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V IE W S  A N D
^  , »»“The War For Christian Ĉ il*Ŝ 0̂ etuvning in

^  make no apology for, once a an • tever the tutu e 
columns to the question oi w a i- .lisraited that a 1
"'ay hold in stove, it can hardly b e $ 3 tiine witlnn the 
utmos\ihere is. yet again, tor the , j g like a creep^V 
Wt’seut century, stealing ovev these _ 1 ^  reform i\ h ^ ' 
luist, enveloping reason, sanity, ^nt - paralysis. . 

its nefarious path in a kind ot embrace polities,
^he immediate causes ot w a i. ^  1 p10 a \ittle outsic e

'.'fm<«ucs. and ideology in their £  ¡^n ite rs , wlvate^c' 
t'»e scope of this journal. But- at ... %ve think, con 
"Vir personal political persuasion. q { its nnme-
!at t.l\e ultimate cause ot " |U> ■ mmran reason.
"he causes, lies in the breakdoun ever-changmg

"s recurring failures to keep Pace \  lv but undeniable 
* * * * * *  ot evolution. I t is .a unaltere
'.'vct that the same physical hr tun, • q{ t,le rtpe-inan

'ts atomic structure from the < • human destnn.WiisWi- times, is still in chaise o0.-*U1 \yB ,v nvm HI CllUIge U±
I ’ after all, that the self-same brain which 

the primitive boomerang of aboriginal man. 
S(> disastrously when faced with the over- 

*OolK complexity of the atomic age? Our physical 
eieating a visable social order have so far been 

Sit«ation'y unequal to the evolutionary possibilities of the

t]ie problem of war, like all other major 
M dich urgently demand a solution if 

F\ve). ‘ ls t() survive and to prosper, is a question of the 
S n ’ii « iiX„teiiti> f.hu“  an reason. To the Rationalist. 
ilU(l au-embracing in its claims, it includes politics 
*V* n?niicj no less than ethics and religion, whilst 
Mth-, j l.llne Secularist, like the ancient Stoic, includes 

spiMl|lls uieutal and moral orbit surelv. the whole range 
T|leU*aV.lnterests?

'v«u- s|°Cl̂ l atmospliere engendered by modern “  total 
7  wght across all such progressives* mental atti- 

*'‘<Tr , :̂VKtei,ia becomes the norm of human behaviour, 
|vUs t.]u!\‘ldes the entire social atmosphere. (And if this 
<nv mu C|USe (>̂  even wars fought with bows and arrows, 

!lhi)()i, ,l( 11 uiore may we not expect such a fear-liaunted 
Hint * ltire to spread in the era of “  scientific ”  slaughter 

\V?r^6 see to-day?)
K  ((ls’ accordingly, the negation of reason and of all 

Hictive qualities upon whicli a secular society 
lukliti0lS | existence. To-day, moreover, there is an 
Khi\(bK 1,1 and very cogent reason w hy Rationalists of all 
nUit(l ~̂~We Will not add of all denominations !— should 
fainillirf> Coiribat the mounting war-hysteria which is 
h4;tS( h ?,,0und so notably at the present juncture. That 

f8, briefly, this: should a Third World War 
^ will be a gift-horse to- the Christian 

1)1'lnu[l s' suu*e. whatever its real causes may be, it will 
^  he represented as being “  a war for Christian
1|(,\\ «,* louC' and the voice of the clergy proclaiming a 
l|; (l()(t| <4],l,snde ”  against **. Atheistic Bolshevism ”  will 
' drown all other sounds, at least until finally

1 h,v the still louder roar of falling bombs.

Already the Christian Churches are, as it were, 
indulging in trial practice for their future crusading role. 
The Roman Catholic Church, via the medium of its world
wide Press and pulpit, is already busily engaged in 
indoctrinating its adherents with the appropriate “  Holy 
War ”  ideology. It appears to us to be highly probable 
that the about-to-be proclaimed dogma of the Assumption 
is. first and foremost, a rallying-cry for the (atomic) 
“  Holy W ar.”  In this connection we may recall that the 
Holy Mother of God is already no stranger to Russia, for 
at Fatima she had already predicted the “  conversion 
of that present Satanic land ! Nor are the other Churches 
behindhand. Canterbury and York lose no opportunity to 
denounce the “  Atheistic Materialism ”  of the*Kremlin, 
even if their shrill treble hardly equals the thunderous 
denunciations of the Vatican.

Even the all-Protestant Methodist Church, from which 
we learned recently (with- some astonishment!) that 
British Socialism derived its ultimate piinciples, recently 
repudiated its pacifist minister. Dr. Donald Soper, and 
declared that it opted for war— and what a w ar!— as 
against the victory of “  Atheistic Communism.”

Accordingly, we may assume that the clerical chorus is 
ready to start having fiill-crv the moment that the demo- 
ora tic crusaders give the appropriate signal.

Upon the side of the prospective ”  crusaders ”  them
selves we can be reasonably certain that ”  full employ
ment ”  can and will be found for their clerical 
mouthpieces as and when the “  war for Christian civilisa
tion ”  eventually does get going. For a Third World War 
would not be popular, if only for the simple but sufficient 
reason that it comes too soon after the last instalment ; 
the public memory is short, but hardly as short as that! 
Moreover, appropriate slogans to stir the disillusioned 
masses are in short supply; “  democracy ” has become 
a trifle thread-bare, and, ahvvav. it lias already been 
used twice in a single life-time. Whilst “  Liberty ”  does 
not sound altogether convincing, if the Russian enemy is 
totalitarian, American democracy has not always show n 
too scrupulous a respect for Freedom where, say. its 
Negro citizens have been concerned.

Accordingly, Christianity is likely to remain the trump- 
card. In a “  Crusade for Christian Civilisation,”  if the 
victims of the bombs have got nothing on earth to fight 
for. think of the reward that will await the fallen 

crusader ”  in Heaven! Decidedly, the defence of 
Christianity is going to play a big part in the next war. 

When the roll is called up yonder, I 'l l be ” — where?
A final irony in an ironic situation ! It is often forgotten 

that the U.S.A., like its great rival the F.S.S.R., is. 
officially at least, a Secularist. State : the 4‘ Constitution 
of the Fnited States, ’ the highest American juridical 
authority, regards religion as a private matter for the 
individual citizen entirely outside its jurisdiction.i,:

* Constitution of the United States: ‘‘ Congress shall make
no law respecting the establishment of religion or prohibiting 
the free exercise thereof.” Cf. also. President George 
Washington—Treaty with Tripoli, 1797— ” The Government of 
the United States is not in any sense, founded upon the 
Christian religion.”
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From which «-irises the surely intriguing situation that 
the hist hope of the Christian religion in its current 
struggle with “  Atheistic Materialism ”  lies in the victory 
of Science via the Atomic Bomb and of a Secularist State, 
the U.S.A., which ignores the Supernatural.

How are the mighty fallen ”  since the days of the 
medieval ( "rusades !

F. A. R ID LE Y .

SCIENCE AND RELIGION

“  TH E FO R TN IG H TLY  ”  for August 1050 contains an 
essay by Professor A. Einstein on Science and Religion. 
Properly understood as a whole the essay will be useful 
to Freethought. It will also give a degree of satisfaction 
to the intelligent “  nothingarian ”  in religion, with no 
religion of his own, unequipped for any knowledgeable 
discussion on the subject, but with a mysterious feeling 
that it is necessary— if only to keep the other fellow 
decent. On the other hand the essay will come to the 
genuine Christian believer as, what would be*described 
in boxing terms as, a beautiful punch on the jaw.

Freethinkers, with good cause, are suspicious when 
famous men of science are admitted to the popular press 
on the subject of science and religion. It would seem 
to be a hard and fast press rule that under that title a 
boost for religion is an essential condition. At any rate 
it is a very pronounced feature in the essay by Professor 
Einstein, but in this case the value of that feature can 
be placed at zero, as we shall see later.

Professor Einstein agrees that science and religion 
operate in separate spheres, his actual words being, 
‘ ‘ even though the realms of religion and science are 
clearly marked off from each other, nevertheless there 
exist between the two strong reciprocal relationships and 
dependencies.”  There is no dispute over the separate 
realms of religion and science, but the second part of the 
statement is only true in the sense that all human 
thoughts and actions, whether fair or foul, are related 
to the physical and mental life of humanity. But we do 
not leave those thoughts and actions in an entangled mass 
and say they have a reciprocal relationship. To under
stand things better we sort out and organise into 
categories, so that we do not go to astronomy to learn 
how to cook a meal, neither do we go to science for 
religion, or to religion for science. One need only see 
the equipment of a science laboratory and that of a church 
to realise they operate in separate spheres.

That seems perfectly clear, in fact too clear for any 
marriage between science and religion, so the clarity must 
he undone and a “  reciprocal relationship ”  arranged. 
By putting a limit on science and ignoring all the tradi
tional factors in the make up of religions, and substituting 
the better side of human nature and aspirations as religion 
the “  reciprocal relationship ”  is arranged. Professor 
Einstein says, “  One can have the clearest and mos<, 
complete knowledge of what is, and yet not he able to 
deduct from that what should he the goal of our human 
aspirations. Objective knowledge provides ns with 
powerful instruments for the achievements of certain 
ends, but the ultimate goal itself and the longing to reach 
it must come from another source.”  The inference there 
seems to be that science can win knowledge and is then 
at a dead end, and that religion then takes charge and 
inspires men to yearn for, and seek the good lying 
dormant in the raw material. That inference is 
strengthened when Professor Einstein later remarks, 
”  science without religion is lame, religion without science 
is blind.”
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earth and universe, then science is wrong in for"w* tUCll iCICIlCC JS5
in fact there is then no need for the version 1)U.̂  
by science. I f  science is right tlien the Bible 
both versions may be wrong but both cannot he ■' ■̂t»;ip')*J 

Professor Einstein’s essay will be a very use l̂\.al bh1'.- 
in Freethought discussions, The only way he *’ v 
science and religion into “  reciprocal relation^^ 
to split science into two parts and call one of ^ uge o 
science and the other part religion, and it is )tY.iy0id 0 
that splitting that the part lie calls religion is 1 f#0n)lllt}1 
the fundamental material that enters into the
structure of religions.

11. R flÎîTtl*

THE FOUR PILLARS OF W ISDOM

IT  is now many years since Herbert Spencer 11 ]#£>
us that ”  though knowledge increases, 
behind.’ ’ Since that time knowledge has been i*
by leaps and bounds, but the collective wisdom, Lj 1(̂ v!l 
it has not lagged still further behind, has certain!) 
no corresponding signs of advance. There can 
doubt that the main responsibility for this state 
lies at the doors of an educational system ()I
far too much emphasis on the mere acqu^1. F 
knowledge, and far too little on the basic priiwiP 
which that knowledge is to bo applied. As • vjj 
Dudley, in The Four Pillars of Wisdom (Watts N 
24b pp. ; 8s. 6d. net) says:—

rrbe chief reason why great men are not ‘ 
wise, and why most wise men are elderly, is . 
no one in our type of culture teaches tlRJ 11 
the children, the adolescents, or the young 1 1 | 
our society, the elements of those fund*1 b 
sciences on which all further knowledge s lC>l)lltl,v'' 
built and by which wisdom and a critical () 
can be so much more rapidly acquired.”  T)\\  ̂

The fundamental sciences t-o which Sheldon . 
refers are placed by him in four arbitrary 
semantics, psychology, statistics, and logic— con*
'the four pillars of wisdom which give the title to ld^tb^ 
It is pleasing to note that in his conclusion the i n 
states that if many still find that the 
psychology, statistics, logic and semantics, are ob] ^  * 
able, they can, without straining the basic prhwjl^ 
semasiology too severely, substitute human n*t 
sense of proportion, common sense, and per*l
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Revels are merely symbols. t  n ". different things
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- o_____ —— - chaptei
, - « a  people, are lucidly otSymbols and
'haling with “  Semantics: The Sc restin,t examples
leaning.”  With the aid of many '  be abused: how 

»re shown how the use of words • he vears slip h> . 
""'v change or extend their m c a r n n g i» . .^  jU)d Eng'lb '
" ’W the differences in the N °v ' ' , probably hce
bmanmgs o{ many common word l̂l0W certain 
nrought about by geographical is emotional re
"'"'Is call forth adverse or ’ produce opposd 
fhons, and how the same w o «l ' ■ {lk.p it is P ^ ® 1 ’ 
''«actions according to the context .e(, Many othei 
"v the circumstances in w hich 1 i ave dealt' wit 1 
ffPects of the use and abuse o f wherein 
"s most interesting and ¿ irb that _ contente

. l° author has done much °  ‘ e -as exhibited y
'gnovance ”  of the nature of lang ^ gQ many  people 
^mplacency and self-confidence. roeaning, •
lW  ability to understand every I W uinlS 0f his thes
^  spoken, which it is one ot theto imcoi.

Wo v̂c c°me to the chapter dealing with psychology 
've fity i^ (j.aie vlPon much less certain ground, and that 
•»V the \ . ln^ w^h a subject— it can scarcely be dignified 
1,(jt v /a,lle ° f science— the very principles of which have 

>®en .̂ ornudated. /The author admits that 
Jrc( (jj '*> iB.still a very confused and controversial sub- 

into a multitude of schools, and that the 
(Jf f)n s ' 0‘ one psychology are just about as tolerant 

1̂ Cl’ ,°i0gis'ts- as are the priests of different 
°f (Tiii/ . sa.Ys tlmt-: “  specialists are intolerant

^  non"HPecaalists, and I think, from my 
•,.,ir(l|IJii;1 ) 0 experience of psychological committees and

psychologists, medical oi non-medical, are 
l,) th(. ^!e average in this respect.”  He also refers 

Îffbit a I j11 dish squabbling and undignified bickering 
’fu|| ji'- )y 80 uiany professional psychologists. In view 
diar, a */.’ Psychology would appear to be more of a reed 

11 and less calculated to make one wise than 
1 ^ ‘Ussif0* ^ ie author himself confirms in his sound
!‘l criticism of the many conflicting systems
lsi led | 10 °oy tha't are in vogue to-day, from which he 
rial^ conclude that everyone must to a great extent 
• rrit6 psychology.
u,kl j| i. two chapters, one dealing with “  Psychology 
1 °l>av il1̂ 1°1h ”  and the other with ”  Statistics,** will well

l\] leading and it is regretted that space does not 
l> leiu to he discussed in detail in this review.
>al|yH ie; tl,-V We come to 'the chapter on ”  Logic,”  the 

in many respects, may well he regarded 
’ (:v%s1U0st important of them all. Considering that, as 
I* « O * 8’ <4 ^°^’(* treats of those principles and forms 
llf>Vvl(> l vvLi(»1 i must he employed in every branch of 

* "Oilier f?0, one Is at a loss to understand why, after 
°f tl^ f he highest priority in education up to the middle 

ast century, it should since have fallen into such

disrepute. Sheldon Dudley pertinently remarks that 
this ”  neglect of logic is perhaps the most curious, tragic, 
and glaring anomaly in our modern system of education,”  
and that its disappearance is a ”  retrograde step in 
British culture.”  Confirmation of this is not far to seek. 

In this soundly reasoned and thought-provoking work 
it is certainly not the author’s fault if he has failed in 
his purpose of drawing attention to the dangerous defects 
in our culture; and the work itself is a refreshing example 
of the clear, precise thinking which lie seeks to encourage 
others to cultivate.

FR AN K  KENYON.

PEACE AND WAR
I H AVE often argued with my old friend, E. A. Ridley, 
both in private and in print, now I  am at it again. Jn 
a leading article in The Freethinker recently lie said that 
we should give serious consideration to the problem ol 
War, which should give precedence over “  anti-religious 
polemic.”  Dealing with the relation of Freethought and 
War he pointed out the absurdity of Bertrand Russell’s 
alternative of atomic war or Communism, hut makes it 
a moral question in the idealistic antithesis of the night
mare of “  tlie collapse of civilisation ”  and the dream of

world government.”  But I suggest that a deeper con
sideration of the relation of Peace and War will lead to 
concern with religious polemic.

Indeed, I  think 1 might say that lie, himself, follows 
the pattern of Christian polemic closely, even to the extent 
of forecasting a time of tribulation and the end of the 
world ; for lie speaks of “  unimaginable horrors ”  .and 
even of ”  the physical disintegration of the globe itself.” 
Rut what becomes of reason in face of such nonsensical 
exaggeration'! He has often asserted the identity of 
opposites and so, in concern with “  the Church of Rome 
and the Church of Moscow ”  lie can get no further than 
** a plague on both your houses.”  In his totalitarian 
antithesis it is a choice of two evils, like the Christian 
dilemma— God or the Devil— choose. But in his dialecti
cal contrast he fails to see the absurdity of opposites 
in rhetorical exaggeration.

H. G. Wells ended his War in the Air with a vision of 
the survivors rebuilding civilisation, which is reminiscent 
of childhoods fairy-tale ending— they lived happy ever 
after. But this play upon wars and rumours of wars is 
typically Biblical. The contrast of civilisation with 
barbarism goes back to the Ancient Greek use of that 
word, and civilisation, as the grandeur of Rome, an 
epitome of all that is beneficial, like the idea of humanity 
as the symbol of all the virtues, gives the pattern of the 
Christian claim that his religion is all that is desirable, 
in the idea that God is good. But in the dialectic anti
thesis of sheep and goats, saints and sinners, this only 
creates the problem of evil. Playing the Christian game 
in rhetorical exaggeration does not face up to the problem.

Ridley is right in saving that our primitive ancestors, 
like the Eskimos, had little to fight about or with. War 
is inseparable from the history of civilisation, with the 
development, not only of lethal weapons but also of an 
elaborate technique. The evolution from hows and arrows 
to A and H  bombs is as much an aspect of civilisation 
as man’s inhumanity toman is characteristic of humanity. 
There is another aspect of this in the development in the 
technique of the cold war, in the effective use of propa
ganda and the affective cultivation of blood-lust. With 
religion this reaches the peak in ferocious fanaticism, 
and as* Ridley said, the ideological aspect of religious 
wars, such as the Thirty Years War, needs consideration.
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It also involves a technique in the moralising of, and 
justification of war.

The fantastic absurdity of moral theory is shown by 
the facts, and Ridley’s considerations are sufficient to 
show the absurdity of the moral questions raised. War 
has been condemned, war has been justified. To put 
the question if there can be a just war or to make it >t 
question of moral justice is to raise it out of the realm 
of fact into that of the Eternal Verities, the realm of pure 
abstraction. To say that there is a common basis of 
agreement in moral matters is to ignore the fact that it 
is the disagreement that constitutes the problem, just 
as majority rule does not touch the minority problem. 
We come down to force or personal feeling in the so-called 
spiritual values; the aesthetic and the affective; so that 
moral theory is personal justification.

Hut this dream and this nightmare are relative to life 
and death. Much is made of death but statistics show 
that the death roll in peace is little different from that 
in war; more people died in the influenza epidemic after 
the 1014 war than were killed in that war. And if death 
is only natural, fear of„.death is insufficient incentive; 
it becomes— Death where is thy sting? and the Christian 
went much further than Ridley with “  unimaginable 
horrors both here and hereafter. Hut it is not a matter 
of a choice, of Heaven or Hell, of the extravagant 
idiosyneracies of insanity; or any other absurdity of 
opposites ; but of their relationship. Death has no mean
ing without life, or life without death; and peace has no 
meaning during peace; in peace we prepare for war and 
in war we crave for peace. It is the nightmare and the 
dream.

With a dialectic approach Arthur Koestler tried to con 
sider this psychology on the analogy of the spectrum, bur 
the analogy is fallacious. The intermediate colours, as 
blue, green, yellow or orange, can not be explained a*? 
combinations of violet and red. The various colours are 
different and relative. In the same way this psychology 
can not be dealt with in black and white. The fallacy of 
this dialectic of the absurdity of opposites is that it goes 
to extremes in exaggerated contrast, either towards the 
bandying of meaningless words or to the other extreme, 
to ridiculously fantastic analogy or allegory; at one end, 
perplexity in mystical quiescence and at the other, violent 
action in sheer exasperation. Hut connnonsense is not 
a combination of exaggerated idiosyncracies.

I remember Chapman Cohen arguing that civilians 
make war, soldiers only do the fighting; ¡1 proposition 
that does relate peace and war. The assertion that peace 
is indivisible is as much a totalitarian exaggeration as 
the idea of total war. War arises in accentuation of the 
conflicts of peace. . If the problem of war is to be solved 
it needs serious consideration of the problems of peace. 
Indeed, the ideas of peace and war are extremes of normal 
conflicts. So far as Freethought is concerned, there Is 
need for that in both peace and war. As to whether any 
one problem should take precedence, I might suggest 
that the essence of Freetliought is thinking and its relation 
to action. The real question is whether intellectual con
flict is preferable to emotional and physical conflict.

H. II. PREECE.

If' tlic writers .of anonymous letters ai'e held in contempt, 
what shall we think of the writers of anonymous gospels? And 
if the* contents of anonymous letters should be rejected as 
Unworthy of confidence, now shall the contents of anonymous 
gospels be received? The four gospels of the New Testament 
are the work of anonymous authors.

L.K.W.

THE POPE’S LATEST SWINDLE
foi*1!

another mi rack? o/^vh ’|has apparelltly 
although it ,i 1101 " e h.ave o»Jy J,|b ijci
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to Heaven ff. T é ’ T  !“forrned us that was ^  
record of E j:si '!  bodily state, thereby equaling 
Jesus ChH ' w.,VVh° |lnade « “  journev in a fiery Í 
was another ?  T  pufc UP a long distance I .
Inis received « ^  Now His T  ,
formante nniit .T  .,,lto™ Mltio“  that the Virgin* t  
sake of thef l ? in *eoo.<l books. l
"Ü1 make the in ’ ! \ * °  be ,lope<l that nob«y ,| 
become as A  1 ’ or ,f So- the whole busing 
However' II, o ' '101' a1 the • chanjiel-swimiuing

on Earth ha l ,>P° has it and Christ’s V» 
s t,le dl,,ect ear of God. Protestants ̂

other sects seem to be wildly excited about l" 
stunt— why? After all, it is a matter tha q^uT1
Catholics only. If the Pope declared that in;1tlf fa'

•‘ce Cods being one, it had been discovered tía» tl*xii” wnc, it nuu (jeen u « w ,v ‘ ‘'" I |)\ 1

was the correct number, this would be accept1 
devout without question . . . “  Their’s not 0 ^  
why ” . . .  And this balloney will be receive flit 
per cent, true by the dupes who not only sNN [}\c}’ il,L 
wafer at Communion, but swallow any rubbish ĵ^oil) 
told with just as much ease as they swallow the p,ir 
of Christ— God-eating being a regular part ot . ;iU(l 

- jn
tergramme— dished out to the mutts by this Prin . 

dangerous bunch of reactionaries who have a «  £ 
every political pie, and want the world to beli0̂ , ^ '  
they alone are capable of settling the world *  ̂ ,0niE 
What makes one so tired, is to read the opinions o ^  ()l 
of our leading newspapers. W e are told that ■ ^  C 
us w ho disagree with the Pope's latest fooling ^ Jib 
approach the subject with calmness and realise y n1 
pronouncement means so much to the many l)l>j€,c‘l 
devout Catholics. Vet these same papers \\<>ul( jj-iii* 
and laugh at any organisation which claimed tlul 
Anderson’s Fairy Tales were divinely inspired. |)0;C

of the high standard of culture possessed by so
f O'The Roman Catholic Church is always ready

in*
her followers. They claim writers of note, 1111 .
professors and even a few usually very see« iJt 
scientists. How can these men possibly stm1' p̂u-1 
reason? We read in the Old Testament hoW ‘ »̂ei1* 
commanded the sun to stand still, but these Pe°l)|L .|iT 
to he able to command their brains to remain d()1 -̂¡f 
And why all this fuss because the Virgin M5l,y; 
brought direct to Heaven? Surely there must bJlU'c()iT‘ 
some other virgins there before Mary arrived, j  yd 
not have been the only gooseberry on the bush: tl  ̂ Lu'c’ 
we are told that in attacking religion, Freethinkc 
attacking a dead horse. I f  we did not attack il,1( ,uT 
all the time, the world would drift back to the d*u v qpc.' 
The weapons of the Church to-day are the same 
have always been— lies, fraud, humbug and tyra*111) 
the minds of men. ipT

Father Hernard Deeming, a Jesuit theologian, 
throp Roman Catholic College, explained the V ;  
Catholic dogma of the bodily assumption of the 
Mary to a representative of the Newa Chronic!(’ (* 
‘22nd, 1050). He described it as an answer to
munism and said that spiritual thoughts can 
the material even through death. “  Christ and ; jQ$. 
said the reverend one, “  Guarantee full bodily sa-lv** j /  
Here, in his own words is how the reverend one e^
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‘ < rnThe Assumption, anyhow is a

Qb]

, not had ^eY — v. One human woman at leasV  ‘ vY worms or
mihiy beauty destroyed by (̂ eat Vr;q' mother so «iueh 

burned up by fire. God loved H ' souh I f  olie
h\at He wanted her w ith H im  l)0i J  \ * then, so
man, Jesus Christ, lives after deatn, 
hie rest of i10 • 1

. o' woman who .1*  us; and the tact that i ^  q { u9_-why, ^
unie to get there sooner than PHer deny the n 
°^ect seems to me }uat mean. _ _ 0f nature , 
W ot tricks; God’s power over the ^  ^  Gbristian 
Virgin birth; the Motherhood 01. 
buth in the Resurrection.

It,1er Bernard seeming says better deny the ̂hole l){\rr f • ---vV*.4.i,ig y an----mv
truth - if" 0 ” — for once a cleric has spoken the

,s }i swindle and a bag of tricks from beginningto it
end.
riu _ie p.

Last week he told -•»e rope is certainly a busy m*m. qqhs week be
t,ft world or Mary’s flight through spue . encyclicai
' «nolished evolution. In his lutes •>, not believe
Ruling what Roman Catholics may «  . ¿ A the theory

the origin of the human race theory which
evolution as one example of a «  aivine origin oi

ls exploited to undermine faith m , -g,ve the I*ope 
*"“}■ About Adam and the rib  ng this event
SiU|l that tlie chapters in the ' ,1>e , *« The principal
f 0 true and contain, in his own no  _ ^ vaGon and also 
ruihs which are fundamental fov, an race.”
"IVlì fi popular description of the ' o f oUr chihl- 
. All this might lie summed up m a r V

10,1 ■ -  rn in  was another,Adam was the first man, . ^ er.
Gain went and slew Abel hi. , without
There was mother Eve who confili

a  piUav, , v lived was Jack theAnd the greatest man w

Giant-Killer. contains as
, bhis hadlv-constructed nursery vhym ̂  ^  Vftlican.
""Gi sense as the latest pronoun ^ q ^^V R R O O K .

„  WAU.ED-IN NUNS
" ¿ S l fB A M  EDW ARDS was a social worker of the 
°f <i ] ,llnf Iteformer ”  type. She beard and read much 
the 6i; i^ r e d  Nuns ”  which she (lid not believe, and 
'v°m«n,N ■va!,efUin mins by Roman Catholics, were those 
pe^,. i ' 1̂ n convent wails, as Mrs. Edwards relates her 
h)to.j.e ’ investigations, according tb the (following 
1 loij, (Vni2 r relation. “  T provided myself with a letter 
D seet ‘u,(Dnnl Manning to the Bishop of Nantes in order 
Wh*0 -jlSi nmch as possible of convent life in Brittany, 
r)V(.,. s°on discovered that a bishop had no authority 

! W nei7 ^ (‘ ln°thers and holy abbesses. In order to 
I  ̂ (H)| v 1106 mt° a convent, I  had to rely on the influence 
I l,nfett ?U Gr*s’ rhlds was an advantage because 1 felt 

^ i$ *1 (  ̂ in my written criticism of convent systems.
! ' curious fact that devout romanists often express
I VG‘S severely, quite as much as a rigid protestant

}|‘o)iho ;,le cloister and the confessional. “  Imagine my 
a roman catholic friend, when I  called 

' * f,Ul i * AV̂ om I  found busy preparing a wedding gown 
,lltiett -  s^ e> train and orange blossoms. Then, 
\  ls to be married? Madame B. shook her head; 

‘ (Vj, 'A has decided to take the veil and become a 
'%\ { 'Ye nun. This wedding gown to be thrown aside 
'b>|.|(| ,.V poor girl will be dead to our family and the 
'Ui(. ll she lose - a parent, or family relative, none 

s v’ the name'of the deceased, or speajv of them. Jn

this fearful Order, the nuns wear no linen, only woollen 
garments; they never sleep -in beds, reclining upon bare 
boards, and offences are punished by severities that often 
drive the women mad! These ‘ burials alive— prises 
d ’habit ’ are usually in Catholic papers, and seeing one 
of these announcements, I  went to the Chapel of the 
Visitation where a nun whispered to me, ‘ would you 
like to see her?’ I  readily followed my guide to a room 
within the Convent where other visitors gathered in front 
of an iron grating fixed into the wall. A curtain behind 
the grating was drawn aside and we saw a girl in a white 
satin dress with bridal veil and myrtle wreath and by her 
side stood an aged nun ; the pair forming a suggestive 
contrast.

This leave-taking scene was painful, as she put her 
white-gloved band between the iron bars. The victim 
for the last time bade farewell to relatives and friends, 
and the whole circumstance a horrible mockery. Her 
elderly parents were weeping, and we passed in the chapel 
for the “  sacred service.”  I have never ventured among 
savages, but this ceremony of burying alive cannot be 
more repugnant to civilisation than the religious rite I 
witnessed, and will describe in writing.

Divided from the Chapel by an iron screen was a 
smaller one in which the cloistered women sit for Sunday 
services. Here the ceremony was to take place. The 
priests were at the High Altar, brilliantly lit, while the 
Novice and other nuns remained behind the screen. 
Presently the ”  Gins," or death-bell, tolled. The parents 
with relations take their seats.

Black-robed nuns move around with lighted candles, 
chanting a part of the ritual, while the ”  Bride ”  walks 
towards an opening in the screen, and.there kneels; her 
head and shoulders only are visible. A priest stands 
in front of the opening and delivers an oration, which for 
unctuous flattery and gross superstition would he hard 
to equal. “  For you, my dear Sister,”  he said, I  have 
no fear that you are a veritable angel of purity, one of 
the chosen to he cut off from worldly corruption. You 
are about to take upon yourself, dear Sister, the vows 
of perpetual chastity.”  The sacrament was administered 
and the vows taken. Again the death-bell tolled, and 
during an interval the victim ’s hair is cut short and 
her bridal dress changed for a black robe and a veil, 
symbols of life-long imprisonment.

Then followed a gruesome* ceremony. A bier covered 
with a funeral pall, upon which she lay, while the service 
for the dead was chanted, while the nuns walked around 
with their lighted tapers. Onlookers sobbed, as they 
gazed at this morbid scene.

A priest approached the .screen and, inclining his head 
towards the apparently lifeless body on the bier, said with 
a loud voice: ”  Rise, my dear Bister.”  The nuns formed 
a procession and retired with their victim, behind the 
screen, and the singing stopped.

Oh chastity,”  quoth I, parodying one of the world- 
known epigrams. ”  Oh chastity, what crimes are com
mitted in thy name!

It  will be remembered that quite recently, ns 
announced in the newspapers, that questions were put in 
the House of Commons to obtain the power to make 
official inspections of all convents and similar institutions 
in England.

W m . AUGUSTUS VAUGHAN.

If tokos more than one person io save the world. Jesus 
could not save a Mohammedan, and Mohammed.could not save 
a Christian. Everyone who helps a fellow-being helps to save 
mankind,

L.K.W.

\



874 T H E  FR E ETH IN K ER

ACID DROPS
In the opinion of the Rev. F. Martin of the Sunday 

(¡rapine, “  much of the religion that is offered to us is 
a kindergarten version of Christianity.”  We heartily 
agree, though with the proviso that we think that any 
kind of Christianity is still in the infantile stage. All 

our Lord ”  wanted was people to come to him like 
little children— for any thinking adult could not help but 
reject the fantastic nonsense which lie taught about 
miracles, angels, devils, Hell, and Heaven.

All the same, Mr. Martin heartily dislikes the word 
Agnostic,”  which he tells us.was coined ”  by Victorian 

scientists ”  and which only means ”  ignorance.”  I f  by 
this Mr. Martin means that he knows more about God 
and God's ways than an Agnostic then we can only say 
that ”  ignorance ”  is a good word to describe his own 
belief. Any Agnostic will tell him about God Almighty 
as fully and as truthfully as any parson, archbishop, or 
even pope.

We note that the Very Rev. W. R. Matthews has 
replied to the recent article in the Sunday Pictorial by 
the Rev. Austin Lee— ”  So— I Quit.”  Mr. Lee, it will 
be remembered, gave his bishops a terrible slating. The 
Dean of St. Paul’s rather shamefacedly admits that the 
parson has a case, for the Church is not yet exactly ”  the 
Family of God,”  and the sense of ”  frustration ”  com
plained about by Mr. Lee is shared by almost all young 
priests. But Dr. Matthews feels ”  it would be deplor
able ”  if young men seeking ordination accepted lt Air. 
L ee ’s account at its face value.”  It would certainly be 
deplorable if they did not.

The “  Church Times ”  devotes nearly two columns in 
a desperate attempt to champion the Virgin Birth— and 
actually claims that it was accepted by Bishop Gore. 
Well, in the New Commentary, Gore admits that ”  the 
Virgin Birth was certainly not part of the original 
Apostolic message.”  If that is the case, then the Gospels 
cannot be cited as ”  authorities ”  though the Church 
Timex does so in fact, How poverty stricken are its 
arguments any one can see when it claims that the 
Scriptures bear witness both to the ”  Incarnation ” and 
the ”  Virgin Birth.’ ’ The Scriptures bear witness also 
to the Devil carrying Jesus through the air, but we doubt 
that even the Church Timex can swallow that silly non
sense.

Mr. Lar Daly, leader of the “  Christian Action Party 
of U.S.A., has asked President Truman for permission 
to drop an atomic or hydrogen bomb on the Kremlin. 
Had Air. Daly’s party been named the “  Atheist Action 
Party,”  we can imagine what a howl of horror would 
have arisen. Without a doubt there is something in a 
name, and the “  Christian Party ”  will get plenty of 
support. We are not the least surprised at this truly 
Christian idea ; after all, the first atom bomb was dropped 
by a Christian nation.

During the month of August, the “  English Alartyrs ”  
were bombarded with petitions, prayers, and Novenns. 
to “  intercede for a miraculous cure of two n en given up 
by doctors.”  The miracles are necessary, reports 
Universe, before the martyrs can be canonised. Evi
dently, sainthood is not easily attained, and some sort 
of a ”  points system ”  operates: so many miracles must 
be performed for a Beata, and so many for Canonisation.

. .. Cfltb îcl
In any case, Father Tigar, S. J ., says that t0 
want their martyrs to be canonised, they ^  
that the martyrs do something about it. ^  e golitĥ e 
pious Catholics asking, say, the Jesuit Robei 
for a couple of miracles, or no sainthood.

----------  . a CatboliC
Following a request from Buddhist monks f0* ‘ltovVns 111 

Community to offer prayers in atom-horn >e<̂ ^  jevo^
Japan, a French nun is on her way to Hiroshima Z * *
therequl0stPewi®tUaI F rLassa lle  S.J., »  "¿w

they particul ,Vl' nia( e’ asked the Buddhist monks ,j 
that Want* d .C h o lic  nuns, and w«" K
This certainlv 7 1 i f  °  f  a^ ° ^ cs go straight to heil\Li ,s 
rusted Howev° S-fS* ^  -Buddhist Prayer Whee n,e

....... ... ;  £

superiority of r  • report «nother instance"^
J Catholicism over “  paganism.i •- JrPlS " .

Buddhist’s request (if true) will amuse Freethm^ 
are often told that Buddhism is a philosophy P!l1 
suitable for Freethinkers

a c°v:
It looks as if Dr. C. Wright, who recently^ to 

ference of Modernists that “  few Christian i*
believe the Virgin Birth to he an historical &
being quietly sacked. In any case, his app°in nV;iS‘" 
a tutor is to end. The Archbishop of Cantei'bm r tk

ndiennnt with Hr Wriobt or»a Asserts ., iehol'very indignant with Dr. Wright, and asserts 
Virgin Birth is a fact of history. Had the * l . pid'J 
qualified his statement by saying that the Vun^ 
is a Christian fact of history, even we would h^j^ 
with him, for there is truth, and there is Ch-TV* 1

The case of the burial of Air. and Mrs. M ason  j ,

fili
>" i,i

same grave, over which two separate services v'L11
(a Church of England and a Roman Catholic)* .^clk 
have been made the basis of an interesting exD .| k 
Were the services heard simultaneously by 4>° 
understand the Latin and the English languages ■ .vii1 
the prayers possibly get mixed up? And which ̂  ..¡pr 
had the most influence with Him? Perhaps the *
alists can help us.

A few years ago, in n blaze of publicity, it Wiis^l()l4 
that the various religious denominations would 
closer harmony and unity. Pulpits were to be exo ' t, k 
the ”  ministry of the Word and the Sacrements "  .jiic-1* 
be shared, and the much vaunted brotherly l°vr :l 
up to date had been hut a dream, was to yC ini?; 
reality. Alas, according to tlie Rev. E. Dewiem 
communion concessions are so niggardly, eo-ol j d" 
between the denominations is almost absent, ^^jll 1 
exchange of pulpits so few that Christian unity . ĵ;ur 
dream. All of which does not surprise us, ^ 
seemingly prefer to hang separately rather than bv>

All who are interested in “  brawling ”  .in
delightful game by true blue Christians in op])0, f<)!”

Romish ”  practices— ought to know that 1
hidden by an Act dated 1551-1552. The point to 11 j^ '1 
that for such an Act to he passed, there must h a ^  d1.1 
plenty of brawling then, proof enough that even ¡̂ t' 
pious Ages of Faith, all was not too well with ¡ii1'

w

pious Age^ ui l iutiJ, «111 was nut tuu wen . i
unity. This Act was “ An Acte agaynst fight111̂  ̂
(juarelinge in Churches .and Churehyardes ”  ftl1 j 
foresting article on the subject appears in the iVri' 
Timex for August 25th. Of course, no Act will ¡k 
brawling sometime and somewhere where Christ111 
concerned. They so love one another.

fi 1
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the freethinker
TelePkone No- : Holborn 2601.

41, Gray’s Inn Road, 
London, W.C. 1.

W. p TO CORRESPONDENTS
111 
'VOl'd

'AKïN.^Ymi have every right to quote the Old i 
W  discussion with a Ghristian. It  is as much God s 
( ns the New Testament.

. , -n  connectiveHea t7ie services of the National ̂ Zrcauired, Z ^ ^ se tti, 
ytli Secular Burial Services are > jp  Ji. hnsett ,turns should be addressed to the Sccrcta 
(living as long notice as possible.i llR FRFiEn,tTT—

RVte

— , irom the jV^olver ttBEirHiNKm will lie forwarded (ind Abroad) ■
u°Office at the /ollowwvg rates i*. -A

year, 17s.; half-year, Ss. 6d.; threc-mu ; ..le iollowinaI 1 ....... .....T '7 i  «w ariy, «»«*
/»(lowing periodicals ore Thu ¡ '̂ Rlv'1'j

c“i  te consulted at “  The VreethinU' ^  Tub p BE*  .
(U.S.A.), Common Sknsb '■V1V g a Gevman aff.S A.), The Voich ok Fb w “  A , ‘ Thb

R'ghsh), Phooeessive Wokmi ( ' •> • .¡a\ Dim l1«"-Rationaust, Tub Uationamst (Austiai
Switzerland), Don lUsn.io (Italy)- Buli»e*i
rders /or literature should he serv*
°/Hie Pioneer Cress n T"Rn4 i*' - ■ •‘e Pioneer Press, ¿1, Gray s i

not to the Editor. „ „  0f the paper,
" l‘t correspondents please write oft 0 . »  c h a n  .

teep their letters brief. This ĵ raday morftiaol“ Rre Notices should reach the Office

SUGAR PLUMS

, 2Rt Birthday Celebration of Conway Hall will taho 
\-|e Sunday, September 24, and members ot the 
V  * Hve cordially invited. TT ,, __

h| 'f ©tiests of honour will he Mr. and - ls - 11 (
|\p( (n°w  returned from leadership of the > • i0 j? 
l)‘v W 1' 1 Society) and tlie morning address will be dell er 
i f f -  Hynd! At 3 o ’clock we shall meet in the La he 
Mr u Thei'e will be n programme of speeches m a 
\ | L .  ltateliffe, Mr. S. Cr. Green, Mr. G. L. <> ■
I, ’Joseph McCabe, Mr. A. D. Howell Smith and Air.^ 
f f 1,, dements have been invited to take pai • -
Wi|i ^  entertainment is also being arranged aiu 
t i f f  in the Library at 4-45. It is hoped to make 
fij, ') happy .occasion, and the opportimity 01 ' •
t i f f *  of this Society to meet and to show then- appiec •
■„ 01 the work at Conway H all during the past 21 W » s  

s existence.

Tl
V f f ^ n d s h ip  Libe ral League, Inc., of Philadelphia, 
H  a l0(* a most attractive seal like a postage stamp 
'•‘¡uiv 1 0l'‘ l’ait of Thomas Paine engraved upon it. For 

efforts have been made to induce the U.S. 
v41]0ll'ju 'c it ie s  to issue a stamp bearing Paine’s portrait 
l‘'w(l.ui success, Stamps h ave been issued bearing 
'[H ot| st his contemporaries—Washington, Jefferson, 

ls~^but, in spite of his tremendous services to the 
' involution, similar honour has been refused 

hfiht Z  1 ?ne. We know tlie reason of course— his forth -
lduin t̂a.ch on revealed religion. Still, we must not com- 
'V 1,(> ,llne’s reputation has never been higher than now. 

Po the Paine seal will have every success.

!|! f f  .Ij(ll>our,(Washington, D .C .): On July 4 last,
^own, New Jersey, an “  heroic statue ”  of 

“ p haine was unveiled. Tt is a 14-foot figure of 
l,|,|̂ W lle^1̂ nd ”  of the American Revolution, with a 

across his knee, writing one of liis “  Crisis 
011 a drum-head.

A  lot of people have criticised Paine in his time and 
since, but he told George Washington’s soldiers, in flam
ing and immortal words, what they were' fighting for. 
W-hoc.au say that, if they had not been inspired by Paine, 
they would have stuck through Valley Forge and seven 
years of war, and won our free America? So lets not for
get “  Tom ”  Paine !

“  CHANGING BELIEFS ”
MR,. JOHN R O W LAN D ’S reference to my preferring “ an 
eye for an eye ”  to “  give the other cheek ”  gave him 
tiie opportunity lie has perhaps waited for—the oppor
tunity to say clearly what has been evident to anyone 
who has read his. very sympathetic hut hopelessly un
critical reviews in this journal of Christian apologetic 
works. Uke Mr. J. W. Poynter, he has discovered that 
there is something in religion which the “  arid and bleak 
materialism ”  which some of us profess does not give 
him.

His recent letter in these columns does not hint, how
ever, tlie extent of his conversion, hut 1 am sure he will 
not mind my saying that in his article in the Unitarian 
Inquirer, for August 5, lie makes it (juite clear that he 
has found God, and that he now has “  a definite leaning 
towards some religious explanation of the mysteries of the 
Universe.”

Now, I am all for Freethought, and I have no right to 
demur at any one-time Rationalist seeing the Light in a 
way different from what this journal has taught since 
G. \V. Foote gave us its first number in 1881. If Mr. 
Rowland’s reason and reasoning take him to Gody that 
is his own affair. Those of us who used to rend the way 
Mr. J. W. Poynter went in and out of the Church of 
Rome had a delightful object-lesson of completely 
muddled thinking; and I can hardly believe that Mr. 
Rowland will stop at such a half-way house, as Theism, 
pure and simple. If God exists, he must have a Church 
to give forth his commands, and a Revelation to he inter
preted only by his specially appointed servants. The 
certainty which the Church of Rome has always insisted 
on things Divine must make it the last solemn refuge of 
all waverers, and no doubt we shall hear one day that 
Mr. Rowland has taken the only logical plunge. By re
posing in the bosom of the Church, all doubts and hesita
tions disappear. The ship, plunging heavily in uncharted 
seas, rides at last over the Unitarian waves, and settles 
safely in the calm and lovely harbour of Rome.

Mr. Rowland tells us that he is dissatisfied because he 
has come to see ”  the fundamental split in our world 
not exactly that between America and Russia.— which 
may result ”  in the crash of everything that, we. find 
worth while.”  I  also recognise this split, but I do not 
see the necessity of turning to religion to get over it. 
The struggle between the haves and the have-nots is one 
whicli seems to have been pretty evident throughout the 
ages. People will also fight for power and ideologies, and 
1 have never seen that in history any appeal to God 
Almighty, or any prayers to him, have brought any result 
whatever. T am afraid that I  must add here also that 
even universal education does not seem to have had the 
effect its supporters thought, it would have.

The vast majority of people all over the world cannot 
think. 1 am sorry to put it brutally, hut it should be 
said. People are swayed by mob oratory, or appeals to 
cupidity, or by perfectly unintelligible articles in hooks 
and journals. F ifty years ago, 1 thought that a, reading 
of the Age of Reason or Rod and My Neighbour was all 
that w as necessary to make men give up the Bible. The
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11 Providence ” lias made many mistakes in tins world, and 
one of the greatest was letting John Calvin he anything hut 
a Scotsman. North of the Tweed was liis proper home, lie 
and John Knox were two fine companions. Colonel Ingersoll 
says that they fitted each other like the upper and lowin’ 
jaws of a wild beast.

G.W.F.

very small number of convinced Freethinkers in England 
proves how hopelessly wrong I  was. The Bible is still 
the great Court of Appeal to most people, and to our 
reverent Rationalists it is sometimes even more so than 
to an ordinary Christian.

Mr. Rowland rather sadly confesses that many religious 
dogmas even “  by acknowledged leaders like Karl Barth; 
C. S. Lewis, and Emil Brunner ”  fail because they are

purely unsupported dogmatic ”  statements. It  is here 
that we get the fundamental fallacy which, so to speak, 
find so much weight with literary men like Mr. Rowland, 
and which first makes them sit on the fence before 
eventually tumbling over on the wrong side. It is that 
the three gentlemen named are “  leaders ’ or

authorities.”  As one who has sometimes analysed 
hooks published by similar authorities, I can only say 
that they turn out as many “  unsupported and dogmatic 
statements ”  as they find mugs to listen to them. These 
people are only authorities or leaders to those who blindly 
follow them without analysis.

He and 1 and all fathers and mothers must look with 
horror at the atom bomb— hut it may have to be used to 
put. a stop to “  ideologies ”  which, in the opinion of those 
who believe in them, are necessary to save the world.

In the past it was religion— the religion which Mr. 
Rowland may one day accept in all its tenets— which at 
the behest of its (so-called) founder was to be forced on 
to mankind. Men, women and children were tortured 
and massacred to placate one whom one reverent 
Rationalist calls a “  peasant reformer.”  In his name, 
auto da. fes were made a pleasant spectacle for all true 
believers; and it took many centuries of fierce lighting 
all over Europe before God’s servants were compelled to 
give up their God-like Inquisition. Millions of lives were 
lost, in the process, and the misery these religious wars 
caused, and their frightful inhumanity, can never be 
assessed. Gradually religion gave wav to “  class war,”  
and now wo have precisely the same Inquisition under 
another name in many parts of the world.

Karl Marx taught that revolutionary terrorism must 
be kept, up as long as possible, and in this lie lias millions 
of faithful followers who are just as religious as those who 
fought in the Middle Ages and supported the Catholic, 
version. That it may force us to “  believe ”  with the 
threat of atom bombs, I  am obliged to admit. And T 
must admit also that I cannot see how the threat will he 
removed by appeals in prayer to God— by joining the 
Unitarians or the Catholics. Mr. Rowland thinks lie will 
be safer against the atom bomb if lie lias religion to 
support him— like Graham Greene, Evelyn Waugh, 
Sheila Kaye-Smith and Clare Boothe Luce. (H e should 
have added Mr. Poynter.) I feel that no abject sub
mission to any Church or to any “  ideology ”  can give us 
any “ certainty”  or “ safety.”  Reason, knowledge, 
calm analysis, and a recognition of the danger that a 
ferritic increase» in population in a world which has been 
systematically robbed of its riches and cannot expand 
gives us, are the only ways in which we can meet, from 
the intellectual point of view, the threat to world peace.

And the way to meet the threat of armed warfare is 
to be prepared to hit back— “  an eye for an eye.”

TT. CTTTNER.

STEPS TO SANITY

IV .— Conclusion. \VlTHE act of war has in the'past been underhdj^ ^  
universal consciousness of its lack of morahtj ) 
profound belief in its efficacy. 4 s)irj

A nation could follow the path of expediency4 gjCal 
ive, perhaps to reign in temporary economic an ^  pay'

ith«

supremacy over its fellows. Or it could follow i" 
of morality and succumb to those which be1 
expediency. . longel‘

But the efficacy of the machinery we use is i 
the yard-stick of its value. For it has been *°^]iner 1)1 
each new ilower we grow is affected by the 
its growing. That it is, for example, quite imp0̂  0f 
achieve political and economic freedom, hv mj* tk' 
machine« which has been deliberately create* 
purpose of suppressing them. kull '̂

Nothing can be done with bombs, bayonets 01 
except destroy. . #  (!"■'

Man naturally and instinctively recoils  ̂ pn
potential horror of the atomic and hydrogen bom )- ^ tr ‘1 
this is not a new reaction. He has always s() 
when his steep and tedious climb to higher levels ^  i>\ 
disturbed by war or threat of it. So divorced lS >lirti011, 
nature, from the ignoble art of slaughter and des j, ^  o' 
that every artifice and wile and every known \w 
coercion lias had to be employed by his misled 
order to induce him to undertake it. t,

And always, of course, it. was in a “  Noble i?l \\\t 
But when the summit of victory was reache* ^ ¡r;ry 

valley of defeat, the promised vista proved to be a (̂p\ 
and a gaping crater, torn in the fabric of mm 
endeavour, was the sole reward. # o\\x̂ {]\

But if the sirens sound once more, their °
wailing will announce the settling day; the P;U11 
the ultimate price; extinction. lC>riiliP

For the converging paths of expediency and 11 
have at last met and for civilisation there is 11 
single route to follow if it is to continue to exist

For Britain, hut a single road to tread if Brito-111
ll"

to live. J 0*k1'
The real value of any^political, economic or socio 

we may hope to achieve is the measure of its affinl ^  tbl‘ 
normai human relationship, judged in the light «̂ ,1* 
highest conceivable ethical standards; which s j j ^ r 1 
result from the true conception of man as the 1 r 
known form of existence of dignified man.

This test precludes the use of war in the onwOi,( 
of Man, and renders it ’s exclusion from Britain s .̂s1 
programme not only moral and expedient, hut tn 
and perhaps final step to sanity. is 'lN

Britain should P roclaim to the W orld h®11 , ‘ c \ ^ 1' 

tion Never Again to Resort to W ar— in any t 1 * 
stances W hatsoever.  ̂ ¡t.

T he People W ant P eace.— A plebicite will prm'1 t'11 
T he P eople W ant P eace.—What can we do w1̂. ,i-<! 

countless millions of pounds worth of arms
make war?

T he People W ant Peace.—Then what, in tlm f*’1 
of sanity, do we want with a Secretary of bm 
War? t’*‘
What use can we find for a Defence Mims. \ ’•> 
cept to confirm that Britain is now indefeDSil) 

B ritain ’s Need is for a M inister for Peace, ^i'1' 
And a M inister for P eace has no N eed of a P0(1' 
of L ethal Argument.

The way to progress lies wide open still. - -v»n,r
Fhere are many signs that the social-conscience l\ (̂i1'

kind for so long subjugated to false values is at lftBt *
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i i ( ,— but the final incentive to its ̂ ^Veadership ^

^  existence oi completely I’ l̂ux y , ^ e d  to supl - ' 
example. And this Great Britain is baHelJge no"';

it alio is great enough to accep a\io hits d^'et
live name of humanity and se3 Great Bn '

much already, in far less worthy c a ^  ^  deserve the renounces for ever the use of

homage, which posterity will pay °  tomio death, * 10
Rut to-morrow, it she dawdles w1 future genera

NyiU become entitled to that respue QU\y by vir ,UL lion there may be, which she will•

l̂ r belated acceptance ot the me\ «- a|u ou bendedAnd it Uritons over dared to chant aD

'dee amongst the blood and rulU’ jc[i grow old-
They shall not grow old as we w iô a c0ndemu-
Age shall not weary them nor - ppltl morning,
At the going down ot the sun ana

h e  shall remember them. ailing 1°  us 1Then “ they ” will he justiiicd m " ‘civ graves
U au s,S- dlYPüGlUTJdS UO'WAll DS. TTIALTORS. 

C. E. PALM E E .

Re l ig io n  a n d  t h e  f u t u r e
‘O0SrP
1,ot\Vec,°titllOSe .W 1̂G lr.y to maintain a reasonable balance

d i c l l , extremes would say that the religious
World 'a l̂as kiltie to say which is of value to the
it tend* f . one of the troubles of the B.B.O. is that
his reli,r ° ^ Vu ^ ie rehgious “  die-hard ”  far more than
‘-vev ^l0Us ^ lure of the air. A  recent hook, how-
H o ^ ) ^  to suggest that even among those clerics
î̂ Kls U( i 1U re©ular ear of the B.B.O. there are alert

ils vvoli^m ea^er thinkers. Canon V. A. Demant is not
|iiig|Ui j -ow n  among non-members of 'the Church of
'* tlnj 1 ,ll!S l̂e deserves to he, hut I  think that his What
liiln y >CtUnti to Us! (Ducre Press; 2s. 6d.) may well get
Mi- ,a<l8s audience which, if not as large as that of

, 1 . Lew is, w ill probably he more intelligent.J here ;
«ttle Î* ,n°where a statement 'that Canon Demant’s 
*°Ui0 in;();, 18 made up of broadcast talks ; but there is 
 ̂ oin id/! Mla  ̂Gv̂ dence to suggest that this was so. And 
],|ost jjj a  ̂ a^ sure, in that case, that they are not the 
% t ||1(, portant talks on religious and cognate issues

(>. ( *R*C. broadcast for a long time,
r Rfion li

einant,s attitude is broadly that what we are 
¡HW* 1,1 the mingled political-cconomic-religious- 

crisis .of our time is nothing less than the 
^)(J ( >Ul1 a civilisation lie  shows tlia’t there is a 
n  « z•? tp made out for this in the wider matters, 
jie w 11\ applies it to such apparently minor things as 
1 ¡i(|s 1,1 which the mass production of cars inevitably
,|lan wp] a° s ln ^ ie traffic ° f our great cities, until the 
N ik r  a car takes longer to get (say) from Oxford 
Xvulks 0 Marble Arch in London than the man who

^ ’l(;
'bo a,l^y, Canon Demant links up this breakdown in 
• (*lii\(. '• lH* attitude towards civilised living with the 
'» 'lui j,,1'1 ,ehgious belief and observance which has set 
S|ifci( « ^he past century oj so. Pie considers that the 
JlinoHt ‘ ° n which our western civilisation lias (perhaps 
¡'k’oi’u, ^Consciously) been based is a tradition which 
'tv j-^ates elements that are Christian, elements that 
S i c, l,Pianist, and elements that derive from the 
Hateyj Outlook of ancient Greece and Rome. And, 

j l v We feel about the truth or otherwise of the 
' h lne*sage, I  think that, it is difficult to gainsay

' 1 ° f that analysis.

And likewise it leads to the view, which Canon Demant 
expresses in typically religious terms by saying: “  Pride 
is the fundamental sin.”  In other words, what lias gone 
wrong to the world is that men have wished to go their 
own way, ignoring the wishes of their friends and 
neighbours, particularly their friends and neighbours in 
other countries. That was the trouble with Hitler ; that 
is the trouble to-day alike with the people in power in 
the U.S.A. and the U.S.S.R. And 1 do not think that 
Canon Demant\s analysis of the situation can well be 
bettered. As to his solution— well, ’there two opinions are, 
of course, possible Christians hold that the solution 
must he a religious one— in Canon Demant’s words, we 
have “  to put ourselves to school at the lessons we have 
skipped.”  Freethinkers would hold, on the contrary, 
that the solution must be a political and economic one. 
But I  think that Christians and Freethinkers alike will 
find the diagnostic picture given by Canon Demant 
worthy of attention.

JOHN HOWLAND.

FREETHOUGHT DICTIONARY

Sagacity.— Discriminative intelligence. As, tor
instance, the ability to distinguish falsehood from truth.

For the whole of his life the average man is surrounded 
by «a conspiracy of lies. This does not apply to any single 
country; it is world-wide. From the time he can talk 
lie is told fairy tales, which condition him to the more 
or less similar romances which will be related to him, in 
varying degrees of solemnity, to the very end.

As he outgrows Jack and the Beanstalk or Goldilocks, 
lie encounters one or other of the various superstitions 
connected with religion. These, and such fairy tales as 
Cinderella, are never really outgrown. They remain with 
him in one form or other, right through life, or, at any 
rate, his useful life.

With schooldays he encounters history. In every 
country, this, at its best, is nothing hut distorted facts ; 
hardly to bo distinguished from barefaced lies. Compare 
the English accounts of the American War of Indepen
dence or the Boer War with those of the American or 
South African school books, and see if the two versions 
can possibly he reconciled. Compare French and German 
school history books from say, Bismarck, to the present 
day.

Passing through school, lie reaches politics. These, in 
every country and of whatever party, range from distor
tion of fact to “  terminological inexactitudes.”  More 
than this, the man’s own politics usually depend on such 
a mere chance as his favourite comic strip. He buys 
the paper for the strip and forms Ids politics from views 
expressed in other columns. Not only has lie no opinion 
of his own ; lie is incapable of forming one. His education 
has never progressed as far as teaching him how to assess 
two conflicting policies, or even the complete implications 
of any proposed policy.

This incurable romantic now looks round him in an 
attempt to satisfy the sex urge. Here he encounters the 
few rare glimpses of reality he is destined to come in 
contact with. But here again, the lies lie has encountered 
right throughout his life, exact their toll. Booby traps 
were not invented in tin* last war. They are at least as 
old as Neolithic man, and their middle name is woman.

Woman’s conditioning from birth teaches her to regard 
man as an ass, deserving of her pity as long as he does 
not thwart her will. Let him strut and caper as lie will 
before them— there is, in any feminine assembly, an
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undercurrent of amused toleration. “  We need the 
brute; let’s make the best of him,”  just about sums up 
their attitude.

Well, this antagonist is man’s nearest encounter with 
reality, from which he never emerges a victor. Either 
lie regards the woman of his choice as a Cinderella, with 
himself cast as Prince Charming; or he takes the cave 
man attitude. In either case the lady humours his ego 
until she has him firmly hooked, when, with a sigh of 
satisfaction, she can relax and begin to mould him to the 
heart’s desire. Which is to say, she can let some home 
truths out of the bag. But, so accustomed is her mate 
to specious falsity, that he indignantly rejects any such 
attempts at reform. To accept such truths would disturb 
his ego so badly as to make life intolerable. There must 
be a compromise. Naked reality cannot be faced.

F. W. RENNIE .

SCIENCE, RELIGION AND MORALS 
1. Comparative Religion

(1) In modern times the subject of Comparative 
Religion has been studied increasingly on a systematic 
basis.

(2) Since Edward Gibbon wrote his great work critical 
investigators have been methodically studying this 
subject.

(3) During this century and a-lialf or so all the great 
religions of the world have been opened up to public 
consideration.

(4) These studies have been persued along historical, 
textual and interpretative lines with increasing intensity.

(5) This lias resulted not only in learned criticism but 
also in changed views on the part of the less learned.

((>) In its early years the Christian religion was sub
jected to some drastic and acute criticisms.

(7) During the first few centuries of its existence this 
new religion was divided and constantly on the defensive.

(8) In time, by a process of unification, it became the 
sole, or at least the predominant religion, of the Western 
World.

(0) Criticism was suppressed and the Western Nations, 
consequently, never questioned the truth of Christianity.

(10) Only since the Reformation have its critics 
increased in number and its study been systematised.

(11) For something like a thousand years, say from 
500 A..D. to 1500 a .D., Christianity was accepted in 
Europe.

(12) There were different Churches and varying faiths, 
but Christian fundaments were almost unchallenged.

(13) The so-called “  spiritual ”  atmosphere of Europe, 
and later of America, was overwhelmingly orthodox.

(14) The general view was that Christianity was unique 
as a religion and essential to salvation.

(15) In spite of internecine strife in some areas, 'the 
Christian religion remained predominant.

(10) Since the beginning of the twentieth century the 
critical study of Christianity has considerably increased.

(17) Investigations have become widespread and the 
subject of Comparative Religion treated scientifically.

(18) Consequently, those Christians who really study 
their religion are faced with a new situation.

(1.9) They have had to realise that thei: religion is 
neither as unique nor as universal as they imagined.

(20) Much of its theology, morality, devotions and 
liturgy were shown to be copies of those of older religions.

(21) Investigations showed that belief in Saviour-Gods 
had existed in earlier religious centuries previously.

Septeiiibei ^ ^

, Atotfe*
~ (22) Legends of the Fall of Man, Incarnating 

meats and Resurrections of Saviours, all exi* 
Christianity. rhr&wM

(23) The whole soteriological system ol _ 
was seen to be hut an amended version of eaibLl 5l>

(TOP1(24) Even Christian rites and ceremoffie 
similar to ancient ones that it was difficult to c
them.

eri that tl*
(2oj The parallels in all these were so close u 

<1Ufo ^ ? r arose what was orighial in Christianity’ p 
M>) Many of these similarities were comment^ \ 

lie early years of Christianity and ingeniously exp‘ ^  
( - 0  Modern investigators have great!v extend  ̂ .. 

knowledge of them and classified them more scient1;1 1 ̂ 'j 
(28) They cannot now be dismissed as niacbiliatl°

%<Jiern? llleru. p;,lSa"  anticipations. . cW
(-•*) I lie hieroglyphics of 'the Egyptians nnd "  

tables ol Babylonians are more than mere legeut_ J l 
00 ) They are scientific adueological evide««*i ^  

existing and not mere tales brought from forei©11
(31) It is impossible and unnecessary to conske1 

ever growing mass of historical evidence here. .{¡ytf
(32) Numerous books on the subject of Conffilll‘ 

Judigion provide ample opportunity for this stud} • ^
(33) It is to be expected that the testimony. 

evidence and its impartial interpretation will be (ls.n(>;Ul
(34) This will be done on the one hand by those "  c 

inteiested in maintaining ancient religions.
(35) It, will be done on the other hand by tho*a 

accept their religion without studying its bases. . jn
(3(>) 1 lie results of investigations by the leai,1Lt̂ ’ 

tune, percolate downwards to rile unlearned lliaf ê fit'iJ 
(3 f) By a slow process of infiltration, which L 

unconscious, such knowledge slowly permeates
(38) Ancient beliefs still linger in the minds

])eo]>le by reason of the inertia which charge 
ignorance. § ^

(39) Even to-day some fundamental sc iclltific t ‘| u„.
are unknown to those who remain persisted} 
scientific. g

(40) Nevertheless, ideas on (Comparative KelicPV1 ri,t?
spreading, as other scientific ideas have spread 1,1 
past. iJic

(41) The movements of what is called i°
opinion in religion, as in science, are too couffi 
discuss here. ’ «¿jv,

(42) That such movements are now occurring 1!d 
even orthodox believers in religion have to admit-. ^of\i

(43) This applies to every great religion in the
\ *■'/ ......> ^  r>-~......... o- - /I ol’.

ind to Christianity probably more than any u. , ¡i1’1 
(44). Apologists explain that these changes 0 qdo,

should, occur because religion is a living move*111 , t(
(45) Such an admission is of considerable 111 jjv, 

those who study religious developments scientific jf 
(40) Comparative Religion includes the study .pr‘ 
cse various religions by this method, objective.the 

impartially . JF[Jell LUMJ.J . ,
(47) These investigations form a historical seien 

the advocacy of a foregone conclusion.
(48) Where religion is purely and entirely a lTlil 

personal subjectivity it might seem outside science. P
(49) Even these subjective beliefs, however, j ' x-. 

studied by others objectively as religious psych0
(50) This increasingly important aspect of the 

of religion will be alluded to in due course.
HOOKS RECOMMENDED AND

“  The Paganism in our Christianity,M by * ^r)' 
Weigall (Hutchinson). An excellent short sv10* ltd'

“  Pagan Christs,”  hv John M. Robertson OVy;.
W. EDW ARD
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C O R R E S P O N D E N C E

AN APPRECIATION . j . Efftfs
Snt,-LiU H. Purdy, who ̂ ^ A u g u s t ^ V 8 1 ” ”»¡■ticks in The, Freethinker, of 20th a  b

allowed to add my tribute. . orthodox y “ 1 { o
, As a young man I  was reared m an not «• s » *
borne and was tauglit to believe * ^  eterna^  *'olU\ "’as in danger of hellfire, which wouiu

lor ever and ever and ever. ' . , ou the V 1'3 -i
in riu> Freethmle* ™ . coUtmuedChancing to come across 1 he impressed. were

hihrary table, i  glanced at it and . while which
^  read it w<̂ ek after week, and ^ a W a n e  jokes "  -  opened by its contents—especially Were, in

01 existence. , t|ie articles of
't is because of tliis experience that '  vapier which ge s 

5t?ur contributor, .1. Etfel. He wields a ‘̂ eri-a lthough  also 
«>">« every time, while more serious matt ^  ric*  the 
“'«t necessary—in either left e way as J. ST
¡'ibble of superstition in the same e n e his tracks, 
'g'd-bearted method of spearing the giant "»y be permitted to 

ay

matter—although alsowhile more serious matte 
ither left unread ■ 
a in the same ette 

_ of spearing the gi
permitted to mix my metaphor • y less

T,M»y J. Effel’s shadow—and his articles ^  ^  , gaiety ot
l"y giye us light and learning. In Y , t , the darknesstl«  Inly.”  They shine like a bright hgW 

4 Pi'iest-ridden world.—Yours, etc
Bill  Spark .

K Sllb Pear
( H UISTIAN1TY

•Vom
AND FREE 

correspondent, Air. Job

OUGHT

Rowland........... lisponaent, Mr. J oh» ^ ^ ^ n t ? '
f'U ’s a grudge against the Freetliought poses the
y ;- . hi Tlw Freethinker,20th destructive force
"'•stion; “ is Freetliought such a pui y so long as it is 

Iils sometimes been thought'■ .• u,’> harm is clene,Z y R etim es thought to be destructive,• lt when this a ,...;a ....

• u to be destructive,uierof... "e mention by whom it is tho g Joh)) ilowland who
thinh, re 'Vl> cau °nly assume that > ¿vidence in support ot 
hi« ' , s,)- If Mr. Howland can offer any , tive torce’
¿1. question,”  there is no doubt thatthis 1
is 'cation will willingly publish it.
«lid iViug an °hl religious falselim

eara0Ud’tt.-.ears

In reality, Air. Rowland 
ilsehood in a C-liristianlike, i.e.,

\i " thaf^°Jlen lnabes some critical remarks about an inter- 
1,1' Howl i 1°k place between Dr. Julian Huxley and 
i, Ux|oy a d* • Qut)te: “ Mr- John Rowland has done Dr. 
h;viy^\v J ! * " ' ct disservice in publishing an account of an 
’• 5ir\i0,Wl. 1 bini.” At the opening of the interview 

i!l(l do Reported to have said, “ I am not a Christian
Past E 3e[*°Ve in God . . .  It must be admitted that in 

. (,|,k tliû  ree^bought and Rationalist organisations performed 
il'1̂ other "f1S hrimarily destructive.” Commenting on these 
i/' 1ater\-' t̂atenient.s which arc said to have been made at 

il littl*xGw» ^ r- Cohen continues: “ We fancy wo know 
'-in .1 6 more of Ereethought and Rationalist organisationsb does D . ¿.v Wi 1 lct

hi uuRv ' • Huxley, but in case our acquaintance with them 
(> i s ^ we should really he obliged to know of any such 
I). ilmiedQn> 01 any leader in such movements that ever was 
' 11 ux 1 .at. ,>oing primarily destructive. That remark of

h 'iiy . (y m one of the cheapest, the stalest, and most 
inland iruthfu! °f Christian Evidence slanders. . . . Air. 
iii! l(̂ 0,ltali ° Ŝ S his remarks by saying that Dr. Huxley had 
lM°,st llH0/r given utterance to several ideas which should prove 
iJHSiVjsx H)r the Rationalist movement in its future

}v)

*j "Moj • hi, artful, sarcastic Air. Rowland! For ideas may 
S; 1{*t V̂o 111 the warning tliey give to avoid as well as advising 

l(:ism ; le>  fellow. Air. Rowland evidently has a strain of 
n il'tlio,,',1 ,lis make-up.”
i v0l, -V011 can never tell the truth till you believe it 

ll(ltm y S?n tell a lie till you believe it the truth. See what 
lours, etc.,

J. H i mphrev.

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY 

Report of Executive Meeting held September 1, 1950
The President, Air. R, H. Rosetti, in the chair.
Also present: Messrs. Griffiths, A. C. Rosetti. Ridley, Morris, 

Johnson, Ebury, Woodley, Corstorphine, Barker, Hornibrook, 
Airs. Quinton, and the Secretary.

Alinutes of previous meeting read and confirmed. Financial 
statement presented.

New members were admitted to Birmingham and North 
London Branches and to The Parent Society. Plans for the 
holding of public meetings on the question of Secular Education 
in State Schools were discussed. Arrangements for a lecture 
from Professor H. Levy were confirmed. Reports of lectures 
given were noted from Messrs. Brighton, Clayton, Mosley, 
Ridley, and from Bradford, South London, and Jxnvisham 
Branches. A lecture visit to Glasgow by Air. F. A. Ridley was 
sanctioned. Correspondence from the Broadcasting Committee 
was under discussion.

The formation of a branch of the N.S.S. in Norwich was 
raised and a line of action decided upon.
. Further Press advertisements of the Society were outlined 
and instructions given.

The next meeting of the Executive was fixed for Thursday, 
October 5, and the proceedings closed.

John Seibert, General Secretary.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

Outdoor

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

Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Castle Street).—Sunday, 7 p.m.: 
Air. F. A Ridley.

Alanchester Branch N.S.S. (Platt Fields).—Sunday, 3 p.m.: 
Alessrs. C. McCall , L. Smith , R. Billings and G. 
W oodcock. (St. Alary’s Gate, Blitzed Site).—7-45 p.m.: 
Alessrs. C. AIcCall , L. Smith , R. Billings and G. 
W oodcock. (Alexandra Park Gates).—Wednesday: Alessrs. 
C. AIcCall, L. Smith , R. Billings and G. W oodcock. 
(St. Mary’s Gate).—Lunch-hour Lectures every weekday, 
1 p.m.: Mr. G. W oodcock.

Nottingham Branch N.S.S. (Old Market Square).— Sunday, 
6-30 p.m. : Alessrs. A. Els mere and T. M. Mosley.

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead 
Heath).—Sunday, 12 noon : Messrs. A. Oalvkrley and 
L. Ebitry (Highbury Corner).— 7 p.m, : Air. L. E bury. 

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

South London and Lewisham Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell Park, 
Herne Hill),— Sunday, 6-30 p.m.: Air. J. Darker.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Hyde Park, Alarble Arch).—- 
Sunday, 4 p.m .: Air. C. E. AVood.

I ndoor
South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 

AV.O. 1 ).—Sunday, 1 1  a.m.: Freedom and Social Control,” 
Professor G. W. Tveeton, ALA., LL.D.

THE THINKER’S HANDBOOK
A  Guide to Religious Controversy
HECTOR HAWTON

” Mr. Hector Hawton has given us a valuable 
work, accurate and comprehensive, dealing with 
many vital problems and ‘ classic controversies *
. . .All who have occasion to proselytise or who 
want some telling arguments against religion, 
will find it invaluable. A book of this class, 
beautifully printed, and with over 250 pages for 
half-a-crown, is a marvel of cheapness. Roth 
author and publishers can be congratulated. ”

—H. Cutner in The Freethinker
6s. net {cloth) 2s. 6d. net {paper cover)

C. A . W A T T S  &  CO. L T D .
S &  6, Johnson's Court, Fleet Street, London, E .C .4
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★ FOR YOUR BOOKSHELF
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.

M ISTAK ES O F MOSES. By Col. R. G. IngersoU- 
postage Id.

price 3̂

price 3d**
THE MOTHER OF GOD. By G. W. Foote, 

postage Id.
,nB00*’
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