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Th VIEWS AND OPINIONS
!i'Ppî”vf,Ar* Censorship

I tl,;,,/.\**W vigilance is the price of liberty ” — we nil,
■ . ft .repeated warning*think, have heard and read this 1 ■ ^ than now. n

never has liberty been more m 1 democratic
■"owed Fascist and Communist ’ than any other
hberty is probably mouthed more cy the temerity to
''onls, but woe betide anyone "  ® n8.
(̂ purt from party rille and party s © religion where 

has always been in a s s a i l -  ^ c e
‘¿«■mine democratic liberty has r i urch celebrated 
J r» ', in n ,  »„Idle, the V h « f r h„ e”  " —lievesj' the '  
vu'inpU by exterminating all «<\r,vine claims oi the 
.'f'ttg little but doubts as to' the , fe' vve had some-
apaey. Before printing came to 1)ark Ages, andu"g like 1,000 years, properly cal "e c a t c h ■’' h only glimpses of heresy in that long and terrible 
orn ĵhi u* once books began to multiply and pour
ĥ i’eli ;JneS?’ l̂ere^€  ̂ sprang up in all lands and the

,)(d?un lnslslhig on its love and mercy to all mankind, 
(lut,(J ^  ,eign of extermination, of terror of torture and 
<e,lŝ (|i (\l B̂S’ hnprisonment and confiscation, which

y^ars ago, and which, in only slightly 
!llr>(lo]’a orin’ has been taken over by the two totalitarian 

| gospels—each hating the other, yet each so
um u,y aliket. p-ui'MXn ,lha<iy began, in addition, an “ Index Prohibi- 

a list of prohibted books which can be consulted 
uthful, and which tells them the books they 

This fear of the printed word
‘V dieaiuS|. ,

—milieu n° account read.for
th

••vm means nothing but the fear of people thinking 
I 'einselves and rejecting fear-imposed claims is a 
t  b°ttom of nearly all censorship. The ba red of the 

is 0 °* Knowledge—that is, what the other side thm ks-
.•„„j*()F the most prominent characteristics of totalitam

" heftier political or religious. To learn some- 
(,f th(, *l l F l to the Faith is a political or religious crime 
( u,tuii,^1 es  ̂ magnitude with all totalitarian. An Iron 
Iht; ju must be imposed between the true believers and 
H lb<r()! lc* V°u need not always call it an Iron Curtain ;

( i i V >US ^Censorship is just as fatal and effective, 
tilt* p( 1 P°Wer in the hands of one man, whether he is 

' or I-kihrers like.Hitler and Stalin, and there 
¡liffeZ n9 «‘mit to censorship. There does not seem much 
kitend ĵ0 ^ Ween the 1,000 years of Nazism which Hitler 
Hie), <(. ,lrriposing upon the whole world, the Communism 
<)i- 1 nevital)ly ”  is going to displace everything else,
t,,ilVell(,Cle,e,(l  Rome which, with tile help of “  fellow 
H*M Y !s' is getting a heaven-sent publicity in the press 
Hiid n U1(> and on the screen. These are the big men 

but ' V?ments/writh millions of devoted followers.

v' hieh fiI roi lllGy can show their small authority ?
H<> Vv ember during the war an interview with a lady 
,Mll)li0 ,,s Put in charge of sending books, given by the 
% t %i ,7/mr soldiers and sailors. She proudly declared 

vetted ”  each one. She was not going to allow

 ̂bat about the smaller people? The heads of 
‘u C/mons. the men and women jockeyed into positions

a single book reach our fighting men which she herself 
did not approve of 1 The sublime impudence of this 
damnable censorship did not appear to strike the jour
nalist who interviewed such a dreadful type of boss in 
authority. And, of course, during the war we had these 
censors everywhere. The most rigorous censorship, much 
from utter nobodies, was accepted because “  there was 
a war o n / ’ In fact, the most amusing part of the whole 
business was that nobody knew who made somebody a 
censor. It was all-sufficient to say, “  there’s a war on, 
and we all meekly submitted.

In the past, of course, the brave heretics who defied 
the censors were exterminated with the foulest tortures. 
Vanini had his tongue torn out before being burnt alive— 
a horrible crime which we should never allow the Homan 
Church to forget. Bruno was also burnt alive and so was 
Etienne D olet; but these three are three out of thousands. 
It the Assumption of Mary had been made a dogma 
three hundred years ago, and the Roman Church had 
been in power here, it would be God help the heretics 
who disbelieved—and said so— such incredible rubbish.

In the age of Mary and Elizabeth, the censors reigned 
supreme. The cropping of ears and noses, and the 
chopping off of hands, were regular and picturesque events 
in the life of the community. When a Puritan called 
Stubbs wrote a pamphlet against Elizabeth contracting 
a French marriage, lie and 11is publisher were condemned 
to lose their right hands. Poor Stubbs actually yelled

God save the Queen ! ”  after his hand was cut off— to 
such a depth of insanity respect for Royalty was ingrained. 
But it was against playwrights and the stage that the 
censor has always had his merry time. The great 
dramatists in “  Good ”  Queen Bess’s time regularly 
trembled whenever one of their plays was produced. It 
was mostly from the stage and the pulpit that the people 
could learn something of the events of the day, and there 
is no doubt that many people and things were satirised 
by playwrights who incurred ’the risk of horrible mutila
tion at the hands of— mostly— ignorant censors. It is 
on record that more than once Ben Jenson trembled lest 
he should suffer such ignominy.

We have our stage and screen censors still with us and, 
as all readers know, the other day one man used liis 
authority to ban a play on Television because lie did not 
like its political flavour. There was here no question 
that the play had already been produced and that there 
were many millions of people who wanted to see it. He, 
the great Pan-Jam (if that is the word) used his authority 
and suppressed it.

It is, of course, a terrible thought that such authority 
should be given by some more or less unknown person 
to one man, and we shudder to think if such censorship 
was increased. Some of the older readers of this journal 
may remember the fuss made by the Japanese Embassy 
when Gilbert was going to produce the “  Mikado.”  The 
idea that anybody lmd the insolence to poke fun at 
Divine people like the Mikado and his counsellors infuri
ated their representative^ here, and it is always a wonder
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to me that we did not give in. Gilbert satirised every
thing he fancied in his incomparable plays, but he would 
have had little chance now if people like Lord Simon 
ruled the roost. In Elizabeth’s day, Gilbert would have 
had a hundred hands chopped off if he had possessed 
them.

Is censorship then needed at all? 1 certainly think it 
is. I do not believe in utter licence. I am all for free
dom of thought, but there are some things we all know 
should never be allowed. No greater man than Robert 
Ingersoll ever fought for Freethought, but he always 
made it clear that he would never stand for, as lie said, 
“  books and pictures which were manifestly obscene.’ ' 
He was asked, “  W ho-is to be the judge of that? ”  
And his answer was, “  There are books nobody differs 
about. There are certain things about which we can use 
our discretion. If that discretion is abused, a man has 
his rem edy/'

But utter licence is one thing and censorship can be, 
if in the hands of a powerful authority, applied to a 
thousand things which are a mere matter of opinion. 
And the greatest evil it perpetuates is that so many of us, 
particularly when we may be lucky enough to get before 
a microphone, censor ourselves. We may think we have 
got a free hand but we know that we have not. And 
better to be censored than never to speak at all.

Very few of the avowed Atheists who speak on the 
radio will say that they are Atheists. Some speakers 
may take a risk and admit their Communism—but 
Atheism, never or rarely ever ! And until a man can 
avow his Atheism as freely as he may avow his Vege
tarianism, the struggle for Freethought and against most 
censorship - must continue.

H. CUTNER.

CHRISTIANITY AND SCIENCE
THE infallible Church of immutable Revelation and 
exclusive Truth asserts that “  the Church, far from 
hindering the pursuit of the sciences, fosters and pro
motes them in many ways ” ; that “  when a clearly de
fined dogma contradicts a scientific assertion, the latter 
has to be revised ”  ; and that “  theology is the very 
.-science of faith itself ”  ((kith. Ency. XIII, 000, 607, 
598). To Aquinas “  all inferior (i.e. natural) sciences 
should be the servants of Theology, which is the superior 
and the mistress (C.E. Vol I, 266). The R.C. principle is 
thus that scientific fact is subordinated to dogmatic faith. 
In 12th century, Hugo of St. Victor said, “  Learn first 
what is tr> be believed,”  and Savonarola in 15th century 
concurred. Theologians and Fathers maintained that 
“  all knowledge human and divine, the sources of all 
sciences and arts, the origin of all consolations,”  are in 
the Bible.

Samples of Bible, i.e., Theological or Inspired, science 
are the two contradictory accounts of “  creation ”  (“  out 
of nothing,”  4004 B.C.) (Gen. I and II); the earth has 
‘ ‘ foundations that it should not be removed for ever ”  
(Psalms CIV, 5, and XCUI, 1); the ear’th is set upon 
pillars (1 Sam. II, 8); the earth has four corners (Rev. 
VII, I ) ; heaven is a solid roof supporting floods of water 
(Gen. L ?-B); the windows of heaven were opened (Gen. 
VII, 11); the sky is strong and as a molten looking glass 
(Job XXVII, 18); Joshua stops the sun and moon (Josh. 
X, 12-13); sun’s shadow turns back ten degrees to guaran
tee TTezekiah’s fig poultice (2 Kings XX, 10-11).

October 2lJ>
~ _ tpet sid®

To say that there might be people on the jje t0 
of the earth was a damnable heresy, “  gLirT Rob 
Ring David and to St. Paul, and, therefore, to pope
Ghost,”  said St. Augustine. In the 8th l L|l , foi' 
Zachary and St. Boniface assttiled Virg
th,'.S in tlle 14t)l century Peter~of Abano escflH

r  onlj I,y tie,5 ,M l  in
ship p  , ronomer’ was dismissed from his P f feS* j
geoffranhv ° gna burned a]ive at Florence. i»sP‘ i|); 
f Z h  Z  S iyng  Judea as a “  land flowing with J»
S e r v e d  o f (J^ Ma V > «> ><* *<> Calvin's charge - g - J  
grievous/ * necessarily inculpating Moses, 
g ously outraging the Holv Ghost ”  bv Sei-vet. „ 
edition of Ptolemy’s “  Geography ”  in which Palestl"‘ 
^ T h e /h ? 1 as> truily, ‘ ‘meagre, barren and inbosphill)Î

tions t t r f h i ”  Christianity re science, or th e .< f » 
science * th , 1S no confiict between religio» 11 
bmper-’s ‘ ‘e/ nîP y proved f»he by the records in J- .b
Science ”  i / o n r  the Conflict between Eehgio» ¡science, E. ciodd’s ‘ ‘ Pioneers of Evolution t}°. n  \yliite3

in 
iy: 
de*

max mere is no conrnct between <-)1 J. 
e, are amply proved false by the records . 
r’s “  History of the Conflict between ReU« fr 
e ,”  E. Ciodd’s “  Pioneers of Evolutio^^ 

Thales to Huxley,”  and, especially, in A. D- , (rV 
History of the Warfare of Science and 1 ie°i 

Clirisendom ”  (2 vols., 1896). Dr. White has pjjiiei11’ 
Receiving this legacy of belief in science, ArC )atllS 

began just before the Christian era to open neN|^s by 
through the great field of the inductive  ̂sCie^ 1,i)liŝ  
observation, comparison, and experiment. The j ^j0ll of 
ment of Christianity, beginning a new evol11 ¡caI
theology, arrested the normal development of ^ ie 
sciences for over fifteen hundred years. The e ^¡v 
belief derived from the New Testament S c r i p ¡ i l l  
that the end of the world was at hand . • • iieiF*’’ 
existing physical nature was soon to be destroyed^ 
the greatest thinkers in* the Church poured ('01̂  $\)d 
upon all investigations into a science of nil l̂Uljg \VllS 
insisted that everything except the saving of s° l 
folly.”  (T„ 375.) llCS oj

The findings of scientists, in so many w*ux j  D’ 
learning, contradicted, and were savagely opP°* P 
the invincible sacred ignorance of theolo£1!lll‘ ‘ ,.t4> 
Darwin and his company are right, the Bible is a Rog111̂ 
human production. “  In truth there is not a (j0g11111 
of Christendom, not a foundation upon which t^e 1 .ĵ Ol 
rests, that Evolution does not traverse ”  (Clodd, 1 ’nT)]i(V

The introduction of Arabian science and pbilobitli*
into Europe culminated under the patronage 
(heretic) Emperor Frederick II ”  (1212-50) (Eucv*
The evidence that “  the Church was far from 
the pursuit of the sciences ”  is most peculiar.  ̂ ^ jjr
Racon, called “ Mohammedan”  because of AllVj tK 
fiuence upon him, was forbidden to teach 1257,
Pope had him imprisoned for about 14 years. pul? 
Rope Alexander III forbade ecclesiastics to ^ ^  
“  physics or the laws of the world,”  under pa)*J 
communication. Tn 12th century the scieritmc j o| 
of Vincent of Beauvais was perverted, from o’ 1/  0 
Church persecution, into a useless commeuF11̂ /  
Genesaic “  creation.”  Similarly, St. Albert tla‘  ̂  ̂
(11.93-1280), philosopher and theologian, for his .^11̂  
Christianise science, was dealt with by the Dorn111̂  tR 
and escaped persecution for sorcery by yielding var) 
Church. In 1243, the Dominicans interdicted .jjir 
member , from the study of medicine and natural I 
sophy, and, in 1287, the study of chemistry. l̂l, 
the Bull of Pope John XXII gave deadly blo^' j>(>r* 
beginnings of chemical scence; and the Bulls \■¿fit’
Eugene IV, 1437 and 1445; Innocent VlH» sê [ 
Julius IT, 1504; Adrian VI, 1523, operated to l)l pop1 
the open beginnings of experimental science.
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(1534 ■ r u Porta’s pViyeicnlvt„ ^ _ 1550)  forbade J. ivously tortured
‘'«search. In 1619 Vauun was bar 1600- U> lbJ ’
lnu'ut alive. Bruno was bunw 0f tbe “ Aceadeiu <• 
1‘riuce Leopold de’Mediei, presKien iu ten .years tir 
del Criuumto ” was made Cardma , < IYiathematics, 's< •• 
school was dead : Bovelli, professoi ^  suicide-
11 beggar, and in despair Oliva {roW founding
'1 1 2  the Jesuits prevented LC1

r-eademy of science in Vienna. offence by argu o
" Roger Bacon bad given ¿ ' » « L i e s  afterwards, 

¡'gainst the reality of magic, an' ]}ekkev, •«»« ‘
''-melius Agrippa, Weyer. b'b<'de\ , ' f  thinhers, suffered '"altitude of other investigators a 
*̂otxt\s( * a tioi\ of.

¡uid l(Y{lfj property, loss Of position, and even torture*> I0 r siinii.m. . ..... ’ ’ / w n : j i orti \■, ior similar views (\\ hite, 1> f  eoneerui
v.Mr. Joseph McCabe is very intonn.itive (
7 d"das of Cusa (1401-64), Copernicus U "''uUle(> i i w j _ ____  __  ,, and
(K{UlJ  ( I»>(>!-1(k!2)— in Ids “  Little Blue Books
1220 ^  PP-, 5 in. x 34 in.. Nos. 1142, 1211.

' und 1248.of f1!,
nitrit Lusa

n No. 1142, p. 36, lie shows how 
realised the error of tlie Ptolemaic geo_ 

- system but submitted prudently to "
"vwune Papal Legate and a Cardinal, leaving a mo e 

’̂’"■«geouK man. Bruno, to go to the stake. <)n 
,-! XIr- -McCabe says: “  Copernicus discovered "otbm0- 

!l‘v'val of Greek astronomy by the Mmra lc
,„|w| the fact that Pythagoras (6th century Bd •> a ul 
of j,ls bad, ages ago. held that the sun was l " <Ll1 
fin-ir’ Holm' system. In Martianus Capelin, Copernicus
¡ii1(| ' IC!ud that the Egyptians had insisted that Venus
link./ , rcury revolved around the sun/'iiisl ĵ /T '^  revolved around the s u n /’ Copernicus 
4 in Hi ,le writing of !ds main hook in 1530 und kept 
c;| uiuiseript foi- 12 vears, dela-ving its publication be-
’V « ........ • ■s dread of Church persecution. “  The 

i jj (ondeinned Galileo and the C1 opernican theoryK* lit lnrwf . Od. : . l i . n »» / - if »X v utmost official solemnity (p_. 46). 
iiui ’ ,>h miserable record goes with Churcli aimt u nu\ 
¡0, UlV(*h and Christian pressure, censure, lntmiida- 
isl’, 01' dismissal from office or position, against such 

jimiaeus, Cuvier', Newton, Button, " Lh 
lnv’iu. and many more

ipv j^'^rtes
0)

¡Hi i

u c-;vji*1 s l, , 'lU‘ising admissions. The .Middle Ages were 
*'¡111, p1Sation thoroughly saturated with Christianityuglily han11 y

Uifli1.jll( V' ^ ^ ’ 88). “  The Middle Ages have become
l,l</ cG cl carl,a hounded on both 'extremities Ini a

»don-humane idea ”  (Cat.li. Ency. XII
GEORGIA ROSS.

Ti
i\ I'1' Esperanto craze and all that
difi bit-cinational Bulletin of Gouteuaporarv Scliolar-
" ’ " ¡ V o f  101,1 Ma i

Lo(mS, ‘V Nottingham), 
of I

' i i \ ,/,sb of l()th March. 1050. M. (VC. Walshe
¿Ooij, wt d'nuiungiiauo, in reviewing F. Bodmer’s

0 language,”  states: —
Ln reviewer s (perhaps prejudiced) view is that

1 . (normal, not Basie) is rapidly becoming the
t‘U.Sw , language, and the planners can therefore

Upr 1 ¡1. | ......n “««'-v.v— ......... -----—  .—v.
s;... Ke‘.v to make serious headway. It goes without

| mventin«* substitutes which are neither needed

l(lX lng ‘that the sooner English spelling is reduced
'IV S(,,n° sort of order, the better.”

!b U it/ :,iiis  ̂ ■* a nutshell, seems to me to state the case 
I Ul,V Artificial World Languages though in ’the
l! l)u,nn|( * *ssl,e °* the New Zealand Rationalist an 

' <*(>m ° uffiliot happens to make a clever remark to

of

ury: —
acre can be no doubt lie savs— that the stress

H('*ual need will eventually lead to the evolution

of an international language but ’the process may 
he very slow and the product rather clumsy. The 
need to Hy might have'led to our eventually sprouting 
wings but the result would have been less efficient 
than our modern planes. So with language. An 
international language deliberately designed for the 
purpose may be far the best solution.”

However, that comparableness is a fallacy. Primitive 
man forwent all temptations at bodily specialisation and 
rather relied on artificial tools.« Certain animals aire 
highly specialised for flying, burrowing, etc., but as a 
result they are unilaterally developed, fit for a particular 
activity only, whilst man has devised and is still inventing 
tools through which he can surpass any animal accom
plishments. In i one thing only he became specialised, 
and that exactly is speech, the faculty to communicate 
in language' and writing.

Language-planning started as a result of the eclipse of 
Latin as a vehicle of cultural intercourse between learned 
Europeans. Language in general starts with a limited 
content hut a highly elaborate form. When in the late 
17th century nationalities sprung up, the general use of 
vernaculars made it unnecessary for others than specialists 
to study the intricate rules of Latin grammar. It was, 
therefore, quite natural that in 1608 an Italian scholar 
invented lnteriinyua, i.e., Basic Latin, without flexions, 
which any well-educated European can read at first 
sight since most terms in any European language 
arc derived from Latin. In this, Basic Latin has a great 
advantage over all its competitors, Esperanto included.

On the continent where so many nationalities live close 
together and the need for bridging the Babel of languages 
has ever since felt strongest, many different devices hat e 
been tried, from symbols used in mathematics and 
astronomy, to the Hotch-potch of Esperanto. Every 
time a relevant “  translation ”  of ’the Lord’s Prayer 
was meant to be the proof of the pic.

In 1064 the Royal Chancellery informed George 
Dalgarno, of Aberdeen, that his “  Philosophical Lan
guage ”  was recommended ’to the King—

. . . for facilitating the matter of Communication 
• and intercourse between people of different Lan

guages, and consequently a proper and effectual 
Means of advancing all tile parts of Real and Useful 
knowledge, Civilizing barbarous Nations, Propagating 
the Gospel, and increasing Trnffique and Commerce.”

All these projects started from avpreconceived logical 
system without reference to living speech; they wen* 
ciadled by the needs of a scholar-caste cu’t off from the 
common aspirations of ordinary people. All natural 
languages, dead or living, are embedded in cultural levels 
which modern man had left behind him. What the 
inventor of .Esperanto lacks most sorely is an understand
ing of what is and what is not relevant; hence the 
Esperantist adjective continues to execute the archaic 
antics of concord (plural) and carries the dead ballast of 
a separate object case; these shortcomings are under
standable, since Zamenliof like most of bis competitors 
were continental. Europeans bemused by the idiosyncrasies 
of highly inflected languages; yet in a contracting world 
an ”  Interlanguage ”  lias got to cuter for the needs of 
tin* common people (trade, labour movement), rather’than 
for the needs of scholars. As Bodmer puts it:

“  (They) did not appreciate the fact that China’s 
four hundred millions contrive to live and die w ithout 
the consolation of case, tense, and mood distinction, 
indeed without- any derivative apparatus at all . . . 
What still amazes us is that they' could not profit
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by the extreme flexional simplicity oi English, with 
its luxuriant literature, outstandng contributions to 
science, and world-wide imperial status. They had 
little or no knowledge of the past, and were therefore 
unable 'to derive any benefit from research into the 
evolution of speech ”  (p. 454).

As a UiKjua franca English has no competitor in the 
world ; owing to the influence of American trade and 
medicine, of U.S. universities and philanthropise founda
tions in the Orient, its influence extends far beyond the 
bounds of the United States and the British Empire. In 
more than one respect Esperanto is inferior, and in none 

'  superior, 'to English. Yet the stock-in-trade of its 
champions is, giving English a privileged position over 
all other languages would be tantamount to perpetuating 
national discord.

It would be a bold boast, however, to say that I lie 
• Esperanto vocabulary is more international than that of 

English. Zamenhof made up bis lingo with no regard to 
Oriental speech, bis roots are chosen from the languages 
of the most important colonial Herrenvolks*. The only 
choice for the colonial people left is, as we can see it, 
to learn Zamenhof’s mongrel of hated languages or 
restrict 'themselves to the one they already know. 
Sometimes he chose German forms rather 'than their 
Latin equivalents most prévalent in daily, speech, and he 
included words which were apt to increase the difficulties 
in pronunciation for one nationality without appreciably 
lightening the burden of others. Apart from the letters 
of the Latin alphabet, be uses live accented consonants, 
a novelty open 'to more than one criticism; the corres
ponding sounds are equally open to unfavourable 
comment. Every lift of the pen or pencil in order to 
affix such diacritical signs involves loss of time and 
fluency of writing; in this respect lu* ought to have made 
use of his knowledge of the advantages of the (Russian) 
Cyrillic alphabet which has one litter for the most 
compound sounds. Says the reviewer in Erasmus :

“  Anyone who Inis compared the orthography of 
Russian with that of Polish .or Czech will realise 
how well adapted 'that alphabet is to a Slavonic 
language. Considering how tied up we West 
Europeans get with some of our letters (j, ch in 
different languages) one may think it would be good 
if some Cyrillic symbols were imported into the 
Latin alphabet ”  (p. 138).

The essential grammar of English is much simpler 
than that of the only two artificial languages which have 
hitherto attracted a considerable popular following; all 
that needs to be done is 'to streamline and simplify its 
spelling and unify its pronunciation to a point where 
every letter stands for an unchangeable sound (like in 
Italian). However, English is not 'the language of any 
nation with a Catholic majority; this may explain why 
the R.C. Church is foremost in boosting Esperanto.

VVMCY (T. ROY.

TWO KINDS OF KNOWLEDGE
IN view of a discussion, currently taking place in the 
columns of this journal— a discussion, moreover, in which 
I am perforce taking a prominent part—some readers may 
feel that what I have to say hero and now is by way of 
justification. I do not think that it is altogether so, since 
the book which 1 want* to recommend is a nook which I 
should have written about in any event. It is likewise a 
book which readers of these columns (whatever their 
theological or scientific views) should find interesting, if 
only to refute its arguments l

The book is Miss Gertrude Quinton's “  S c i e n t
Religious Knowledge ”  (S.C.M. Press, 8s. 6‘‘L nUwr 
U the product of a lady who teaches in a l&rBe tlw 
^i'hool in the West of England. She expla111* , 0 tin■ ■ 0 . i. ..,1 Itti17. i

wlii°11

hook was w ritten primarily because she* hat )llU
questioning of thoughtful sixth-formers w lCl!|lCy \WV 
given them lessons in scriptural knowledge, ^ *  ̂ flu
iri f.^dren (asage ft aJJ are to some extent) cm
£ % « *  to velato h e r Z r V-mtedto know s,lj

?ve °praentÿ of seien J - /  S -OUSviewy with the i 
. , c  hook thus t o 1? of¡1 Person faced with i f 1’/  u‘ " /* "% /«  a kuowlnis;"
1 ,:°nk^ y  to theVcnJ^  iac( her ideas appo*

The book. . .P mel,lal of  her age.
*rpeal fora J n T / ’ out (,<> to some extent f
2  litigious h ,o t le Z y itiOU01 fact that
„ ."Pimentaiy~~tw0 Mrm> "ob so »mich
n" nwd »> - 'i fe e n ì  ° Wa v fem ,ÌVl ’ iu,<t  fed cetili" 'differently 1 °  ....MWO^Ihuman life. But they are not, Miss Quinton N ai,(l 
necessarily divided by a barrier of ratin'111  ̂ itiv 
irrationality. They are divided by the fact tha ^ 
on the whole, differently acquired. Yet (I tll̂ .jt>iitbl 
paraphrasing Miss Quinton’s argument) ti, c . 
makes assumptions which he cannot expt'1  ̂jU thc’*! 
prove»— and they are assumptions no less sweep111» ^o11 
own

01
n. way than the assumptions of the relig10lls L ĵ v* 
• instance, the scientist assumes that the lia ^  rl*‘

which lie finds workable as hypotheses always NVU” j. pT 
fact that the laws of chemical combination 
merely be because in any chemical change* ilU in f^’1’ 
with atoms in millions. The laws of chemistry»  ̂ fljti11 
may eventually turn out to be nothing 
statistical averages. And the assumptions of the 
ma\ well be similar. ,;.(1

• ■ . x gp^1'
Now I know tliat this is. in a sense, a. piece ( 

pleading. But at the same time it is not easy t o ( ktio"" 
I t can be shown, of course, that some of the assent lV,t 
of the average theologian involve jumps
logically justifiable. But even the common-sense 1
on which Euclid based his geometry have been ( °j 
non-Euclidean geometries have been formula* 
have been proved to work.

Much of what I have said in this brief appre< }i\'Lw hat seems to me to bo an important, book wilt 1  ̂jiO 
be anathema to many freethinkers. It may be ‘

friends and critics seem to be si discussing) ,w. 
influence oil the way in which 1 have discus*1 ( j^iT1 
Quinton’s work. But at the same time I feed 11(’
at all that hers is an import an't volume, which h... ^ji1'
case that cannot be ignored. Indeed, I think that )
eminent Freethinker (though not, for pref©1'̂ 1/ il(>it "-------  \--  o '  1 ». ( /(l*r I
Marxist) would write a book comparable to Mr\ p.g 
“  God and the Universe,”  discussing the atti 1

“ ( ■ hristianity and History” ; Dr. Alec. Vidler, ( ni ia l, 
Belief Dr. It. E. D. Clark, ”  The Universe: 1 h ,' 
Accident? Dr. Fosdiek, ”  The Man from Na/^h^ib 
and Miss Quinton, he would be doing both Uhi*1̂ ^ 
and Freethougbt an inestimable service. After ‘ ol$l' 
tend to get tlio impression from most Frev ppa
literature outside the camp of strict Marxisl,L()0" 
Freethinkers still live in the mental climate of tla‘ fa1 
1 am sure that such an impression is a false 
while such books, as tins of Miss Quinton’s g° N .jiiT'1’ 
adequate answer such an impression is bound to

A **.J OHN ROW IJ

I

• j. jilt*; '
own position in the theological sense (which is vV'lîl|i.1̂ T

such modern Christian thinkers as Prof. B ibb1 pi1piai

I

,:.11i(Tl , (|•ecu11. I <i

a

1.
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()x h e l l  f ir e  t h e o l o g y
September 2nd, at approximately 7.HO

('0lílthi.iH Without Hie aid ° f  a time-machine, Mr. J. 
ages ' f ÍUÛ  ̂ took a step backward into the mid di e-

fei’eJc^ •ila,ys enr̂ er> at the Modem Chm’chman’s Coiv 
that tii ,3 r* had made a statement to the effect 
so; j)u® Jfys of Hell-fire Theology are gone, and rightly
refute tl •Ir;, ̂ hlthard .and I aré now in a position to 
Missio,, 11,8 1 leoi‘.y- For, in the Albert Road Methodist
pr6si(]0à 111 ^ ‘aldington, we were witness to a meeting 
youm/ °Vev hy the Cliff College Trekkers, a bunch ot 
Hell, i)  m (none over 30) who used all the familiar 
hige’ ]ln}V1 ^ Uvgntory and Blood arguments which Dr.

We a were now defunct,
t-; “ ]>ub]i* °lli ed this meeting, which was billed as n
;t*i ‘Mention etin? ’ ’ and not as a "  service,”  with the the bafn . asking pertinent questions, in fact, taking

y We j1 p m̂ ° the enemy’s camp.ni the on °n .n?d the doorkeepèr that we were members We . j o s m o n  and asked if questions would be allowed. 
i'1 ¡n the ]( f,lven .an affirmative answer and took óür seat?

Hie 'pl ’ was comparatively full,
hie t\v0 ic ]̂îers were seated in the choir stalls, whilst 
^uk le-l(r U ^eupied thé  pulpit. One of the, latter,
l[ie Cliff p8 !? 16 eor,gregation in “  hot choruses ”  from ^ lege  Song Sheet (Copyright reserved), and

0ne 0 PeP talks on Jesus in between the songs, 
tftlks w°.( ,̂ le first things we noted in both songs and 

{  hiy 0( fh© predominance of the word “ blood.” As 
!n̂ °hoi >C,a®iUe rfemftrked at the time, “ it was like a J of i f  , °P* * There was much metaphorical drink- 
* Ve,‘ tl,or° ^°°fi °f Hie Lord, a cannabalistic feature if 
hierb ». t'1Was one. The doorkeeper re-assured us that 

, ()U, *)e an opportunity for questions towards the
,U Hie meeting went on. Hymns were sung, 

Htrocĥ .ff16 Sa*d» and then the various Trekkers were 
*,(,cn ‘/ (H ’ onch giving his personal testimony of having 
^k o h !\Vecl When, Mr. Keith Blades, a. lanky, be- 
Warn f /  y°uth, who appeared to he the leader of the Ve a ‘‘oniai’kahle demonstration of •Hell-fire 
WUSi 0Û;V’ accompanied by much Bible-thumping. This 
V( *Hcfj , meaH and we would have liked to question the 
(̂ í;irleÍ ^le (< Hood Book ” there and then, hut we

to fiide our time.'voujrj lilaeting wore on and 1 began to suspeid that wo 
* ('°afido i >0 £*ven Hie oiiiiortunily of asking questions.
(,i(le(| ( m.y fears to my colleague, whereupon he de-
<,nng|,e(,) ! a^e the initiative. Various members of the 
'■■oniiT1 «°11 (obviously “ planted ” ) were giving testi- 
1 ■ u*y ] ?* Hie had lives they had once lived and how 
( on|j||"  been “  saved by Jesus.”  During a lull, Mr. 
hvt) \||l(< . °So to his feet and announced that there were 
N<j„(r lf ,S*R present who would like the opportunity of 

j i,,V|‘k ti,¡- *l W (luiestionS. This was a bombshell. All Mi*. p .1,led our way and much whispering took place.
"• ul)) ,'U,0y’ the leader, gave an assurance that we would
«UoetinJ0 a8k questions later, and carried on with the He now took the line of “  I  once knew a
(H‘ati .!° R,*id he was an Agnostic.”  He spoke of the 

An that famous Atheist, Voltaire ”  (who was not
I»,.: n.ixt a| all, hut a Deist), and how ho called for v-ixor« of the congregation who hai •• -of. 0f the 1 ĵ it

t h e  f r e e t h i n k e rprotests brought a great crowd around us, however, and 
we were hard put, answering, and asking, questions. 
Eventually we left the hall, still surrounded by  ques
tioners, and, whilst the Trekkers conducted an open-air 
sing-song a few yards away, we held our own little

meeting.Out of all this we learnt the following facts; —
1. That the Church is still wTell organised.
2. That, though the leaders of the Church profess to 

progress with the times, they encourage their 
teachers to carry on with middle-ages theology.

3, That the cougve^Rttou^ still lap up this ancient

theology.4. That the Trekkers rely or\ “  personal experience ”  
of Jesus (hard facts do not wTorrv them—they

“  know ” ).Well, there yon are, a flash-back to the middle-ages 
— nv 19f)0. I  thought it wrorth reporting to shake 

* 11“ 'oa Freethinkers who persist ir^nlv add weigh ¿V, q
Well, there yon arc, - in the year 1950. T thought it wortu the complacency of those Freethinkers who persiou _

saying that the batle is won. It can only add weight 
to what H. Cutner has said in The Freethinker—that
Freethonght must continue to wage war on the Bible.WILLIAM SPENCER,

FREETHOUGHT D\CT]ONAR\
Sceptic.—One who doubts the truth of any doctrine 

or religion. Elsewhere I  have advocated the need for 
debunking pretentious claims of any sort, religious or 
secular. A common objection is that such a policy, if 
generally accepted, would create a nation of sceptics 
and cynics, unable to find goodness in anything;
anoBsthetic even to the beauty of ft sunset.Well, apart from the fact that a sunset, like religion,
is at its best just when it is touched with decay, I  fail
to see the logic of such reasoning. If “  truth is beauty,
beauty truth,”  then the more we root out pretentions
the‘more clearly should beauty reveal itself. Such an
argument is on a par with the ridiculous statement that
without religion there can be no morality. To again 
quote a poet, “  beauty is in the eye of the beholder,”  
a statement vffiich undoubtedly has a better basis at 
fact than most poetic asserverations. As children we 
love Snow White and hate the wicked Witch, but as we 
progress through life we tend to seek reality and look 
on Goldilocks and the rest as a mere sentimentality; 
rather as we look at the trinket containing a lock of 
great-grandmother’s hair. Unless we do this we are blind 
to truth (and, therefore, beauty); living in a realm of

specious falsehood.Even the church had to seek beauty as man became
civilised. As ranters, such men as Billy Sunday and 

'r ^mith are neophytes, compared with St. Paul, and stings of the early Christians tc a ndvance of civilisn

. etil1R T.r ■ne now tooK i..v
lGi\th (’|!°t<Sffid he was an Agnostic.” in- spoke o. .!)i . that famous Atlieist, Voltaire ” (who was not-

J st al all, hut a Deist), and how he called for a 
*l‘(ai ‘•'l Hie end. Members of the congi’egalion who had 
llkl Sl plVtîd ” that evening knelt in front of the pulpit, 

\\’o ( .ty the meeting was declared closed.
Nf)1na ese to our feet, protesting, as Mr. Blades and 

» h» Ul̂ ° Mio, Trekkers came to us. They were willing questions in privatif but not in public. Our

liven t-4wcivilised. As ranters,Gi]isy Smith are neophytes, compareu .from the obscene ran tings of the early ChristianD ...
IMariolatry the growth of ritual and advance of civilisa
tion from barbarity march together. This alone is 
sufficient evidence that man seeks beauty as the sun
flower seeks the sun. That he does so in the main by 
clutching at any plausible falsity and spurning ihe 
austere truthful beauty is simply evidence that he is 
not itii*(H\ civilised and still has an arrested intellectual 
development; A civilised man sees truth and beauty 
in a Venus de Milo or La Giaconda; the herd sees it 
in M atisse, Gauguin, triangular eyes staring from square 
faces set on conical necks, and similar caricatures, all
calculated to turn even a nun sceptical.

F. W . RENNIE.
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ACJI) DROPS
Shades of Dayton (or is it MonkeyviHe?) Echoes come 

ringing down the ages for here we have Dr. It. L. Mixter, 
Professor of Zoology at Wheaton, Goshen, Ind., declar
ing that there were so many missing links in the theory 
of Evolution that the Bible story must stand. Of 
course, the poor chap mustn’t he blamed altogether for 
he was addressing a meeting of scientists and religionists, 

trying to bring science and religion ’ ’ together.

But Dr. Mixter was not blindly accepting God’s Pre
cious Word. He rejected the six “  days ”  of creation- 
days here, lie insisted, meant millions of years. Thus 
he could be on the side of the geologists and so, with a 
foot in each camp, he was a living proof how science and 
religion were one in thought and deed. Dr. Mixter will 
certainly wear a crown of solid gold in the glorious here
after. ______

We knew that we should eventually be found out. The 
Bev. L. E. Harris, writing to the Sheffield Telegraph, 
has discovered that “  Atheistic Communism ” is not his 
onlv enemv— “  Atheism, Materialism and the rest go 
deeper than the details of party politics and are to be 
found in every walk of life.”  Congratulations to the 
reVerend gentleman for his astonishing perspicuity! We 
thoroughly agree with him, and if he is not a Communist 
as he claims but just “  Agin Atheism,”  we hope he win 
have the pluck to meet one of us, and do a little more 
than mere talking. ______

Free Churchmen, like Dr. W. E. Farndale, do not 
like the dogma of the Assumption of Mary—which, in 
passing, the Methodist Recorder calls “  Rome’s latest 
heresy.”  We adore the word “  heresy ”  here. With. 
Dr. Scott Lidgett at a recent Free Church meeting, he 
attacked the Pope in the best Protestant language, 
ridiculing the idea that “  the Blessed Virgin ”  was 
carried bodily up to heaven or that she could intervene 
“  between man and his Redeemer.”  For our part, we 
can only reiterate that anybody who can swallow the 
Resurrection and the Ascension should have no difficulty 
in adding to the holy meal n similar dish like the 
Assumption. ______

Readers of the “  Church Times ”  simply will not allow 
the Christian Evidence Society to die in peace. Although 
the (MTS. has passed its own dogma that the Virgin 
Birth will thenceforth be accepted without question by 
all its members (those who do not will, no doubt, be 
promptly and perhaps literally kicked out) there are still 
very pious ”  protesting priests ”  who complain that the 
dogma is not accepted. The Rev. E. J. Pizey, for ex
ample, will never again grace its platforms.

He is heartbroken that, after he had „ last spoken 
for the,' C.E.S.. the chairman declared that the Virgin 
Birth was ”  a biological impossibility; that the Apostles 
did not teach it ; and that the birth narratives in 
Matthew and Luke were written long afterwards.”  We 
hope Mr. Pizey did not make a mistake and speak from 
an \\8 8. platform ! In any case, we applaud the above 
reasons given against the Virgin Birth ; and it just 
shows that at last our Freethought speakers have knocked 
some common souse into the Christian opposition.

In this connection we note that Mr,. Angus Watson 
writing in the Christian W orld also insists that the 
Virgin Birth is “  a later interpolation,”  and that ii casts

a reflection on the ”  mystery of human .^ ^ te H 1011 
certainly does, and this has been the inam the
of Freethinkers for centuries 
utter

But it also ;,„ ir
0ves
inii‘:

utter unreliability of the Gospels and the jUl(f 
can be forged, inserted into the Gospel stm> peopl°' 
believed in for hundreds of years by mühons

rolved *urnMany efforts are being made to get i,s r
another national day of prayer—which, hi t 1 1
most readers will remember, was generally >lSiwd•»% < » " s i  »
some awful disaster. Questions have l)eelJ tk1' 
the House of Commons, but we are pleased t0 ‘yhê ' 
the Prime Minister, no doubt remembn1 
disasters, and perhaps feeling that his part\ rp],̂ * 
trouble on its hands, has resolutely refused. i lV$. 
is a danger in the constant multiplication oi vJ 
are his words. Hear, hear !

---------  . . .  0f JP'
The Bishop of London, opening an Exhibit10111/xil jjio

ligious Literature at the Memorial Hall ip 

were written bv the laity and
other day, declared that the best-selling boohs pro-
ugious subjects were w ritten ny the lain am* , ^ i" 
fessional theologians. One publisher thought ^ y,. 
\\r,and probably referred to Miss Dorothy L- S*l\fc js th° 
T. 8. Eliot and Mr. C. 8. Lewis; but if t n*v m^' 
ease, it would prove more interesting to learn ho' pltii 
converts these tlu*ee writers had made with P
best-selling books- Not converts from Christ111 
Christianity, but from avowed Freethinkers’? k ,,u 
influenced half a dozen with all their books ?

---------- nrts illl‘
And on their influence, the Church Times rel)0^D '

Hon. R. Wood. ALP., speaking at a recent .nl 
He said ”  We find an abysmal and terrifying ip11,. 11
of the Christian faith every day in this count'?; ^  
seems to us more like the abysmal ignorance 0  ̂ du>
a number of our M.P.s who have yet to learn j)L,oii
people they are likely to meet in tlie main haA|^ pv 
obliged to give up the childish delusions w.-M*11'
Christianity— its.devils and angels, its hell and 11' yjr. 
its idiotic miracles and absurd ritual. perh»ip* 
Wood ha$ just swallowed whole the Assumption ()i

This competition business between Lourdes. 1'^jlT 
and numerous other ”  shrines,”  where dear lit"* j.fecl
ren met the Blessed Virgin, and understood the 1  ̂̂pc
rendering she always gives of their modern tonglji^ (| 
spoke per I eel French to Bernadette, il will be irt>‘ q0]iu' 
is getting a little monotonous even for the Church.  ̂ ’ eJii 
darling little'believers saw and spoke to the B A • <̂1 
Nuremburg a short while ago and every w eek slllCl(’r(>\V‘* 
the police had a devil of a time to disperse the * pt'i" 
of 3.000 Catholics gathered to see another rep®11 ? F 
fonnance.. The Archbishop of Bamberg apP î1?^!^1 
think the children were naughty liars, and lias f°r n sW]i) 
any sightseeing, hut the public jeered at the prh‘s
told them so. We are, however, on the side of thL‘
for of course they saw and chatted with the B 
Virgin. We give our word

Ier?'A writer in the Church of England A 
“  suffered a considerable slioek ”  when he saw il ^ ,oIr- 
man perform a marriage between two divorced P1/ ()i" 
They were, the innocent parties, hut what of that- 
Lord was against divorce, the Church of Rome is T 
it, so is tlie English Church, and this writer is 1 j^. 
beside himself with horror at such a, thing hapPe.
He has no arguments, of course, and one can 011 *
1 luinkful that he has no influence either.
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fHE FREETHINKER”
TelePhone Mo u „ 41* Gray’s Inn Iload>iNo' : Holborn 2601. Loudon, W.O. 1.

... 10 CORRESPONDENTS
keep tiilfl°’l ('[e,n ŝ Please write on one side of the paper, and

i/G(T iP.T.t. P op m m i  • -i* T. _ t i

 ̂Hi corr
, . IX # ivu *_ — -  ^ r ^ ^ v e r y b o d y  a chance." V  meir letters brief. This Wl „  py Friday 1norm

lecture Notices should reach the ff1 preived regularly* an 
I h ini I it wi n <j p< riod i cal s a re j, er > ’ office: 1 v

be consulted at “  The Freeth f  ̂  ̂  Th»  Ribeba 
Sbhkv.ii (TJ.S.A.), Common Sense’ /  m  S .A ., German 
(U.S.A.), The V oice of F bEboom ( \  The Kfm Zfal^v 
English), P rogressive W orth ^kstvam vb <1U *Hationalist, T he R ationalist (A •(Switzerland̂  T'  "i\ V. JA-ATIOWAHIST ( A U S

^  /or Werat °N BASm<> (Italy)’* in the Business M o«««" literature s/iould be se London, *i the Pioneer Press, i l ,  Grays Inn
<»'id not to the Editor. t tr0nv the P

Oir Freethinker wilt he /orivar<ie4 aJl(j Abroad).
‘"9 O/Jice at the following rates (no;,d.

17s.; half-year, 8s. id . ;  three'. connect}» »U'ten the services 0/  the National Secular S « * » « " ■
?»th .Secular Burial Services.are r e ^  • John S ed"'f ' 
'•¡"is should he addressed to t z ' <  
Owing as long notice as possible.

SUGAR PLUMS Mr B h .
Birmingham readers are r e m w l " ‘  ̂ at  7 p.nr.,

Tonetti will lecture this evening (wvon street, on
! >  Cafd, 40, Garmon Street, “  is 0ne that 
Qian’s Animal Ancestry. f he • J  d  e local saints

ho interesting to Chnstiaris and ag to the
"a" make 'the bringing of their ieJiy«V 
'Meeting their good deed for the < •

Af((.:;r- IT. Cutner’s visit to Nottingham to-day 
! "oiler 2 9 , ,)mvj(ies two lectures At the . ' y 
,A at» g  Society, Technical College, Shakespeare Shee t 
l 2'80 P-m„ Ids subject will he “  Sex Worship
W ? ning* nt ß-30- he will SP*«* forth e  N o t h n >  aiu-h N.S S in the Co-operative Halil, f  a " 1»

on “  The Jesus Myth.”  Both s u h lt e  shon < 
!>f °,.of ijteftt interest, for the question of the on »im
, 'fhglon is stiU hotlv debated. We hope 

audiences.

:,iii| ||S ' ' " t  is the eenteiu'rv of the birth of G. W. Foote, 
,,nmia|l,r tjXecirtive of the N.8.S. has decided that the 
îtup(|/ l,lner >̂e m the Charing Cross Hotel, on 

*Tn.nuar.V next, shall be a centenery dinner, 
"fu, |)(i' ‘ “ ‘tails will bo announced in due course., but it 

now that accommodation is limited to the 
I'm- |¡( V 9b i city and as usual it will be the late applicants 

v(̂ s who will be disappointed.

g organ of the Belgian National Federation,
(>iitu ;*>ll,lnht‘r, quotes an illuminating letter of two . 

!t * a"o, as follows : —
■̂v |)r “  Potsdam, December 2, 1740.

V(Ml lAU hapiTT.-General von Mahivitz,
choose without delay from the Catholic 

¡•kMl(, J on* *n Halberstad't, a priest who can he recoin- 
1 ii11(11.̂ ° llu‘ almoner to the troops. He need not 

!£‘(,n t; on the contrary, the more stupid he is, 
% 0n,^ - 4 do not want an intriguer and shall hold you 
(‘*i(l fjJ.sl ê for that. Send the pries'! to Berlin by the 
'(¡iirr w ext week at the latest. T am, Your affectionate

r refferick, ’ ’

G. W. FOOTE
(Born 100 Years Ago)

J saw him-once, once onlv, Iona ago;
He spoke to help some cause for which wc fought . 
One whispered, “  That is Foote [ had not thought 
An Atheist’s voice could gentle be and low.
After twro score of years 1 do not' know
What cause it was that our mixed audience brought
To a small hall; what policy we sought:
1 can but hope we frounced our unknown foe.

But 1 have read again and yet again 
Of his life’s cause, that Best Cause of us all, 
Freedom to think and speak and write the truth; 
To break the superstitions that enchain’
The growing mind and hold mankind in thrall, 
Especially the seeking mind of youth.

BAYARD SIMMONS.

“ THE AGE OF CONSTANTINE THE GREAT ”
THAT sub-species, as one might style it, of historical 
writing known to the Hermans as “  Kultur-Geschichte 
(inadequately translated as “  The History of Culture ") 
has many notable contributions already to its credit. 
Probably, however, no work in this literary genre is, even 
to-day, more justly celebrated than is the masterpiece of 
the 19th century Swiss historian, Jacob Burckhardt, 
The Culture of the Renahaance in Italy; a book which 
belongs to that small and very select group of master
pieces the fame of which is in all lands.

Jacob Burckhardt’s great work on the Culture of the 
Renaissance has long been the property of the civilised 
world, including the English-speaking lands. Another 
study* in the history of culture, this time of ancient 
culture, has, however, only recently (last year, to be 
precise) become accessible to the English-speaking world 
in an adequate American translation bv Moses Hadas, of 
the University of Columbia, U.K.A. This is Burckhardt’s 
Aye of Constantine, a profound* and exhaustive study 
of the epoch-making political and intellectual revolution 
of the fourth century which witnessed the effective end 
of the ancient world, the definitive victory of the Oriental 
creed of Christianity, and the final exit of Paganism and, 
therewith, of the last remnants of ancient nationalism 
from the stage of history.*

The era discussed here by the Swiss historian is one of 
particular interest to Freethinkers as, indeed, for students 
of religious and cultural history in general. This is so 
for the obvious reason that the era under discussion repre
sents one of the most dramatic and decisive eras in the 
whole course of European history. It marked, as we can 
now see in retrospect, one of the most decisive and far- 
reaching transformations in human annals; the suppres
sion of the tolerant and predominantly secularist culture 
of classical antiquity by the theocratic-culture of medieval 
Christendom. Whilst in the sphere of secular culture, 
the “  Age of Constantine ”  (275-837) marked the end of 
classical Rationalism : of “  the glory that was Greece and 
the grandeur that was Rome for if the “  Dark AgtV’ 
properly so-called, did not ensue immediately after tie* 
demise of “  the first Christian Emperor,”  at least, its 
encroaching shadow already represented the “  writing on 
the wall ”  as the secular Empire and civilisation of 
Rome, the first secular civilisation in human annals,

• The Age of Constantine the Great, by Jacob Burcklinrdt. 
Translated by Moses Hadns. Routledge and ICcgan Paul, 
18s, net.
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plunged ever deeper in 'the tenebrous shadows. “  X liave 
described the triumph of barbarism and religion/’ declared 
( ribbon in relation to this self-same age; and whatever 
the precise connection between the parallel alvance of 
Christianity and barbarism, at least the triumph of the 
former in Western Europe was followed, almost immedi
ately, by the irresistible upsurge of the latter.

Another point of intense interest links this age with 
our own; one which, naturally, could not have been 
stressed by our historian writing in 1851, the original 
date of his book. Like our own age, the early fourth 
century was an age of revolutionary transition from old 
and tried patterns of human society and culture to new 
and unknown ones. This growing precariousness of their 
civilisation seems to have been evident to the men of the 
fourth century, as to-day, a similar state of things is 
evident in ours. We could, had we the necessary space, 
elaborate an historically striking parallel between the 
“  subversive ”  forces of Christianity, on the eve of its 
triumph in the age of Constantine and those of our con
temporary Communism in the age of, shall we say, 
President Truman— the above comparison is historical, 
not personal! Both creeds filled the “  respectable 
society of their day with dread. But, indeed, this his
torical parallel has already been elaborated from the 
Communist side by no less a person than Frederick 
Engels, the co-founder of Marxism.

Burckhardt opened lus work by a brilliant sketch of the 
history, of the Roman Empire prior to the fourth century. 
Here, if we may again “  read between the lines ”  from 
the angle provided by historical experience of a more 
recent date, wo observe the Roman Empire of the Cesars 
evolve from the demagogic “  fascist ”  dictatorship of its 
founders, Julius and Augustus Caesar— in one of 11is 
speeches Julius Caesar actually used thei Hitlerian ex
pression, ** new order, about his regime— to the final 
Oriental despotism consolidated by the great emperor 
Diocletian (263-300), the predecessor and mentor of 
Don s'fcan tine— in the period covered by Burekhardt’s 
own book. Diocletian himself, like Ids modern fascist 
anti-types, of humble origin—his grandfather was a slave' 
-finally consolidated the Roman Empire in the form of 

a strictly totalitarian bureaucratic despotism.
In his famous “  Edict of Prices ”  (301),. Diocletian 

established a rigorous governmental control of prices, in 
a manner to-day painfully familiar— and which, in an 
age of unqualified economic laixxez-faire roused the wrath 
of his liberal Swiss historian. “  Black marketeers ”  (as 
we should now call them) were burnt alive—a punishmeni 
not, nowadays, available for modern Chancellors of the 
Exchequer! As part of his centralising process 
Diocletian subjected Christianity, already a “  State 
within the State,”  to a severe hut ultimately ineffectual 
persecution; probably the most severe which it ever 
experienced at the bands of the Pagan empire, in which, 
traditionally, one of the victims was England’s future 
patron saint, St. George, who was devoured by tin» 
pagan “  Dragon.”

Diocletian reformed the administration of his despotic 
Empire and established a “  Board of .Emperors ”  who 
abdicated at stated intervals. Diocletian himself, who 
abdicated in 306, lived to see the end of his own regime. 
For after a bloody civil war, Constantine, who was pro
claimed Emperor by the legions in Britain at Eboracum 
(York) in 307, overcame his political rivals ..ud became 
sole Emperor. This celebrated monarch, surnmned the 
“  Great ”  by grateful ecclesiastical history, has come 
down to history ns ”  the first Christian Emperor ”  
because, for the first time, he legalised Christianity on

October*

an equal footing with the Pagan cults. îCF  ̂ nanied 
known is his foundation of a new Eastern ca|)!^  ep0̂ 1* 
after him, Constantinople. Apart from w 11 !l
making innovations, Constantine was a b°rn a polk}’ 
shrewd politician who carried on the central1̂ ; .  ^  
of his master, Diocletian, and a successful b° , ^  hi* 
was the best general of bis time. Apart Iro111 ^ j01. In* 
personal characteristics, cunning and riithu 
murdered his wife and son, and threw re â—^
prisoners of war to the wild animals in the tl̂  Qj |,lu‘ 
not conspicuously display any particular inline11 
kind usually ascribed to the ethics of the G.ospc ■ .gj.jan 

As Burckhardt clearly indicates, “  the fh's cli-'
Emperor ”  was never really a Christian at all* 
ti net ion must he reserved for the gloomy Span J*- ^ i In1
cutor, Theodosius (also sumamed “  The Grea  ̂
end of the century. Constantine went on callinn ^  {In1 

pontifex maximus ”  (pagan) “  High Priest 
end of his days, and went on buildin 
churches impartially. As our historian demons  ̂
supported Christianity solely for political r e a s o n ^ ^ , 
the Church, too strong to Jbe suppressed by 1 
furnished the declining Roman Empire with  ̂
cement then necessary for the tottering.admim > . j î.
This fact indicates Constantine as a far-sighted p° ^in|lv 
which was what “  the first Christian Emperor ,1( 
was, in history, if not in hagiography!

Such is Jacob Burckhardt’s main thesis. 
the Swiss historian assembles his vast canvas ( H 
the many-sided outlines, political, cultural, and ij^r^jjy 
of an age whose ultimate verdict in favour of 
has not even ye't been officially rescinded in the 
world. We have here a great historian and a rare 
(‘al masterpiece, little, if at all, inferior to its ° l v̂],¡d1 
world renowned study of the Italian Renaissance  ̂ R\ 
incidentally, began to reverse the decision in*l< 
Constantine. ef

Here is a work of the very first rank upon n, / li j. E 
peculiar fascination to Freethinkers. Our adviri  ̂^y* 
l>eg, borrow, ask in their library for, and in sliorL <  ̂ |>y 
thing except steal The A<je of Conxion I hie the (,l( 
Jacob Burckhardt: «ciy.

F. A. RTDL10

IS PSYCHO-ANALYSIS A DELUSION 7
,^v t,l

With reference to Frank Kenyon’s reply to a rc‘xll, 0||p 
mine which appeared in 77ic Freethinker on Octob1
of last vear, 1 should to state that 1 have no ^
to enter into an endless debate on scholastic Imcs
is rather apt to get one nowhere science netis a;1 

liE 
, a1answer to a question it looks to experiment*and c 

cal fact to supply it. That, I am sure, is the esst ()i 
Mr. Kenyon’s own philosophy. But there are () 
two jioints that could he clarified, particularly in ' ,u i»“
ol definitions, so that we can he more sure that 
using the same terms to mean the saint' thing.

For* instance, the term psycho-analyst'. This. nit
i • ./ . j ■or properly used should mean, a psychotherapy  ̂ jr 

follows the rigid Freudian technique and subsei'1 H 
the Freudian psychopathology and doctrine. ' n. 
sense neither I nor Hadfield are psycJio-ftnaly^b 
both use certain techniques of psychological trca |)(u 
first- introduced by Freud, but. neither of us siil)S( | «n 
to the Freudian tenets that Mr. Kenyon attach1 j 
heavily. As I have already written, to us it is lik*' 
ing an open door. ^  A

Secondly, ray quoting Freud as looking foi-wa/^ |ji»‘ 
psychology based on physiology was to show
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• , v five mechanists: or _.ans are on the side o d j ed< Far from
0 materiulists it that term 18 that psychology«1

accepting that, 1. do not even agv ^ n f e .  1 \
detevmiuism rules the whole of oU’ oses .vud the hU1
tlu'yti are sucli things as aims anc l anism to explain, which ar© beyond the power of iue1 am o4\. • 1îl!" afraid‘uiisci ~"vl 111 y attempt at humour on the subject ot 
|ua r ? ! Ssh»s bad,y misfired. When I ct lie commented

— , not done m one h —v, most important things tUif ag an crndi e
s'̂ l> it was not intended to be - ' ^  ()\d-fashioned
Vsycho-analytical observation. ' 1 ’ , ^ ue< 3 f  con scions-
h'bk of taking a statement at its hum N ‘ . oVtant

plays “ a relatively small Jinj x\.poVpd pot mallei H" u to he unconscious (he^ as j
very much \ That ‘l nh:

the well JS [ire is to it.
i*U|)( . aware of the dangers of arguing from

Uore) U lL successes (or failures, wliich tell us much 
especially wvfli « hAvi/iì+ì«« nom-in-iKlo andmtangible urn, copecinlly with a conditi««' h°bere intern«

"'"-ivo us a psychological illnef  h y  ̂ jth od s that do not 
W'usons for a, confidence in anale that, the resiy *
:'»P'y to “  fjuitli healing.”  More '• have empirica'
"Ithe two lands Of treatment, whic ‘L atnined at a'l
'"-emlvlances, are poles apart y  ’
'■Wly bY a eoinnetent vW'in. ■’ potent psychiatrist ^  m(VUe. Mr
.. -vie is one final pohit .1 «hia 1 l give i's the 
Kw'.Von looks forward to phy.8iolo„J He doubts
***"«■# to our psychological question« *. ; b ed on
"hethor 1 would welcome such a occur to
f'.rve 'cell structure, etc. It ^ ¿ ^ v e s  about, the

that if and when such a Pb>c n.fvietelv irrelevant as 
H^tion or my welcome will be c0̂ * ctmeaning.

statement will cease to have m y . but just a 
"'1 be no “  1 ”  to ‘ ‘ welcome «_ > tb(, oaSe may he. ''•?#* of vertexes, plain or conditioned a.
h\y l||(JS(i) ; ,I'S() h() be suitably reconditioned or liquidated

ln P9wcr in the true “ scientifically”  totalitarian 
H,‘ hroin such a nightmare heaven preserve us.

, , ( CARNAL AND EARTHBOUND
11m [!|Sj )<Jen S{dd that preachers and moralists attack 
hul)f0 is lll,d failings which themselves they are most 
l|ii(lii () commit. As Samuel Butler points it in

* oinpouiid for sins that they’re inclined to,
-j,| . *-v damning others they’ve no mind ’to.”

'-hiKj S(H ,lls Particularly true in the ceaseless diatribes 
<j,.( ln,,derialism .which occur in modern Controversy. 

iilu . ^  juatorialisin, crass, grovelling, blind, earthy and
‘̂Utoi•<>i.ler derogatory adjectives are used to stigmatise 

ll‘disrn.
But what gave; rise To no little surprise,

; ,lK that nobody seemed A penny the worse.
. <V|‘ all the words Of this terrible curse.”

ln*t»ju i• <M lri(),,c surprising according to the attitude and 
htU(.,. ( es °f the peson hearing it, but true, is that'the 
1 Uos materialism are as much materialists as

4  « V ttnek’they are conscious hypocrites, liars or pre- 
Jiiljjj °1’ suffering from the Unconscious hypocrisy
l'<>(jj)|<(< buinbug. Simply the fact that they are live 
IIû ji ] v.Vlth bodies and animal appetites necessitates 
HIcq . }cirjg materialists, whether they want to be or not; 

rp f)r no.
S m t 84 t]iQy have to breathe, likewise eat and drink, 
l̂otfj and have sexual intercourse. They wear

(s-arul shoes, live in houses, switch on electric light;
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or burn gas or oil or candles, sit on chairs by tires, sleep 
in beds and travel by vehicles; They write or type, tele
phone and read printed books and periodicals. No 
human activities are possible without material agencies, 
many of them intricate and complex, involving tho em
ployment of large numbers of skilled persons using com
plicated machinery. ‘

That we are alive at all is a tribute to materialism. 
For without numerous and elaborate material precau
tions we should die of exposure, starvation, poisoning, 
diseases, attacks by beasts and insects of prey and other 
more insidious but deadly pests and organisms.

Attackers and critics of materialism do not hesitate 
to call in doctors and accept the care of nurses, swallow 
medicaments and submit to the operations of surgeons, 
dentists and oculists. So much so that if persons bating 
materialism decide to rely upon spiritual aids, prayers, 
laying on of hands, holy water, unction and faith and 
the patient dies the law is so materialistic that the 
nearest kindred are charged with neglect and man
slaughter for failing to take advantage of the material 
agencies available for the treatment of sick people.

This has reached its consummation in National Health 
insurance and Pensions. Our legislators are full 
materialists, seeking to meet every contingency by enact
ment, trusting neither to luck nor the interposition of 
unseen powers;

If there is danger of epidemics the public health autho
rities «ire grossly materialistic, not praying or anything 
similar, but paying great attention to drainage, sewerage, 
sanitation, pure water supply, refuse removal and des
truction, with the addition of hospital and sanatorium 
treatment where necessary ; and under medical super
vision injections, vaccinations and immunisations; all 
starkly materialistic.

It starts earlier than that ; right at the beginning of 
each individual life. The expectant mother receives 
treatment and advice to ensure a healthy baby being 
born. He is under constant care till he reaches school 
age, when another set of materialistically-minded authori
ties take charge of him.

Because in spite of acts of public worship in schools 
and compulsory religious lessons the mere fact of admit
ting the need for educating the child is materialistic. 
Those who desiderate education for children are prepared 
to expose them to a whole‘host of material forces. Art, 
music, literature, drama, history, geography, science are 
all brought to bear upon pupils, with physical and techni
cal activities in workshops, laboratory, gymnasium, 
swimming hath and playing field.

Hackneyed indeed is the tag; Mens «ana in corpora 
suno: hut educationists and teachers and more still their 
scholars believe heartily in the latter and practise it. We 
look upon sound upright sturdy active children with de
light and boast of them. So milk and meals, medical, 
dental and every sort of corporal attention is provided 
at schools. What materialistic places they are!

Holidays, camps and sport, houses, parks and all man
ner of material amenities are called for by the whole 
population.

On this question of mental and physical health nowhere 
is materialism more evident than in our mental hospitals, 
Vanished are evil spirits, exorcism and all the para
phernalia of mind healing. It is accepted that the 
patient’s mental condition is mainly the result of his 
bodily state. So mental curing is preceded by attention 
to teeth, sight, hearing, digestion, nourishment, sleep, 
fresh air, occupation and exercise, with electro-therapy



THE FREETHINKER438

and ¿ippropriate drugs, also elimination of that plague; 
venereal diseases.

In consequence of tile materialism of mental hospital 
staffs and treatments the number of patients discharged 
steadily increases.

We are surrounded by materialism ; immersed in it. 
We. live and thrive and flourish on it. Civilisation itsell 
reduced to its most simply stated terms is development 
and advance and employment of 'the material forces 
favourable to humanity and a warfare against those 
material forces which are inimical to mankind.

Neither can tile critic or opponent of materialism 
escape it. If lie abandons civilisation and lands naked 
on a desert island lie will have little time for contem
plation of the non-material, the abstract or the absolute. 
Most of bis daylight hours will be occupied in searches 
for clean water, food, shelter and the materials with 
whicli to make clothing and fire. At night he will be 
too tired to do might else but sleep like a dog. For 
detailed evidence of this one should read Robinson 
Crusoe, a book frankly and rankly materialistic.

The early hermits and anchorites tried the solitary 
life of non-material abnegation and mysticism. The 
problems and difficulties were so great that by the 
Middle Ages we find them congregating into monasteries 
and convents. There life became candidly materialistic, 
concerned chiefly with farming, gardening, fruit growing, 
wine making, fishing, rearing animals, copying manu
scripts, cooking, making clothes, building and all the 
details which filled the time and held the interests ol 
the laity.

Religion as practised in Christian countries is openly 
materialistic. Vast buildings, stained glass, carving, 
decoration, pictures, candies, images, incense, vestments, 
gestures and genuflexions, music, processions, paid 
priests, printed liturgies, canons, every material display 
and object which appeals to the five senses is employed 
by churches to strengthen their bold upon the people; 
which it calls spirituality.

Even spiritualists in performance trust to material 
manifestations to persuade unbelievers that their mes
sage is credible.

Finally there is the churches' constant and pressing 
demand for money. The acquisition of wealth and the 
craving for temporal power have always been regarded 
as two of the outstanding characteristics of materialism. 
If so, the .churches and their professional champions, 
speaking in the name jmd guise of spiritual influences 
ever have done and still do pursue those two great 
material aims.

So materialism remains the only ism which holds 
sway over the whole human race, however little acknow
ledged. It is the only philosophy of reality, the one 
understandalde without, elaborated wordspinning, accep
table to everyone because of its simplicity and its close 
ness to file as lived by the masses of people.

Resides being intelligible and universal materialism is 
workable in practice. It works in the experience ot 
everybody who lives.

A. R. WILLIAMS.

Though ¡ill the w inds of doctrine were let loose to play upon 
the earth, so truth he in the field, we do injuriously by licencing 
and prohibiting to misdoubt her strength. Let her and false
hood grapple; who ever know truth put to the worse in a free 
and open encounter? Her confuting is the best and surest 
suppressing.

i n  mi7 ;  RELiG,0N ,n  Australia
»U'gatory Australia. .11 "'¡is w'
enumerate,! , p,e to -state their ... 01
82 i- ^  -lie! I f :y  •iJJipaigiied vkro iou^ J 1011'The churches«0(1 t C t T i ’People to diselo.se U f

to reply ah the m Icss * L , the f '  
he Population was 2 ^  <Snsus’ token in 1983, "f."
f  “ ‘ore adherent« i Nevertheless, “  no reply
11 i the exception /  \ «-H the religions s**'-':

UvthodUts. ut Anglicans, a'"1
■ * £ £ « $ ¡ ¡2 ^  - ...... ..................... t fatheists, etc.,

only 26,328 people tju,t. i
guess with some eoni'ule"11 ^ )ei>'

i c s.
Le m 7 census 2,957,032 claimed to belong f ' T  
h ot hngUmd, 1,069,726 the Roman Catholic < I'V'
" ' •!.)(),540 of that number replied “  ,- »• j-1./wllh1'

religion. One may-
large number of/ those who failed to reply 111L 
agnostics.

At the 
Church of
although 956,540 of that number replied A)0(li 
instead of “ Roman Catholic,“  871,425 | ,jj o*
743,540 Presbyterian. 113,527 Baptist, 71,771 t 11 
Christ, 37,572 Salvation Army, the otbei^ sc»rt5"' 
of insignificant numbers. Australia has all the * 
ball. ’ ’ sects, from Theosophy to believers in jjiioiO' 
Southeott. The population now exceeds eight 1,1 ji;lNe 
hut there are no indications that the proportions 
been greatly disturbed. .j(tnv

Protestantism in Australia is in about as parlou* 
tion as it is in England, and had it not been 1()1' xU 
benefactors of the past it would be in its death 
almost living on its fat. Slick gentlemen of the l;lsl C 

ured glebes for the Church of u 1 -sec ( Jand y*^ofiP 
possible, thus providing it with a substantial portm1 ^y 
sustenance. Royalties for “  Advance, Australia ‘ p,- 
Australia’s unofficial anthem and cue turn* *o1 ]ltdp 
Australiiui Broadcasting Commission’s news sessions 
the Presbyterian Church along. But, if the eteVgM1̂ . p 
laments are substantially based, very little new 1,1<)|U' 
coming in. ' ,,lUrcl'

Less than twenty years ago the Roman Catholic 
in Australia seemed to be in a'xtremiH. Then Arch 
Panico came bringing with him the New Rook. 
were fni hidden to attend spiritualist seances, r!1(,L>1t

iDi1'

One I 
si i eng

rue
in

or hotels, and, to use an American expression, it *Hl 
¡i “  shoj)-frout religion,’ a thing of glamour auu i ||, 
uanda. Priests often complain of “  leakages il<-,I|jJljii 

Faith, a certain indication of its <hM ^1( 
However, it is the only vigorous religl()ll> 

in Australia to-day, and it is a very strong Ru* 1 
Australian politics. . i*

About one-fifth of the total population of Austin 1 ̂ p, 
Roman Catholic, being most numerous in New * , ¡a 
Wales, and tile majority of their children are (‘(h,l'!l ûii* 
schools conducted by their Church. Inc ¡dentally. h° p,,«

o*»'
:,k"

Catholics in Australia, ¡is in other countries, 
igliest rate of delinquency in the community

]uW
apP! 

Wmutely one-third of the delinquents in NewT South
a rt’I'Sbeing of thi' One rPrue f aith. It seems to he

sect that everv country would he well rid of rid1majority of non-Catholic children in Australia are edlIt i¡(( 'ati1(Oman
godless

in schools conducted by the States, 
spokesmen continually complain of tin 
schools,”  yet these schools turn out better cit1̂  
tribute to secularism.

Politically, the Roman Catholic (

St: '1

li in Anst'i«1 ^j()i
very powerful. There is never much between tb® V̂ 'n1

R.C. filth decides the* riMepart ics at an elect ion, so tin 
All political parties angle for the R.C. voteMilton.
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.  ̂ firmly backed..mwnnan Labour Party used to  ̂ entajy  sectwi  ̂
| k.C.’s, who preponderated m ^  which

although it has a. .Socialist 0 ) ,ate\v to n? 
Catholic delegates have tried desp l 949, the o p p o ^

' However, at the Federal electioi» ¿ominated by 
parties accused the A.Ij.B. ol e q v0t 
inunists, tiie result being that tne 
labour lost the poll ’ote migrated and

ihour .. . . lln.vs a similar pbin to
Catholic Action in Australia 0 . where the ,,

M  in the United States of Am ^rif, ^  „  plugB the 
v»te is in about the same proportio • de ,mions, an 
anti-Communist line, infiltrates and all its 'v0 L  
bellows imprecations against 1 workers of the ^
h offers “ social justice ’ to t 6tnhles that o
Hit in its own way, which closely re»

kte Benito Mussolini. a dozen Fatimas
However, it seems that more church m Ta I ’

Weeded to save the Roman Cathohc O dicates any-
« 4. if its present hysteria m Austiain ^  ^  SO;CaUed 
'hine it is a\RO heading for ti® ” . prove that 1

Democracies. Which r°
w It
.. esteri, 
thmkers

iave not lived in vain.
B . CALCU TT

PESSIMISTIC COMPARISONS
1 am only a drop in the Ocean,

Of the millions which constitute life;
n ith movement of rather slow motion, 

Toil, disappointment and strife.
I am only a blot on the landscape,

Which may any time disappear;
So, how can I count with a heartache, 

And carry on—year after year?
F am what folks would call a non-entity, 

A person of no great account;
1 reveal my identity, 

to what does it really amount?
’lust like the sand on the seashore,

One grain of which represents me;
I cannot think what I am here for,

I ’ve never been able to see.
I’ve looked at it this way and that v ay* 

The result always works out the same, 
I ’m here T must stay, 

no one I really can blame.
I arrived on this earth uninvited,

Asked no permission to come;

So-iî

suppose as 
Hiere’ s no

Sometímes I feel I ’ve been slighted.

Mp

And—yet I have had a good run.
I am only a passenger waiting.

Maybe the train will be late;
■But the journey I ’ll be undertaking,

Won’t need a return on a date.
________ E. W . JAMES.

CORRESPONDENCE
M AR XISM  , , . .

agree with most of Mrs. Matson’s letter debunking
and distortions ot

s i. (<n, wun most or
r ^ X Í A * r s  Peculiar timorifí.li. , a U S n o i o l : ...... -r» . T i. _

ucs on war.
Rut I challenge her to prove where “  the 

' avNdovn ? Rarl Marx are building and rehabilitating their 
t. 1 do „ ^ aiod countries . . . ”
Vr(' ând ¡5now °f any ruling-class (which are the owners of 
> -x ia „  t nd ^ c  means of living in their countries) who are 
.?cialiS4. s9cialists; or even, to use Mrs. Matson’s very non- 

thinvp,1[aseology, u followers of Karl Marx.” Perhaps 
Attlff, here is such a place as a “ Sficialist Country.” 

Xlst jn ? “ democratic Socialism ”  which is supposed to 
'Pitain to-day.— Yours, etc.,

P eter E. Newell.

linear
“  THOSE CUT THROAT R A NUTTS ”

is article “ On Two Critics ” Mr. Cutner shakes
hi>U ^ h a lf ° f  his pet, Edward De Vere. I expected 

. wngei he 1ms disappointed me.
c n V' Hutner : “  It is quite impossible to say what any 

.'«ay do if we only go by his early work ”  ; and no one 
'' file* from Byron’s early poems that ho would

,1(*ghts of “ Childe H arold” or “  Don Juan; or
rise 

tli at

Dickens judged by his “ Sketches by Boz ” would become one 
of the greatest novelists the world has produced.

Obviously we should not know genius if it never proved itself, 
but Mr. Cutner seems to see the exception to the impossible 
in De Yere’s verses. He spots in them a genius that could 
produce the greatest plays the world has produced.

What Mr. Cutner does not see is that Byron and Dickens 
did not disown their masterpieces; nor did they publish them 
under a pseudonym, appending a genuine signature only to 
kindergarten stuff, which supposedly is the case with De Vere. 
With something like pride, Air. Cutner points to the fact 
that De Vere’s verses, “  some of much lyric beauty, ” accord
ing to Sir Sidney Lee, were thought good enough to be included 
in many fine anthologies.

Faint praise! Anthologies, like classical horse-races, include 
many “  also rans.”

That Mr. Cutner does not believe Stratford Will wrote the 
plays leaves me indifferent. I am curious, however, to know 
how one of his perspicacity comes to be so dazzled by Oxford 
Ned.

Mr. Cutner asks me if it would be worth while to discuss 
Communism with Prof. Haldane or with the Red Dean, or 
Spiritualism with Shaw Desmond or Hannon Swaffer. Why 
not? Surely he does not mean that he will discuss only with 
whom lie is in agreement.

Mr. Yates merely differs from him and nothing is gained 
by Mr. Cutner posing as an oracle.

Principals in debate don’t expect to convert each other, but 
they may hope to influence their listeners or readers. It may 
be a delusion, but we think these verbal clashes are something 
more than sounding brass. So we trust Mr. Cutner will keep 
on trailing his coat. Even if I am “  in a minority of one ”  
T like to read after him.— Yours, etc., II. I rving .
[Mr. H. Cutner writes: I did not “ spot” the plays in the 

poems of de Vere. I clearly said that [ was convinced by 
the proofs in a dozen books. Discussion with people like 
Haldane leads nowhere.]

LECTURE NOTICES. ETC.
Outdoor

Enfield.—Saturday, October 28, 0 p.m. : Air. J. Qlayton. 
Manchester Brandi N.S.S. (Platt Fields).—Sunday, 3 p.m.; 

Alessrs. C. McCall, L. Smith, R. Killings and G.
W oodcock. (Sb. Alary’ s Gate, Blitzed Site).—7-45 p.m.: 
Messrs. C. AIcCall, L. Smith, R. Billings and G.
Woodcock. (Alexandra Park Gates).—Wednesday; Alessrs. 
C. McCall, L. Smith, R. B illings and G. W oodcock. 
(St. Alary’s Gate).—Lunch-hour Lectures every weekday, 
1 p.m.: Mr. G. W oodcock.

North London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead 
Heath).—Sunday, 12 noon: Mr. L. E btjry.

Oswaldtwistle.—Friday, October 27, 7-30 p .m .: Air. J.
Clayton.

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

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

off New Street).— Sunday, 7 p.m. : R. H. R osetti (President, 
N.S.S.), “ Alan’s Animal Ancestry.”

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Science Room, Alechanics’ Institute).
Sunday, (1-45 p.m. : J. Binns, “  Ye Gods.”

Conway Discussion Circle (Conway Hall Library, Red Lion 
Square, W.C. 1).—Tuesday, October 31, 7 p .m .: Gitilfoyle 
W illiams, “  The Case for Reincarnation.”

Glasgow Branch (AIcLellan Galleries, Sauchiehall Street).— 
Sunday, 7 p .m .: W. A. R atcliffe, “  The Treatment of 
Criminal Offenders.”

Kingston Branch N.S.S. ( “ The Fighting Cock” ), London Road, 
Kingston-on-Thames.—7-30 p.m. : A Lecture.

Nottingham Cosmopolitan Debating Society (Technical College, 
Shakespeare Street).— Sunday, 2-30 p.m. : Air. H. Outner, 
N.S.S., “  Sex Worship.”

Nottingham Branch N.S.S. (The Co-operative Hall, Parliament 
Street).—Sunday, 6-30 p.m. : Air. H. Cutner, “  Tho Jesus 
Myth.”

Queen’s Park Parliament (Rochdale Road, Harpurhey, 
Manchester).—Sunday, October 29, 3 p.m. : J. Clayton, 
“  Secularism.”

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square. 
W.C. 1).—Sunday, 11 a .m .: Archibald R obertson, ALA., 
“  The Moral Consequences of Atheism.”

West London Branch N.S.S. (The Laurie Arms, Crawford 
Place, Edgwaro Road, W. 1).—Sunday. 7-15 p.m .: P. O. 
K ing, N.S.S., “  Early Christianity and Rationalism.”
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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.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

THE FC NDATIONS OF RELIGION. By Chapman 
Cohe New Edition. Price 6d.; postage Id.

GOD A N l. EVOLUTION. By Chapman Cohen. Price 6d.; 
postage Id.

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

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

A GRAM M AR OF FREET1IOUGHT. By Chapman Cohen. 
An outline of the philosophy of Freethinking. Price 
3s. 6d.; postage 4d.

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

HENRY IIETHERINGTON. By A. G. Baiker. A Pioneer 
,irV the Freethought and Working-class Struggle o f a 
Hundred Years Ago. Price 6d.; postage Id.

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

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

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

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

MISTAKES OF MOSES. By Col. R. G. IngersoU- 
postage Id.

price

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

Price 3d.;

IDB0O?:THE NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY &
(General Information for Freethinkers.) 
postage Id

price 2d.
PETER ANNET, 1693— 1769. By Ella Twynam-

pos,i,ee 14 raoV o<K
PRIMITIVE SURVIVALS IN MODERN 111

By Chapman Cohen. Price 3s.; postage 3d. ^

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

__ ^ w. F°°SHAKESPEARE AND OTHER ESSAYS. By G.
Price, cloth 3s.; postage 3d.

price
SOCIALISM AND RELIGION. By F. A. Ridley-

Is.; postage Id. ^

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

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

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

py

THERE ARE NO CHRISTIANS. By C. G. L. Du
Price 4d.; postage Id.- f<)S

THOMAS PAINE AND THETFORD. Six P ^ jt o*
illustrating Paine’s birth-town, including a Pofl 
the great reformer. Price 9d.; post free. I

«  ro\°̂ cTHE TRUTH ABOUT THE CHURCH. By ^
Ingersoll. Price 2d.; postage Id. ^

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

rn30
THOMAS PAINE, A Pioneer of Two Worlds. By C*131’ 

Cohen. Pi ice Is. 4d.; postage Id. .
G

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

P A M P H L E T S for the P E O ?
By CHAPMAN COHEN

THE PIONEER PRESS 41, GRAY’S IìììW  LONDON, W ^

Fou;

What is the Use of Prayer? Did Jesus Christ Ex^* ^  
shall not suffer a Witch to Live. The Devil. &cl 
Design. Agnosticism or. . .  ? Atheism. What Is Freed* ̂ ¡id* 
Must we have a Religion? The Church’s fight for thc ĵffr 
Giving ’em Hell. Frecthought and the Child. Morfll*W 
out God. Christianity and Slavery. Gods and their  ̂ jjff* 
Woman and Christianity. What is the use of a Futi*rC ^  
Christianity and Ethics. Price 2d. each. Postal

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

f f r

V<

fii
(£
of

’S
ei
In
cc
til
oe
iti
ce
oí
Of)
ho
in

ce
lo<
K
Ht<
«r,

«li:
on
Ui;

of
sic

Pe
Hi)
Pe
to
Cl
111

Printed and ruoiisneo by the Pioneer Press (G. W. Foote and Company Limited). 41. Gray’s Inn Road. London, W.C. 1.


