
Î "
¡Vo»1
stem

tw

n^e.
God

Sunday, June 11, 1950

- ^  THEfreethinker
__________________________________________ :_______________ Editor: CHAPMAN COHEN

^  —No. 24 t r e g is t e r e d  a t  t h e  g e n e r a l !  Price Thrr  REGISTERED AT THE GENERALI 
Lpo st  OFFICE AS A NEWSPAPERJ Price Threepence

VIEWS AND OPINIONS 

Greek Philosophy and Christian ^enS<̂ e ana  0f the
the recorded history of human cu hiatory

fcvolution oi the human intellect, une e ^ -en^ Hellenes, 
stands out pre-eminently, that o£ , wfiich they have ®r Greeks, to give them the name „
“een known since Eoman times. p m0nt and others 
\  Even whilst admitting, as Franz o  , g not. as 
We demonstrated, that the classics ^  many ol er
rt were, start, from scratch, but ass _ ;  were the fa8*
l(leas from Oriental culture, ye * maqerials wine i 
Scientific thinkers who welded the i a • lg sySfem ot
"W had received from others m ® .. their own.
Co-ordinated thought th a t was esse ft major m*s'

It must undoubtedly be regav , human thoug u  
fortune for the subsequent evolutio » itg later and 
W t we only know Greek philosophy marriage with 
decadent form after the unprohtam ^  SoCrates and 
Religious mysticism that was con 1 ' c " . .
^'8 disciple, Plato, about the ^  ^  which
,J ’or when stripped of the P®® t philosophy h a 
Jh tian ity  and modern becomes obvious
?J°hied their ancient forerunnei , o0rates, Greek
¡ f t  with that introspective mysUm ^  longer studied 
J'Wophy entered upon its decay, * greater Greek 
(,? external universe as the eai'” :eCf,ive realitv, su 
Wkers had done, hut instead o e^aHatioxi of roan * • 
.'W ed a puerile anthropocei , 0f the Univeisc ,■

\spiritual ” being as the human thought is 0 5 disastrous delusion from which human
beginning to recover. Christian era and ot? '

w  the philosophy of the - been essentia
^lunation  in modern Idealism, ha Plato and
f e  era dominated' intellectually by S a »«to
^.lstotle, the last named who having been very 
.letitific thinker than his uaw ' afiapting ” lum Ûo.L v -  process ot a 1
HUcL i uian i

' b°wdlerised in the
requirements of Christianity. . . . , fVl„

Y.j ,.We may indulge in an unorthodox inquiry into the 
>2 %  of' the traditional, and still largely 'current
C ^ te of Greek philosophy, it seems evident that 
> > W , who apparently started his intellectual career 
l*C hom fid? materialist, eventually became a fuU- 
C  W stic in the best “ Yogi ” manner, similar to 
Wh0 rt̂ d e rn  mystics like, say, the late Mu e ‘ 3 /  
by pConsole themselves to-day, for the loss ° ' ‘
Ho | le discovery of eternity. Whilst, as for 1 ’
th o i?  the crowned emperor of E u ropean  religious 
C ? V ' e reveals himself upon closer scrutiny as a 

 ̂UŜ  r®̂ her than as a philosopher pi op i y - „
^  spirifl °1 of “ Madam Blavatsky ” who callediVrvtVk 4-D _ --- -i J  ̂vi J «««-Ii/n nAmrviitn at!

aspirations in a much better literary style

- jirff l̂om the vasty deep and who communed 
tl\al “ Mahatmas.’’ To be sure, he expressed

atly one of his numerous imitators.
were actually a tribe of barbaric Albanian 

i0rdftefi countrymen of Plato and Homer would have 
a at being confused with them. *

The classical philosophers of Ancient Greece, those 
'wonderful critico-analytical intellects to whom Humanity 
owes both the substance and the forms of coherent 
thought, left behind them a vast literature, the great) 
bulk of which has perished. What exactly has perished, 
we do not, of course know, but a surviving historian of 
ancient philosophy, Diogenes Laertius, writing towards 
the end of ithe classical era in Roman times, gives us 
some useful hints. The three most prolific of the 
Ancient Greek philosophers, he tells us, were Democritus, 
Epicurus and Aristotle. This means that they must have 
been very prolific indeed, and ye’t the authentic surviving 
works of Plato are extremely numerous, the total bulk 
of his works considerably exceeds the Christian Bible 
in size.

Of the three thinkers mentioned above, each of whom, 
if our authority is to be believed, must have left a whole 
library as a memento of his ideas, Democritus was, as far 
as we know, the first complete materialist in history, 
lie ascribed all living things ultimately to the fortuitous 
combination of the atom, conceived as the final indi­
visible form of matter. We do not know what, if any, 
were his theological deductions but logically they would 
appear to have left no room at any stage for the provi­
dential intervention. Of Democritus as also of his great 
predecessor Heracleitus of Ephesus and of his own 
fellow-Ionian atomists, absolutely nothing has survived 
beyond a few doubtfully authentic phrases.

Of Epicurus (c. 300 b .c .) we have a few complete 
letters, plus a number of discontinuous fragments pain­
fully reassembled by modern classical scholarship, yet 
Epicurus, as we know from other sources founded a 
powerful school of philosophy which lasted for some 
six centuries; long enough to become synonymous with 
infidelity in th© eyes of the Christian Church Fathers, 
and himself possessed in advanced circles in classical 
society a personal reputation analogous to that of Spinoza 
or Darwin in modern times. Epicurus was a hedonist 
and a de facto materialist, who made a nominal discount 
(perhaps with his tongue in cheek) in favour of theology 
by admitting the existence of gods who, however, do 
nothing except admire themselves—quite the most 
inoffensive kind of gods !

Of Aristotle whose dualistic “ Realism ” constitutes 
a kind of compromise between the philosophical idealism 
of Plato and the materialists, *nuch more lias, of course, 
survived, but by no means all, it would be interesting 
to know what has not been allowed to survive by the 
Christian censorship which found some of Aristotle’s 
works useful as a basis for its own theology.

It i$ evident that the classical critical and philosophical 
literature of the ancient Greeks has passed, so to speak, 
through a highly discriminatory sieve before it has been 
allowed to reach us. A literary censorship in which all 
that was inimical to Christian doctrine regarding Alan 
and the Universe has been allowed to perish or even 
been deliberately destroyed by the all-powerful Christian 
Church during the medieval millenium between the Fall 
of Rome and the Reformation.
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It may, in all probability, be assumed that not only 
the scientific (i.e., materialist) works of Democritus and 
Epicurus, but also those of all the more scientific, Greek 
thinkers have perished similarly, including those of the 
Greek atheists mentioned by name by Cicero, who 
presumably must have justified their description as 
atheists by some positive contribution to critical thought. 
In the above connection, it is deeply significant that the 
only two surviving works of an explicitly rationalist 
character which have come down to us in their integrity, 
the Dc Rerum Natura of the Epicurean Lucretius, and 
the Meditationh of the Stoic' Marcus Aurelius, both 
descend from a single copy; an obvious accident. How 
much else perished?

Obviously, classical literature lias survived only in a 
highly bowdlerised form. If we supposed that Hitler 
had won his war and that a Nazi Dark Age had followed 
for a millenium, what survived by accident of modern 
political and philosophical literature would constitute a 
broadly, accurate historical analogy.

E. A. RIDLEY.

WHERE ANGELS FEAR TO TREAD
ANGELS are generally regarded as being sexless, there­
fore they may well grace an attempt to analyse the 
article on contraceptives and automatic machines by Mr. 
W. 0. Bowers (page 151, The Freethinker). So little 
is understood, so much is misunderstood by the public 
about that most powerful human energy, sex, that even 
in a Freethinking paper the truth about sex may appear 
shocking; indeed, to some, even horrifying.

The anti-penultimate paragraph of Mr. Bowers’ state­
ment shows how little lie understands, or has tried to 
understand the subject which has so obviously disturbed 
him, and this, not because he cannot understand, or is 
incapable of trying, but because he is afraid.

He says: ” . . . the objections to their (contraceptives) 
being made available openly in such fashion aret so strong, 
that frankly, I am surprised to find anyone advocating 
such an idea.”

Surely Mr. Bowers realises what is implied by his 
statement. The objections against all advances in the 
ethical sphere have always been so great as to lead people 
less enlightened than Mr. Bowers to suppose that the 
objectors must.be right. The old objections to atheism 
itself, the objections to universal suffrage, the objections 
to the encroachment of women in the professions, to 
name a few, have all been exceptionally strong; Surely, 
the strength of the oppositions has never caused anyone 
like Mr. Bowers to lie surprised at such ideas being held. 
Why should the belief continue, as it does in strange 
quarters, that because an idea is greeted with horror 
and abhorrence by certain sections of the community, 
the idea must firstly be in error, and secondly, does not 
deserve support?

The original articles on contraceptives and automatic 
machines by Mr. Buller, to which Mr. Bowers takes such 
exception, were not as nicely rounded out as might be. 
The writer appeared to be applying his. pen to the pre­
vention aspect of the question only, leaving alone a much 
broader theme. Probably Mr. Buller, like Mr. Bowers, 
has some respect, much smaller perhaps but still exist­
ing, for the sex taboo. Gratitude should be shown to 
Mr. Bowers, however, for his complaint reveals in 
analysis, how unhappily men are apt to blinker them­
selves over tliis greatest of all the taboos. For, of Mr. 
Bowers* contribution can be said truthfully, not one

J u n e  1 L

sentence has any real relation to fact, and c°^ 
it is hopelessly wide of the mark. r sUre ot

Any attempt to set out with honesty an exp * pon
rip.tv’c ----- ,„.:n  ̂ Winner ilO -k

the uimngel-like. head the wrath of those in whose 1»
the cloak off sec‘recy and hypocrisy is maintained. ^ 

found in Alec Craig’s ” Banned t0

proo1

toof this is ------ .nvo o "— ltrary
England,” wherein the reader learns that, coi

the

general belief, it is not pornography that lb.^cQ 
Legal frowns are directed at any attempt to 
veil of ignorance which is in some minds s} 
with innocence. . ^

Mr. Bowers has advanced in his objection ^  
articles of Air. Buller, wiiat is -no more than tne , /
view, the Christian view, the view perpetuate ^  ^  
necessarily believed in by those whose J 1 j^yers

•thod0*

counter to freedom of thought. For Air* 
espouse the cause of Christian morals within the p» ĵ s 
The Freethinker indicates how little Air. 
succeeded in ridding himself*of the vestiges of , jfltf 
standards. Tt cTimilrl Ko .̂rr̂-»-i -fn Wivn. tl)ß

itti:

It should be obvious, even to him, 
cannot rid himself of the prejudices suit 
very last and most powerful of the Christian g0|e 
ditch ” fortresses—that of the claim to he Jjifl 
guardian of morals and ethics—he cannot re»4 
thinking as fully free. Air. Bowers should accep ^  ¡p 
like all else in their religion, Christian morals a 
artificial as their gods..

Examination of Air. Bowers’ protest is most r®v 
” I must admit,” he says, ” such an appalling P1 
fills me with, dismay.”

What is the appalling prospect?
That (in his own words) ” . . .  the available sujW ii 

young women with no sexual experience would ^  
tendency to become less and less.” vVj^

Available supply, mark you. To whom, and f01 
may be asked? jp*

Mr. Bowers’ phrasing is an unhappy choice, ^
little use his complaining that the phrase has been ^

used so innocently by Air. Bowers are part of the ^ ^  
stock-in-trade of the moralising Christian, ao(l# fi;lj
Bowers has done no more than reiterate the < 1 ,> \P* 
attitude to sex; that attitude being in one word, 

Available supply! The phrase, ghastly enough^, 
in this connection, refers only to the supply of 
Now a virgin is. of value only in two ways. The bl 
her value to the habitual seducer, and it should he 111 *

as i*uC* to

X O - ~ MT - - - - -  -- .11 glJ»’
from its context. A close study-of his article^'1*1 J(j * 
as much. However, as Air. Bowers is a reader of \ ;1ji 

riter for The Freethinker, we can see that he 1 ,)d 
man in many things and no doubt " 

welcome further enlightenment. Phrases such

iV
iuve

stood that the seducer is a pathological case, 
pervert as the homosexual* He is best left 
psychiatrist, as there is something peculiarly .1 
about the need of some men to ” possess ” virgin®* 

The second value of the virgin lies in the comuu h,,tg il l  XU tllU
outlook. Girls in Great Britain learn quite early e\j 
virginity will enable them to compete more effefj 
in the marriage market, or alternatively to buy a 
price from a potential lover. The^e things are not le*j. 
because they are natural, or because there is any* -,1
moral in the ideas, but solely because these ideas
integral parts of Christian teaching and Christian so 1̂

It is not a natural thing that there should be a A
&

s*
¿e ft

OPa 
Wmercial value to virginity, as chastity is not recO£ 0VV 

in nature, nor by adult human reasoning. (It was 
Louis Stevenson, I believe, who said that c iv ili ty

society s attitude to sex will immediately bring -d°^  ['
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uove from memory)-nli'a of the sanctity o£ women. i  ̂ rais either, aS 
Virginity ‘lias nothing to do hymen to &Pare
medical man who has distendec . assure y9u,_ Q 
possessor unnecessary pain ean yL< > these vie^^> , 
the arguments that will be raised, °£ an 0’ j
matter how sincerely held, are ends* seeksmoded religion which tor its ( claims m — ’1 ns to on f V 101 llS 0Wn enas* seeKS a
answer to ' rn9ra ŝ- Mr. Bowers can be assured m

•i oc arc out ot date. . xxis question that these 1 ŝt, Mr. Bower»
Claiming as he does to be a nou-rehg bis. beliefs,

e|oibe understood to mean that he but why
li ever held, in the religion of tU0 .. vl “ morals 0l 
(t)es he retain his beliets in the m , << pt has alway 
that discredited creed? He claims , inove f o r w a r d  o 
been the aim of enlightened peop e ^  there any l}1’09, 
^higher standard ot morals ; • • . , . one, or tha ihat the Christian standard is a *
has ever sought improvement? \VH.lT L lB B *.

(To* be cowcladod)

SCIENTIFIC CONUNDRUMS
•-»mmlem age is a veritable paradise o£ obseuraiitist 

' l> ustry. Never before were there so many publications, 
difference <»[ opinion on such a diversity of matters, 

ll,'s au age of specialists and “ experts, am so .
t) ‘ ^cumulation of knowledge and of information 
:  difficulty is to keep abreast of the tunes or to make 
n ', nipreliensive survey. I t  is al**o an age o jouma“■M ni.V. i • J

■ I'UDiioity ;■ anyone with access to information, or to 
vJ acc hk0 tile British Museum library, can read up a 
dintiCî  and produce a book. And it is also an o 
J ^ i c ,  with knowledge of the various modes ot argu- 

with much explanation but little understanding, 
lfcf la m e n t considered as sufficient excuse. •111 °ff10 

u!s to anything and it concerns everyone. 
s S  cannot all be scientific “ experts, but there k  

die onlooker sees most of the game. a 
,,u ‘\ of Posing riddles and conundrums m argunieut i. 
''k re,iUt purblind. Of all forjns of argum
ae be.q i U{hubsurdunj is perhaps the oldest, certainly 

mown and most used. It consists in carrying 
()l »(̂  called its “ logical conclusions/* really,
W *  rating out of all proportion so as to show 
!lHy jf. JY' It is legitimate and useful. But to carry 
Vs i(l Vjl h) extreme's is to reach the point of absurdity, i 
!l|!i,>\ ,, 10 eilh*opy argument, it is user! in science and 
‘hti î'A^^VPles may be given. But the scientist makes 
^V'tp a‘Jsurd h he accepts the absurdity of lbs own 
l|f} Pod! ahsurdum, for unless it is absurd there is 

!F0r 1,1 the argument.
/( ^ 111 sbailee, in electro-dynamics Rutherford Ibun i 
l̂yii ! 1?i1S ?han8’e in mass with change in speed, and. 

h'.iq yle idea to its “ logical conclusions ” deduced 
 ̂ lG speed of light the whole mass is electrical. 

,[H ]e‘|S taken to imply the disappearance of “ matter ” 
*’° Oliver Lodge’s nonsensical assertion that 

ki*k \i eriergy is a function of space; and that, after 
% to  had shown that it makes no difference
°l caleiC]CUP̂ es Space, the results follow from the method 
!*■ thft c a .̂on* The notion of .force, based on the analogy 

lllg of effort, is no longer a matter of space,teeli
Lat£ / i 0f time I no longer a physical entity, but a

\V ai|(? nsei}SG or sensation. We have reached psycho- 
j ^hot] 10 ^explicable Ding an Sicb. 
ylutivi; -  example arises from Einstein’s theory of 

and the apparently mystical notion of “ curved 
is, space-time continuum, and the idea that

the universe is bounded yet infinite. Using Einstein’s 
formula, mathematicians have carried the theory to its 
“ logical conclusions ” and made the deduction that the 
universe is expanding. But this has not been done to 
show tlie absurdity of Einstein’s relativity. There is 
method in their madness for with Einstein’s proposition 
that plus equals minus and minus equals plus, the results 
indicate that there is a discrepancy somewhere. I t is an 
application of the principles of logic and this is a 
scientific reductio ad absurdum used as a method of 
checking up.

The entropy case is by no means the only scientific 
reductio ad absurdum, but perhaps others are too 
technical or too abstruse for lay consideration. I t may 
lie that it fits in more easily with the old Argument that 
the world must have had a beginning; with the 
old questions, where did the world come from, and who 
made the universe? But the idea that God is a mathe­
matician is ludicrous; .both a scientific and a religious 
absurdity; yet of logical use to theologians whose ease 
arises, not from a statement of entropy, but from the 
other proposition in their syllogism. Entropy is shown 
by Rutherford to be nonsense and the logic here is that 
the “ running down ” of the second law of thermo­
dynamics needs another proposition to make an 
intelligible syllogism.

This “ running down ” absurdity was, for years, an 
accepted axiom, and. the condensing and Contracting was 
taken to be tlie “ beginning ” of evolution in the nebula 
hypothesis; the building-up process in the solar system 
developing the earth, which produced living lorrris, 
leading up to man. But evolution is no longer a matter 
of dispute. It replaces Creation as God’s Plan. I t is 
the glorious and meritorious achievement of the Divine 
Purpose that has ultimately produced ub. Being now 
outside the field of controversy, it no longer overshadows 
i lie entropy case. But though entropy .and evolution may 
be contrary, they are complementary and not contra­
dictory. As with energy and inertia, they operate 
together, at the same time in compensation.

The old absurdity of a condensing and contracting 
universe that wa-s doomed to run cold and dead is now 
counterbalanced by one that is expanding and bursting 
with radiant energy. The contrasting of absurdities is 
another 'scientific conundrum which shows up absurdity, 
as in the conundrum of indeterminacy; with the apparent 
contradiction of the corpuscular, and wave-form theories. 
But contraries are not necessarily contradictory and 
there is nothing strange? in the fact that we need different 
instruments, methods or theories for different purposes'. 
The recognition of, and classification of, diversity, is a 
characterist ic of science; shown in the fact that we need 
different branches» of science to deal with the different 
subject matter of the different aspects of experience.

Indeed, the increasing number and variety of branches 
of science may be given as a reductio ad nbsurdum in 
fact, which shows the absurdity of the idea, of unity, of 
the idea of a.universe, with the paradox of unity in 
diversity. Diversity is factual'; unity is mythical, the 
problem is complex. Perplexed in complexity, we smile 
at childhood’s simplicity. To inexperience a simple 
question needs a simple explanation but involves compli­
cation. We unify for simplicity, but this need finds 
different expression in the different attempts at solution 
of the problem of experience. Religion finds,satisfaction 
in myth. Philosophy gives speculative analogy as 
co-ordinating theory. While science seeks greater 
precision in descriptive formula and comprehensive 
generalisation. '
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This need for unity appears as a personal craving m 
the mystic search for “ wholeness ” in the “ oneness ” 
o! the 'self, maybe also in that of God. hint in this 
dialectic paradox, order or chaos is the measure of under­
standing. The different interpretations of experience 
involves mystical confusion of, and the difference between 
explanation and understanding. One might give explana­
tion but not understanding. One can accept explanation 
in faith or belief but can only understand in personal 
recognitipn of absurdity in contrast to fact. To answer 
a reductio ad absurdum is to show the absurdity. These 
conundrums point absurdity, and to find the answer to 
a conundrum is to smile at the absurdity. /

H. II. PBEEGE.

OSIRIS WAS NOT A SUN GOD
' THIS blunt statement may embarrass many readers 

who, with my friend Mr. Cutner (see page 17G) share 
the common belief that Osiris was a Sun God whom his 
worshippers treated as Moon God. The confusion cannot 
be laid at the doors of the Egyptian Worshippers.

Gods are the content of human ideas; yet our ideas 
and notions are in a continuous state of flux (even 
the meaning of words change). • Any statement as to 
bow a god was imagined and worshipped is merely a 
half-truth unless ibis statement is completed by mention­
ing the exact period in which those notions were valid, 
('ll list us, the saviour of the Homan slaves, is different 
from the capitalist Jesu£. Present-day Buddhism has 
no't more in common with the religion of King Azlioka 
than has the Kremlin rule with Marxism. The Gathic 
Ahura Mazda is a material agency, whilst its Pahlavi 
counterpart of the Bundahish is a spiritual principle.

The assertion that Osiris was a Sun God (though rather 
widespread) is even less than a half-truth; The British 
Museum’s Introductory Guide to the Egyptian Collec­
tion states (p.104): —

Asaki, *Osiris . . . originally a god of agriculture 
of Syrian^*?) origin; later, by confusion with Khentiu- 
menti of Abydos, the king of the Other World and 
judge of the Dead,

For further reference L refer to G. A. Wainwrigh’t: 
The Sky-Religion in Hyypt and dx Antiquity and 
Effecth (Cambridge, 1938).'

There is ho reference to Osiris until the late 5th 'dynasty 
(c. 2750 n.c.) when he, as a* companion of Anubis, was 
a guide of the dead. About 2600 b .c . be. appears in 
Abydos (bis place of pilgrimage) superimposed on the 
ancient deity of ¡Khenti-amentiu, but only as late as 
I hr' 12th dynasty (e. 2200 u.c.) was lie recognised as tlie 
national god of the dead. There,,was. an ancient Rain 
God, Set--probably imported by Semites- but in Egypt 
rain is of no importance; Set became the representarit 
of the hostile Desert Sun, the outlandish'red devil, 
whilst Osiris impersonated the life-giving inundation of 
the Nile (nahal = river). The center of his cult shifted 
to Busiris (dedu), where' a phallic stele was annually 
erected in Iris honour, in connection 'with cerernpnial 
hoeing and the sacrificing of goats.

It: is quite correct to say that 'the sun rays wer£ 
considered to be phalli .that pierced Mother Earth and 
rendered her fertile; yet*, the primitives held sun and 
light apart (Gen. I, 3-5); it is apparent that the moon 
carries light, hut it is not with the sun. Long before 
sunrise, (or if the sun is hidden behind clouds) it is day* 
therefore light seems to have no connection with the 
sun (Gen. I, 14-19).

5 —------ ------------------------ -------- 0f
\\ ei are rather apt to forget that the inhaj?^ 

the hot zones do not look at the sun in the sal11 
as we do; for them, the sun is not their grea'tes ■ r  
but the fiercest foe, destroyer of all life; be is . Ânjire*
I ul Molokli, prototype of the Bed Prince of . g 0{ 
1 heir Saviour-God is the one who opens the s ll. t̂e 
.Heaven for the “ waters above” to refresh and l?vl°
ferrestial life.

The outstandiii
di,\ climate (favourable ior coiiser vawon̂ i > ¿r
valley is highly fertile owing to innundation. ^  
the representant of the Nile floods is the supmm .j0ll 
giver, he is depicted green (the colour of the innll,1( 
mud). In Egypt, therefore, fertility has no 001111,|ieni‘:' 
with Heaven, but with the '“ Underworld,” from " jn 
the Nile was supposed tc originate. Even the 
its daily course sinks into the Underworld 11111, j e9J. 
part’ in the general resurrection from the* realm 0 % a
Yet tlie master of the Sun Barge is Hor (^ ollj.lt't" 
tar more ancient deity than Osiris» who, in the 
system, was considered to be the former’s father* ^

In short, Osiris was never a Sun God nor <l 
God; it was only during that period when he )̂ fTypt 
the favourite “ all-out ” God of the whole of ^ er 
that lie borrowed solar and lunar traits irom 
deities; yet when Aniun, 'the ram-god of Theh^ î**

king of tiie, gods,” took Iris place the same clri1«1̂  
isties were bestowed" upon him; he became Am0,1'(,oIi 
though Iris name denotes rain, and was frequently^, 
nee ted with -Amentia West (and, therefore, the * 
of the dead). .

The connection between Osiris and the Moo11  ̂ (li 
limited to the influence the latter was snpFC):-'Lit>.||!i| 
exercise upon ’the* Nile and the Other World as & ’̂ ii' 
of Darkness. Tlie iriter-relatiops between Sun and • 
shall be dealt with in another article. w

PERCY G.

characteristic of Egypt is lts
utterly

. ^nlv/tbe

THE POPE AND THE PROD •iei"1'IIAT I like about you, Jack, said my old | |U ]t 
lee McConkey, is that you never cramp my sty L, 1(|.

B ern« d i l l  1,1 inf, i i i v  c f n i ’ino  oY*n a r o yto f i > i n i ’- I d

WHAT 
Ylec
has been said that my stories are sometimes fAr-imtyj't 
and I have even been called a liar, but that 
disturb me. For, having been reared on the ■' >  
inconsistencies, contradictions and absurdities ¡̂it 
quite natural to me. 1 object to modern criticism 
spoils a good yarn. jjv

I don’t think 1 ever told you about Portadovvn 
and his job at the Vatican? Well, as you know, 
are few Catholics in that Ulster town, and ^l)t- 
Protestants are very bitter. Now, Billy was }l .̂ it 
Orangeman, but ho was also a proper scrounger. A J 
tlie hardest job of his life was drawing Insura*10*5■ o 
Health benefits. The officials were tired of him 
Labour Exchange. Time after time he had been 
to jobs, hut he never retainer! them long- \\t 
manager’s patience was exhausted, and at leDg^^t 
threatened that he would be permanently cut off 1 y' 
all relief. “ There’s only one more job 1 can send ty, 
to ,” he said to Billy, “ arid that’s to the Vatic*111 
Rome.” 1 f\

But what, in the mime of God could J do in B0111̂ ! 
asked the bewildered Billy. “ I’m a Prod, and I c> 
speak Italian.” A

His holiness' is not bigoted,” said the 
sternly, “ and lie understands English. i t ’s ?er  jty 
well-paid fand easy job, and, anyway, it’s yolU* 
chance.”
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outlined the details,dome 'v—n  -
-  . --------  f “P ^ ® t a S SS p « ns13•vwme would be made ready *or 1 u mv agreed, a1̂  

paid. Somewhat reluctantly? • e Cardinal ^ 
eventually reported at the VatlCa nA made BiUy , 
feceived him was very gracious • began 1° 1 ‘,
*<■ home; in fact, the Portadown man U semned
the Catholics weren’t  a had nvovv j  ,e\y s u i t e r0° . ,
h> he a very cushy job. He ha \ jl television) _ with rich carpets on the floor, radio 
a e best- of emU 'n ' , macaroni, ice,grub-all Italian, you t o do was to
• ■..un, and fish and chips. * .mie rest of the < 1 • 

waken the. Pope in the morning. in the «tua».
*«« his own. He was thorough y 1 ^ 1  uhnc H -s H olm e-
h appears that eight o doéh |s ceduv0 was th.i ■ ■ ^  
'hsues to he wakened at. ihe 1 \xe came t  .

\ v,ul to walk along the corni 01 s H is Ilohness 1
' ^«ted bedroom. He was warned about beuv

s<nne\vhat irasciblè, and nng '  ̂ be argued v
wakened, but, of course, he mi ■ 9 wake'
«0 long as Hilly made sure that ne NVu$ all that wakened that

was required. ' . , .
o ti^  first morning of duty arrived. Exact y a e1« J
> » g  his instructions, the Irishman knocked- tine.
I,.""'8 at the bedroom door, saying solemn y, 1 .
; ,ne of Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. A voice 
'swerecl, incoherently. .
i hood morning, your Holiness,” recited lh y- 1

S ht o’clock, and i t ’s a lovely day. Your bath ,? spared ”
A,

koliŝ ‘nswer> now quite distinct, came through, “ You 
J] ]IUalV ^ou surely do not know who I am. I am 

“igbt  ̂a^her, I am infallible, and J know that i t ’s 
%ait > (aock, and a lovely morning, and that my bath 

bii| 1Ue* away you 'foolish man.” 
ilU, thyfWent away—just- a little bit annoyed, but, after 

a Was his day’s work done.
BijL J lex  ̂ Corning tliere was the same performance.
bh0st^dfVe ^ lree knocks, intoned Father. Son, and Holy
ftw ’ and the rest of the rigmarole. Again the same . C»JV rbml... 1 . - 0 -H se  H0to®t® h*orn the wakened sleeper: “ Don’t you 
I kij0 !at \ am the Pope and that L know everything? 
% i iu , la  ̂ eight o’clock, that i t’s a lovely morning, 

bill " )!l^ 1 reac^ ’ s0 &° awa,Y y°u stupid man.” 
°'ll'aUnf*Werb away. After all, what did it matter how 
hi© san°llS !̂le was, the job was a soft one. All
Hh.iH;,i ,Uih bis Protestant pride resented being called 

^  1 1:,y a Papist.
* < / /  third morning. Billy went to the door, and 
aUd ,]e three knocks in the name of the Father, Son,
K\u, H°V. Ghost,„ —w, He was just beginning “ Ypur

l̂iii S’ Nyben he was interrupted by the voice from
'• j

' :,la 7i°i'V i*!ei e? my good man, haven’t 1 told yon that 
'tlY‘ n0; * ‘1 Gble and know everything. 1 know' what, you 

SaY* f know thivt it’s eight o’clock, and 
bail  ̂ 1 lovely morning, and that my bath . . . ”

1 Ht;ui([,loxv 't was Billy’s turn to assert himself, to make 
♦< ()j ^ ‘Protestantism and Portadown.

•v;ui ]-, ^es» ’ he roared, “ you're the Pope all right and 
<Jî ht Gv°rytJnng. You’re infallible. You know it’s 
,Vluav ^ 0(>/k. and a lovely morning, and your bath’s 
I-1 w r  y°U' y°P know damn all about anything, 

ve ,la^-past eleven, it’s raining cats and dogs and 
bad your bath. And let me just tell you.l * l l j r .  • • ' • ' I  u  LUI/ U i l L U .  l e u  J 1 IW. j U i j u  n o n  ,

kehlv. be infallible to them poor Romans, hut you’re 
VDd name in Portadown.”

FREETHOUGHT DICTIONARY
FEAR. An inherited instinct which comes into play 
with any sense of impending danger to the individual'. 
Primarily, a dread of the unknown. Petronius’ dictum 
that “ Fear first created the Gods is a statement of 
incontrovevtable fact. All gods originated from primitive 
man’s fear of malignant spirits of nature.

If his* plowing/and sowing wdre blessed by gentle rains 
and a warm sun it w as natural to be complacent and 
congratulate himself on his handiwork, but if the gentle 
rains turned into 'storms which washed away the crop 
or if the warm sun got so hot as to wilt the crop, the 
obvious reason for such a calamity was some malignant 
force in" nature. From such a conception to the belief 
that it was needful to propitiate such a force is a simple 
and logical step and, assuming that the malignant force 
had. “ eaten the crop ” because it w7as hungry, what 
better prevention could there, be than a sacrifice of some 
food on hand from tile previous crop? "

From this to human sacrifice is a step which hardly 
needs elucidation. v

As far as the present-day Christian is concerned this 
primitive emotion is still his greatest bugbear. Fear of 
death; fear of a last judgment; fear of hell. He is told 
that lie has an immortal, soul, a statement which iiis 
natural ego makes him assimilate avidly, and his main 
concern in life * is to save “ . . . this puff of vapour from 
his mouth, Man’s soul,” as Browning called it, to save 
it at any cost from annihilation. Also to save it in the 
body as long as possible. He knows, he is absolutely 
certain, that the future existence is better than the 
earthly one, but this old fear still prompts him to put 
off a visit to Heaven until all the doctors and surgeons 
at his command have given up hope of saving so worth­
less a life.

F. W. RENNIE.

CRUSTACEAN ADVANTAGE
It would be nice 
To live as wood-lice,
Under a rock or stone;
Never to hear the moan 
Of godly folk who think it ” sin 
Should they drink gin,
11’orfei ting Kirigdom-Com e 
For Demon Rum.
It would be nice,
Like the wood-lice,
Not to hear that “ teacher ” ,
Tile Radio-Preacher;
Nor read of atom bomb 
And hydrogenic doom ;
Nicr when Ihe foolish chatterers appal
To roll up in a hall
And iust ignore them all.

B; S.

Fr. L. McReavy is a very sad man. He has just dis­
covered that many Catholics spend far more money on 
football pools than they do on the Catholic Social Guild. 
Aim! in some quarters, matters are still wolse, for, speak­
ing recently in Sunderland, he/pathetically admitted that 

among some Catholics there is not only indifference to 
the call of Pope Leo- XI11, but hostility.” Perhaps the 
number XIII has had a. deleterious effect on their Pools.; 
or perhaps'they find that the prize in Heaven promised 
by tlie Pope is not quite as evident as a prize received 
from the correct crosses on a football pool paper.
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ACID DROPS
We so often hear of the great longing the heathen has 

for the Christian God that it is .with something of a 
shock when the former Bishop of Darwin (Australia) ad­
mits publicly, that in his 50 years missionary work in the 
Northern Territory he did not make a single convert to 
Christianity. He even doubts whether it will be at all 
possible to convert the Aboriginal. “ Self confession 
ma\ be good for the soul,” but to admit such a failure in 
other walks of life would, at least, mean the end of 
further pleas for finance, but where religion is concerned 
another set of values operate, and wholesale begging for 
the “ heathen ” will continue, even though the 
Australian Aboriginal prefers his own god to the White 
one.

We cull the following from an Australian newspaper 
which proves (if proof were necessary) that religious 
influence makes for idiocy the world over. A Methodist 
Church was burgled, and that despite the sign over the 
door of the Church, “ Be sure your sins, will find you out.’’ 
The Missioner thereupon prayed long and earnestly, and 
then phoned the police who immediately answered, “ we 
l ave caught your burglar.” A real answer to prayer! 
Although the burglar was later charged at the Sydney 
Central Court with “ sacrilege,” it appears that ail lie 
stole was a “ pressure cooker and a razor.” The objects 
had, of course, acquired sanctity from their contact with 
¡1 holy place. The burglar should have “ pinched ” a 
cooker from an ordinary house when the charge would 
not have been so serious.

Pausing for a moment to wipe his brow, the Rev. W. 
Booth, who is helping to build his own church at Shipton, 
said, “ this is what 1 call Christian work,” and shovelling 
sand and cement is ” practical Christianity.” So just 
to add to the confusion by another definition of 
Christianity wc now have bricklaying. As if there were 
not enough definitions of Christianity already.

The Canon is not yet ready for membership 0 ^  
National Secular Society; he thinks that 
“ Shaw, Bennett and Wells turned against the ^ (l)
because of wrongful teaching.” He does not. * ^  
realise that a religion founded on such a Book ¡s 
to turn any intelligent man against it, and it 19/, 
bate in the day to talk of “ wrongful teaching 
the centuries of Christianity.”

The “ Eastbourne Gazette reports the lh ^
Rudman, of Holland Hoad Church, Hove, as

I here has never been any care, outside the ^  
l.vdth, for men and women. The Atheist has ne^el jy, 
built a dogs’ home.” ft reported correctly, t l6 i \P 
Rudman is just lying on behalf of his God a* 
religion. There never has been less- care for 
than inside the Christian faith

■----7 —  •

Once again the Lord’s little ways have 
mysterious. In the recent floods disaster at ^ 111 gye 
and the surrounding country, five church®9, 
presbyteries, four convents, and probably rnau)  ̂  ̂
re1’ 1 ” ’* ' ' 1 nreligious buildings were completely subm erged. \  c,0nv 
50 ( atholic buildings have been either damaged °l 
pletely destroyed. Prayers appear to have be®? ^  • 
unavailing. And to cap matters four nuns die( 
fire at Hull, Quebec.

1 ohAll this in Canada. Hut God had not finished P 
faithful, for in Peru an earthquake, destroyed the  ̂ ,i 

I ol a 300-year-old church, splintered the wal^ SjV 
cathedral and damaged most of the nearby churcheS j{l 
others are in danger of collapsing. Why has th® y/ 
been so ferocious with his sheep? It is an easy 
to ask but we venture to say that not the most 
convert to Catholicism could supply the answer, 
those horn to the Faith. Could it be said that the p, 
of the Lord in Winnipeg was due to the attack 0 
Tied River?

Onqe again the pantomime of the “ Boy Bishop ” was 
played at Norton Parish Church, Sheffield, when the 
I I year-old .Keith Bcntly, clad in pale blue and gold 
surplice preached the sermon. And what a sermon! 
How his friends must hate the little prig. He advocated 
that “ naughty children should he punished. Spare the 
rod, spoil the child.” It would do good,” he said, “ if 
mothers would spank their children,” and so on. We 
can only hope that when Keith reaches the age of dis­
cretion he will never be able to think of this occasion 
withbut embarrassment—and contempt for the parsons 
who have used him thus for their own ends.

The secular world moves, and slowly, very slowly, the 
religious world follows, for at last we have a prominent 
churchman who lias reached the same conclusion 
that freethinkers reached hundreds of years ago. 
Canon T. P. Stevens has publicly stated that he finds 
parte of the Old Testament obscene and embarrassing, 
particularly when as a. young mqn, his sisters read to 
him the stories of Noah's binge, David’s nudism, and 
Moses's fiddling, as well as the stories of rape, murder 
and lies, The difficulty that faces the worthy Canon is, 
of course, that he cannot reject part of the Bible whilst 
retaining another. For if the Bible is inspired, then it 
is inspired wholly. The N6w Testament, which the 
Canon thinks is wonderful, cannot be separated from the 
Old. And to think sceptics wore burnt for saying far 
less than the Canon.

The “ unity 99 problem is still being discussed ll\ p 
Church Timet). One prominent Anglo-Catholic, B1'- j’p' 
Moss, insisted that the Church of England 
scriptural authority for dogmas- not, as in the ( , pl 
of Rome, what the “ Church ” says. This has .̂¡t 
countered by “ Friendly Orthodox ” who also insist 
the real question is not “ should dogmas be cap^^p 
scriptural truth,” but “ who or what is the P̂ .1 
authority for declaring that a particular dogma is ‘P. <r;r 
and what constitutes the nature of proof ? ” Speak111̂!» 
one completely outside these discussions, we ca n ^ (1i 
say that “ who is the authority?” has been the ciUl Ç 
almost all the disputes in Christianity in history- J 
only a miracle from God or Jesus can answer that 0

About 2,000 people prayed in a village ehurcb 
Salerno (Italy) with the local Communist *Li ^  
Members of the congregation said they had s®1'1̂  N 
Communist’s arm break as he raised it aloft to V
anti-religious- slogan. He bad “ insisted on F‘l ..a
hospital to beg the priest’s forgiveness and to make P 0 
with God.” With God all things are possible,, 
accommodating 2,000 people in a “ village ”
What a wonderful stunt to stage in Westn1' p 
Cathedral, if only a leading Communist cqUy^p 
persuaded to break bis arm. What a crowd woul 
the Cathedral to hear him ask God’s forgiveness.
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No-: Holborn 2601.

41, G ray’s Inn  Road, 
London, W.C. 1.

TO CORRESPONDENTS
C. DnipMi; J. P . 'td 'ck.—Many thanks £or Paine’s
Ci.M—One o£ the best Freetl^ell|\>nnTtted to P ° ^  and 

*h;e uf lteason. Rut may it© h .  rol> nearly 6C  ̂our BiWc Handbook has sold steadii}
1H ulso still selling? _ on^ptu ia connectio^ lien t/ie sermces ’o/tbe National Sccula^ all cSmV̂ ^ltti.
m  Secular Burial Services are ^ ¡ ¡ tary$ B. H. E°sei Rons should be addressed to the publish-
Giving as long notice as possible. .^¿ct from the 

hiR Freethinker will be forward , c aTld  Abroad)- 
iu0 Office at the /ollouhng / a t ^  th*f *«• **• and

, Vear, 17s.; half-year, 8s. 6d.; three ' ived regularly, 
folloicing periodicals are ” office: Thb

cun be consulted at “ The r !  man ^
Seeker (U.S.A.), Common SeNS® \ tt S.A-> German y  The Voice of

^nglish) P rogressive Wore» / a M tralia), B®11 ^ 11UnoNAiW The R ationalist ( A a ^ a  yf _ er
Switzerland), Don Basilio (B  y) business
'“ders for literature should be serl, Boad, London, 

o/ the Pioneer Press, *1, Gray 3 17111 l n„er tt7Vd
und not to the Editor. oTie side of the V Vcorrespondents please write *eeP th&ir letters

XT

*cfu:re w ° brief. T/Rs ujitt give everybody a chance.
a-es shoulds reach the Office by Friday morning.

• n a t io n a l  s e c u l a r  s o c ie t y
'I’H |,i Report of the Annual Conference
Md jrtnn lla  ̂ Conference of the National Secular Society 
(,n \yj - i G r a n d  Hotel, Sheffield, had a good send off 
4eleiga;ut Saturday, with an enjoyable reception of 

r̂ i) es and friends.
11 i'c\v  ̂^^dent of the local Branch, Mr. J. Bawson, in 
h'hieji ^ eH tdiosen words, welcomed all present, after 
*apitul le evening was given over to introductions, a 
c0hVa Musical programme, light refreshments and

 ̂Nation.
Iirancltll5 business sessions on Sunday, the. following 

]51 1 delegates assembled: —
U o C ^ 1, A. C. liosetti; Bradford, H. Rowntree;

Peter B'Hfgpi ’ Foster ; Birmingham, F. Terry; Chester-le-
<i|as„ M. A. Brighton; Chorley, W. Healey;

Mrs. M. Whitefield, Edith Kirkwood; Halifax, 
Kii| ' Fdwards, N. F. Berry, Councillor H. Woodhead,», lKÎÜr,rxv» T-wr^toi 
^ t a i J • W. Barker, H. S. Michael, A. H.
C ? 1" Lewisham, E. W. Shaw; M ancherei,
'kl ’ C - T . Smith;'Merseyside, M . C. 1 airy- • 

Newcastle, J. T. Brighton; North 1 ^ .  
\L''Amry, Mrs. E. Ebury, W. Fraser; Nottinnha , 

I s- M. Beeslev T M. Mosley, A. Elsmere, boutU 
.\M0n> J. Seibert; Sheffield, J. 'liawson, H. Trumwe ,g , _______, „ w ___ ___i _, ____

, « « ■ ;  West Ham, P. Turner; West London
m -•Cl ,ivnf eaver. There was also à good attendance oflLC ninvvU.

Tl niembers
\  a ¿ ^ e d in g g  opened by the Acting President read- 
(,hon. 1 AS,a^e °f fraternal greetings from Mr. Chapman 
ri(‘̂ afY6 1 ^le suggestion of Mr. W. Collins, n goodwill 
T0 ^  0 )̂e sent to Mr. Cohen was heartily taken up.

%  Airei1°iW In°r© time for dealing with other items on 
ls ( a the minutes of the last Conference were taken
to The

(>Mti Aei'utive*s Annual Report was read by Mr. B. H. 
N||bVt‘si't,’(>,ln(̂  w«s adopted by the Conference after some 

*'s and questions had been put (the report >vill

be printed and circulated among Branches and members 
in due course). The Annual Balancé Sheet, covering the 
past year, was also adopted after a few questions had 
been asked and answered.

For the election of President, Mr. L. Ebury, a Vice- 
President, occupied the chair. He spoke of the traditions 
and responsibilities of the office and said the confidence 
of the Executive, including himself, was behind the 
nomination of Mr. B. H. Bosetti. Mr. J. T. Brighton 
(Newcastle) moved the resolution and paid a tribute to 
Mr B. H. Bosetti, Mr. P. Turner (West Ham) seconded 
the resolution on instructions from his Branch and a 
number of others spoke in support. On the other side 
Mr. G. H. Taylor read out a number of reasons why 
Mr. Bosetti should not be elected The motion was put 

' and Mr. B, H. Bosetti was elected by a large majority. 
Messrs. J. T. Brighton and L. Ebury were re-elected as 
Vice-Presidents of the N.S.S.

There was no opposition to the motion to elect 
Mr. J. Seibert to the post of Secretary of the N.S.S., 
which was duly carried. Mr. W. Griffiths was again re­
elected as Treasurer to the Society and Mr. II. Li. 
Theobald was re-appointed as Accountant.

The following Executive was elected: —
N.E. Group.—Mr. A. C. Bosetti and Mr. F. A. Eidley.
Midland Group.—Mrs. C. G. Quinton.
Yorkshire Group.—-Mr. P. V. Morris.
AMT-. Group.—Mr. J. V. Shortt..
South London Group.—Mr. B. Johnson.
North London Group.—Mr. L. Ebury.
East London Group.—Mrs. E. Venton.
1 Ve s t Lo n d on G roup.—Mr. B . J . Wood ley.
A motion to encourage Branches to organise open-air 

meetings by subsidising each lecture by 5s. out of 
Society funds, was moved by the Executive and carried 
by the Conference.

A protest from Glasgow that the name of a “ certain 
speaker ” was omitted from the Lecture Notice column 
in “ The Freethinker, ’ ’ Was a matter for the editor and 
was remitted to him.

North London demanded the a b o 1 i t i o n of the 
Sabbatarian Laws and so giving freedom for all forms of 
entertainments permissible on other days,

'Kingston Branch drew attention to the methods of the 
Bom an Catholic Church for increasing its power by 
definite political action and advised progressive organisa­
tions to discourage attempts to use the machinery of their 
organisations for Boman Catholic Church purposes.

A resolution from Manchester called for further pressur e 
on the B.B.O. to give time for definite Freethoùght dis­
cussions over the radio, was accepted and passed.

The Executive stressed the necessity for an increased 
activity all over the country in support of Secular Educa­
tion, to combat the campaign of the Boman Catholic 

x Church for a bigger allocation of public money for their 
schools.

The appointaient by the Government of a Minister for 
Peace, for the purpose of a more determined effort for 
international co-operation to secure peace, was the point 
in another motion in the names of North London and 
Kingston Branches, which was duly carried.

The Conference also passed resolutions against the re- 
introduction of corporal punishment, and to join in the 
efforts to abolish capital punishment, and to add “ and 
the abolition of blood sports ” to the paragraph on cruelty 
to animals in the Society’s Immediate Practical Objects.

A resolution that drew plenty of discussion was one 
from Manchester calling for the travelling expenses of 
Executive members attending Executive meetings to he 
a charge on the funds of the Society. I t  was pointed
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out that the cost might well be over.£1 ,000. a year, and 
as no present member of the Executive received a penny 
for expenses there was no point in incurring such an out­
lay. The motion calling for the payment of expenses 
was defeated.

The resolution from Glasgow for the immediate 
appointment of an organiser was also defeated on the same 
ground that the cost would he too heavy a drain on the 
Society’s resources, and the uncertainty of applying the 
tasks of an organiser to the conditions of our propaganda.

That brought the business sessions to a close. The 
whole proceedings had been in the very best tradition 
off Freethought principles. Well-informed discussion,

. calmly stated points of opposition, and a ready grasp- of 
the business before the*meeting.

The President paid a. tribute to the excellent arrange­
ments made by .the Sheffield Branch, and the care and 
attention of Mr. A. Samms, the Secretary, for the 
comfort and easy running of the Conference.

At the evening public demonstration in the City 
Memorial Hall a team of speakers consisting of Messrs. 
I. T. Brighton, J. Clayton, II. Day, L. Ebury, T. M. 
Mosley and F. A. Ridley put various aspects of Free- 
thought in clear, crisp and pointed terms to an interested 
audience. Mr. R./H. Rosetti was in the chair.

On Monday a coach ridt? through beautiful Derbyshire 
scenery to the Derwent Valley Reservoirs brought the 
proceedings to a close and there seemed to be a general 
j'eeling that the 1950 Conference lmd got to what a 
conference of Freethinkers should be, and the credit is 
due to everybody who took part in the »proceedings.

R. H. ROSETTE

THOUGHTS ON RELIGION
X.

IF a man were not deceived by religions promising- 
rewards and heavens, lie might, if he were a philosopher, 
quite rightly and naturally turn his attention to the 
present life and try to discover what conduces to the/ 
least pain and misfortune/ W ithout the disenchantment 
which follows the discovery that there is probably no 
life after this one and certainly no heaven, he would not 
be very miserable about the loss of heaven; in other 
words, he would not grieve about something of which 
he had never heard and would not judge with the judg- . 
ment of disappointment the natural life. There is no 
unhappy grieving in Greek and Roman literatures about 
a myth like the Christian conception of eternal life; and 
the Greeks and Romans seemed disposed to livb the 
natural life and there find whatever could lie found in 
existence while the Stoics among them tried to learn how 
to endure life to its end.

Regarding a life after this life, it may he said that, as 
far as experience and reason enlighten us, we shall not 
live but tliis one life. Beyond that, nothing is known of 
the subject.

No one after extended reflection, until lie understood 
the matter, would desire the immortality promised by 
religions.

If this world is vain, the worlds to come, which do not . 
exist, are even vainer, if that is possible; for they are in 

• the relation of nothing to something. Those who are com­
pletely ingenuous about their conceptions of a future life 
will admit if necessary that they are not^sure that there 
will he none ; but. trusting to experience and reason, they 
see that their disbelief in a future life is well founded ; 
and, even if they are wrong, the loss is sftinll ; for their

error is merely an intellectual error which the apFeai‘ 
ol the world cause them to believe. r flic

Pascal wrote in his Pensées, Section IL l y > 0f
Isity of pleasures: “ The sentiment of the D ‘ 01

present pleasures and the ignorance of the Vv? j. {¡lie 
absent pleasures causé inconstancy/’ Granted ' ‘ ulH- 
pleasures of life are somewhat illusory, it would be jrît 
to write of the falsity of religions which spoil t \e 
ot man. pic*̂

In the Pensées of Pascal you find reflections " e 
-are the same as what the negative critics of relig10*1 .¡(),i 
thought regarding the mysteries, of .the Bible. I” ** it* 
Vili,  564, is the following remark: “ The Propl.otlof 
even the miracles and the proofs of our religion am !^]y 
such a nature that it can be said that they are abm ^  
convincing. But they are also such that one canne 
say that it is not without reason to believe them- 

In Section Nil,  743, lie wrote these two 
which he did not answer and which are, it must 00 ^ r; 
fessed, rather strange questions for a Catholic b0 10 f|i 
“ Proofs of Jesus Christ. Why has the book of n ,• 
been preserved? What about the history of Ti19lllMjv 
In 755 of the same Section he wrote : “ The appare. 
cordante of the Gospels.” sHe did not explain tllis ujd 
of agreement between the four canonical gospels. " ^ 
lms provided ground for one of the principal ar?llIÏI t],e 
of the philosophers and the freethinkers agains 
divine inspiration of the Bible.

Pensée 802 is this observation:— .̂ er
1 lie Apostles were deceived or were deceivers; 

is difficult because it is not possible to say a 
been resuscitated . . V jn

While Jesus Christ was with them, he could sJP (i 
them; but afterwards, if he had not appeared to W 
who was it that made them act as they did?

Even if Pascal’s faith is not questioned, such reiJl, 
show that lie had in liis mind a few doubts j1, 
Christianity, which were either his own or those of ot 

There is among the Christians a traditional conce* jr 
of a wicked world of men which has probably b001̂ !  
lived from the writings of the N$w Testâmeul (i]ll* 
perhaps from the teachings of Christ and which 00 
to be peculiar to Christianity and not found to any 0N lVl|i 
in other religions. In his Pemeiri, LXXXIV, 
wrote that Christ was the first to- reveal to men tl^^-iii 
ception of the world. It-.is a conception appropriate, ¡̂jy 
ascetic view of the world ; and the founders of Christ11 
were no doubt, influenced* in their ideas by the ^  
beliefs then prevalent in the world, such as those °.,t/  
Essen.es who formed a religious brotherhood that 
in Palestine, from the second century B.C. to the s0Ĉ i 
century A.D. The use of the word denoting world 
the human inhabitants of the world, has been con) ^ 1 i 
many languages and existed in Greek and Latin, 
the chief languages of Christianity, before the deV̂ .t>ÿ 
ment, of Christianity; and it was accordingly no n /  
trouble for the early,Christian writers ’to develop 
this conception (contained in kosmos and mundus* , :il' 
pessimistic conception of the world as the enemy /^ i’ 
truth and goodness. From this have come 'the Ch1’1̂ ’ 
conceptions of the worldly and of worldliness. i0jr 
Christian conception of the world is an inaccurate Y 
ception of humanity and human affairs and, as 
cepfcion arising from and productive of seclusiven®^ $ 
intellectual narrowness, is characteristic of the spb'1̂ /  
Christianity which is seclusive. We have liere d 
example of Bie ordinary mode of operation of mb1! 
limited intelligence; according to the small mind |̂1,l,nl 
are either good or bad, true or false, black or whit0, 
there are no intermediate degrees of quality becflU?0
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• According ^  small mind, does not see such degree . lie is an
Christianity, either a.man is one 0 , iej .  Christ s‘
infidel; either lie is saved or he is c ^h  me is a»al ,
i*> Matthew, Xll, 30: “ He that »  ̂  me scattereth
me; and lie that gathereth ivf  tel.istie oi P » ^
abroad,” Similar antitheses ^  n hout the Chxib 
aud narrow minds are found 1 1 ° -i~

l llible. . i v 0 world was that u
Christ’s lundumental idea oi dying hr a\ Q

works were evil, that it was loe* R e s is t, according t  . 
dun the devil was its * £  XU , * .  thf
Christian exegesis he inferred m Gl isfc believe 
devil was the prince of the world. ^  two followm* 
dm world bated him, as is ,ei ‘0f Jo h n :-- tetfc 
voutradictory passages in the voU- but U1U ^  ' c

“ The world cannot hate you, kg tliereol 
because 1 testify of it, that theftvil ” are— WWKJVA
evil.”—VII 7 . . ,

If the world hate you, ye know that it hater 
before it hated you. n  i p
, . “ K ye were of the world, the world would love 
us °wn: but because ye are not o f t  lie " ° j  ,
I have chosen you out of the world, t ieie  ̂
world hatethyou.”—XV, 18, 19. , ,

u fd s indicates thatjChris.t thought that the whole woi 
)i‘ l'd Inm and his disciples. The fact is tha , ' ^ .
I l:|l, some men but-hot all men may have hated "  ̂ ‘
• s o)lowers. It is easy to see how Christians of SU(X : 
5  centuries in reading such texts and believing them- 

¿ f t to be meant by them, have developed the 
,^tion of a world antagonistic to Christianity and 
nV° to truth and «oodness. I t  is curious to note m passi ginat in 4.1. - n -_ ......... * |_f .w V> — v w..-. vv/ "
t()|| first chapter, of the Gospel of John we are
toll ;!M Christ, the Word, made the world; then we are
lint,.!1! the sarpe book by Christ himself, that the world
Ml

H<nv 11U1- ^id men hate him because he made ’them? 
iHtai !'ou'd they liate their creator in the best of all

l V i Worlds?%\ a M i *lcM n between a few who are pure and saved
is ' u worl(1 o{ manv who are entirely wicked «»d.damned 
I %thicaV Those Christians who abandon the 
¿ 1  ying in a convent, or a monastery abandon 
Win‘M ; but 'they cannot escape themselves or ic 
C \ n themselves. The Christian conception of-the 
^  Hghfly belongs to obscure ages and to obscur

WILLIAM RITTENOUR (U.S.A.)

Uyr t STILL GRINNING
’'sTl by spying that since Tommy Handley has

,bijL. ()jKf\u SV()ul(l appear to be a vacancy in the Mayoral
e little borough l^oaming-at-thc-Mouth, and 

, ,^U)> , e' issue of The Freethinker for May 21 there 
bit | ^  ll 8Uitable,candidate for this Worshipful position

(bur^^Tlillŝ  n°t continue in this vein if I wish to avoid a 
S l u .  /Y Mr* Vernon Carter (on whom be peace !) of 

lacetiousness. In these days facetiousness is 
Mueti°U tbe downgrade, but among tin 
||>1 lum,.Sto°d for- are gaiety, sprightliness, and cheerful 
l,lh> n Ini°ur; not bad qualities, T think, to take with one
,i 1
\p M i( j r* (birter will not think me discourteous if I 
(' DJ dG drawn now into an argle-bargle with him on 

^ r‘dn Activity. I have* already written that I 
vAbi !d\v111 arSle-bargle is generally unprofitable, though 
it Point^ 8 r^aĉ y on su^table occasion to set forth my 

^  1 °n important matters. So- let me say, without 
u> ^bat I await with interest Mr. Vernon Carter’s

the things, it still, or

1 : • (
two promised articles : (1) “ On mind being brain-
activity,” and (2) “ On cause-effect relationship.” When 
I have digested these I may have something to say on the 
lines of my article, “ As I see it ,” But meantime it is 
up to me to answer Mr. Vernon Carter’s direct questions 
to me, and, by giving a definition or two, to clear up, if 
possible, any misunderstanding.

I take first Mr.. Carter ’s questions in the order in which 
he asks them: Question, “ What precisely has your (i.e., 
Mr. Simmons’s) annoyance to do- with the validity of 
my (Mr. Carter’s) arguments? ” Answer, “ Precisely, 
nothing.” Question, “ Will he indicate by what criterion 
he judges the truth of a proposition ? ” Answer, “ My sole 
criterion is probability . An event is. true for me if I  judge 
that it will probably happen. That an event may possibly 
happen is not true for me.” That is my concise answer, 
but perhaps I may expand a little. There is a world of 
difference between the possibility that I shall die rich, 
and the probability of my so doing. I  am thinking now 
tliat probably Mr. Carter will find my answer inadequate, 
but I have always felt that our, as. it were, home-made 
criteria, formulated by "ourselves, are, for the ascertaining 
of whatever we can know of truth, superior instruments* 
to other people’s thoughts “ got out of a book ” of logic 
or philosophy.

Mr. Carter’s final, question I will leave for the moment, 
while I endeavour to- define more clearly a coupje of 
compound-words. Argle-bargle is a dialect word for

obstinate argument, a bandying of words, a wrangle.” 
Murray’s (the Oxford) Dictionary supports this by an 
appropriate quotation dated 1827. “ Me and the minister 
were just argle-bargling some few words on the dob trine 
of the Camel and the Eye of the Needle.”

Chain reaction ” is a very modern term, not to be 
found in Murray’s. But it is in the admirable “ Dictionary 
of Scientific Terms ” of Rear-Admiral C. M. Beadnell, 
published by Watts Sc Co., in their “ Thinker’s Library.” 
Chain reaction is defined as a “ sequence of reflexes each 
ot which, except the first, is set. going by the preceding.” 
The admiral 'gives, ttvo examples, one in the sphere of 
biology, the second in the sciences of chemistry or physics. 
Admiral Beadnell gives a simple example of an organic 
(living) chain reaction, or chain of events, whicii I give 
here in my own words. A frog sees a fly—thei frog opens 
its mouth—its tongue is protruded—the tongue curls 
round the fly—the tongue is. withdrawn -the frog closes 
its mouth-—the tongue is unrolled—the fly is swallowed. 
The second example is of energy—a quantum of light— 
activating atoms of H  (Hydrogen) and Cl (Chlorine) to 
cause the atoms to combine as HC1 (Hydrochloric Acid), 
which starts a sequence called a. chain reaction in which 
HC1 (a strong acid) acts On other elements.

Now, Mr. Carter thinks I confuse the meaning of
chain reaction ” and that the reaction in atomic 

fission is different to a purely psychological response in 
Mr. Carter’s mind. He believes, he says, that a distinct 
lion can be made between “ reaction ” and “ response.” 
Maybe : I should he interested, indeed, to-read Mr. Carter 
on this distinction, but he does not favour us with it. 
Perhaps that will make the subject of a third article. 
To me it seems a “ distinction without a difference,” in 
fact, a metaphysical exercise. But if Mr. Carter prefers 
to call his chain reaction to my last article a response 
and not a reaction, who am I to dictate what words he 
should use. It won’t alter the fact that lie was

responding ” with all the energy of a reflex action. I 
rather thought my stimulus might have “that effect: it 
did—and how !
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I now return to the final question. Mr. Vernon Carter 
says he would ask “ Whether the grin he (Mr. Simmons) 
would indulge in would be vacuous ? Answer, “ I don’t 
know, chum, but 1 hope it indicates an unruffled and 
cheerful good humour.”

BAYARD SIMMONS.

PERSECUTION BY PROTESTANTS
DESPITE the advantages attending the invention of 
printing (1438) and the Revival of Learning, 14th and 
Loth centuries, the Reformers in every country where 
they obtained power preached and practised the most 
cruel intolerance. Luther held that the Anabaptists 
ought to be burned, declared all measures lawful 'against 
Roman Catholics, and invoked the civil power against 
the Reformers Carlstadt and Zwingli. In Saxony 
blasphemy was punished with death, and heresy with 
banishment. Calvin burnt (Servetus for denying the 
Trinity, and wrote in defence of persecution: A 
Faithful Account of the Errors of Michael Servetus in 
which it is Proved that Heretics ought to he Restrained 
with the Sword. Bucer and the “ gentle ” Melancthon 
congratulated him on his action and also wrote to 
the same effect. «Gibbon, the historian, was deeply 
scandalised a’t Servetus’s fate (1553) at the hands of 
Calvin, regarded to be “ the greatest of the Protestant 
divines ” and, by Renan, as “ the most Christian man 
of his time.” lie thus has, as religious persecutor, a 
bond of union with “ the most Christian ” Isabella and 
Ferdinand, Charles V, and Philip II of R.C. Spain. In 
England the history of the penal laws of Henry VIII, 
“ Defender of the Faith,” Elizabeth, Edward VI, 
James I, Charles I, Cromwell, (’liarles IT, is a history 
of fines, imprisonment, banishment, torture and death 
against Roman Catholics. Elizabeth’s ” Court of High 
Commission ” is called ” a Protestant * Inquisition.’ 
The Parliament of James 1. urged persecution as

necessary to advance the glory of God.”
The English treatment of Ireland, 109.1 to 1798, 

remains a very dark blot on the English name for its 
frenzied cruelty. John Wesley, 1780, wrote: ” They 
(Roman Catholics) are not to be tolerated by any govern­
ment, Protestant, Mohammedan, or pagan.” In 
Scotland, John Knox, who had been a priest, “ oue of 
Baal’s shaven sort,” as he said, approved and applauded, 
with a gleeful and mocking levity, the murder of Cardinal 
Heaton; and proclaimed the extermination of idolaters 
the clear duty of Christian princes and magistrates and, 
failing them, of all individual believers. Every Christian 
man (Protestant) had a right to slaughter every idolater 
(Roman Catholic)—Knox producing • Scriptural texts to 
back uf) his opinions. The Scottish Parliament, 1560, 
decreed death to all Roman Catholics.

In the English period about 1598 Sir James Stephen 
reckons 800 executions a year (History of English 
Criminal [jaw, I, 467). English law denied to accused 
the use of witnesses and the use of advocate (ibid., 
p. 350). Boiling to death, half-hanging, disembowelling 
and quartering were common penalties under Henry VIII 
and Elizabeth. “ The rack seldom stood idle in the 
Tower for all the latter part of Elizabeth’s reign ” 
(Hallam, Constit. Histy., Í, 200).

In France occurred the well-known Massacre on St. 
Bartholomew’s Day, 1572, of the French Protestants, 
but few seem aware of the massacre by the Huguenots 
at Nimes on St. Michael's Day, 1567, and of 
other butcherings, burnings, torturings, sackings, and 
destruction of some 50 cathedrals and 500 churches,

June Hi

against' Roman Catholics. Similarly the Unitari"'1
Robespierre and \W$[

the cruelty of the Spanish Inquis 
of I error in thp IíVav»/■»]■>

his associates, who declaimed 
Spanish Inquisition, directed the

error in the French Revolution of 1798. Ir*1
In the Netherlands the atrocities of Governor B1 j. 

Sonoy were equal to those of the execrated
of. Alva, who received, for his cruelties, a cojJseC
hat and sword of honour from Pope Pius V.
i n p n t  o f \T n n v .i« ,. Lr___ i 1 -j? U.Anry il 1™ nt of Nanning Koppezoon, suspected of being ~ ^

itholic, was one proof that the  R eform ers sunct0̂ . 
the Catholics in ingenuity to produce intend Qa°0y’? 
(Motley, Rise of Dutch Repub. I LI, 29-31). f;° ^
Council sought to rival Alva’s “  Blood Council- ^  
Reformers proceedings “ left an eternal stain 01 
Dutch name.” ’

In Germany it was decreed: “ Whosoever sins V  v
vith death.” Calvinists ^

intolerant of Lutherans. Luther in his coarse(<0
faith shall be punished with

it
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declared reason to be “ the arch-whore ”
devil’s bride ” and “ its activity is always eV 
godless.” ‘ tfje

IMie verdicts of Rationalist historians on surveyhjS 0[ 
beliefs and actions of authoritative expone11 15 
Christianity, old and new forms, are such as these-

Jo
lit
th
Oil

“ Persecution among the  early P ro tes tan ts  (l 
distinct and . definite doctrine, digested into ■*<
treatises, and enforced against the most inofiensi ,
against the most formidable-sects It was the doc u

til1 0;of the palmiest days of Protestantism. It was ‘ p f 
by those who are justly esteemed the greatest 0 
leaders ” (Lecky. Rat. in Europe II, 61). . :,nl

Rousseau declared: “ The Reformation was int°fop'' 
from its cradle, and its authors universal persec11*0 y 

Whoever has read the great Calvinist divines, ^  
above all, whoever lias studied their history must ' 0i 
that, in the 16th and 17th centuries the desiCpi
persecuting their enemies burned as hotly among ^
is it did among any of the Catholics, even in the  ̂ ^
days of Papal dominion ” (Buckle, Histy. of C/r-> f̂)i 
|). 505). “ Whatever may be the popular if
respecting the necessary intolerance of the Gutholit,jl’llv' 
is an indisputable fact that early in the 17th c° ,̂,1
they displayed in France a spirit of forbearance
(’hvistian charity to which the Protestants could
no pretence ” (ibid., p. 518). iin(1

The Puritans ill England persecuted the Quakers» ()f 
the Puritans in New England who claimed libe1' p,, 
conscience. denied it to Quakers and hanged ' ' ' y 
throwing their naked bodies into a common gra^^' .p 
the record went on among various sects. The ClU11̂  
have not 'the power and authority they had, and P01’̂ y 
lion takes milder forms. Judges and juries ar0 
humble ministers of the law whether the law 1:5 ^ 
«ood or bad : and in 1797 and in 1812 men were sevC ,i|
dealt with for the crime of selling1 Paine's The
Reason. The Blasphemy law is based upon Lord j(l 
Justice Sir Matthew Hale’s contention, 1676-^°,(y
(pioted since by Lord Chief Justices and Judged" 
“ Christianity is parcel or part of the law of Engl-11!A -11Ilale’s contention was in keeping with the statemell̂ y 
Queen. Elizabeth’s time that if was indictable for ¡ll1yjy
to say that “ the laws of the Queen are not in k0t3J
with the laws of God.” In 1883, Lord Chief e . 
Coleridge said: “ It is no longer true, in the i"
was when these dicta were uttered, that Christial11 yy 
part of the law of the land.” But cases for blasph^^y 
libel followed that ruling, and bequests to fiil 
Societies or for secular purposes were declared 1 
and void—a subject suitable for separate treating '
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World owes mucli of its civilisation and 
opinent to Freethinkers and freethought

e sought and brought sanity to sanctity.
GEORGE BOSS.

CORRESPONDENCE

A COSMOLOGICAL EPIC  
finable * Jad interest your magazine.• X am sui ̂. Sib,—I  have read with in terest your “ig n o ra n c e  because ^ a valuable weapon against th e

111 it so much of the futile Ci»ui. n  , . a abl©
orthodoxy is exposed to  a  mereness l ■* • vidUal H“0111 be * St  him «  prejudices which hinder the> ^ “ {e and
to think at all reasonably about m  out his possibl Jioin even making a start on 'v0i v bte. And i+

*ost of

? facile and false in religious 
merciless criticism. It  is these deep-

is inViid it ’ 11w ~~ "‘"»ii
„ ,ls t u.s problem, that besets us all, of making the

",!ac‘li is s0l i 2 i,aC;lty ôr ellj<->yment and work, the solution of 
°Ur felloe ,^<n âni> to our own satisfaction and to the needs
It men.

rnu' attorn-’ t US thought. in mind that 1 should like to draw 
‘ t̂le kn l0n a recently published book by a great but 
thing» Vp,11 tinker, G 
C‘i11iii.. i 1110 first tin’*"t1,f »«tiedi tl -•' -“t̂ L xnree books of this ten-^ 
Thev -̂n objectively impartial criticism of 
(, a ;ue written in the form of a cosmological 
to 0 character nf » —v - *......

Gurdjieff, called “ All and Every- 
books of this ten-volume work are 

the life of M an.”
t cn.„.. . r ¥- - .............. ~ .................b.~~l epic. Gm-djieif
] • Present l aer;r ()̂  Beelzebub—a being from another planet— 
lls lKissibil'1/^ K Gas 011 the nature of man, his lim itations and 

l^Hil ltlGS aS seeu tt’om a more objective viewpoint.
I diverse êac l̂es that man has three purposes in the
'Jlhei> tliinir lrs^ ?  a significance which he shares with every 
pl.v°Us ¥ is body, bone structure, musculature and
i < ni As 11 collection of minerals which decay and

■ ®aetarv G i°n ds ^catb and return to their original form of
II "hat (< SU stan ce. In the second place he has a part to play
,‘°n of r ,lllc Jieli claims is a universal process, the transforma- 
fl...  food ■ this traus-

gy we use m our thoughts, 
, v1J1(4 „ sensations that something is introduced into the
>  of tb -11,11,88 goes against the inevitable running
j.J'hi soi vt»lU?? as substantiated by the physical idea of entropy.
$e,

.  . ----- i «  L U J A ?  U 4 K J U 1  JV X  V/V,V> J  ^ ^

11,̂ ati()(,0(V llt0 higher forms of matter. It is by 
h'diarr U , f()°d into the energy we use in our
■ Ä C  aud

fs in h .es the same purpose as the higher forms of animal 
' s RianL rfespect aud ih is interesting to note that Gurdjieff 
l°c‘ted t S 1lSe °* superior intellect to have been largely 
ÎI towards the improving of his existence as an animal.

ÿ fw ;
third r

improving
aspect of man’s existence is his possibility of self- 

icie^i.' Jn addition to using his intellect for the 
thinhUt attaimnent of his animal requirements, man can also 
^d(lvGGll0Usly about the nature of his experience and tr> a t 

aild general and specific significance, what •
means in relation to the whole of known existence  
its value is to himself. And it  is this capacity foi 

^linking that enriches a man’s orientation to hie and 
hie . Í .lnm to come to a point where he is able to  set out on 
1m,,. ^'ncveinent of what Gurdjieff conceives to be his greatest 

 ̂ s<k the creation of his own being.
<T aia,i can, for example, set himself an aim . . .  the removal 
:,n(|  faf°as and superstitious credulity in his ownperstitious credulity in his own thinking 
j.mcr to7 JJ, -,Us ie How men if he is able to influence them. In 
Y Avili iacrllGve ^hat aim lie will liave to make certain efforts.

doctvin\Vii to know at first hand the literature of the bodies 
"o\vl0(| 6 ho is attem pting to expose. In order to get this
I ’/Hr] W|e ae will have to make prolonged efforts to under- 
'b'e to aPpoars to him very dull material and he will 

^yine i UriV(‘ himself tm in order to realise his aim without 
¡> in fi Tnuc 1̂ r©gard to the other things in his life which 
^ o n , ,  way °f his success. H e may have to sacrifice a 
' W , , 1* socinl comforts, friendship, popularity, maybe a
I ^  is n, Ctlleei > aiU  ̂ so on* •
, M fhe v 'g f'hese purposive efforts.and intentional sacrifices 
t 11 biaj^T a conceived aim, that, Gurdjieff teaches, a man 
hi. nifnie ° r ,himself > if be has the opportunity to learn the 
, 1 s SMCb an unmistakable attitude towards himself and
X ¡, i:+??Ce that lie will be valued by tliose who can see

;S.
1 a person.—(Yours, etc.,

hook
Patrick W ilson.

All and Everything ” is published

MARX AND MALTHUS
Sir,—1 m ust thank Air. Newell for agreeing with me about 

the way the term “ M arxism ” is bandied about, but J am 
not quite clear as to where telling us that Marx and Engels 
were anti-religious leads us. Does Air. Newell mean that if lie 
had told this personally'to Alarx, the redoubtable Karl would 
have immediately said that he was novo a M arxist? If not, 
ivliat does he mean?

As for Alalthus, all 1 need say here is that 1 regard nearly 
everything said by Alarx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin, Trotsky, and 
the Socialist Standard on M althusianism as drivel.

As tw-o or three readers have expressed a desire for articles 
on tiie Population problem, 1 hope to deal with it  at some 
future tim e.— lou rs, etc., 1

11. CUTNER.

A1AKX AND DARW IN
Sir,— 1 did not attend Prof. Earrington’s Conway-Memorial 

Lecture, but he must have been mistaken if he gave the  
impression that Alarx seemed to “ care little or nothing at all 
for Darwin’s magnificent work on the Evolution theorjy ”  
(p. 1S9). In fact, Alarx and Darwin tackled the problem of 
revolutionary changes from different angles, therefore I cannot 
see where a feeling of “ jealousy ” could have come in. Alarx 
was mainly concerned with the economic aspect and left the 
rest to Engels, the co-founder of Scientific Socialism, wiio in 
the preface to his “ Origin of the Eam ily,” speaking of Lewis 
Henry Alorgan’s Ancient Society, states: —

“ The repeated discovery that the original maternal 
“ gens ” was a preliminary stage of the paternal “ gens ” 
of civilised nations has the same significance for primeval 
history that Darwin’s theory of evolution has for biology, 
and Marx’s theory of surplus value for political economy.”

Morgan was concerned (as Alarx and Engels were concerned) 
with tracing back the historical process whose hither end is  
historical European civilisation; Darwin undertook the same 
task in regard to animal life. In so doing, they supplied the  
evidence which proved the conclusion Alarx and Engels had 
reached conjecturally from the analysis of “ civi} society ” as 
something having grown and continuously still growing in a 
series of historical permutations and transformations. H ere 
and there some special hypothesis of Alorgan and Darwin lias 
been shaken or even become obsolete; but “ in no instance has 
the new material led to a weakening of his leading proposi­
tions,” Engels goes on. The publication of M arx’s Critique of 
Political Economy and Darwin’s Origin of Species sim ultane­
ously revolutionised the whole subject.

This is why a host of pettifogging Philistines has since been 
busy in “ reforming ” Marxism as well as Darwinism by dis- 
rupting their organic unity into an aggregation of separate 
and incidental “ factors.” — Yours, etc.,

Percy G. Roy.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

Outdoor
Bradford Branch N .S .S . (Broadway Car P ark).—Sunday, 

7 p.m.: Air. H . Day.
K ingston Branch N .S .S . (Castle Street).^-Sunday, 7-30 p.m .: 

Mr. J. Barker.
Manchester Branch N .S .S . (P latt F ields).— Sunday, 3 p.m.: 

Messrs. C. McCall and G. W oodcock. (Bombed Site, 
St. AJary’s Gate).—Sunday, 7 p.m .: Messrs. C. McCall and 
G. Woodcock (Alexandra Park G ates).—Wednesday, 
June 7, 8 p.m.: Alessrs. C. AIcOall and G. W oodcock.

North London Branch N .S .S . (W hite Stone Pond, Hampstead 
H eath).—Sunday, 12 noon: Alessrs. L. Ebury and 
R. A. Calverley. (Highbury Corner).—Sunday, 7 p.m.: 
Air. L. Ebury.

Nottingham  Branch N .S .S . (Old Market Square).—Sunday, 
6-45 p.m. : Alessrs. A. Ellesmere and T. Mosley.

Sheffield Branch N .S .S . (Barker’s P ool).—Sunday, 7 p.m .: 
Air. A. Samms.

South London and Lewisham Branches N .S .S. (Brockwell 
Park, Herne H ill).—Sunday, 6-30 p.m. : Air. F. A. R idley.

W est London Branch N .S .S . (Hyde Park, Marble Arch).—  
Sunday, 4 p.m.: Air. C. E. W ood.

Indoor
South Place Ethical Society (Conway H all, Red Lion Square, 

W.C. 1).—Sunday, 11 a.m. : “ The Unsolved Alystery of
Alan.”  Mr. H amilton F yfe.
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★ FOR YOUR B OOKS HEL F  ★

AGE OF REASON. By Thomas Paine. With 40 page 
introduction by Chapman Cohen. Price,.cloth 3s.; paper 
2s.; postage 3d.

AN ATHEIST’S APPROACH TO CHRISTIANITY. A
Survey of Positions. By Chapman Cohen. Price Is. 3d.; 
postage lid.

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK. By G. W. Foote and W. P. Ball. 
Price 3s.; postage 3d. Ninth edition.

THE BIBLE: WHAT IS IT WORTH? By Colonel R. G. 
Ingersoll. Price 2d.; postage Id.

BRADLAUGH AND INGERSOLL. By Chapman Cohen. 
An Appreciation of two great Reformers. Price 3s.; 
postage 3d.

CHALLENGE TO RELIGION (a re-issue of four lectures 
delivered in the Secular Hall, Leicester). By Chapman 
Cohen. Price Is. 3d.; postage lid.

CHRISTIANITY—WHAT IS IT? By Chapman Cohen. A 
criticism of Christianity from a not common point of 
view. Price 2s.; postage 2d.

THE CRUCIFIXION AND RESURRECTION OF JESUS. 
By W. A. Campbell. With a Preface by the Rt. Hon.
J. M. Robertson. Price 2s.; postage 2d.

DETERMINISM OR FREEWILL? By Chapman Cohen. 
Price cloth 2s. 6d.; postage 2d.

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING. By Chapman Cohen. First, 
second, third and fourth series. Price 2s. 6d. each; 
postage 3d. The Four Volumes 10s. post free.

THE EVOLUTION OF THE PAPACY. By F. A. Ridley. 
Price Is.; postage lid.

THE FAULTS AND FAILINGS OF JESUS CHRIST. •
By C. G. L. Du Cann. (Second Edition.) Price 4d.; 
postage Id.

THE FOUNDATIONS OF RELIGION. By Chapman 
Cohen. New Edition. Price 6d.; postage Id.

GOD AND EVOLUTION. By Chapman Cohen. Price 6d.; 
postage Id.

GOD AND ME (revised edition of “Letters to the Lord”). 
By Chapman Cohen Price, cloth 2s. 6d., postage 2d.; 
paper Is. 3d.; postage Id.

GOD AND THE UNIVERSE. By Chapman Cohen. A 
Criticism of Professors Huxley, Eddington, Jeans and 
Einstein. Price, cloth 3s. 6d., postage 2d.; paper 2s., 
postage 2d.

A GRAMMAR OF FREETHOUGHT. By Chapman Cohen. 
An outline of the philosophy of Freethinking. Price 
3s. 6d.; postage 4d.

THE HISTORICAL JESUS AND THE MYTHICAL 
CHRIST. By Gerald Massey. What Christianity owes to 
Ancient Egypt. Price 9d.; postage Id.

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

HOW THE CHURCHES BETRAY THEIR CHRIST. An
Examination of British Christianity. By C. G. L. Du Cann. 
Price 9d.; postage Id.

INFIDEL DEATHBEDS. By G. W. Foote. Revised and 
enlarged by A. D. McLaren. Price 2s. 6d.; postage 3d.

LIFT UP YOUR HEADS, An Anthology for Freethinkers.
By William Kent. Price, cloth 5s., paper 3s. 6d.; 
postage 3d.

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

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

THE MOTHER OF GOD. By G W. Foote. Pfice 
postage Id.

THE NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY HANp®0^;
(General Information for Freethinkers.) PrlC 
postage Id.

PAGANISM IN CHRISTIAN FESTIVALS. W
Wheeler. Price 2s.; postage 2d.

PETER ANNET, 1693—1769. By Ella Twynam. Price 
postage Id.

PRIMITIVE SURVIVALS IN MODERN THOU*»
By Chapman Cohen. Price 3s.; postage 3d. ^

PSYCHO-ANALYSIS — A MODERN DELUSION-
Frank Kenyon. Price 5s.; postage 3d. ^

ROME OR REASON? A Question for Today. By ^
R. G. Ingersoll. Price 4d; postage Id.

SHAKESPEARE AND OTHER ESSAYS. By G. W- 
Price, cloth 3s.; postage 3d.

SOCIALISM AND RELIGION. By F. A. Ridley-
Is.; postage Id. J

SPAIN AND THE CHURCH. By Chapman
chapter from “Creed and Character,” by Cow 
Cohen. Price Id.; postage Id.

SPEAKING FOR MYSELF. By Lady (Robert) S‘ 
Price 2s. 6d.; postage 2d.

THEISM OR ATHEISM. The Great Alternative 
Chapman Cohen. Price 3s. 6d.; postage 3d.

THERE ARE NO CHRISTIANS. By C. G. L. Du 
Price 4d.; postage Id.
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AND THETFORD. Six post^ffTHOMAS PAINE miL» I n u l l1 u iu j . oia jj
illustrating Paine’s birth-town, including a portf*1 
the great reformer. Price 9d.; post free.

THE TRUTH ABOUT THE CHURCH. By C°l° 
Ingersoll. Price 2d.; postage Id.

WHAT IS RELIGION? By Colonel R. G. Ingersoll- pf' 
2d.; postage Id.

THOMAS PAINE, A Pioneer of Two Worlds. By ChaP'1 
Cohen. Price Is. 4d.; postage Id. p

WILL YOU RISE FROM THE DEAD? By C
Du Cann. An inquiry into the evidence of resurreC 
Price 6d.; postage Id.

P A M P H L E T S  fo r  th e  P E O P
By CHAPMAN COHEN

What is the Use of Prayer? Did Jesus Christ Exist* ^  
shall not suffer a Witch to Live. The Devil. Deity J  
Design. Agnosticism or . . .  ? Atheism. What is Freeth^Kj  ̂
Must we have a Religion? The Church’s fight for the ’j p  
Giving ’em Hell. Freethought and the Child. Morality  ̂
out God. Christianity and Slavery. Gods and their ¡pf 
Woman and Christianity. What is the use of a Future , 
Christianity and Ethics. Price 2d. each. P o s ta g e

Complete Set of 18, Cloth Bound. Price 5s*
Postage 3d. ^
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