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Archbishops of Canterbury and York, on behalf of the
Church of England, have issued a formal disclaimer.
According to their Graces, the Anglican Church only
accepts as canonical, dogmas which can be “ proved
from Scripture. It would be interesting* to know how
they would defend the doctrine of the Trinity upon such
an assumption, since the few references to it in our
New Testament are regarded by the overwhelming
majority of Biblical scholars, even Christian ones, as
fraudulent interpolations in the original text? (We
would, incidentally, also like to hear what Dr. Barnes
has to say about this pronouncement of his ecclesiastical
superiors.)

As waspnly to he expected, most of the'Nonconformist
(Protestant) Churches agreed with Canterbury and York
in their repudiation of the new Roman dogma, though
one misses the old ferocious denunciations of the

idolatry ” of the Virgin by the Roman “ Scarlet
Woman ” which stirred the Protestant pens of a bygone
age. Is this surprisingly mild attitude also a sign of the
times and of the growing power of the Vatican in the
Christian world? The Anglo-Catholics are frankly
annoyed, since the new dogma puts a fresh obstacle in
the way of their cherished scheme of “ reunion ” with
Rome: the not-at-all modernist Church Times even goes
so far as to say that the Dogma of the Assumption repre-
sents a gift-horse to the Marxist critics of Christianity,
in that it cannot be defended by Reason and—or History
—does this indicate that, in the opinion of the Anglo-
Catholic organ, the other Roman dogmas, for example
Papal Infallibility, and the Immaculate Conception, can
he defended by “ Reason and History ” ?

From the point of view gf Catholic dogma, the forth-
coming proclamation of the Assumption represents the
third to be proclaimed by the Pope apart from a General
Council, and in pursuance of his “ Infallibility,” so far,
the dogmatic sequence is, the Immaculate Conception
(1854 by Pius I1X), Papal Infallibility (1870—Pius 1X),
the Assumption (1950—Pius XII), this very modest list,
incidentally, indicates the traditional caution of the
Vatican in announcing new dogmas: the popular Pro-
testant idea that Papal Infallibility means a new dogma
every day, is not borne out by the above meagre list.

When we turn to the historical evidences for inflicting
a new dogma on mankind under pain of eternal damna-
tion, we can only report that, like the proverbial snakes
in Ireland, there, just aren’'t any! The Virgin Alary is
mentioned in the Gospels as the mother of Jesus several
times and, accordingly, believers in the historical exist-
ence of Jesus will, presumably, accept her historical
existence also. (According to one such account in the
Gospels, Jesus does not seem to have been on very good
terms with his mother.) The Virgin Birth is, of course,
mentioned in the prologues of two Gospels, our Matthew
and our Luke. But it cannot have formed part of the
original Gospels, since the (contradictory) genealogies
given in our Gospels, both trace the descent of the
Messiah Jesus from the national hero, King David,
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through Joseph and not Mary, and cannot have ever heard
of the Virgin Birth.

As regards “ evidence ” for the actual Assumption, or
for its date and place, there is no evidence at all apart
from “ the tradition of the Church ”—and how much
is that worth? Apart from our Gospels, Mary is never
explicitly mentioned in the New Testament: “ Paul,”
the Founder of Catholic theology, never mentions her by
name.

Last, but the reverse of least, why is it only now, in
1950, that the dogma of the Assumption is proclaimed?
As we remarked before in these columns in connection
with Fatima, the Virgin Mary represents a trump-card
in Catholic theology, which Rome only plays upon impor-
tant occasions.

We can only suggest two reasons : (a) to consolidate
the Faith in face of the impending clash with “ xVtheistic
Bolshevism; ” (b) to indicate in a spectacular manner
to the other Christian Churches that any alliance Rome
makes with them, as at present against Communism, is
one of convenience only, and that the Vatican still
remains the repository of Christian Truth; the Pope
remains the Infallible Head of “ the one True Church,”
and no alliance with Infallibility is an alliance between
equals!

F. A. ftIDLEY,

MATERIALISM AND PSYCHOLOGY

DEAN INGE, a leader of Modernist theology, asserting
psychology as the sphere of the theologian, said modern
psychology is a psychology without a soul. This astute
theologian proclaimed himself a follower of Plotinus,
whose philosophy was a psychological mysticism. And
if the ordinary man thinks of psychology as bunk or as
mysterious, it is not to be wondered at. For the subject
is confusing to psychologists. Gardner Murphy tried to
grapple with this confusion in his Historical Introduc-
tion to Modern Psychology, with the complexity of an
enormous amount of research in the past three centuries.

The impact of the empiricism of physical science on
the theology and metaphysics of the Middle Ages led to
careful consideration of the “ almost imperceptible
and an attempt at mathematical precision, while the
notion of structure and function led to what can only be
called “ physiological ” psychology. With the develop-
ment of the historical or evolutionary method of classifi-
cation in biology came a new technique in a genetic con-
sideration of animals and of children, and the idea of
progressive development was applied in the complications
of mental abnormality as well as education, in n
“ psychiatric 7 approach, while deliberate experiment
led to an empirical psychology.

This genetic technique leads up to consideration of the
group in mob psychology and folk lore with complications
arising in social anthropology and the intricacies Ol
symbolism.  What Murphy called a *“ fascinating
chapter in the history of psychology is the development
from a mystical “ magnetic attraction ” passing through
a cult of animal magnetism and mesmerism, leading to a
study of hypnotism gs a neural function, giving a new
psychiatric technique in the treatment of abnormal
psychology leading to that of psycho-analysis and dream
psychology, while a more direct consideration is shown
in “ suggestion ” which.leads to another technique in
‘* auto-suggestion.”’

The physiological approach leads to an objective “ be-
haviourism ” while the other leads to consideration of
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THE KIRK AND “ KRIEGSPIEL ! ”

AN arresting title, methinks! Let us see.

After all, the clergy and Mars are not strangers to each
other. No need to delve into historical evidence.

Sometimes, however, the priesthood “ butts in ” to
instruct a general, or even give him orders. An example
of this can be seen in the case of the battle of Dunbar,
which was noted by Milton in a line of his poetry.

On the Pentland hills a Scots army was entrenched.
In the plain below facing them was Cromwell and his
army. It was a case of “ Your move, please! ” The
general of the Caledonians desired Cromwell to attempt
to storm his position. Cromwell saw it meant probable
defeat—if he did. A good general can always see what
can he done, and cannot. When Caesar invaded Germany
he only went in far enough to achieve his purpose—and
then lie went hack to the Rhine. Napoleon went to
Moscow, and . . . To return to Dunbar:—

Cromwell was waiting for the enemy to come down and
offer battle. The opposing general, who had seen service
in Germany, figured he had better not.

HEeTestagRe the Kirk.

A group of “ meenisters,” Presbyterian, a black-
frocked covey of crows, from time to time, were* wont to
invade the general’'s quarters and urge him to descend
and destroy the enemy, especially Cromwell, that “ son
of Beliel.”

Aware that he had to endure clerical interference,
although unwilling to do so, he politely listened—and
did nothing they wanted done.

Cromwell, seeing that the enemy would never, come
down, determined to entice it to do so. He made ostenta-
tious parade of departure to other fields of campaign.
The Scots general perceived it, and thought the best tiling
to do was to ignore it. Not so, the “ nfeenisters ! ” Nor,
probably, the army. Now was the time to jump on Crom-
well’'s back!

The crow group of clergy made for the Scots general.

What was the ‘ gane ' to let that ‘' son of Beliel ' get
away like that? The lguid Laird ' would surely call
him to account on the Day of Judgment for impious
dereliction ‘o’ dooty! ' ” An harassed man can only
stand so much!

The general issued an order.
Scots,” but in inspired disorder. [Ills inspiration was a
probable victory. Cromwell was satisfied to see the
descent of the foe. * The Lord,” he said, " hath
delivered them intoour hands.” He had! “ Yes, suh!”
He had!

There is a fine picture in the Tate Gallery showing
Cromwell and his Ironside cavalry, swords drawn, chant-
ing a Psalm prior to charging.

As usual, Cromwell’s cavalry swept the field. Probably
the most chagrined spectators were not thei Scots general
and his staff, but the hoodies, whom the general consigned
to Sheol, even, the chances are, to Gehenna 1

GEORGE F. LAWS.

Down came the hraw

1 Doyle’s own notion of a materialist was a person who
disbelieved in a life beyond the grave. Yet it couid easily he
shown that most materialistic people are those who are so
much in love with themselves, their power, their pleasure,
their comfort in this world that they believe devoutly in a
continuation of these blessings elsewhere; whereas the spiritual
people are those who, having gladly sacrificed the material
advantages of this life for its immaterial beauties, are not
interested in tlie persistence of personality and face extinction
without a qualm. It is usually the earthbound egotist who
longs to he immortal.”—Conan Doyle, by Hesketh Pearson,
pago 174.
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ACID DROPS

“ Picture Post,” which now and then devotes space to
Rome and its claims, is always strongly supported by
Rome’s sheep. In a recent issue, it publishes a letter
from a satisfied reader who now, like Oliver Twist, wants
more articles on the same lines. And we are sure plenty
of space will be given free and freely to advance the
claims of the Vatican. There is no other system in the
world which can command such space and authority in
the press for “ nix ” and which almost always gets away
with it.

The Rev. C. G. Bolam—who is a Unitarian—does not
agree that the teaching of Jesus is so beautifully
“ simple.” “ We can no longer accept the notion,” he
declared in the inquirer, “ that by taking a sentence or
two from the sayings of Jesus, we affirm the foundation
content of religion.” This will be sad news for all true
believers—to say nothing of many of our reverent
Rationalists. But all will be well if we realise “ the
essential maturity of Christ.” But is not such a realisa-
tion delightfully “ simple 7 ?

Television now, according to the Church of England
Newspaper, is going to be the means whereby millions
of people will be drawn to Christ. It is truly pathetic
to see how these pious journalists' are anxious to rope
in everything for religion. Have not all the people who
pay their broadcasting fee the same rights? We are
told that “ television has twice in recent months taken
its viewers to morning prayers "—a gross abuse, in our
opinion of a State-run concern. The above journal wants
church services to be a regular feature—anything, any-
thing, but the plain, simple and beautiful message of
Jesus in church. #

Sir Henry Self's Presidential address at the Modern
Churchmen’s Union Conference proved his “ modernism
by insisting that “ man to-day is religious.” Unfortu-
nately religion is a wee bit “ Archaic ” and *“ out-
moded "—so he prefers to resign himself to “ an un-
happy agnosticism.” Well, we are bound to admit that
agnosticism per se may be a little “ unhappy,” but
most of those who profess it seem far happier than the
average followers of the Man of Sorrows. Sir Henry
appears to think that if only the Gospel were “ re-
formed ” in some way, Christianity would be saved.
The truth is, of course, and both he and Dr. Inge know
it quite well, Christianity, the true brand born of the
Gospels, and the teachings of Jesus, is (lead. And no
“ reform ” can save it.

It is really too bad. First, the Pope is about to pro-
claim as a dogma, the Assumption of Mary and thus
upset all chances of a reunion with the Church ol
England, apart from forcing the Archbishops of Canter-
bury and York into angry disclaimers ; and second, Dr.
Fisher has now to deal with the ” heretics ” in his own
camp/. For the Pope, Dr. Fisher is a heretic and for the
Archbishop Dr. Wright is another. How splendidly
these Christians agree with each other!

Dr. Wright throws overboard the Virgin Birth—Ilike
many other good and fervent Christians. Dr. Fisher
considers it an “ historical fact.” Why any Christian
whatever should jib at the Assumption and accept the
Virgin Birth is assuredly one of those mysteries which
only Christianity can produce in such adundance. Both
fire insults to intelligence but where Faith reigns, what

- ke
matters such insults? Anyway, Dr. Wright ia
we believe, sacked. 6]
The Pope’s latest Encyclical condemns
course, whether in “ historical ordialectical n

or existentialism.” Other things may be real m »
but. the greatest must always be Atheism--"ank”
rightly. It is Atheism, far more than any otbel  dlk
which is the enemy of all religion as it gives

logical reply to supernatural pretensions.

But what about Evolution? It used to ~ &
demned completely—as it is now by many y Jp
lievers. But the Pope is now a little more cautio }e
says, “ The teachers of the Church permit t1 fdfl
the object of research and discussion by those coi
in science and theology.” No complete conde ~ 5
here. And why? Because Evolution has won ias
the line, a depressing thought for all anti-Evohl1

But it is interesting to learn that while ~qiyto
eleven chapters in Genesis “ do not conform ” exa®0 1

history in the true sense,” yet they do Lr&®

popular ” description of “ the origin of the hunlL ™ i$
and the chosen people.” It isn’t really true N
really true—you can take your choice. In either ‘“\
so long as you believe in the Church of Bome—y°I

be saved. It is just as simple as that.
T ,
A lady, Miss Vera Barclay, has written (074
not for Children, a “ challenging book,” we are »
the publishers, Alessrs. Herbert Jenkins, Ltd. sint*

guite sure it is “ challenging ” for-children and /ol

lur infantile minds. Aliss Barelay evidently inl.jj0y
that religious anti-evolution tosh will displace e™°

She has a lot to learn—a h11 of a lot!

self flaying some of the primitive beliefs of his colleil®li(
and we sometimes wonder if lie is not a little m°1™ jit
spoken since lie retired from office. ?or
Cambridge, he told the Modern Churchmen that

“ ought to he thankful that the hideous hell-five the

is no longer heard in our pulpits.” He did not a, Ait
(Christians ought to be thankful to the early Freeti0”
pioneers who cooled the fires of bell and civilised _
religion. Perhaps the Gloomy D.ean regards the ~
thinkers' efforts with some uneasiness, for the j
civilised religion becomes, the Jess religious it "'d

Mr. Kenneth Day, founder of the Brighter Sit
Association, now renamed, he Bumday Freedom
ciation is hiring, a West End theatre in NOVeUly
for a mass meeting to protest against the
Observance Acts. Mr. Dgy complains that 1nr \||K
gave him little support last year, and the Home
were not interested. His last hope is to organise Pd ~
opinion so that the authorities will be forced to ¢ j(r
the law . Of course, “ public opinion ” in this cas® 0
not include the National Secular Society wdiose offel
help when the Association was formed last yetU. Jd
ignored, after (W' suspect) Misery Martin had prod™

that the N.S.S. were a lot of wicked atheists.
---------- b

The Rev. F. Gardner must regard churchgoers ““/l
hunch of masochists, for he informed the
Assembly of the United Free Church that the K
popular service in the church was the prayer mee
lit* nevertheless appealed for more members to j° 1l
Prayer Union.
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SAY WHAT YOU MEAN
INTERROGATED in argument, Joad used to say,
“ It all depends on what you mean by so-and-so his
attitude to the definition of terms was fundamentally
sound. Unfortunately clear speaking and clear writing
are scarce commodities.

In a little book published in 1947/" the late
Mr. Gowans Whyte has given us a study of common
errors in the construction of sentences and the use of
words; his examples in most cases are taken from the
work of professional writers. It is a reflection on our
education that Mr Whyte was compelled to point out,
and comment upon, the errors. Most of us speak and
write so badly that we are unaware of constant mistakes.
However, the author is such a kindly and witty critic
that he makes his task very enjoyable. To give an idea
of the style of this book, | quote the first few
paragraphs:—

The Russians are not content with driving off the

enemy's attacks; they are attacking themselves."—
BcB.C. News Bulletin.
Miss Florence Horshurgh, M.P., Parliamentary

Secretary of the Ministry of Food, cooks and queues
herself."—* Evening News " (London\).

These are examples of a very common error. The pro-
noun introduced for the purpose of giving emphasis is
separated from the word to be emphasised. In both cases
the displacement makes the sentence nonsensical, the
Russian forces being represented as committing mass
suicide while driving off the enemy, and Miss Horsburgh
as performing a complex sacrificial operation.

So much for our author; for what follows | alone am
responsible. 1 am so constantly hearing and reading
involved, ambiguous, and misleading sentences, that
mention of some of them may interest readers. We
will skip very obvious blunders like " his hoots needed
mending badly,” and “ what that naughty child wants
«is a good spanking.” No prizes are offered for re-
constructing these sentences.

I pick up a weekly paper, an advertisement catches
my eye:—

“ LEARN TO PLAY THE PIANO BY POST.”

Inside the paper, | read the life story of Andrew
Carnegie, the multi-millionaire. Early in life he was so
poor that ” he had onlv one shirt and a pair of socks to
his back.”

in the “ Readers' Letters ” department of Reynolds,
a lady suggests that ” Mr. Churchill should be told to
retire in no uncertain fashion.”

Let us come nearer home. | give the first paragraph
of an article in The Freethinker of August 13, by
T. D. Smith: —

" TEACH ERS AND RELIGION
1 notice in the papers recently that an M.P. has
been asking for the sacking of those teachers who
do not believe in the Christian religion on the ground
that they are not competent to teach what they do
not believe.”

What the writer conveys is that teachers do not believe
in the Christian religion on the ground that they arc
not competent to teach what they do not believe.

Here's a sentence from the preface to Androcles and
the Lion, by Bernard Shaw: —

“ ANDROCLES AND THE LION
Later on, when the new sect conquered the Gentile
west, where the dispute had no practical application,

* Anthology of Errors, by Adam Gowans Whyte, B.Sc.
Price 5s. Ohnterson, Ltd., 5, Johnson’s Court, Fleet St., F.O.t.
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the other ceremony—that of eating the god—pro-
duced a still more disastrous dispute, in which a
difference of belief, not as to the obligation to perform
the ceremony, but as to whether it was a symbolic
or a real ingestion of divine substance, produced
persecution, slaughter, hatred, and everything that
Jesus loathed, on a monstrous scale”

I may be told that there is a comma after ” Jesus
loathed,” but the sentence is of clumsy construction, and
all ambiguity would be removed, by putting ” on a
monstrous scale ” after the word “ produced.”

Mr. Joseph McCabe frequently has me guessing. In
A 'nationalist Encyclopedia, look up the article on
Lourdes. You will find this sentence: —

" The widow of one of the officials, Baron Massy,
handed a Correct manuscript account of what really
happened to the Jesuits, and they suppressed it.”

Assuming for the moment that 1 was a foreign scholar
not well versed in the vagaries of English writers, 1 might
be in doubt as to who handed the manuscript, and to
whom. Was it a widow called Baron Massy, and what
bearing on the legend has “ what really happened to the
Jesuits,” and who suppressed what?

Correcting the mistakes of other persons is a delightful
way of making enemies. The other day my daughter
said, ” When 1| was first married,” and when | asked
how many times she had been married, she was not
amused. She got her own back a little later when Tslipped
up badly myself. Our cat recently had four Kittens.
I was unaware of the age of the little ones, and seeing
the girls busy with animal food, | naively asked, ” Are
the* kittens ea'ting themselves yet?”

Apart from actual errors in grammar, and faulty con-
struction, sentences may be so long and involved that
an unnecessary strain is put upon the reader.

1 have just been reading in the Radio Times an article
on the forthconfng Edinburgh Festival, written by
J. Murray Watson, editor of The Scotsman. Seldom have
I read anything more lugubrious. If Edinburgh school-
teachers want to punish their boys, | would suggest that
they set them to analyse and peruse the work of
Mr. Murray Watson. Here is a sample sentence: —

Another, interesting revival is Ben Jonson's
\tBartholomew Fair, to be produced by the Old Vic
in the Assembly Hall of the Church of Scotland,
where Lindsay’s satire previously held the stage or
rather the open platform, and it is an interesting
speculation whether the experience nil! lead to the
revival of this mode of presentation of suitable plays
elsewhere and to a return of a more wholehearted
style of acting and production.”

There are umpteen other sentences, equally Jong, and
tortuous, in the article. 1 know now why Glasgow folks
hate Edinburgh.

Home again to The Freethinker, to a recent article by
P. A. Bidley, on The Egyptian Jehovah:—

“ How wide, in fact, was the gulf between the
religion of the pre-exilic Jews preserved by the
Egyptian Jews two centuries after it perished in
Judea itself, and post-exilic monotheistic ‘Judaism,’
as finally moulded by Ezra and Nehemiah in the
Bth century b.c., was decisively indicated when * the
Jewish army ' received, at its own request from
Jerusalem, Nehemiah's representative TTananiah,
who, as our documents record, in 410 b.c., paid a
visit to Elephantine.”

There is nothing grammatically wrong and nothing
obscure, yet when | had gone over a page to finish the

September

sentence, | found | had to go back again to s*ral? ™te
out. It may be considered a small point, but k
same matter been distributed between two, °Y
sentences, the meaning would have been appie
instantly. | would lay it down that if an illte ? ©
leader lias to go back over a passage or para?l™ e

puzzle out a meaning, then the writer has faileom r
particular. - j

ONCE AGAIN

Lo)
IN a letter (The Freethinker, July 80) J.B,\iel i
a statement in my last article, poses Pu}a(%(r’gqll

questions: “ When Greene said ‘his tiger’'s heart vrafLI
m a player's hide/ why does Mr. vy ates'say he
0 jShakespeare's work as a playwright ? Considerai
Miakespeare’s first * invention ' was publisher
Greene's death, how could anything that Greene '
1limisii evidence for ‘ Shakespeare s dramatic *u
ship '? " 1 i
At the risk of unduly prolonging the Qonhpwveys)
will answer them. " n
Jlie poem of Venus and' Adonis “ the first heirO ~
invention,” as its author calls it, was registri],
April 28, 1598, or eight months after Greene's (
How long before that it had been composed is
In ins book The An and Life of William Shake& »
Jlazelton Spencer says—” Some have inferred tiat (t
poem antedates his earliest plays and even that he" 1
it in the country, and brought it along with JIiI p§
London as a kind of literary passport. In styhn
eldest born child he is thinking of publication. =”~gl't
is inconceivable that this teeming imagination } W
forth nothing till its owner was nearly thirty. 11 * N\
more likely that Shakespeare,was writing verses
late teens, and verses and perhaps plays in his el yy
middle  twenties.” Ben Jonson mentions  Ajr.
Andronicus in the Introduction to jBartholomew g0
If Jonson is accurate this dates Titus not later thftn
or three years before Greene's death, and f°IU
before the publication of Venus and Adonis. Vv #o
For decisive evidence, However, that Greene %L pi'l
referred to Shakespeare as a dramatic author, let II, clilu
to his ” famous allusion,” as a previous advers™"/
(somewhat inconsistently) terms it. As its sign
is always either ignored or belittled by e liffel
Shakespeare cranks we will (craving the reader s
anee) examine i't a little closely. rrheF T
/In his Groatsworth of Wit Greene says: (I) * L
an upstart crow beautified with our feathers.” .~
peare was neither a University wit nor, in the opjl
such, a properly cultivated poet; he was, therein p
a dramatist, to be regarded as un upstart. "~ |/
collaborated in, or recast and furbished up, the " OUl
other writers, is allowed by 'the best critics—bell

sneer, “ beautified with our feathers.” igil
(2) » . . . That with his tiger's heart wrapP”;
aver’'s hide.” It is incredible that Greene coU'(

had been written and acted before lie died.
the line be substitutes only the one word, ” playel”®

so closely parodied a line in Henry VI unIesa_n qffl'

(8) “ . . . Supposes he is as well able to bomb~~r
a blank verse as the best of you.” To bombas/
to stuff or pad, and is here applied to language 1
with pompous, high-sounding words. To bombast . ¥
blank verse is riot to. speak such words as an I

to write tliem as an author. That sucli is »
meaning is shown by 'the following words, “ as , .npltr
of you,” that is, the other dramatists, .Chrip
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Marlowe, Thonias NEshe and 7~ d 7@ H¥I8ItY To say~
“inn—towhom his exhortation is the play>-n, ,
't is an attack “ no't on the »u 10 ~’hat motive .
“» actor” is purblind perversitye as an a°t0 *
Oreere to attack Shakespeare f alnent players,
there were other and more P jjUt against
llurbage, Phillips, Ivempe etc ~ ~ neglec while
breene makes only a general co ( 1 Ocular vd P

singling out the * upstart crow Rnd U Shakespe
ten. Greene was a writer of d d’ere could have

'al l)een «<0 more than an actamm g outburst>" n

reason for ‘the jealous animosny V aliiatist that e
h wasgwha(kespe eas Sceessnagny A

the talented, broken-down hhev

>  'memAnd bring an absolute
I a. is, a Jack of all worlc-an obvious gibe at
<Uespeare as player and playwright. , » Ne
in . Is in his own conceit the only 1 """
* country ”—an unmistakable sneering p ay
Tamatist's n5me

|| JIt °F any other anti-Shakespeare critic can (with

N omasterpicces ")-give usiamore 1T IGGERTAZERY

ot Greene's “ famous allusion >  p”~ave hohesita-
gcePt it. In the meantime, dowser’ slon8 which

"i in asserting my belief that, if e rp0 Shakespeare,
have severalh/ considered, do no p eanjng, for there

13, playwrig ‘then they have

°Ui el to whom they eould apply
A YATES.

VICTORY

Jve've just taken a vote in our Borougu
' be padre was there with bis h'lbe. .
he’vo conquered and crushed OPP. . m

» V)" <r tablets these words we’ll mscubc
Hallelujah, Hosanna and Selan,
E t the psalms of the righteous resound.
., Iv hosts of the Lord arc triumphant d,,
Miey've got poor Old Nick gagged a"
hvd have had sinful Sundays hero om day
but old Satan’s course hero, now, r
<bey wanted the Pictures on Sunday

A<”ve dished it—and *“ M,se,y E. CarpBNTBB
CORRESPONDENCE
THE 1ate harry evetts
n~urtij . *ecorrect the statement in last weeks' Freethinker

R[]} ° doa_tb of Harry Evetts, who died at Nottingham
W ¢ initio ail(l 11(t Nottingham, as stated; the mistake
\viv  Ww* fur | may have omitted “ Rd.” in my letter.
1 d°mated at No'ttingluun.—Yours, etc.,
Harold Strange

V s A CORRECTION
s p 6‘rl a regular reader of The Freethinker for over 20
1] 1 you,. you would insert the following correction.

y lIss«o of this week, under the heading “ Sugar
fa .Is of arsf paragraph refers to the many varied publi
MBclar $HG  Manchester Vegetarian Society,” and ii

’ Ilvan Baker's latest compilation. 1 would
<fJbehest N()'nf out that there is no such society as the
p Y Vegetarian Society " —this should have read

P18 i 0 CHAREE N Gocieth™ rodrdlel i 47—

ad<|Uarters happen to have been in or around Man-

m b b D4t slighit alteration, thongh a very important
\h.-~*Uik® "Ociety is national, not local. . .

P .y°U for your kind recommendation of the Society's

—'to anyone interested the Secretary would

of yen forward literature, also to address branches of

Vv, ta] =* uP°n subjects of food production, etc., which are

M4 f0O wd'ost to each one of us in these days of increasing

¢* shortages.—Yours, etc.,
EdwarelH. Kirby.
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PARTHENOGENESIS

Sin,—The Bournemouth “ Echo ” of August 24 reports the
statement of Dr. Wright, teacher at St. Augustine’'s College
for students for priesthood, that even Christian scholars were
now beginning to question the Bible story of the Virgin Birth;
but that the Archbishop of Canterbury had announced that
this belief was an essential dogma of the Christian Faith.

Now, in Genesis vi, 4, we are told that in the old days it
used to be quite a common tiling for the Soils of God (angels)
to have children by the daughters of man, and the Holy
Scriptures of certain of the older religions tell us that the
Saviour Gods Buddha, Krishna, Zarathustra and Mithra were
all born of Virgin Mothers conceived of Holy Spirits, so surely
the Christian Saviour God would be expected to conform to
this ancient tradition? Tt is an axiom that if a thing is true
the more it is examined into, pulled to pieces and criticised
the more clearly will its truth stand out, but this should not
apply to our emotional beliefs. To the stake with these
scholars!—Yours, etc.,

M. C. Brotherton,
(Comdr. R.N., ret.).

OBITUARY

FRED LEE

it is with regret that we record the death of Mr. Fred Lee
at Alfreton, aged 81, on August 26. He was a life-long Socialist
and Freethinker,, and for many years a member of the Alfreton
Urban District Council Where lie fought long and persistently
for the opening of cinemas and recreation grounds on Sundays.
He made no secret of his opposition to all religion and bigotry,
and his colleagues on the Council all testify to his upright,
honest, and straightforward character. A Secular Service was
conducted by Mr. T. M. Mosley, at Wilford Hill Crematorium,
Nottingham. Mr. Lee leaves a widow tq whom wo tender our
sincerest sympathy.

T.M.M.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

Outdoor

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Broadway Car Park).—Sunday,
7 p.m.: Mr. H. Day.

Blackburn Branch N.S.S. .(Market Place).—Sunday, 3 p.m.
and 7 p.m.; Messrs. Rothwell and 8napples.

Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Castle Street).—Sunday, 7 p.m.:
Mr. J. Barker.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Platt Fields).—Sunday, 3 p.m.:
Messrs. C. McCall, L. Smith, R. Billings and G.
Woodcock. (St. Mary's Gate, Blitzed Site).—7-45 p.m.:
Messrs. C. McCall, L. Smith, R. Billings and G.
W oodcock. (Alexandra Park* Gates).—Wednesday: Messrs.

McCall, L. Smith. R. Billings and G. Woodcock.

St. Mary's Gate).—Lunch-hour Lectures every weekday,
p.m.. Mr. G. Woodcock.

Nottingham Branch N.S.S. (Old Market Square).—Saturday,

September 9, 6-30 p.m.: Messrs. A. Elsmere and T. M.
Mosley.

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Bond, Hampstead
Heath).—Sunday, 12 noon: Messrs. A. Calverley and
L. Einery (Highbury Corner).— 7 p.m. : Mr. L. Euury.

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

South London and Lewisham Branch N.S.S. (Broekwell Park,
Herne Hill).—Sunday, 6-30 p.m.: Mr. F. M Ridley.

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

I ndoor

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Bed Lion Square,
W.O.l).—Sunday, 11 a.ni.: *“ Fifty Years of British
Morals,” Mr. S K. Ratcliffe.

£100 secures a 3-room Cabin standing in 1 acre of ground,
6 miles from a country town. Inquiries to: Box 114,
Pioneer Press, 44, Grays Inn Road, London W.C.I.
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HAWORTH TO-DAY

THERE is scarcely a part of 'the British Isles which is
not holy ground to the literary pilgrim. One need only
instance Dartmoor for the lover of the work of Mr. Eden
J'hillpotts, Exmoor for the admirer of R. D. Blackmore,
or Cornwall for the supporter of Sir Arthur Quiller-Couch
(to draw examples from the West), for it to be obvious
that in ‘these matters the person of literary interests has
an added incentive to travel, even in what may appear
to be areas of Britain already hackneyed holiday spots.

But, of all the places in England which still seem
haunted by the spirit of the itinerary past (not even
excepting Stratford-upon-Avon and what Mr. Ivor Brown
called the “ Shakespeare industry "), none can equal a
bleak spot on the Yorkshire moors, a country parsonage
from which, about a hundred years ago, there emerged
a group of books that have since taken the world by storm.

Lovers of literature will perpetually argue as ‘to the
respective merits of 'Wuthering Heights and Jane Eyre,
Villette and The Tenant of Wildfell Hall; on one thing
all will agree—that these products of the human imagina-
tion will always rank among the greatest. And that
gloomy parsonage at Haworth in Yorkshire will, as a
result, always be a spot to fascinate those with a touch
of the literary imagination.

I went there for the first time this year. | think that
readers who share my delight in the work of the Brontes
will possibly be interested in what 1 found.

I was staying with relatives in Leeds. 1went by 'bus
to llkley, that delightful town where the main street
leads straight on to the moors. From likley 1 took
another ’'bus. In the front it bore the magic word
“ Haworth.” It seemed to me almost as if one had
seen a bus labelled “ Wonderland,” or “ Lilliput,” or
one of the other magic kingdoms that wait for us inside
the covers of a book. Still, it chuffed along the lanes
of Yorkshire. The scenery, wild enough at the beginning,
took on an even voider aspect, and the bus finally stopped
outside a rather dismal mill in a valley.

1 had asked the conductress whether they went up the
hill, for 1 had been warned that the church and the
parsonage entailed a fairly considerable climb. She said :
“ If youdwant to go to Bronte you’'ll have to walk up,
or wait for a special ’'bus; they don’'t run very often.”
It seemed strangely appropriate that the top of the hill
should be known as MBronte.” T wondered, however,
what Anne, Charlotte, or the wild-imaginationed Emily
would have thought had they known that in 1049 their
part of Haworth should, in common parlance, be called
by their name.

Up the hill I climbed. My wife struggled by my side.
My small son, doubtless wondering why he should be
brought to this odd place, danced on the pavement before
us. The cobbled street was indeed steep. The houses
on each side were neat and clean. Now and then one of
fliein would break into a rash of picture postcards—one
of the penalties of a place which had given birth to
famous sons or daughters. But at the top of the hill
we were rewarded.

The first building to come into sight was the Black
Bull Inn, the place where Branwell Bronte, the enigmatic
brother of the novelists, drank away his misery. Even
here a notice stated that all who wished to examine the
rooms with Bronte associations were requested to put
a small sum of money in a box, the contents of which
were to be devoted to a charity. All around were receipts

indicating the sums of money that had been so spent. *

September 10,

I went jnt0 the i from
c? foe! tp/?e%%i)tyf‘\ ds le\°*, JObVigLﬁnt of W
¢ e’ [ thought aH n e !,Bi0It&
£ 7? in he pa hl oak. **
fAIIIust'_have beeiﬁ[ hs? 1crli\iﬁcrﬁﬂ to ima(g']ir%dthe pl*ce 1B E

srT ™"S.|r,deomd X w In«*:
e

his t f eWg- Hm*
fechk A m &\ay>
i *O/ ° tlI( ParSa 1 i'gnd> end,
FoT z°ld fater"?ted b i£ KbBbl7 a Wiggf K
the ‘parsona*w Ss (dlun » anay-

revakees 1d rhasic secetyhivatithe life of upperHa*or,
"I k°T ble H wasV th' 7 G JDving

Yy (G00R 18 H0E While Pest Office Y iawparHas gls
manuscripts to far-away London « of A

There are Bronte manuscripts (including
tiny notebooks in,which they wrote some childi®1
notebooks which have lately neen described
Phyllis Bentley), much of the furniture of the jjpiiiy
home, including the horse-hair sofa upon whic , o
died, and even some of their clothes. The PjadCji\c®
course, the atmosphere of a museum hi P
especially in the room now equipped as a ljbraiD jeil
there are copies of practically everything that h' 1
written about the Brontes, an even programing live;
many plays that have been built around tbt jdm
But some rooms seem almost as they were in- nJ
ago. Dainty, delicate water-colours by the ohm_ ~ N\
on the walls; there is one massive Al *TZ
Ikanwell, characteristically of a brewer. Eveiy" ~ ol
is conscious of the Bronte atmosphere. And W
looks out of the windows on to the churchya*(™ j all
gravestones almost touch one another, so rr°N& . grb
they, one realises how it was that the three Broll
were so pitifully conscious of man’s mortality*

The church, 1 must confess, was somewhat *“mech)l
appointment. It was rebuilt after the Bronte c°nl t A\
with Haworth had ceased, and it has not the 111 thl
the rest of the place. But Haworth, apart tk
church, is still much ns it must have been »/1
sudden eirills of Wuthering Heights were first c
to paper.

All too soon our visit came to an end. We ha(
“ Bronte Cafe” ; that name was one of the least h3!
of the touches which one met, inevitably, | supF'j
a place which has in a sense become the centre oj jl

As we walked down the hill, past a delightfi ~(
Jark which has been made beside 'the road, we WV M
Did those girls know, in their Yorkshire fastne”j ~
they were making works that would live? Or “u fju
merely scribble their stories because they
strangely-compelling urge to write which all bo?ll jtU
must know? One thing is sure. As long as men
desire to penetrate to the heart of a literary llI> 1
so lorlg will they go to Haworth. Ami for ahyow
a touc*h of imagination Haworth will continue to I
1 know that when next I am in the north T
ihe grim old village again.

teg N
A

.JOHN ROW LA

LIFT UP YOUR HEADS, An Anthology for Freetf*l#> !
By William Kent. Price, cloth 5s.,, paper '
postage 3d
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