ti'om
AMng “ the females a different * ndered'' one
die males " f£or our system, says bringing cInldre

%It%our natives good for notlnb *our children 0
o tbe world, and to trust tne ca”™ ,

such useless animals,” be said,

instance of brutality.” r
Moreover, some» of Swift’s idea 19
nleas concerning evolution for soinc,
W surmised that tbe Yahoos bat
"nat of tbe sun and from iilthy sh

a greater

I Yiorses beld vague
rbeir philosophers
n spawned by *u
A from the fonm

A among these

<'thd sea. Again, when death ocax  veiuains were
quadrupeds there was no regret and lainenta-
nitevred in tbe remotest available 15 dying horse

"on whatever was customary nor did.J
~plore-liis. impending decease.

bike many other distinguisbe v
Posthumous fame, Swift lived ant
‘Appointed man.  That he tuat he was both &
‘upward, bis writings prove. AIK cars no reasonable
bloomy avid sceptical dean theiem 1 pQJand and <\the
W He certainly reviled with Lord

AN 'temporary Deists, yet ins closedntical of them all,

"'M'ntgbroke, perhaps tbe most. .1 beaUeretl careet
ngver volvnaarilv broken. Swiftb C”q ,

‘l.Lnb’y summarised by C- when be sta ts

emars who enjoyet
N a deeply
Aptnker, however

Doctor Johnson is reported to have said that the finest
view in Scotland was the highroad to England. To-day,
with greater truth lie could assert that the finest view
in Wales is the highroad to England, especially for
young teachers.

They are such earnest souls, taking themselves and
their profession seriously, too often solemnly. PioUs
most of them are, offspring of Calvinistic Methodism. If
not so religious as their ancestors, they make education
a quasi-religion, to doubt which is heresy and infidelity.

Many shocks they receive during their early years in
England ; at English humour and Rabelaisianism ; at the
cynical attitude of veteran English teachers who know
educational theory to be largely moonshine, educational
practice mainly window dressing, and educational prin-
ciples chiefly superstition.

All this is anathema to the enthusiastic young Welsh
teachers ; till they begin to notice what good jobs there
are in education on the administrative side, when to get
such, they change their ideas and tactics.

I
Friendly enough they are, often pathetically anxious
to Anglicise themselves and be at ease and equality with
their English confréres. The men’s approach to girls is
arch, coy. and flirtatious.
Yet they have throwbacks, joining Welsh societies if

"'Q"(TU’IiR/fer’s creator “ died €yo JAgeACAa B born, thwaidhdexist in the towns where they reside, talking with

'5% bv circumstances, pai'ly y 1 but he never km-

i>se.“ His ambition was bouudl « .  curge of always
""/the wanted, and be bad the m “sfovfc\mes lie coin-
>« the flaws. But with these #  tbe writmg of

IAtI% tg¥0 capital errors: I,%c h&r} he was 8r\9|v mec

be” secon 0
Inftof.the Church of England.

cen\ed all VA !
'Mavt from his Hennery, 14, debarred him 1

, while llls clerical “profession w Hrs
''a’ might have been a bn r \al writer remains
Station as a creative and controve ~  Vanessa arc
yj"t. while bis relations with seems almo. m

\;I/ERS%BFQ e’[do c%cec}\%c cr)'rt1¥1than Switt ag anything )
Q less morbid n us whose most cherished
Wae noiveil gratifie  Thus lie was driven into

Cj»» ami @ despairing resentment most lo!ainly
< t]llthe scornful and.pitiless passages of Gulliver s

T. PALMER

WELSH TEACHERS
I

l M lbe Century it was the ambition of largo
< [iTo . e" a.youths to he preachers. With decline
* 720U+ and abandoning of emotional methods
Is ct>I™ A7 that queer concept of a lifetime's work
v il n attract. Few young Welshmen now
Glﬁspf J'*L!LR desirable or profitable. i
g > (rﬁf; fney haye faken to school-teaching. Roasting
Ity ifa . ( Jerice of. their Higher Education system they
o fnn@'}@_’l_’l’\ in marked disinclination for manual toil
rizlg ' *dng, mining, quarrying, engineering, and
Qi p,YMjilti’ns which are useful and, indeed, neces-

): ve, vitnl to continuance of a prosperous

A regard themselves dramatically, do these

sentimental gusto of Cymru.  Given p chance, and no
one deflates their nationalism with satire or sarcasm
they assume some pride, prepared to state that certain
things are done better in Wales.

One such is the educational'system. We might believe
that if more evidence was forthcoming, but in science
they are definitely below standard. Less objection
would bo raised if these young Welsh men and women
had been taught English, both spelling and a wider
vocabulary, with better accent. The sing-song Welsh
intonation grows unpleasant to English hearers, and
cannot be a good example to set before children. Often
the latter teach their Welsh teachers a surprising amount
of what they did not know before coming here. To many
young Cyinry the English language is full of pitfalls.

One amusing example will* suffice.  Instructed to
write “ Christmas Vacation ” in the Register across the
space when the school would be closed for holidays one
young Welshman wrote “ Cristinas Vocation.™

On music also they try to speak with authority, claim-
ing Welsh to be a more musical race than English on
the strength of their singing. This claim is of doubtful
validity. It ignores musical instruments, orchestral
work arid opera,' in which Wales is weak. Furthermore,
the native music is too much attached to hymns and
sentimental ballads. Nevertheless, in choral and solo
singing these Welsh residents among us do strike an
unusual note, often sweet and attractive, though not so
different or superior as its exponent”® imagine.

The other field of activity in which our Welsh
colleagues essay to shine and k> teach us something is
sport, particularly football, especially Rugby. They are
always rubbing it in, crowing on their dunghill about
Welsh Rugby, bandying names such as Cross Keys,
Llanelly, and others more difficult for Saesnaeg pronun-
ciation. We allow them elation on that score so long as
it is kept reasonably modest. It prevents them feeling
ton inferior in a strange land.

A. R. WILLIAMS.
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ACID DROPS

Another * Life ” of Jesus has just been published—
this time by the French novelist, Francois Mauriac. No
doubt Lis inventive imagination has had full play, but
whether “many will find this book a help to meditation”
is another matter. Even the most plows Catholics must
find meditating these days a tiresome and most
unnecessary job.

So far there has been no * patron saint ” for teachers,
a grave omission now rectified by the Pope. He lias
appointed St. John de la Salle to the post—rather
belated, we venture to say, for teacher John lived 300
years ago. lie founded the Brothers of the Christian
Schools and, contends the Universe, “ lie established the
world’s first training colleges for secular teachers.'
This does not mean, of course, that they taught
Secularism ; only that they were not priests. But what
a farce is this appointing dead saints to be “ patrons !
They are of as much use as dead Cats.

One of our Catholic journals gravely tells us about
General Sir F. Messervy and his devotion to the Faith.
In detailing his career we are told how he was appointed
commanding officer of the 13th Lancers and “ supervised
flic regiment’s conversion ”—to Rome? Alas, no. The
conversion was “ into an armoured unit.

A Catholic Congress of young people was held the other
week in Paris and 60,000 of them attended. And on the
Sunday there was a mass Mass all complete with
Cardinals, 30 Archbishops arid Bishops, 15 Deacons, and
L30 Priests ” each,” we are told, “ accompanied by a
layman ” with their own ciborias, hosts, and other
paraphernalia,. If is all very inspiring, and we give this
detail of news because so many Rationalists are ready to
sit back, the battle for Rationalism having been won.
We do not share this complacency.

This Congress was very enthusiastic, and sang songs
emphasising how much the world wants young people—
meaning, of course, the religious world in particular. It
Is an inspiring lesson for Freethoiight which also wants
young recruits; only, we cannot offer Christ Jesus and
a Heavenly after-life or, even if we do ns we' are told
by our political leaders, a Heavenly life here. The prizes
in the Freethouglit movement are what we make our-
selves, hut the battle lor truth, tolerance and integrity
has always attracted the best people, and it will attract
them just as much in the fpture.

A new book on prayer by Fr. van Zeller called Moments
oj Light, coders, a reviewer tells us, ” the purgative and
illuminative stages and particularly the difficulties
encountered “ in the dark night.” ” This really intrigues
us. We always thought that there was no aspect of
prayer whatever that had not been written about ad
nauseam—but, the ” purgative ” aspect is a new one on
us. Perhaps it doesnt mean it.

The S.P.C.K. has just published Whom Shall I Send?
which tries to show “ why priests are urgently needed
and ” what priests are ordained to be and do.” It
implores young men to hear Christ calling them to follow
him, and to [jarenis and laymen generally to help all
they can with prayers and other ways. We fully under-
stand these pathetic pleas, for unless the Church can
recruit more and more men into the ministry the

S.P.C.K. will become as dead as the provei I, fa”
and no more dismal prospect can be imagllD” gl C
employees. But the young men wont joni 1
same.

In his Presidential Address to, the Diocesan ...
the Bishop gf Berby ssid that Bapiksan ig udig) » jE
so casually as to become almost a farce, and ™" 1)
need for a less superstitious and a more d gys¢
Christian attitude towards the sacrement/ (dlull
distinction without a difference, for the more gA
Christian, the, more superstitious. Even the  dJil
own colleagues are continually complaining Vi, [0*
regard baptism as being lucky and a barrel

evil exe." ________ vV

When compulsory Church Parade for the A‘IE /
abolished in 1946, we hailed this progressive s” 1,1
satisfaction and thought that the powers-that-I)C” di
long last,* realised the stupidity of forcin fa (
scribe to a practice that was obviously undeinocn  *
against the will of the majority. We  Lic (Jovt |
According to the Daily Mirror, the reason the. X |
ment abolished compulsory Church Parade was
it was felt that conscripts could not possibly cram A
training in their short period of service and leiN
foi church also. “ High Army Officers ” are col® \\]
its réintroduction. Perhaps some of these “ H¥#1
Officers ” are: padres who are tired of empty j1
or, has someone just re-read Crozier’s 'SmS* O\
No-Man's Land wherein he says that religion "Wtb
the finest creators of blood lust?

What cannot be cured must be endured, runs ¢'

.saw, and we think it is applicable to the latest idP'-d I

of Dr. Matthews, Dean of St. Paul’s, when he |
Bishopl Barnes’ Rise oj Christianity. The Dean /

that its criticism of Christianity was carried a

far, but, Dr. Barnes “ did a great service in eal "\I?
to examine the foundations of our faith.” Hcjii®
somew hat pathetically, lie has left us enough ” on yf/
to build what is essential to the Christian faith-

the howl of horror that went up on the publication ~/
book, this sounds very much like a sigh of relief jp |
damage to religion was not so great as was (S H

After all, the ideas of Bishop Bornes were current
Freethinkers a century ago.

In Preston Royal Infirmary a patient collapse® %
an operation, his heart stop])ed and to all inteM
purposes the patient was dead. After twelve min' 1
cardial, massage the heart was made to"beat
normal breathing restored in 25 minutes. Unfor 1"
the patient died again some hours later. The
would have delighted the old Scholastics find f
physicians; query—where- was the soul durffir

interval of the two deaths?

The following quotation was cut out from the I"1

service used on Empire Youth Sunday :—
Forgive, wo beseech Thee, tlio shortcoming8.idf {\
imperial history: tlio greed and failure to
interests of the” Aveak: the misunderstandings and/ A/l
ao have inflamed and aided: our intolerance, 1l
and uncharitablcness. yr'l
Lord Elton, Chairman of the Church of England
(Council (who probably saw that the people this
were all Christians) and who urged the- cut, did n”(\HL
to be concerned as to its truth or otherwise; he j(1
to Fe* far more*,conearned that the passage “woid(
use to Russian newspapers ”—as if they did nof j
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St%ii H. Wu T° CORRESPONDENTS
JPearod tu A A ?i)0"°6*ses for any paragraph which lias

ulw -I'yeaiod twice in bis series °{ aitie™”. not being a'

tel?" V. S.A., readers will approciaU- Ins ditocui > section

glée: A X A o the N ation Sec ’

cof  ttollSRGHIAT B Wik SRS e m H K
SIS R e T ey

|"'3 Office at the /ollouuncl ratM <om ntJli, ¢3. id.
ireur, 173.; hal/-year. «3. 6d-’ deceived

#  Re /ollouiijrg periodicals are kewjfl . > 1h®  RAI
«» be consulted at “ The » ,n{S] S.A), Tub
%spk@A()U.§&.)v Common Sense *gA Germ™ "~ D

oice

1\
YV Wik Bereers e NI (hustralia), DRL tliB T

(Switzerland), Don Basilio (ltaly)- business
Nders for literature should be sen London,
p.V of the Pioneer Press, M, 3 Ml ,.,F aHd
" uJdnot to the Editor. . . nllc sjdc O/ the

.- hill garrgsppndents plaase variie aiill give @Verybody @ chance.
I Mtﬁgﬁ%@ﬁt%ﬁofﬁﬂe -ea\tlgmlﬁhlé‘” fgf@ér by Friday morning.

% il,. SUGAR PLUMS
w3~ 1ULnl Conference, of tlie National Secular Society

] Ut enjoyable from beginning to end. A
i bljjujj Programme in which Mrs. Homes, Messrs. A

i) Of »H. Day and G. L;. Golebroke, under the direc-
Ahtir.i. r’ A uu Hatton, was a feature of the Saturday

VAt \ Higlcss sessions on Sunday were carried out in the
%il Zleditions of Ereethought Principles, and was.
>5 by the usual public demonstration in the City
A %Hn’\il Hall. Qu Monday there was a didigiifid asach
N4

g  OUd Derpyshire scenery to the Derwent
f Iy ueservoirs. ‘M)EIA Rammgs, thia Shefifield_Branch

4 Qﬂf%rqu{@elf@r@, bYHG ta Ped?y nlkig-Wiabure to a
A successful Conference.

Av B luter report wi

ker.

in,\* "avo often wondered why (limtiaiis lun e not made

h'i<’e fuss over the Holy Ghost than they do. hoy

i1 g divnmJ baVl' deep reverence, for Ghrist Jeans it is i\

2 W5 still deeper, but reverente trails right oft when

V wdBto Hie Holy Ghest.. ¢ must he hearthieaking

4J)Bll. & inn{ quntleman—that is, if lie- really,is an old

ho! ...P'-"m! b-Ben if he isn’t. At long last Pei lias a

. It Tdbn m'Canon 4. K. Pison whose hook The Blcssimj

NIUIt » pi-fit can he bought for 5s. 6d. The Cation

i & o RydcUinced that most of the ills the* Churches have

A Jo™tare due. to their neglect of the elusive Oliost—

Q;ﬁlv@“mﬁsct, of the reality of the Third Person of the

appear in a later issue of The

tll,"U\ lilheultv inliereiit in this is that (according to the
f; *C> tile Holy Ghost “ is incurably self-effacing ” and
havu V& E9M Kt thing.of it-we-must agrlle fhallartists
> G&ih%,"‘S fought shy of depicting him (or her or it).

iA Ve z(\rO assured, find liiin “ beyond the no-man s
ot toss ” and that “ there can never he a
hit IOund the Cross.” So there you are. If you
e iHd adore the Holy Ghost and prevent any
. " K, JaVs.attacking the Glnmdv, go for a hike round the
' ( i:'nd of |?JO Cross. What an intellectual treat

1 “ison!
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ON SHAKESPEARE AGAIN

1 MAKE no apology for introducing this much debated
subject again. Headers who are fed up with the question
can skip this article, but for those who* are still interested
I want to have a little say on a problem which is still
unsolved though some of us think it is getting a little
nearer solution.

Pew even of the older readers will remember that, as
far back as 1928, | was advocating the cause of Edward
de Vere as the probable author of the plays of Shakes-
peare—the principal author, of course. For even such
. doughty champion of the Stratford man, John M.
Robertson, spent a good part of bis literary life to show
that quite a number of the plays clearly indicated two
or more hands in their composition.. But 1 had another
reason for bringing forward Edward de Vere and that
was because be was an Atheist. That he was the greatest
nobleman at the court of Queen Elizabeth was long
known. What was not so well known was that liis
contemporaries recognised In him ‘the greatest of the
Court poets/ and the greatest writer of comedies then
living. And lie had other rare accomplishments;

No* one—except John >1. Robertson—took the slightest
notice of my article, but many years later 1 had another
try, and the fat well and truly dropped into ‘the lire!
Angry letters poured into The Freethinker office, some
of them from shocked readers who threatened to stop
their subscriptions if | were allowed to write another
word on the ” aristocratic ” Earl of Oxford. One gentle-
man pointed out that it was much more likely that
William Shakespeare at Stratford wrotq the poems of
Edward de Vere than vice versa;, and 1 doubt if be
changed his mind when | pointed out that it was bard
to believe that even Ins great William at the age of six
was quite capable of doing that. And there were similar
crushing arguments hurled against me.

Bet me admit that L was taken by surpri.se, for if
there was one thing that | was certain about it was that
Freethought taught some kindly tolerance. | may have
been quite wrong, but at least I should have got a
hearing. However, some projected articles had to be
abandoned.

But 'the recent controversy borne so ably—in my
opinion -by Mr. Kent, prompts me to enter the fray
again for, indeed, some of ;lho arguments brought
forward to support the Stratford Shaxper (he never spelt
bis name Shakespeare as far as 1 have been able to
discover) appear to border on the ludicrous.

One controversialist pointed out, for example, that
Shaxper must have written the plays because Tolstoy
learnt Greek in six weeks. It is true that lie hastily
changed this illuminating argument into ” six months ”
but what have the flowers that bloom in the spring to
do here? He was asked from where did Shaxper get
the 15,000 words with which his plays are adorned? And
the answer came pat—he learnt them! 1 submit that
even with the best intentions in the world a disputant
has to retire in the face of such colossal stupidity.

Another gentleman came forward to prove that the
plays were “rustic minded.” They were full of Warwick-
shire allusions and lanes. When asked to substantiate
this, he said Shaxper used the word boggle.” And
besides, he; blandly told us that the« supporters of Bacon
said that he was the son of Queen Elizabeth. The
complete ignorance displayed by this supporter nf Shaxper
(lie said that de Verei was the seventh Earl of Eeieester!)
made me declare that he knew nothing of the Baconian
ease and, terribly hurt, he returned 'to the fray by asking
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me, “ How did 1 know?” Why,'lie actually’ had a
number of Baconian books—as if the possessor of erudite
books on mathematics was then in a position to argue
with Einstein. May 1 suggest that Baconians have been
writing books, for 80 or 90 years, and the idea that they
can be answered by one word—¢* boggle "—is asking a
little too much.. 1am not a Baconian, but to my know-
ledge they can put forward a great case, and it is absurd
to think otherwise. And will the kindly reader note that
when 1 say that 1 am not a Baconian, | mean it. In
my previous discussions, this seemed to upset some
opponents, for they insisted that I was one and they
refused to believe me. The idea behind this has always
been that a Baconian is an idiot, a crank, or even that
he is mad. | do not share that view.

1 should have preferred not to deal with the rather
precious articles of Mr. Yates. He seems to be com-
pletely unaware that his “ arguments” have been
answered over and over again. They were dealt with by
iSir George Greenwood in his two masterpieces of dis-
cussion, The Shakespeare Problem Restated“and Is There
a Shakespeare Problem and any reader who wants to
see how a K.C. can wipe up (metaphorically) an opponent
should read them.

But Mr. Yates added, “ A prominent writer of The
Freethinker has, on more than one occasion, shown his
predilection for an aristocratic authorship of the plays,”
and | think that I am right an saying that lie* means me.
Now all 1am interested in is the real author, and | don’t
care two hoots whether ho was an aristocrat or not. |
look upon Charles Dickens as almost, if not quite, equal
to the author of the plays, and | feel that Rembrandt
is one of the supreme artists of the world; and even Mr.
Yates’ sneer cannot make aristocrats of either. This
coy reference to rne is not worthy of him/

He mentions Robert Greene’s famous allusion to the

upstart crow ” and obviously imagines lie is the first
to mention it. Personally | see in it an attack, not on
the author of tlie plays, but on an actor. If Mr. Yates
disagrees, he is at liberty ter do so, but in passing, may
1 point out that that stout defender of the Stratfordian,
Prof. Olnirton Collins, claims “ that it is at least
doubtful ” that the “ supposed allusion ” to Shakes})eare
has “ any reference to him at all.” This is pointed out
by Greenwood, and the pros and cons’carefully considered.
I am quite content to agree With him.

Blit what is really amusing is Mr. Yates’ remark
“ that Greene in his Pandosto not only furnished the plot
of the Winter's Talc, hut that in his Groatsworth-of Wit
furnished good evidence that Shakespeare wrote/ it.”
Will the patient reader note timt Greene died in 1592,
a year before Shakespeare gave to the world the “ first
heir of his invention,” and that his Groatsworth appeared
in the same year. And what is the date generally given
for the Winter's Tale? It- was first printed in the Polio
in 1(>328 and many writers on Shakespeare have therefore
“ speculated ” on the date when it might have been
written. Sir E. Chambers, one of the greatest of all
Shakespearian authorities, gives 1610, Brewer in his
Header's Handbook gives 1604, Sir Sidne?/ Lee gives no
date, Staunton gives 1611. and Furnivall, 1610. Thus
it is at ohefe apparent that poor Greene knew in 1592
that Will Sbaxper of Stratford wrote the Winter's Tale
on some date between 1604 and 1611!

Let me finally ask the reader, if he is interested, to
gel hold of the late Frank Harris* The Man Shakespeare
which is, in my opinion, the most brilliant study of the
man behind the plays ever written. Tt is a fascinating
book, and all the more so because Harris believed he
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Was describing the man of Stratford. In itual Jif 4
magnificently did lie penetrate to the writer "SWAKP|
plays, that liis Man Phakespeare is a most 1U'pply”l
pen picture of Edward de Vere, and it can

no one else. 1 may deal with this splendid study
other time.

1. ou

RIVAL PHILOSOPHIES

THER E are many people in this rather worku*O "
who say that pbilosppbyf & OwWase of time; ~ietdd
think that what they are pleased to eall “ PHiG )/
matters are the only ones which merit attention. *
theie can be little doubt that the philosophy of tke
dox Marxists and that of the orthodox Roman OIt. »
are, between them, splitting the world in two, allt,
the lack of an adequate philosophy of a more ‘)@ﬂjﬂl
nature may easily lead us into almost un?/

I

disaster. KA1
For that reason, if for no other, Mr. Herbert
new book, Existentialism, Marxism, and ' aji”*

(Freedom Press, 3s. Od.), deserves To be read il
utmost care by all who have any ideas of freednIt”
book is divided into two sections, the first a
on the subject indicated by the title and the //i
andom reflections on various subjects covered by tiL
itle, Chains of Freedom.” -J
Mr. Read, as | have in the past indicated il
nrticles published here, is one of the most imj/[i*
thinkers of our time. Primarily an art critic, fitir
come to see that only if some measure of politka* i
dom be attained can the artist have any hope of at’*
his own aims in the world. Mr. Read has tlioiL"NV
recent times tended to turn from pure art N
a kind of mixture of art and Anarchism, which '
achieved by any other writer of the day. And h\ 1Y
book he says some of the most acute things whu 1
lie has ever said. Witness this: prs
The mind which rejects the notion of a social
tends at the same time to reject the notion of & I
hierarchy, and therefore to enK, not only the L
of God, hut even a religion of the imagination. '
be excused in a thorough-going Marxian materul u
it is difficult to see where tire Christian democrat
logical footing. A Christian anarchist like Eric hinl
conceivable, as is a Christian royalist, like* T.( |
One derives from St. Peter, the other.»from St- il
That appears to.me to be a very dee])-seeing (cil
on (ho theological tendencies of the day. *And 01 #i'l
every page there may be found similar thought-pD'
remarks. : N
But what is, | think, most important in all NCt
is the argument which Mr. Read advances that soili
like an Anarchist philosophy is- the only one that (t f
used to offset the advance of Marxism in our day* J
power of the Vatican, so often suggested as a F\fil
counter-balance to the power of the Kremlin, is th
fact useless. In these days of hydrogen bombs, if 14
comes to open war between Moscow on the <¥C jjitl
and Washington.-Rome on the o'ther, there can &%ﬁr
doubt that the ordinary man will not live to see W€ jjf
come. And the powers that be in all the great oCHL i
of the world, tend increasingly to envisage a .
unlike that of 1939-45. as the way in which to Qg; L?
the balance between Stites. Rir. Read says that *
needed is a political theory “ that combines an
revolutionary and contingent attitude with a phu(4vl
of freedom.” One cannot entirely agree with hL 1
hore it is not merely Anarchism In its narrowali
that can do this, though Freethought or
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it is diffie 101 revolutigpary,.. But,.at the sa ime
ST v s RS T o
movements which are based on a p , advanced ana
fflid which, provided they are atteq. JraAanda, may £MC
g'ven a reasonable opportunity or P ~ ‘agparer]tly over-
people the power to stand up agums atholics,
whelming force ot the Marxists ana _  Jiave tended to
It may appear to some readers A~ Read-S triangle

disregard the third angle oi fitr A discussed at
Existentialism. This has m the ]| t philosophical”-
Rwne length in these columns, am  .nted with it, hot i
imiuled readers will probably be acq - jean-Paul bmdie
mtire Atheistic version advocated y Gabriel Marcel
and the religious version advoca e sympathy ~1 1
»d iKavl Jaspers. Mr. Head hasW eaknesses in the
biirtre, though he feels that there ovent, as he says,
Ixistentialist position. And m aleve,art\ it as being m
|nl;]s de%; that the Mariste do not regard ~ Roman

.« liolies a powerful threat to t&enm distrust of
still seem. to feel a J”™ u se itderives
~Msttmtialism, butmls mayebe party A/ unor(awo 0X
LA
e 'doxn é]ae{ﬁg}/ico eva Y

ﬂ'P(ﬁ en “mor

Afen seems to a,°"a
dian the direc.

I 'onion of Marxism or - ...thought. . . [f the
-It any rate, Mr. Head has ina e a r time, die
important philosophical issue®s « terms. And

Iils set out his own position mno f -, &0 disagree
1."'me are point* at which many x A value and

him. that in no way detrac¥s fi°m
"™povtance of his book. JOHN BOWI»ANH.

CORRESPONDENCE

MAT, THUS AND MARX
is, artjcle “ The Meanj : Marxismy., i
Uk O Hateoian, > M
isi«?'1about as if everybody knew what it | alid Tito;

.. fortunately true. Péople’l 1 k e arty thow
{ EEcRhaenles e U1g ol 1y g o possde
Vp "ost of them have very little knowledge _

V™ cugh claiming €0 Do & Marxist | nrd,. l“’e £ oS,
(il a%r?ggdﬁ]gg rrgleggéerrsl pﬁ@%lén_&flalg%flg ;S A Religion

l,.i? gpium of the PeoBIe? . .. . TT+pmhn and* Scientific
W Us 1htroduction to U Socialifini: = A" perceptible to ns,
Cowrites: * Only material thingsHieing, o God.”

volutionary .con
T r}oryelt er

tahi0 ” agnostics

. kn hi bout .
:Iag “u %ﬁhe S\rllvlvjﬂ}e/tt ﬂ%%@a%ggbsmutgw
iR iRErBRER Tio BRI ©

i c i, _'«u ww responsible mi mi

liis arrii>gton and_the »Stalinists !
i,»NV. NBtul>aragrapii Mr. Outlier is worried abbut Malthus,
n~thiis contended that the population tended to
1.1 ““ r than tlio food supply. But “ To say that
he IHerp«t X)Pidati()n tend to out-run food supply is of course
t’tivn  n -~ truisms. It would only have force if the
si,Messiv IKnvers - of  saciety  were  thiemselves incapable of
EI)|I|(_§I Malti imPr°ycments. Such lias not been the case. Indeed
sHtoUl  Us lived all evidence has gone to show that wealth
(nNnti,,., \J mcrease faster than population.’ (“ The Over-
Y \YA WiM\Xltal"m “ Socialist Standard,” September, 1948.)
Ib > semi-feudal countries Is there a problem of
RM T nuiiif0l’ , an(l this will disappear when_ they become
U a)iRo @rialised. Even at tbe moment, capitalist America

st supply the world with food.—Yours, etc.,

Petek E. Newell.

VACCINATION

Sir,—Mr. Ell'el mi(]JIit have left the burden of proof on the
vaccinationists, but lie transfers it to himself, and asserts
that vaccination never saved a single life. How can lie prove
such a negative ? Bertram Bussell advises us not to feel,
certain of propositions which experts do not accept. In
“ Bacteriology,” by A. D. Gardner (Oxford University Press,
1944), it is stated that Jennerian vaccination is universally
accepted ‘as an effective prophylactic, although statistically
indisputable, figures are scanty, and that U.S.A. statistics in
1919-28 show that in states where vaccination was rare 115
per 10,000 persons contracted smallpox, while in those in
which it was compulsory only seven -per 10,000. Statistics
showing that in the last 20) years three times as many people
liave died of vaccination as of smallpox do not illustrate
relative deadliness, since we cannot *get statistics showing liow
much smallpox has been checked during that period. London
fever hospital figures for 1901-4 show (Gardner) percentage
fatality of cases of smallpox less than ton in vaccinated
persons, hut 31 in the unvaccinated.

Mr. Effel thinks it fantastic to believe that a dose of one
disease can prevent the taking of another. The question
whether it can is a matter for experimental science. Gardner
asserts also that vaccinia is due to a virus related to the
smallpox virus, aud that monkeys can be given smallpox by
inoculation of infected human pus, hut that a -similar
inoculation in calves and rabbits gives rise only to local
lesions, and i! the virus is passed through several animals in
succession it loses its power of causing other than vaccinia in
man, which gives immunity from the parent virus. This claim
may he untrue, hut why Is it fantastic?>—Yours, etc.,

J. G. Lxjpton.
OBITUARY

It is with great regret that | report the death, of Thos.
Walker Ewing on 13th May at the ago of 02.

For more than 40 years lie had two loves in his life, to
which ho remained ever faithful—the St. Andrew’s Ambulance
and the Glasgow Secular Society. In paying tribute to his
memory at the cremation service, his Commandant said, < To
know Tom was an education in human decency. . . .”

Tie was equally familiar on the G.S.S. platform and was
always active in the cause of Freethought. He acted as
president, secretary, librarian, treasurer, billposter, and com-
mittee member for many years. We in Glasgow are proud of
our association with a man of the character and kindness of
Tom Ewing and his influence among us will he sadly missed.

To all his relatives and friends we express again our deepest
sympathy.

The secular cremation service was read by Mrs. Whitefield
to a company which included representatives from his place
of work, the R.P.A. sports associations, and the Freethought
movement. M. I. W.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

QOutdoor

Blackburn Branch N.S.S. (Market Place).—Sunday, 7 p.m.:
Messrs*. Bothwell and Siiauvles.

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Broadway Oar Park). Sunday,
7 p.m.: Mr. Il. Day.

Kll{}lgston Branch N.S.S. (Oastlc Street).—»Sunday, 7-30 p.m.:

r. J. Barker.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Platt Fields).—Sunday, 3 p.m.:
Messrs. (. McCall and G. Woodcock. (Bombed Site,
St. Mary’s Gate).—Sunday, 7 p.m.: Messrs. C,, McCall and
G. Woodcock (Alexandra Park Gates).—Wednesday,
June 7, 8 p.m.: Messrs. O. McCall and G." Woodcock.

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead
Meath).—Sunday, 12 noon: Messrs., F. A. Ridley and
R. A Oalverley. (Highbury Corner). Sunday, 7 p.m.:
Mr. F. A, Ridley

Nottingham Branch N.S.S. (Old Market Square).—Sunday,
Il a.in/: Messrs. A. Ellesmere and T. Mosley; 0-45 p.m.:
Messrs. A. Ellesmere and T. Mosley.

Sheffield Brandi N.S.S. (Barker’s Pool).—Sunday, 7 p.m.:
Mr; A. Samms.

South London and Lewisham Branches N.S.S. .(Brockwell
Parle, Herne 1ill) —Sunday, 0-30 p.m.: Mr. L. EimitY.

West London Branch N.S.S.” (Hyde Park, Marble Arch).
Sunday, 4 p.m.: Mr. O. E. Wood.

Indoor
South Place Ethical »Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
W.O.l.).—Sunday, 11 n.m.: “ Creative Citizenship.” Air.
S. K. Ratcliefe,
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THOUGHTS ON RELIGION
IX

EVEN if religion is admitted to be useful as a tamer
of men who are by nature lawless and immoral and who
must be cultured in laws and moral rules if societies
are to exist, there will never be a satisfactory excuse for
the absurdities and contradictions of religious writings.
If the “Artikel von Gott ” in Die Augsburgische (Jon-
fession, for example, were clear and based on truth and
clarified men’ conceptions of their duties toward each
other by instructing them of the true divinity, this article
of theological law would be a useful part* of the concepts
governing the social existence. However, in the past
no sooner has one religious sect established its confused
tenets of things unseen and of mercy and compassion,
than a great and horrible conflict has arisen among men
about something of which no one was sure in order to
determine the right dogmas of the unseen and to deter-
mine who of the contenders had the right tenets of mercy
and compassion. In this age we witness similar conflicts
about empty political and social philosophies and schemes
devised generally by men of the poorest intelligence;
and indeed it would seem that mankind has been most
influenced by its unintelligent specimens. The “ Gott
Ynter, Golf Holm, Goth Hetligcr Grist ” of the article
mentioned, the three personre in one Wesen are just the
things to cause undying hatred between those who believe
in a triple God who is really one and those who believe!
in a God who is one God; and the Protestant Reforma-
tion, of which Die Augsburgische Confession was an
important manifesto, finally culminated in the Massacre
of Wassy which started the eight religious wars lasting
from the time of its occurrence in 15i>2 to 1508, in the
assassination of the Duke of Guise, in the Massacres of
Nirnes, in the Massacre of Saint- Bartholomew, in the
murder of Henry HI of France, in the expulsion of the
Huguenots from France, etc. All this happened for the
ostensible cause of the difference of opinion which men
entertained about religious quiddities; however, self-
interest and the desire for power were the principal
causes of the religious wars and persecutions just as
they are fin* principal causes of all other human conflicts.
If religion were to make a just demand on the attention
of intelligent men as something requiring their belief,
it would have to be expressed clearly, and truthfully,
otherwise, they will continue to regard it as mostly the
invention of charlatans whose interests are served by
deceiving mankind. The mystic concept of religion which
reconciles all by seeing religion as a necessary and
beneficial part of human history is mystic indeed.

Some religions have in their metaphysics a good
principle and an evil principle who are at war with each
other. The belief in such principlex may be regarded
ns the result of a vague intuition of the constructive
and destructive forces which are at work in the world.
In the "Babylonian Epic of Creation. Marduk, the adviser
of the gods, was made their leader in order that he
might, combat Tiamnt, Confusion, the mother of heaven
and earth. When he had vanquished her, he made
heaven and earth from her body Zoroaster taught that
two opposing spirits existed : Ahura Mazda, the Good
Spirit, and Angro Mainyush, the Destructive Spirit.
According to the Did Testament, Satan was the enemy
of Jehovah and of Israel. In the New Testament and
in Christianity he is represented as the spirit of evil
who is the enemy of Cod and Christ and the righteous,
as the prince and god of ihe world, as the ruler of the

Tune 1

darkness of the world, and is called the devil’* A~
the dualism of Zoroaster, Manes developed !li? »

of dualism in which he posited the existence  *
opposing kingdoms, the Kingdom of Light
Kingdom of Darkness. In the Koran, enlis QLf
is a fallen angel who is the chief of devils and

a devil because, he refused to worship Adam * 1
required such worship. Y

There is much to be said for the physiologicr » »
of the soul ; for it would appear that what is (a ™ Fjl j
soul is derived from the material and that body IL7jjli-
are the same thing; but this does not mean that
ism is the final answer on the subject of sph’hu*

Such creatures as men are not miserable ene
under the pressure of superstition they have a,
for themselves souls which they can lose and, °
about losing. ~

The cross is in Christianity a symbol of the sl

of Christ and by extension of the suffering p*

life; and evidence of this latter symbolism is In
words, “ . .. corfie, take up the cross, and foiled
According to the established human custom of u* "3
things to contradiction, the cross is often nse( i
decoration for the midwinter feast called Christina * *
the contradiction is that the cross is not a symbol”

“ The Lord helps those who help themselves. ((pga
hara merced. Y adn tres dias sin comer.'”
proveera, mas buen haz de paja se querraA
sarcasms on the deity have become proverbial in *
and Spanish. The English expression is so coml
spoken that it is g good example of the smallneS?, p
generally non-existence of men’s faith in those tthj
which they pretend to believe. It is difficult t° p y
stand what Tolstoy meant by writing in Iris boolL",
Confession, of the necessity of belief in the god h1"
men have believed unless it is admitted that he
confused which might easily and correctly he concl*n
by reading his philosophical writings. While it 7y
that some men believe in a god or in gods, a greatll )y
men have little genuine belief in anything which
religious. They merely have a few opinions which 1}
for beliefs; and even their opinions are badly
It is indeed faith in ourselves and in the construe [
forces of life that we need; but some of the belF™*
men do not supply that faith. hy

The fate of those who, in order to he made a
good, or at least, hypocritical, must listen to
harangues of praters who exhort them to give mow >
the Lord and also, better salaries for his servants,
praters, is exactly the fate which they deserve.

WILLIAM RTTTENOITR (IT.S.*v)
*Mark, X, 21.

OBSEQUIES

For the dying God, let ns toll the bell;
The Church of Christ is losing its lasl fight;
Oblivion’s tomb is theirs, not heaven nor hell.

Trusting in princes, preaching “ Might is Righb
The Church's God is dying: toll the bell!
Science now overcomes its ancient might.

In after years we shall our children tell
How cruel cunning has been put to flight :
For the dying God, sound the slow, measured bl

BAYARD SIMMON*.
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