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VIEWS AND OPINIONS 
"Ui!e ant' Modernism. . .......... . . NViurh beganmodem era in human mstoiy witnessed tlie Renaissance and the Reformation, n ^  cblli\enged ".S(i °t powerful critical movements u theology >u ove1'lu‘ assumptions of medievally-insp'r ^ th  century, dj'.eve of human thought. Pnot to »  knoWledge, ''M  witnessed startling advances knowledge antRational theology ignored the i © bs in sublime^ntmued to mutter its ancient sb in knowledge,' r̂egard of the contemporary aC x c *ust ignored the'be heavenly science”  of theooDy sciences,^'nmt progress of more mundane ftttitude is

M ay, however, such a mere y re.sCientific an<
Monger possible. The gu'i >̂e ''1, m \heology and the 
[" "storical conceptions and lege" s -s pK> glaring ",'" 's ascertained by science ant j the more into 1
b' '«awed. This W b  lms not escaP in almost■\.m defenders of theology and, a© century ban' 1 tbe Christian Churches the l)fcs, all wore «a'"'icssed the risp of modernist wove oritionl ideas, influenced by modern »cientiho am metapbor, to,u'li seek, if we may modernise a «  b̂e medievalN  the new wine of modern culture
I ttles of traditional theology- men like Bisb«P>  the Anglican Church we ^ve , InRe. W hilst Hnes and the aged hut still ever-Bteenmost ' J‘ ■'riH*uts . c le Nonconformist Churches modernist move* 
? :,mp]o1)l)e,,r ac^ ve and influential. It is, for

!l *ar Cl‘y from the fundamentalist Gospel of 
T)0 }7  ^le present day Gospel preached by, say, 

^°PeL the present enfant terrible of the 
]{(>u st Church.

U hi the Roman Catholic Church that the 
'htiei  ̂ les between medieval theology and modernist 
! V cb  ¡S, have been most obvious. For the Catholic 
I1' imu ltls modified and systemised its medieval theology 
l 1 thjK 1]ler ^napproached by any other Christian Church.

n<r()(>miectiori> as Joseph McCabe relevantly observed 
’'be nii’i many freethinking critics of Catholicism seem 
Musô  / ^ le mistaken impression that Rome despises
I ’ ho\V(ll!1( rehes solely upon authority. Such a criticism 

o]y ( wide of the remark. Far from preaching a
i l inKiii 10rharian gospel, Rome prides herself upon 
I*1 o\v ec ûa  ̂ credentials. Roman Catholic dogma. 
iMh‘C!ss estimation at least, represents an impregnable

II ”tanl)v°*• reas°Ti impenetrably welded together in an 
i 1 « W * 1** network of logic by St. Thomas Aquinas, 
N i,v«l ^a^holic theokigians, and his colleagues the 
* '^ n i‘i Scholastic doctors. In this formidable corpus

t'’ as a witty Anglican modernist (Dr. Inge) has 
S  auHUm.ente^ ’ i( r̂ here are no problems to he solved ; 
k* Unties to he consulted! ”  The last word upon

!air

lUv<O '»()(] rg0, and upon mankind has been said.I » «J ti\4 JU4 Ull 4 I «.AO U UJ.I (3 CH V l «
evolutionary theory knows nothing of such 

*s liere supposed and modern Biblical criticism

has long since demolished the ”  infallible ”  revelation 
upon which it is supposed to be based. Hence the solid 
framework of Catholic theology cannot possibly accom
modate modernist ideas based upon the concept of 
Evolution as applied to religion and upon the findings
of Biblical criticism.%

Early in the present century, the modernist move
ment which had raised its head in the Church of Rome, 
was ruthlessly suppressed by the then Pope Pius X (now 
said to be due for canonisation) and his obscurantist 
Jesuit advisers. The world, however, continues to evolve 
along with modern knowledge, and Modernism has 
apparently been driven underground by the Vatican 
rather than been totally suppressed. To-day, it seems 
to be again raising its head within the Catholic fold.

Upon August 12 last, the present Pope Pius XII 
followed up his announcement of the forthcoming pro
clamation of the Assumption of the Virgin by issuing 
an Encyclical Letter “  Humani Generis ”  (“  About
Mankind ” ) which explicitly condemned a whole congeries
o f  m o d e r n  irct li  o r e  nice* o i  n o c u  - l i e r e o i o o  w l i i e l i  r u e  c v l l c g c d
to be infiltrating into the ranks of the Roman priesthood. 
The ground covered by the Encyclical is very wide and 
the Vatican’s condemnations are obviously addressed to 
a widely scattered tendency rather than to any organised 
movement or coherent body of doctrine. In the Church 
of Rome “  Modernism ”  is still a tendency rather than 
an organised party with clearly defined doctrines.

The Pope’s latest authoritative pronouncement upon 
Catholic doctrine is, as one would expect from his recent 
announcement of the proclamation of the Assumption, 
a. very conservative document. It reaffirms in substance, 
the medieval attitude towards the relations between 
theology, on the one hand, and science and history upon 
the other. Even the archaic terminology used by the 
scholastic philosophy is defended against the demand 
for a more modern form of expression. Such medieval 
doctrines as Transubstantiation are enjoined, along with 
the pre-scientific philosophical conception of “  sub
stance ”  upon which the Catholic dogma of the real 
presence depends for its validity. (It should not bo 
forgotten in this connection that the philosophic Idealism 
of Berkeley has been condemned by Rome equally with 
modern Materia1 ism ; the matter inherent in the con
secrated bread and wine must be “  real ”  to become the 
Body and Blood of Christ.) Modern philosophies, the best 
known of which nowadays is probably “  Existentialism,”  
in which some Catholic philosophers dabble, is prohibited 
and seems to be formally condemned by this latest pro
nouncement of Pius XII. The supreme authority of St. 
Thomas Aquinas, the medieval.master par excellence, is 
explicitly upheld.

To the non-Christian critic, the most interesting parts 
of ”  Humani Generis ”  are probably those that deal with 
Evolution and human origins. The evolution of the 
human body from “  nre-existing forms of living matter,”
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is perm itted/’ but only as a speculative scientific 
hypothesis. As such, Catholic scholars are permitted 
to hold it and 'to pursue appropriate researches, a con
cession perhaps forced upon the Vatican by the bitter 
memory of the cause celcbre of Galileo, when the Church 
burnt its fingers so severely! However, there the con
cession ends and is promptly hedged round with 
restrictions ; at most Evolution only applies to the human 
body, the “  soul ”  is the direct creation of God. Whilst 
even with regard to the human body no Catholic may 
henceforward assert Evolution to be a proved fact.

Whilst as for Genesis, the utmost that may be conceded 
is that it is written in a popular style intended for a 
primitive audience ; but its narrative was inspired by the 
Holy Spirit who safeguarded it from anything mythical 
or factually erroneous. Thus, Adam and Eve are historical 
person^ from whom the entire human race descends— 
“  Philogenism,”  the belief that mankind had other 
ancestors besides is expressly condemned. The Garden 
of Eden was a real place, original sin is a fact derived 
from “  our first parents ”  ; so presumably was the famous 
snake! From which it may be inferred that the Vatican 
does not go very far in its concession to Evolution, nor 
d o ‘the Biblical critics fare much better at its hands.

Last but not least, it is strictly forbidden to maintain 
(as apparently do some of the Modernists) that, “  the 
Roman Catholic Church and the Mystical Body of Christ 
are not one and the same thing,”  a severe snub to Non- 
Catholic Christianity!

From all of which it appears safe to assume that 
”  Modernism ”  will get short shrift in the Church of 
Rome and that a Catholic “  Bishop Barnes ”  is unlikely 
to make his appearance in the Vatican. Also, perhaps, 
that Charles Bradlaugh was not far wrong when lie pre- 
(RcUmI that Hie final battle will be between Rome and 
Reason.

F. A. RIDLEY.

(
FREETHOUGHT AND CHRISTIANITY

THE columns of this journal have, in their time, carried 
news of many a controversy. This, I think, bears witness 
to the stability of editorial policy, and to the real affection 
with which many people, of widely varying views, regard 
The Freethinker. And that is why, following a recent 
letter, I am trying to set down here a change that has 
gradually crept into my mind of late. The fact that 1 
trust the'editor to print this article unaltered and un- 
eensored is, I imagine, an ultimate ’tribute to a paper with 
whose general ideological line (to use an awkward phrase) 
1 no longer feel myself entirely in agreement.

That is the point, indeed. For many years past I have 
called myself a Rationalist, a Freethinker and an 
Agnostic. I am (I hope) still a Rationalis't and a Free
thinker, though perhaps not quite in the way in which 
members of the R.P.A, or readers of this journal would 
define those terms. I am aware that I have never been 
a strict parity-line Freethinker, any more than 1 have been 
a party-line Socialist or Anarchist. But Agnosticism on 
the religious issues was long my settled and avowed belief.
1 have never been an Atheist (T once had a long argu
ment in print with Mr. Chapman Cohen on that issue). 
I have, to be quite candid, always felt that the average 
Atheist was as dogmatic in his own way as the average 
Roman Catholic or member of the Salva'tion Army in 
his. I always took the line that there might be a God ; 
1 thought that (here was, indeed, no way to decide that 
point. And that is why for mo “  Agnostic ** was the 
term I applied to myself

September^

 ̂ it i$ said i i
thill8UelyreliSious , , h t ayS, lmve a leaning

“  w  VVouid label S°Phy’ 80 R *Wistful A gnostic" , i a “  nationalist *t0  dlsP “ t e  th a t  char J  °  " ot that should w *

;j^ h odsC/ e / 5  sphere&? V ? Ppo?ed to
i / j  / t r e e t  is °a ^ ¡ n a t i o n  of the Vatican «»
I  r l nS- Eve*  H t h e f 1 may  bring do«»aspect, that allUft asts’ made by scientists »•!«»»
the }' man-made radio ° y earth may one day be 
'vhio/aCt Verr>ains thatw / Ve clouds> are too

hlchm W c o me to a h e i T  aVe two fa headlong in a few rt W*
or years.

have
Repeatedly, in articles here and elsewhere, i 

)U ,!n̂ ' *( ea °f a Third Force ”  which might ô111. ĵlt> 
mediate between the extremes of the Vatican *ULl ■ m 
Krcmlm For a time I had hopes that Freethought 

ilucleus of “  Third F orce /’ Now 1 
a 1,1!s 18 ^possible. For one thing, too many 0 j. 

more doughty warriors of Freethought have already «?^
mitted themselves to take sides. So many d y  atf1 
Freethinkers, from Prof. J. B. S. H a c/  vers !n 
Mr. Archibald Robertson downwards, are b( , gtftl111 
Marxism as infallibly interpreted by Lenin a 
and are thus bound, in all honesty, to support c0jli* 
the struggle as few Christians outside the R01
munion would wish to do. in thi*

Who, then, has the power to do something 
impasse? I have been impelled, though at 
ning somewhat reluctantly, to conclude that * c,qU1' 
be a function of a religious body, of a Church ()l  ̂vV1-oar 
bination of Churches. For, after all, what has g01?.^^ o' 
with the world is not entirely a matter of P° lirl,iy 
economics, of military squabbles. These things 
some extent be regarded as symptoms or 601 
wrong in the hearts of men. ^

I know that many who have read my articles f°l jj {ê  
jiast in The Freethinker and The Literary Quide ^
(in Dr. Joad’s words) that this is “  another go0î  jjttk 
gone wrong.”  But I ask them 'to bear with n!e (‘ 0f tV 
longer. I am aware of the intellectual difficulty 
Christian creed as it has been interpreted Z  a Z  
Churches. But at the same time I am beconun» jiaf 
that the old philosophy of what has been called ^  jjtil1

is not <dl it might be In that t ir y  ^optimism
book called Mind at the End of its Tether, w n y  glHi 
H. G. Wells’s testament, to the world, Wells tf0lIg/le / 
that lie liad for long been wrong. And when •1 tk
Truman told his scientific advisers to go ahead "  fk’
hydrogen bomb he was only taking another step  ̂
downward process which Wells had already forese <

What, then, is my conclusion? It is that i! ^ 0a)l' 
to stop this steady process towards catastrophe, jpd** 
thing must be done to change men’s liearts and 11i p go- uAnd to assist in that there must be room, inside 
Christian Church, for any man honestly dissatisfy ^ li
the way the world is going— the man, in other 
who sees that evil is now in the saddle in all com1 |,.y. 

. and that well-meaning politicians, however 
cannot do much to right things by purely 
measures. In fact, it has become obvious that tn . [)C 
sometliing wrong in the heart of man which y  y ’ 
righted before the world can improve. And (it ** 
that 1 take the plunge) only by a definite step to * 
a spiritual combination, which necessarily inv° L  H 
belief in a power higher than human— in other wo*
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FREETHINKERin sortie degreeu belief in tlie power oi God to Relp 1tari humanity improve its position I  refuse
gOlilcr m fact, to believe that, the all liopê s
o-u- over the edge oi the prec I  ’rg ■ }3ut 1G a happy future, in a matter J  ^titude to thlf we merely take the power-politic And,which is now so general, that xU ' hind oi re |Vewer-politics, there is on^  b my words &re Vl 0philosophy to fall back upon. 1 ai0

hut please read on.  ̂ . j ers who w. T
there will, of course, be m^  pe£ in Christianny “ «» object that a n , «ort. *  1 m j" * » ”*s logically untenable in the

Written 4- - ■' "R t I  now consider• to that effect in tile Pash  • t?an religi°n ">at there is one aspect of the ->' - „ft\Ved reactionary, K sane and logical, which cannot be 5‘ itbout becoming P'ch accepts the findings of science (to usedogmatic. This bind of religion has its ng ie11 politio.nl r—  • theigious
(tlv, '-**

..... ~  —  b- ‘ rip^om enon) with tll'vniucal term for a theological. 1 wing 's ’w1“ 1 .Uiuveli of England Modernists; its i  ̂ Tbe rehgioiSociety of Friends and the d ib is logical.athtude of these people is» n° i a «now t W  - 1
with their, that readers who have honoured meWriV;lli0U l̂ei’e m recent months will have sense^nouSht. i) !,n8s an increased respect for these lines o uiv\ who see The Inquirer (the Uni arum weekly), 

l. ,Hfic and Religion,and The Modern
' contributions to the same effect in those man. - • ■Mwi n. one thing which clinched my m-finally,

Glue 0f 8l,sl)lcion that no pure belief in the complete 
S  f0l, theory of evolution as a firm and ultimate

ill suffice for me, was a 
s recent m a s s i v e  

Keith, in other words,

stU(jy n a Philosophy of life wil 
•hif0/)* 0 bir Arthur Keith’s

nirSir Artl
'vUs con111 ̂  (l)r°hubly quite unconsciously, a s ‘ far as he 
T ^e. r(>Ce,rne<̂ ) ^ le unavoidable conclusions at the end 
* Saw Gr <U ? n which I had so long ago set my feet. And 
J.he read'01,1, ,U) make me draw back. That it should be
K llVl a hook by an eminent Rationalist which
!l m o d J r*  me see ^ ie wisdom and the desirability of 
lloniCal <lRe ôrm °f Christianity, is something slightly 
)||0llf (s J > ^ a t  ^he Freethought and Rationalist Move- 
I1* what [*Vci (̂)r its Marxist fringe) is largely unconscious 

1V laPPf‘ning in the. world seems to me to become 
f’^can !" y °^vh>us. It is only that, for instance, that 
(,i% - ? cCount for the real reverence still apparently felt 

und ou’t-moded philosopher like Herbert
)H -  ’ 0i' a writer of downright bad prose, like J. M.

S,

dull 

tson.

I hope that I may beN nittJ* ln  ̂ fiends, is that.
-fi ( f now and then to continue to report here on 

all ¡sol Seem to me to be worthy of study by thinkers 
?Ppear 110°̂ s- What I have written now will, no doubt, 
¡‘‘g. y ,° lnany readers to be a slice of very special plead- 
■*lea 0n't .years ago I wrote in The Literary Guide (I was 
|VilVrhth °ditorial staff of that journal) asking for more 
! s fi° emo’tion in Rationalism. And even though 
1 ktt0/ at occasion) the present article brings a flood 

,ls*ni’e 3  stressing my errors and logical flaws, I can 
,(iP Cl'itics in advance that I have not taken this

out Ion£? thought.
connection as a 

Movement 
ceth inker 

and one does no’t

. Vter
'fit®, u"i l have bad some sort, of 
} V lkhV*h ^he Freethought and Rationalist A 
:'tô  V1 v 20 years (my first article in The Fr 

as back asS i 1" " » as far 032),
h>at;l.*Uch a habit of ’thought unless assured that theiorh a demands something new.

» remember, the Archbishop of York who recently 
Euless we make an effort to create new social

institutions we may well follow the dinosaur and the dodo 
into extinction.”  I  do not know any Freethinker who 
penetrated as deeply into the present dilemma of man 
as that.

I am not, 1 would add, a formal member of any Church, 
though I am, I think, working out for myself a theological 
position which many Church members would share. But, 
for one tiling, I happen a’t the moment to Jive in a district 
where the Unitarian and Free Christian Churches are not 
represented. I am, however, perfectly sure that the 
course I am now taking is a course which will have to 
he taken hy more and more people if the world is not 
to go up in flames. I know 'that there is something odd 
in tlie power of evil driving a man, almost agaihst his 
will, to something near a belief in God. But that is what 
is happening to me. It may happen to many more people 
in the months ahead. Yet a’t the same time.I insist that 
I am still (though not in the exact sense propagated by 
this journal) a Freethinker.

JOHN ROWLAND.

IN COMPETITION WITH FATIMA
DURING the passage of the Pilgrimage of the s’tatue 
of our Lady of Fatima from Watalla to Mutval, Colombo, 
the hundreds of onlookers, amongst wfiom was the ltev. 
Padre Nicolas Pereira, Parish Priest of Watalla, saw the 
sun change and become totally blue, then turn slowly on 
its axis.

This remarkable phenomenon was described in all the 
Indian Press including the Goa Mail. The correspondent 
of the Ceylon Observer having been a witness, stated : 
”  While the sun spun round, from time to time the sky 
round i’t changed into a halo of diverse colours,

When the statue reached a curve in the Negombo 
road it was halted to receive a golden rosary presented 
by a number of children assembled there. While this 
act of devotion was taking place someone cried out: 
”  The sun is spinning!”  The car containing the statue 
proceeded on its way while the crowd gazed at the sun 
which was now spinning rapidly. Suddenly it turned a 
deep blue and maintained this colour while it wheeled 
round rapidly for more than an hour, eventually 
disappearing below the line of visibility.

N. F.
(D far in de Notidas, Lisbon, Aug. 3, 1050.)

REWARD FOR VIRTUE
Lo, a lean cat, which creeps along a wall, 
Rubbing its empty belly on the bricks :
Despite nine lives, will death to it befall,
Its little soul be ferried o ’er the Styx;
And if those lives were godly, upright, nice, 
Will nine eternities spend chasing mice.

B.S.

By the author of “ The Myth of the Mind M

PSYCHO-ANALYSIS
A MODERN DELUSION

Frank Kenyon
A  drastic and devastating analysis 
o f the claims of psycho-analysis

150 Pages. Cloth Bound 5/-. Postage 3d.
From all Booksellers or direct from The Pioneer Press
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ACID DROPS
To clinch the matter of the Assumption so to speak, 

the Rope is going to use a special pen when he signs the 
proclamation that it is now a dogma. On the pen are 
carved 'two angels, and the nib is, of course, of gold and 
there is to be a specially made inkwell. A fountain pen 
or a ball pointed one would smack too much of “  modern
ism ." Once signed with such a pen and such an inkwell, 
the gates of Hell cannot prevail against the dogma.

U ______
All the same, not all Catholics appear to be very happy 

over the event. One of them, a Mr. W. Handell, “  hoped 
and sometimes prayed ”  that the Assumption would not 
be made into a dogma— as he says in the Church Times. 
He also hoped that the dogma “  would not be made 
absolutely necessary for salvation.”  Well, we can reassure 
him here. If he does not believe it as a dogma, lie will 
surely frizzle for all eternity in the Lake of Fire. The 
Rope is going to stand no half nonsense here.

The Christian Evidence platform in Hyde Park was 
described by the Church Timex recently, in comparison 
with the Roman Catholic one, as being of a "  much 
weaker calibre in speaking ability and evangelistic zeal.”  
To this, the Secretary of the C.F.S., replied by pointing 
out that they had had during the summer twenty priests, 
including two D.D.s and one Rh.D., the others holding 
university degrees. Wha't a confession. Here was a 
body of presumably educated men doing their best to 
bolster up their dying creed, and doing it so badly that 
it called forth a rebuke from the chief non-Roman 
Catholic journal.

But if university men can thus fail, what about the 
C.E.S. laymen? For sheer ignorance they would indeed 
be hard to beat. The Christian Evidence Society, founded 
to propagate evidence for the truth of Christianity, has 
utterly failed to do so, not only in the past, but much 
more so now. We doubt if even the Archbishop of 
Canterbury could tell us of what use this ridiculous body 
is to anyone.

We have often pointed out the comparative uselessness 
of a parson’s job, and have suggested that they should 
find something worthwhile and socially useful. We there
fore have pleasure in recording the fact that the Rev. (1. 
White has found himself a job in Greenock shipyard as 
a rigger’s mate. He will, no doubt, find bis new work 
vastly different from bis previous one, for he will have 
to show some results at the end of the week— in bis 
previous job it did not matter.

It is some time since Hie National Union of Protestants 
have been on the warpath, as the last occasion when they 
joined battle and in which they were severely routed, must 
have shaken their morale. However, it looks as if the 
armistice gave them an opportunity to gird their loins 
and they have returned to the fray at St. Mary the Virgin, 
Pimlico, where, during the Communion, eight men stood 
up and shouted "  Blasphemy! ’ ’ Obviously, these 
brawlers don’t know the Act of 1551-1552 to which we 
called attention the other day.

Pilgrims are queueing up in Rome for the Pope’s bless
ing, and the Sunday Post reports that over 25,000 were 
shut out of one of the greatest audiences ever held at 
which a crowd of 15,000 were present. We must ask one

September^

i like to &of our Catholic friends just what it fe^s 
special blessing.

crei

stkn
The Assumption Dogma raises an interest^» jl q(),1’J.1. ! • , • , . , , . .. 1 v-»n\.V til* .of the kind in which the Jesuits will revel no'' the

mamma i n ' , ^f es,h (^ e  dogmU]o?,|J,er eart%  manifestations -  ,, 
to knock at the “ tZ  ̂assertsthis). she ■

»8 seems to be suo-L ”  with a " .
ortmg},uy CiviUtain ai1 artic le
n,on alone has remain ¿ 1°  sâ s tliat the «remained hermetically closed to the

of the Virgin

of stFe
In the U.S.A., so we are told, relative*  ̂ j^vyi 

accident victims are pestered by undertakers <l1 ;i|1
almost before the victim is dead. In Enghm^j^ tn'r1̂ 
not quite so blatant, but a pit disaster such ilh ()f <)l“ 
affair at Knockshinnock Castle Colliery gave so 
own ghouls an opportunity to cash in on  ̂ l guipl1 ,°f 
of all concerned. The Daily Merror has a p'K) . 
a group of the Salvation Army at the pit îeil|lC red'11̂ 
and singing hymns. It is good to note that qlLv 11(1 
team and onlookers do- not seem very interests ’ qnci(l '
doubt realise that the time for prayers is PaS ' plt‘H ,, 
tally, if tlie Salvationists think God could he P’ ^  si'1 
ought also- to be blamed for the catastrophe,
logic is alien to a religionist.

An order forbidding the Jehovah’s Witnesses 
et Sector of Berlin was Dublished on Septenf.’ ,,,^I'CWiSoviet Sector of Berlin was published on b 

The Sect- is accused of carrying out, under a 
cloak, systematic agitation against “  the * L’ s0n i()( 
order.”  Remarkable! This was the sam e  ̂
which the Witnesses were banned in New #e£l-nl 
the war. Oh, Democracy, what sins have been c 
in thy name !

tto111 ?!There is, surely, nothing more .humourless C 
editor of a religious newspaper. Take, for ins'; , JR“ 
Catholic. Herald which reports that “  Houma»"1 * M  
mould children’s mind ”  ; ”  Roumanian ed u ca tion j\>1| 
an assembly line for producing Communists ^ pliiU 
tical consciousness is developed in schools by pvU1’.1 
Communist slogans, pictures of Marx, Engels, Jl,l‘ Jin*1 
to Stalin.”  The editor should substitute the 
Church for Roumania, and'for flags, hymns and ^|ji^ 
relics, litanies, and prayers; and for “  hymn 
a hymn to the Pope, and what is the essential dJ

Another of God’s mysteries: A coach earrynjn ^,,- 
devout pilgrims returning from a Holy Year P1 r j.jlU 
to Rome crashed near Ravenna. A priest
27 priests and students with some women and c' fl)
were injured. And yet coaches returning from ^  <»d 
matches—with drinks on the way— and with ¡i'1,' 
counting beads or saying prayers rarely, if ever, U (l |!"
accidents,
riddle.

We doubt if even Aquinas, could iv

All the same, there is no mystery about anotto’U , : 
Administrator Kolarik, appointed by CzechoshU‘U,,t ' 
the Olmutz diocese, and wlio publicly declared  ̂ ;l 
would “  afford him the greatest pleasure to 
Czech bishops ”  recently dropped dead in the / y'! 
What could he expect? God does look after ']]* 
soi net imes.
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SUGAR PLUMS
t, le Glasgow Secular Society, as usual, ^  °
,i. ^ !,,k for the indoor season. On Sunday, October ,
l>! I’l'St session will be opened by Mr. R- H- ,°  . ’

, ? 'n nt of tlie National Secular Society, in the 
Galleries, Sauchiehall Street, with f  ieUme 

Han's Animal Ancestry." The ^  f  !
A ’n-i admission is free, with Donation lickets o 

£  from the local secretary, Mr. J; Barrowman, A  
(/. Ul)nvt Avenue, Knightswood, Glasgow, ;•* • # 
t,Vl̂ v  Secular Society has a long record of .
Svlr/ ,ree^°Ught cause and you can help by jom .®... _ 
l u:̂ y» attending its lectures, and making 1 s ac 

1 among your friends.

(, ^ Nottingham reader reminds us that the hit* ^
()i, . • s Purgeon described an Agnostic as an ‘
C  û \ y  the Rev. F. Martin, of the Sunday GrafiJac,
' ^ better informed according to the paiagi/l j
¡ ;  k « Freethinker.Our advise to the Bev. *• M ‘
(.0,°  fen d  a few minutes in bis local public i j<- . • 
C "H . a dictionary as to the meaning of the J  ™
, fustic when applied to a belief m God and the s P 
" tui'»l- He will find the definition also applies to

i £ ny reader interested in modern art and the ' j ‘>>lk ^  
artists will be cordially welcomed %  John Ok y ^  ̂

p. f " ‘ho at 28a, Tavistock Road, \\ • 2 (near A ,
!,;; k Underground Station). This is his 
liii  ̂ 1 • Gldav ha*s, in the past, made a hi©
' fil?1'1' as an uncompromising cartoonist, ant is >y s ^  

^  considered second only to David T>o\v.
H both here and in Germany-where, incidentally,
V ' his - S i bDo
(̂'v ’ U]? w^c Hilde Monte, he had some share in the 

* f>t at Munich against Hitler. The exhibition willrhi i* t1 hu,.s i n'om 12 noon to 6 p.m. every day (except 
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All , ? ----------
Libi; *uf,erers from rheumatism should welcome the “ cRtion-, (̂ >o( l <!!1 the series of broadcast talks given by a 

Published by the Empire Rheumatism Council, 
Ion, 
raai

.. ---- , neu------- ------- ---- —  ........— , -------
• ^hia’ ari(̂  &out> wliich are all carefully detailed, and 
ls it ],y0 1 HTe prescribed the best modern treatment. There

1 u\ist< i published by the Empire Rheumatism Council, 
*))0y (|(( | 8q., London, W.C. 1, for Is. Simply written, 

'v\th the many kinds of rheumatism known— 
^ t h e i t iScia^Ca’ neuritis, rheumatoid arthritis, osteo-

L _ - ---------  -  - ■  ~ ~  • ■

*uvord by Lord Horder and we can fancy nothing 
111111s f! P sufferers more than the expert advice given 

'-xtremely valuable pamphlet.

ASSUMPTION-CATHOLIC AND PROTESTANT
THE Church of Rome has always insisted on its sweep
ing claim to be the one and only mouthpiece of God and 
His authorised representative on earth. While it has 
condemned all dissenters as “  heretics,”  it has at least 
not sought to interfere in their deliberations over their 
own internal affairs. »Now the Church of England, in an 
endeavour to out-herod Herod, has taken the extraordi
nary and unprecedented steps of telling the Roman 
Catholic Church what it ought and what it ought not to 
believe! Even the Archbishops of Canterbury and York 
cannot really imagine that their approval or disapproval 
of the new Article of Faith can in the least degree affect 
the issue. Within the four walls of* their Consistory Court 
the assembled. Catholic hierarchy may he relied upon to 
hear with Christian fortitude the condemnation of the 
English prelates (not amongst those invited!)

The British Church seems to have chosen a singularly 
infelicitous occasion to revive its famous “  protestation.”  
The Catholic paper, The Universe, remarks that the only 
surprise registered among Catholics is that the Assump
tion is not already an Article of Faith. I must confess 
1 was also under the impression that it was, and am not 
aware of any differentiation made between the belief and 
veneration paid to the Immaculate Conception and that 
paid to the Assumption. They are both treated as high 
festivals of the Church. Historically, 1 should have said 
that tlie Assumption has had more general acceptance 
throughout the ages than the Conception; for one thing 
it has a more dramatic appeal to the imagination of the 
superstitious. But 1 must leave its historical aspect to 
others. The two questions which are of import to the 
Rationalist are: Why is the Catholic Church promul
gating this Article of Faith just now ?; and Why-is the 
Protestant Church taking the unprecedented step of inter
vening in Roman affairs?

Let us first consider the “  official ”  answers to our two 
queries. The pronouncement of the Assumption as an 
Article of Faith was on the agenda of the 1870 Consistory 
(when Papal Infallibility was laid down). Owing to poli
tical events of that year, when, on the defeat of Napoleon 
III by the Prussians, the Italians seized the opportunity 
to take possession of their capital, that Consistory broke 
up in some confusion. From one point of view, there
fore, it is merely catching up with arrears and promul
gating something already decided upon but unavoidably 
delayed by extraneous circumstances. From the 
theological angle the doctrine follows logically on that 
of the Immaculate Conception. Since God could not be 
born out of a sin-infected womb, the curse of Original Sin 
had to be lifted from his earthly mother. For the same 
reason her body could not be allowed to suffer the decay 
and disintegration of the physical process which in 
theology is termed “  corruption.”  For time is, in 
theology, an earthly factor, and God could not be con
taminated before or after the event of birth in the body 
of his earthly mother. She had, therefore, to be

assumed ”  into Heaven before the physical process of 
decay could commence. I do not propose here to com
ment on the workings of the Catholic mentality, but 
merely wish to point out that the new dogma is the logical 
consequence of earlier dogmas, and is, therefore, a poor 
case for the Protestant bishops to base a protest on.

The “  official ”  reasons for the Church of England's 
effort to quash this new pronouncement are two, namely, 
that “  there is not the smallest evidence in the Scrip
tures ”  of it, and that its promulgation ”  gravely injures 
the growth of understanding between Christians.”  The

\
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former is so typically Protestant that one can only wonder 
at its being made; Catholic doctrine is based on tradition 
and its claim to apostolic succession, and the Scriptures 
are merely one of its sources of knowledge and inspiration. 
As regards the second reason advanced, it presents the 
feature of muddled thinking so characteristic of the 
Church of England— surely the most illogical of all the 
Christian Churches. The real stumbling block to 
“  union ”  is always the Catholic claim to be the one Holy 
Mother Church and its head, the Pope, the one, final, 
infallible arbiter. If and when the Church of England 
can swallow that, a small matter like the Assumption is 
not likely to present any insuperable difficulty. And if 
one can believe that a Jewish carpenter was really God 
come down to earth to redeem mankind from “  sin ”  by 
spilling his blood, I have never comprehended the diffi
culty Tn swallowing the minor dogmas of the Catholic 
creed.

I think the only interpretation we can put on the action 
of the English bishops is that it was intended as a gesture 
to demonstrate their willingness and enthusiasm for 
Christian unity, and to put the blame for failure to realise 
it on the other fellow. If so, it was an insincere gesture, 
for the bishops know very well that unity, that is, unity 
of doctrine and authority, are out of the question. Either 
the “  heretical ”  sects must make their submission to 
Rome, or Rome must discard so much of her own tenets 
as to amount to submission to Protestantism.

Apart from the “  official ”  reasons and the assertion 
that 78 per cent, of Catholics have asked for the dogma, 
the Catholic Church’s action, just now, is not so clear. 
It must, I think, be taken in conjunction with certain 
other pronouncements made recently by the P ope; he 
has condemned "  errors,”  such as, that angels are not 
persons, the assertion that the Bible is infallible "  only 
in matters concerning God,”  that membership of the true 
Church is not vital to eternal salvation, etc. He warns 
the faithful against dialectical materialism, historicism 
(Benedetto Croce’s philosophy), and existentialism, while 
not specifically condemning them. Evolution, Rationa
lists will be interested to note, is permitted "  to bô  the 
object of research and discussion by the competent in 
both fields (of science and theology).”  His Holiness’s 
dissertations on the book of Genesis are also interesting, 
but are too long for me to quote here.

We may, I think, take the trend of these pronounce
ments to indicate a tightening of the reins, to prevent the 
faithful getting out of hand, while at the same time 
avoiding an irreconcilable conflict between the Church 
and the modern trend of science. Catholic papers are 
loud in warning that any lot up in doctrine, at the present 
time, is the road to defeat and disintegration of 
Christianity.

For Freethinkers there is a more general warning. 
('redo quia absurdam (1 believe what is absurd) is not an 
approach confined to the Catholic Church to-day. It is 
a growing feature of political systems such as Fascism 
and Marxism. That is the real lesson for Freethinkers !

P. C. KING.

AN OPINION OF BRADLAUGH
IN his book 1̂1 eel ions andl Recollections, Sir Alfred E. 
Pease makes some interesting observations on Charles 
Bradlaugh.

On page 21 lie says (writing in 1082): "T here are 
many now living who remember the heated debates 
about Charles Bradlaugh . . . though Joseph Pease’s 
objection to the oath was a religious one and Bradlaugh’s 
exactly the reverse.”  Forty-four pages later we read:

tern her

J\Iy J.)iary ,With Dale ( t L in f  “ February 15: "  Had an arg 
question; lie savsV  “ ' B t0 on theis: BradlauoTi r f '!1 Politically unsound.’ My Ugh 18 not legally entitled to affirm (thf

him), ho ,W inrAo nn o a th  not to *no law  
binding

0 .
al lowin<
on his

he
conscience when any form of proi,3

avows
isis binding on an honourable man. He 

an Atheist and a Republican and now says C ^ 0°il 
to take the oath. The oath contains an apP^a^ ngdF' 
and a promise of allegiance to the throne a "not
lion; it is there for a purpose that should ^  Eee Prfecti} A

a
it is ’ there

he abused. The House of Commons is per 
exclude a professor of subversive or immoral 
°r any one it considers a ‘ bad subject.’

It often has disfranchised constituencies, 
petent to sem i-disfranchise N orth am pton .
• > question of tolerating open disloyalty aru 
irreligion than one of religious toleration.”  

Bradlaugh’s appearance has been a strong 
abuse with his opponents, so the following 
of Sir Alfred are worth noting: "  That

doctr^ 

cod'and is 
It Is lllOf*

int «!

obS fello":nasty JC all
Bradlaugh, has been re-elected for North.amP xCjudii'lc 
a. 107 majority. The question was not one  ̂m ® g 0u:?c' 
Atheists, for many of these have entered
such as John Morley.’ 

once as an
small "  g .”
aggressive,

t,1,<ifficie«tl'V
Morley had been sl 

author to write God
i of b'5

Nothing but Bradlaugh’s blatant advertisemen ^  ^  
obnoxious opinions raised the question, and ”  m . pii* 
no ground for his claim (at that time) to affiron , 
right is confined to those with religious scruples-

Then he goes on to describe the man. . |jUrc> 
He says Bradlaugh was a massive man With 

peculiar face and an upper lip like a saddle ^ it" 
"  His loud, full voice could not put an ‘ H Vvhiĉ1 

right place. When interrupted in his oration8»̂  \̂\ 
were most denunciatory, he would stop and < Jl1
an assumed air of being unfairly used, and sno 
’ope the ’Ouse will ’ear me.

But Sir Alfred also says: He made some ^  1
and excellent speeches and a few outrageous i)n g^1

I
found him very pleasant and sensible 
private conversations as I had with him. 
acquaintance by beckoning to him when he was 
for a. seat in the House of Commons luncheon room

ulo W

wliic
next twenty minutes changed my opinion of him. 
hitherto had been that he was a ruffian. jjtî

‘ ‘ His hatred of all those who had no use for his P j tl>° 
declined in the generally tolerant atmosphere 0 .̂¡th 
House. Before his death he was quite popuD1 
many Members m all quarters of it, and we 
to regard him as a more honest politician 
colleague, Dabby.”

Later, Sir Alfred again refers to the Bradlaugh/ ^
Bradlaugh case was disl

aJ
than

of. in

bend 
his view,

And now the tiresome
The Speaker got rid of it thus. m
Referring to Bradlaugh who was sitting on th°. vllrJ 
h below ’the gang wav on our side, he put , \ Vle gangway on our sine, ne put 

which was equal to a ruling, i.e- I u-•
could not qua Speaker have any cognisance of proc
in the previous Parliament nor could the House inte1’
before Members had been sworn in. up1

Hieks-Beach rose, but was called to order—lu> fik 
claimed to rise ‘ to order ’ and remarked that a^el,__ ___ ____ ____  ____ _ ___  __________
dictum of the Speaker he could only protest, whe*f
lie was called to order again and swearing began .

This book, published by John Murray, co*Rfll 
varietv of incidents concerned with the author’s P‘
mentary life, but may not be easily

J.
com e across, p

c o u l t k a *
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HOMER: NO HOvMObin,  is to 6*?  *
of the most absurd forms 0 \\ved. Classic** 

ll,« t  of details of persons who n j  the awcie« •
professors are great a t .c o u fe c W  hve students
by publishing biographies to* * become men.
m’e crammed with fiction, and nt stvle o£ make-
, •• Home, -  i , ,  glaring e a p f f l j ,  C  »  * * *  
belief. There is much taught about there is n
''«son, but as a matter o f J er tbe other hand, 
evidence that lie ever existed. nt 0 f  i n f o r m a

pijigent search reveals a vaS,, t  Homer is ®im̂ rSe 
’■vliich proves, pbilologicaliy, ' istics which m 
"auie-word referring to eharacteustacs, ̂  . blrt reaUj

time became metamorphose  ̂ came to h eMythical as Pygmalion’s wife, T<
<>f a block of marble. > r a universal s l , v ( ’

Homer is a World-Wide name f ^  £  bring gifts ^
u"d as children love Santa > ,.japs devout y 'he chimney, so do classical 1 that thr\ -r-' "*. wonderful “  Iliad ”  and the "  Odyssey ’ ’ were
th hy a poetical genius, born in Greece, o
,,® 8th century B.c., and that everybody  knew him a
tn uU’ who delighted the people by reciting his poems
[  them. Of the “  Iliad "  and the “  Odyssey we

^  that these are compilations from writings o
^ ‘‘lrnty, more remote than the 8th century me . a
iiat although Herodotus and Aristotle rank Ho t
¡ \  Olympic gods, the modern Masters of g J
t('ultllle emphatically declare that Homer is .
a them as a man, and for anybody to say otherwise
Ruminate foolishness. , Tl. , »» anfi fiie

ijVery reliable commentator of the uu
^yssey,”  and biograp
1 their facts ; but, e

u T/V ^onsequently, H>,. Babylm-**— 1
'ster . .

O ' . .  ", « “ J '» 1» k»o».ahrt Homer '-«ce. TEo«« .---  1-----------

Hith\8.8ey. ’ and biographers of “  Homer ”  are explicit 
,.u u iL facls ; but, each writer contradicts all the

claimed as an Egyptian,.omer is
0̂TUan and even ps Solomon, while as Prime 

e°llr̂ r,,) Mr. Gladstone says in his “  Homeric Dis-
riyi */J-iiere are, however, as many different proper 

lere . ' Honaer as there are signs in the Zodiac, and
f°r thh ° '  ^- cks^ nct cities in which he was born, and
1W,?S °̂r Homer as there 
for L
'vW etS Hr1 Homer was re-named “  ubique ”  every
thuio\Vn He . had several fathers, all putative, but 

an(i nothing is mentioned of the more 
‘‘He. \]i iHare51t, his mother, because ¿Homer never had 
Kvix \v*h biographers stress the words, “  Homer was 
g ^*in. \a .̂ u^  ° f hair upon his thigh,”  and this strange 
' in greek is ”  omeros, ”  thigh, and in latin,
\Ve \{\ ^bgh, or femur.

(̂ c]Ul.(iar® fold that Homer was blind ; some authors 
I'H- • < from birth.”  Now, ”  omeiioi ”  is the greek 
•I1 Writ !,Ul r anĉ  * Homer ” 1 Hence, unable to read 

host,. ,, kke Babylonians claimed Homer as their 
To and omeros signifies hostage.

S l a nite homer in the greek language, “ omhpoy,' 
v Hir.]8 U Iïlystical appellation which has been explained 

Borson, the famous Cambridge Professor of
as meaning “  out of sight.’

V  ***rew word ** Homeroz ”  and the greek word 
mean ”  words ”  as applied to poetical 

‘•ted (°n ’̂ and the assyrian term ”  homerocii ”  is trans- 
tf® ionS i • laeces ° f sacred writings ”  many of which 
%]$ >, Hi the ”  Odyssey,”  another name for ”  Pagan 
, .^ob()i°r ** Hook of Holy W rit.”

>( y knows anything of Homer as a man, and the 
¡¡» t|| absurdity is over-reached by an ancient medal, 

, jH’itish Museum, where Horner is depicted 
and. reading a book, probably iEsop’s Fables.”  

W m. AUGUSTUS VAUGHAN.

SOME S A M P LES  OF C H R IST IA N  TO LER A T IO N
The late-lamented Mr. Gladstone once declared, in an 

unguarded moment, at the Mansion House, that Christianity 
carried the blessings of tolerance wherever it went. A glance 
at the following list (very incomplete) of sentences on 
Freethinkers during this present century will show the falsity 
of the Grand Old Man’s opinion

1). I. Eaton, two years’ imprisonment.
It. Carlile, nine and a-lialf years’ imprisonment.
Jane Carlile, two years’ imprisonment.
M&ry Anne Carlile, two years’ imprisonment.
Itobert Taylor, three years’ imprisonment.
John Cleve, four months’ imprisonment and fine of £50,
H. Hetherington, four months’ imprisonment.
Chas. Southwell, one year’ s imprisonment and fine of £100.
G. J. Holyoake, six months’ imprisonment.
Adams, one month’s imprisonment.
Paterson, eighteen months’ imprisonment.
Robinson, one year’ s imprisonment.
Finlay, two months’ imprisonment.
Matilda Roalfe, two months’ imprisonment.
Robert Pooley, twenty-one months’ imprisonment (five 

months served).
G. W. Foote, one year’ s imprisonment.
\V. J. Ramsey, nine months’ imprisonment.
H. A. Kemp, three months’ imprisonment.

It is worth while recalling that Charles Brad laugh had to 
win the seat which Northampton gave him in the face of the 
most bigoted and terrible opposition. Mrs. Besant was deprived 
of her child by an order of the Court of Chancery, and the 
Marquis of Queensberry had his seat in the House of Lords 
taken from him.

THE MYTH THEORY
Sir ,—Mr. H. Cutner seems to havo missed an important 

pronouncement by the late Professor Canon Choyne. Writing 
in the “  Hibbert Journal ”  an article entitled “ Judas Iscariot,”  
July, 1911, said: “  Not only is Judas Iscariot unhistorical, but 
I have come to the conclusion, and I think many other critics 
likewise, that the whole of the twelve apostles arc unhistorical.”  

Regarding the work of Hiemojewski, perhaps Mr. Cutnor also 
has missed the able summary of this work in Professor Drews’ 
“ Witnesses to the Historical Jesus.” —Yours, etc.,

T. G. Kirkby.

LECTURE NOTICES. ETC.

Bradford Branch 
7 p.m.: Mr. H.

Blackburn Branch 
7 p .m .: Messrs 

Kingston Branch 
Mr. J. Barker. 

Manchester Branch

Outdoor
N.S.S. (Broadway Car Park).—Sunday 

Day.
N.S.S. (Market Place).—Sunday, 3 p.m. an< 
R othwell and Shari’les.
N.S.S. (Castle Street).—Sunday, 7 p .m .;

Messrs. C.
W oodcock.

* Messrs. C.
W oodcock.
C. McCall,
(St. Mary’s 
1 p.m.: Mr.

Nottingham Branch N.S.S 
September 23, 6-30 p .m .: 
Mosley.

N.S.S. (Platt Fields).—Sunday, 3 p.m
McCall, L. Smith, R. Billings and ~

(St. Mary’s Gate, Blitzed Site).—7-45 p.m. 
McCall, L. Smith, R. Billings and G

(Alexandra Park Gates).—Wednesday: Messrs 
L. Smith, R. Billings and G. W oodcock 
Gate).—Lunch-hour Lectures every weekday 
G. W oodcock.

(Old Market Square).—Saturday 
Messrs. E. Els mere and T. JM

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

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

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

Indoor
Birmingham Branch N.S.S. (Satis Cafe, 40, Cannon Street).— 

Sunday, 7 p .m .: “ Political Catholicsm,”  Mr. F. A. R idley 
(London).

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
W .C.l).—Sunday, 11 a.in. : “  Human Nature and Human
Progress,”  Mr. J. H utton H yni>.

West Ham Branch N.S.S. (Loco. Men’ s institute, 62, Forest 
Lane, Stratford, E.15).—Tuesday, September 26, 8 p .m .: A 
meeting.
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WOMEN, IN OUR HOURS OF EASE
I

IT is reported that a brokendown actor walking along the 
Embankment looking for an empty seat saw one with a 
lady of easy virtue resting upon it, she obviously as 
impecunious as himself. Approaching her tlye actor swept 
off bis hat and made a deep bow, exclaiming, “  Isn’t it a 
shame, madam ! The two oldest professions in the world ; 
both ruined by amateurs.”

In spite of wide amateur practice and Competition, 
made easier now by ready accessibility of contraceptives, 
the demimonde continue to flourish. It is a clever 
French phrase for them; the halfworld, its denizens 
demimondaines. Neater than Anglicised demirep, which 
is apparently a shortened version of demi-reputable, that 
is semi-respectable. Though moralists would shudder at 
there being any sign of respectability about them at all, 
not a tithe or a hundredth, much less a half.

We English steeped in Bibliolatry have much informa
tion iu the Bible about daughters of joy, and some 
expressive words for them. Harlot is most frequently 
used. Curiously it comes to us through old French from 
Italy, where it meant a vagabond, male or female. The 
latter being easily procurable at low price her general title 
became fixed upon prostitutes.

That word lias no necessarily feminine gender or innate 
sex implications. Simply it means to sacrifice one’s 
capacities, to humiliate one’s genius, sell for a trifle what 
should be dear. So by obvious transference it got fixed 
upon commercial trading to a man of a woman’s body.

Whore also has Biblical associations, being used 
rhetorically as a comprehensive term for gross sin, 
excessive wickedness. Thus prophets and preachers 
inveighed against the Whore of Uabylon, the Scarlet 
Woman, setting theologians and commentators specu
lating and explaining and attributing ever since.

A concubine was not a sinner and concubinage not sin 
in Eastern eyes. Where many wives were allowed a. set 
of secondary wives, often slave girls, was created. It was 
a form of polygamy, still common in many parts of the 
world. Like other moral standards, our sex ethics are 
largely determined by geography, economics and heredity.

Notably in regard to this an adulteress appears always 
and in all places to have been denounced and punished, 
often bv death. That was, the breaker of marital vows 
oi* trespasser upon them. This is explained by male 
jealousy and possessiveness, the wife being the man’s 
most private and exclusive property, to be dedicated and 
sacred to himself.

Drawn also from Bible stories we get Delilah and 
Jezebel as types of magnetic but loose-living women.

II
Back to the fourteenth century can be traced strumpet, 

spoken often in old plays and books. Bawd similarly 
antique may be man or woman trading in sex. Doxy of 
the same period was like harlot, the beggar’s mate.

From classical Greek comes Hetaera or Hetaira. They 
were sometimes women of culture and refinement, talked 
with and consulted by philosophers and other high men, 
as well as visited professionally when tired of their own 
home-secluded wives.

Courtesan presumably has the same aristocratic or 
noble implication. Ladies of the court could be kindred 
of titled men. Also they might he their favourites or 
mistresses, or of princes and kings, like Charles the 
Second’s inamoratae promoted to be duchesses.

Street women or street walkers prosecuted by police for 
soliciting often state themselves, to be actresses. This is

September-^

a shir upon a i,. ,
t e r m  d i f f i c u l t  t o  T f i i n g  But actress* !'

i  'W>enS( notaSJlt ^ Is  are, as ire,,u*f
aiw|UeUt' furthermore n ' sta£e engagements at
'll '1 vvFb Nell <' ’ le-b ,rJa.y defend ■
, ' T ' 6 doo’-> Perfoi-m F1’ girl at Briny L f
ti’t  ? r md’° dS S  ite and O b *

JY(jPt woman f b\Ust d b> avoid harsh <-»■ n T C ’ are Popular elusive1 °r deh^te: words for such. tig**0w,11f Jjjlamo«1
ut

\1W

tolove serves the same purpose, as does Pa uv._ 
wanton in old English. Adventuress was (l*
make more than passing profit from the hisc 
her body.

More vulgar term for girls purchasable^"0 ^ ;iV lr 
vendible as Shakespeare has it—is bag. Um ^  
derived from baggage, something worthless 01 (ptC 
value, as old clothes, an encumbrance, weighty 
about; or may be outright lewd, a bag being a .yte11' 

Cow refers to that animal’s readiness to ill(j gi'C} 
tion from any bull, while of parallel nature bite 1 tk’ 
mare are ill-tempered, tyrannous, domineering
male as well as avid for his embraces. .Onti*ô e!

Tart is equally slang for the over-sexed, llllt  ̂ CuH°oontro

female, one bought instead of loved. From j a,1;l 
States comes in low-life language Moll, )ii)‘().11oUH’1 
tomato. All, whatever technical or backstreet t0r-¿ti’ty. 
is attached to them and their trade— ** She was , .̂^1 ri 
of her trade ”  sings the seashanty ** Rovin 0[ 11 
them are excused or summarised in the wiVr jiitab ‘ 
popular American satirical poet when he makes 
cry to Archy—

So cheerio, deario;
Wlmt else can a lady do.’ f \MS- 

A.' 11.

.iitkFAITH
WITH only some occasional glimpses of l);,,llil‘ 
which are always contemptuously rejected withou ii> 
nation, it is not surprising that man clings to 4 l̂w»tie* . -  . , Diith0future bliss. Faith which might be defined as a 
belief in the highly improbable, is the hypodermic ĵ iH 
tion he must have to be kept going. As his bet 
is equally superstitious in fundamentals, lie !l1
faith, willy nillv. Her vision of reality stops b 
uncovering her partner’s pretensions. i^ie11

So faith persists, despite the inescapable <C()11<,jlll{ :i 
that the sole evidence for such faith lies hi tk 
Freudian would call a “  wish neurose,”  and desp iii;rp 
fact that the whole of science is nothing hut 
compilation of evidence to the contrary. It H o m o  ► 
was so named to imply sagacity, surely Homo 
would have been more apt.
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