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VIEWS AND OPINIONS

f the Chinese
invasion of Tibet by the arm* s another God

Communist Itepublio marks the exi ,, {dhist or, rather,
r llu;i'eval theocracy. For Tibet, ® "d™ aining lands
“imeist, in doctrine, is one ot the * (>f ufp and ot
M tiio current world where the con  Turope still exist,
Societyformerly universal in mediev- and by the

b touched by the ravages ot .tence alld m
g(l:oarjom—f h* W Tn _he Means ot exis

"dsdhro er’ Which RaXe befallen more advanced
Prelvian  “hout tile centinries. Upom tHie veet, sAdluded
m'fg uon. the roof .of ther world M in Central Asia,
God-King, tlie Dalai Lama, Irom his

Coernve™ | a*a PaaC hi the. Holy City, Lhassa, we
Rl - >Slibstamfikghly  unaltered, 'the mode of social
[or Jhiid which Europe and our own ancestors lived
Yi », mhlenium throughout the *“ Dark ” and

Iig{fgﬁon ages 'between the fall of Home and the

Another God 1

n*® «elf-Btyiiai “ Buddhist of Tibet has

'yvit™M{ *Ucb medieval conditions of life virtually
ftark ASJICe a period contemporary with the European
vnie isol”™- ' Along with “ Christian ” Ethiopia and
(o f Muslim lands (Afghanistan and the« High
'Xeh]pie ! °)hbern Arabia) represent the most obvious
kitediev., b”bet has represented up to the present time
I<Vbj(iy °as’s hi the modern world; a “ Hermit,” a
lwbrts (°n Land.” Since “ distance lends enchant-
VIAthlv  1°Ulautic imaginations <have located there an
W P~adise, the “ Lost Horizon ” of a Shangri-La;

‘Jester// ler romautics of the type of the late G. K.
dIpe 011. av©found the fabled golden age in medieval
qditreclral trou badors, castles, and soaring
.HovalS; t the case of both medieval Europe and of
«Static IS bh)et, we can probably safely assume that
enchg; fI° only " lends ” but actually creates the
>%0u;~ent ” ! In actual fact, when stripped of the
la*° ~hat surrounds them such medieval

[ | * 10scave themselves int6 rural slums.
SestiMTidSe  fhbet-, the medieval regime of the Lamas
Jottun i (ferhjed from Buddhism. We lack here,
lately, the space to outline with an appropriate
n' ~on/1B exfraordinary and ironic evolution of the
Se ”tfe’ly Gautama Buddha into the Tibetan clerical
el J)e|\°f#the Lamas. Whatever may have been the
> ani'ersbms to which his doctrine was subjected by
Tbat t]% all(l credulous disciples, ,it appears undeniable
b'H)Ups »jstoric Buddha was a nationalist, an Agnostic,
Hojn ( ”le first Paositivist, the critical cgpclusions of
A {ru |patec} Nose 01i such modern critical thinkers
picag] Comte, Huxley, and Herbert Spencer; a
it fullect probably of the first rank. To derive
) ~tical philosophy of Buddha the gross supersti-
Modern Lamaism, with its rosaries, praying
Hj0 ' { unons, magical incantations, and divine reincar-

*|\b,g, assuredly represents one of the grossest mental
nls in recorded history. The actual difference
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between Buddha and Tibetan “ Buddhism ” is far
greater than between, say, Abyssinian “ Christianity ”
and what Dr. Baines understands by that creed!

In actual fact, Tibetan “ Buddhism ” appears in the
eyes of Histoiy as a perversion of a perversion;
“ Mahayana,” or Northern Buddhism evolved in the
early centuries of the Christian era as a compromise
between the original agnostic philsophy of Buddhism
and the reformed Hinduism which eventually supplanted
Buddhism in India, its original birthplace. (Modem
Hinduism is profoundly influenced by Buddhism ever
since Sankara, the Hindu counterpart of St. Thomas
Aquinas, himself an ex-Buddhist, recast Hinduism into-
its present form.) From India, Maliayana Buddhism
spread to Tibet, upon which primitive soil given over to
Animism and Shamanism, it underwent a still further
degeneration into Lamaism, which may be appropriately
defined as primitive Mongolian paganism with a surface
veneer of Buddhistic phraseology. The isolation of the
remote mountain plateau of Tibet lias, so to speak
preserved the medieval Lamaist regime in a fossilised
form; incidentally, one may suspect that the attraction
of Tibet to modern Theosophists, such as Madame
Blavatsky, is due to the inaccessibility wf its mountains
rather than to the actual holiness of its monks. It is
well-nigh impossible to check any statements about the
" Forbidden Land.”

As a religious system, accordingly, Tibetan Buddhism
represents, we repeat, a pervers'on of a perversion;
Buddhism perverted by Hinduism and then by a still
more primitive Mongolian Animism. However, as and
when considered as a theocracy, as a clerical political
regime, Lamaism appears to owe much to a yet further
source, the Homan Catholic Church. Many students of
Tibetan .Buddhism have commented upon the remarkable
resemblances between the Itoman and the Tibetan
hierarchies; rosaries, monasteries, .shaven heads, holy
water, saintly relics, all thesp are common to the two
regimes. Nor does the startling resemblance appear to
be accidental. A modern Russian historian charges that
Lamaism derived its ecclesiastical hierarchy directly
from medieval Catholicism. In the thirteenth cpntury
When Marco Polo, visited China, there was direct inter-
course between a then Catholic Europe and Mongolian
Asia. There was a Catholic Archbishop of Pekin, who
came directly from Paris, the university where Aquinas
himself taught, and the Jesuits later penetrated to
Lhassa, “ the Holy Cify ” of the Lamas.

Anyhow, wherever derived, the Temporal Power
exercised for so long from ‘the Tibetan “ Vatican,” the
Potala Palace of the Dalai Lama, is now due to end.
By the time» that these lines appear in print, the Chinese
Communists will already have entered the sacred pre-
cincts of Lliassa and put an end 'to the regime of the
Inearnate-Buddha, the Dalai Lama, just,as they have
already abolished his former colleagues', the “ Holy ”
Tsar and the Chinese “ Son of Heaven.” Presumably,
upon the Russian model, we may expect a if reformed **
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Buddhist Church to appear amongst the more intelligent
inmates of the Tibetan monasteries; a Church which
will combine Marxism with Buddhism, and the writings
of Marx, Lenin, and Stalin, along with the ‘traditional
Buddhist Scriptures. Perhaps, as' we have suggested
before in this column, the next Dalai Lama will be a
reincarnation of Lenin! Political power will gradually
shift from the clerical caste to 'the laity, as in modern
Europe. Otherwise, the process of change is not likely
to be very rapid. For, of all contemporary lands, Tibet
is the least likely to conform with the ideal Marxist
pattern of an industrial, society run by the proletariat
of its factories and mines. For, in the sparsely populated,
windswept mountains and the icy plateaux of Tibet, both
industry and the proletariat are conspicuous only by
their absence.; in such a primitive environment, it will
be centuries before the Marxist dictatorship of the
proletariat ” can ever be more than a pious fiction—even
grantedlthe suspected existence of uranium deposits
in Tibet.

In the meantime, however, Secularism has undoubtedly
made a step forward, another God has gone West!
Incidentally, the manner of his going indicates the
conservatism of Gods, even in modes of transport. For
the Dalai Lama, the * Living Buddha,” the last God-
King of Tibet, fled across the Himalayas on an ass to
Lulia; on, that is, precisely the same humble but useful
guadruped upon which Jesus, according to Christian
tradition, fled info Egypt. Gods do not change; and,
in both cases, their saviour was the ass. The Gods differ,
but the ass remains constant, Providential, and how
appropriate!

F. A. RIDLEY-.

THE STIRRING TIMES OF HENRY VIII

THE Rev. Arthur Ogle's Tragedy of the Lollards* Tower
is a record of very considerable importance. This
judicious volume (Pen in Hand Publishing Co.. Oxford.
1949, 21s.) deals minutely with the infamous case of
Richard Hunne with its sequel, the Reformation Parlia-
ment, 1529-33. Our historian possibly overstresses the
influence of the Hume murder in ministering the anti-
clerical spirit which led to the humiliation of the* Church.
Vet all the many factors which enabled the secular Power
to intimidate, overawe and penalise the clergy are care-
fully studied. These, mf course, include the divorce ol
Catherine of Aragon and the king’s determination to
enrich the Crown at the Church’s expense. Moreover.
Dr. Ogle presents a powerful case for his contention that
these drastic proceedings were stimulated and sustained
by the general indignation earoused by the malevolent
conduct of the clergy when dealing with alleged heretics,
and their dictatorial conduct in all instances where
laymen were their victims.

Chapter and verse are given for every contention our
author advances, and he never hesitates to query the
conclusions of eminent . historians whose findings have
been invalidated by documents more recently consulted.

The remarkable Hume affair occurred in 1514 when
Wolsey was supreme and when the Church seemed
impregnable. As Ogle avers: “ Luther had not appeared
in Germany and Anne Boleyn had not appeared at Court.
No bolt appeared to threaten from those blue skies under
which the prelates . . . administered the nge-long eccle-
siastical system, and set their heel upon the few who
dared impugn it. Yet within 15 years of Hunne’'s death
Germany had been convulsed by the Lutheran move-
ment; a proscribed English New Testament was being
smuggled into" England ; the king’s marriage had become

bistort

the question ol the hour; and there met 1 stroll:
Parliament which, by a succession 0f ralnt gng **
brought the Papal authority in England to u™L
with it the unlimited power of Convocation  dl[)jecf
Courts to legislate for, and discipline, the
la% -” . for heresy

Most of the martyrs who were burnt alBe N«
were friendless and obscure. Hunne, howeve , N ®h
wealthy merchant and freeman of the City alK *jmill d
universally respected in business circles as a fouf*
unblemished character. Thus, when liis body ~Re-
suspended in the Lollard’'s Tower, foul play j'a ellaiF
diately suspected. For Hunne had incurred
of the clergy by refusing a mortuary illegally " 18
by his priest and had entered an action ilgc ,
clerics under premunire, which lie los't. ‘He
charged with heresy and imprisoned in the ~ =
Tower adjoining St. Paul's; and there his coli™ kK
discovered. The clerical plea of suicide
and after an elaborate inquiry into the merits ot
the jury found an unanimous verdict of *'lfl I, iicell
“ against Dr. Horsey, the Bishop of London's ¢ juv
and two of his underlings. The accused men d
indicted, but never,tried; and the successful o (™ Pr
the authorities, ecclesiastical and lay—prolongl ©
nearly a year—to protect Horsey from being ~Smil0’
trial, served only to confirm the belief of Hunne » , jid
citizens: which was that the Coroner’s jury were j.(f
men ' and that Hunne was no heretic, but the oW\tw
clerical vengeance and the unavenged victim of
foul murder. © The scandal lingered long m
memory and even fourteen years later, Sir Thomas'~1
tried to lessen public resentment with the ski IfiH>
pleading of a lawyer deeply committed to the (
caste.

During the 15th and 16th centuries the
offence of heresy in England embraced any &C, .diig
to Wycliffe's doctrines ; the repudiation of image jur
pilgrimages, adoration of saints, the sacrament a”0u
altar and, worse than all, denial of transubstam?® /™'
For the Church declared that: ” as the words of ¢l
oration were uttered by the priest the elements g;
and wine lost all substantive existence and that Ill0™pe
of them remained but their 4accidents,” colour* b i*
solidity, liquidity as visible and tangible abstra
affirmed that what was then alone present in * suob
upon the altar under the form and appearance of
and wine was the Body and Blood of Christ.”
therefore, the very Body to which the Virgin gaV\ H ¥
and which was later crucified, buried, and ftSfen tK
Heaven within sight of the Apostles. MoreoVSl
Blood was the very liquid that flowed fral1”
Redeemer’s side. .These preposterous doctrines
made an inalienable part of the Catholic religion ~fk
Lateran Council in 1215. No wonder then that * i
celebration of the Mass that the officiating Prifgjgfil
popularly credited with making Christ and that be
transubstantiation was essential to salvation.

Miracle-performing priests thus enhanced then N y
standing and Masses for the dead greatly incrO®s®?” cc
our author avers : ” A further effect was that the s®
of praise and thanksgiving, being clothed with a tk
efficacy as an atoning sacrifice for the living
dead, was established as a steady source of™ M™Mpl
People would pray for Masses which would avail
off the wrath of God and its consequences for theZ]
and the suffering souls in Purgatory.” il

The clerical depravity so general was deplored ~ i
Lollards and their indignation influenced Parli®¥l jF
pass the Statute of Provisors in Richard Iris reign*
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' 1396, when the autocratic—-tj\olUrdsh bagame
Primate, bis intolerance led 1° 1? ip Of Lancaster n 1
Arundel ranged himself with, the  'ner the deposi io
ascended the throne as Henry. ,n>nended on hai's
aud murder of Richard Il. Henry gnsure the latter-
mentawy and clerical support so, * heresy. In., »
Churchand State combined to supp_ ~ the sheriffs to
statute De Heretico comburendo comp  episcopal nantis

attend heresy trials and to -take>w tent with this,

and bum- all those convicted, ho A constitutions
GRERIaze frough convgsadp.  O0Vardry= 110
after Oldcastle’

ch . revolt,)»-S '™ E*“~  * real'.

magistrates and sheiiffs e  g{ heretics

a
- In the detectiqn anq.< ;. ;.4 »
g@%&%@ B, 19 the Disbpsic triatr,  These

8i8Hs Hrove Eolhut A yHI when

't remained until the reign ot ne |
cretioo comburerulo was repealet «
bne of the evils swept away at

Tle™al protection 8ranted to criminous clerks. So earI)(/:

b 1512 this privilege was annullssioRythBagtgragng,
WeviCuslv clericals in minor orderswlUishment hbr
archdeacon, enjoyed immunity fro® P]. rk charged with
'mues. Benefit of clergy eniUed (his bishop as h
lel°Uy or homicide to appear Jieio " pjVen when a
'w'id not he tried bv any secuiai cg thMf concerned
I'n was caught committing an  official could de am
uni personally, no layman or twenty hours, an
Ue aggused for a longer period tl an Canonists.
AgEINMs slight right was queationed by® the bishop

Reformation

Ul H5hitne SR h o thaclr
Wno

Were prepared to swear their belief in the

0 8 Aj~grity, “ And if, by perjury or otherwise/’

10 choon P8 “ AE could clearthimsetR tHe ' bistop!-hadk
AL bgibMto relegse pim -

graded ~me criminous clerks were occasionally

Ollp’ their future was left undecided, and this
N(ikei i °fi ~le Problems which led to the murder of
eea\Mn. a8° of Henry Il, when that statesman was

8 to rationalise the law. But during the

mneg%ﬁ century the degradation of criminous clerks
iy j}ave keen suspended. In 1488, however, under
Injoyocl 1 L' measures were taken to remove the privilege
vfge "’ a felonious clerk who could repeat his “ neck
f.genernf-Ut with little effect. As Ogle notes: “ Within
Si of rA°? ~~(pe Leo X, in a Bull issued at the instiga-
( creddi® Sey (February 12, 1516) declared himself w
~NPle toll luf°"med that in the kingdom of England
rft Mth°0Ok ~le ~rst clerical tonsure and minor orders,
°rders, i . Purpose of prqgeeding to thg, higher sacred
Nnes In mﬂ‘i‘( 5 Be ffée to commit excesses and

to ;©spite the changes in the law, for many
NSeerl CGime ~le clericals were more notorious for their

s than famed for thiir enlightenment.
T. F. PALMER.

| L Mim ESPERANTO
I SIOMd j writing to state the case for Esperanto. |
1think N IMeasect to do so if asked, and the case is,
fE&™ Unanswerable. Anyway, anyone interested can
\eHfy f ~terature from the Esperanto Association, and

- koy @ himself what is wuitten.
1 \Wbinuxyeveiowrite to protest against Mr. Roy'’s article
i"Fhud1SSLe October 20. He mentions a reviewer
" Perhaps, a “ prejudiced view.” His own free
(Illestion-begging epithets and statements does
Jh y>In™ this may be the case with him also.

*°y refers, for example, to what is after all the
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only rational and successful solution of the international
language problem as “ the Esperanto craze,” ” arti-
ficial,” lingo,” ” mongrel,” ” hotch-potch.” “ An
Esperanto addict happens to make a clever remark.”
The creator of Esperanto, whose clear-sighted linguistic
genius succeeded where all others (including linguists and
learned societies) failed, was “ bemused,” and sorely
lacked ‘' understanding of what is and is not relevant.’’
These things are not worthy of a serious writer.

Opponents are accustomed to copy one another without
investigation, and often without any knowledge of the
language they presume to criticise. Mr. Roy seems to
have done the same. 1 do not for a moment wish to
decry the value of The Loom of Language in other ways,
but as far as Esperanto is concerned it is definitely mis-
leading. | sent the author a long list of errors and
misstatements in these few pages.

Mr. Roy mentions a scheme which ” has a great advan-
tage over all its competitors, Esperanto included.” But
(a) this scheme has been dead for many years (if indeed
it ever lived). And (b) what is needed is not a paper
project easily guessable by an ” educated European,” but
a living language in world-wide use by ordinary men of
all nations. Mr. Roy himself says that we must ” cater
for the needs of the common people (trade, Labour move-
ment), rather than for the needs of scholars.” Well,
Esperanto caters for both, but especially for the ordinary
man and woman. Who are the 5,000 people from 50
nations who meet every year in various Esperanto con-
gresses with complete understanding? Not, for the most
part, professors and polyglots, but ordinary men, women,
and children, who use Esperanto because it eminently
“ meets their needs ”"—it works. And there is nothing
else to take its place.

Mr. Roy says that in no respect is Esperanto superior
to English, and that the grammar of English is much
simpler. One can only smile! And if Zamenhof had
” no regard to Oriental speech,” how is it that Esperanto
is so strong in Japan, and that Chinese Esperantists point-
out the linguistic similarities between Esperanto and
Chinese? In fact, in Esperanto East meets West: it is
Eastern by structure and Western in vocabulary.

Mr. Roy says that Esperanto ought to have letters for
some compound sounds. Well, it has them. Yet he
criticizes Esperanto just because it has these letters!
Does he seriously propose that Esperanto should import
Cyrillic letters into its Latin alphabet? This would
indeed be a real ” hotch-potch.”

As to Mr. Roy’s digression in praise of how good
English might be if it were streamlined and simplified—
if only it were what it is not—1 merely point out that
Esperanto does in fact possess those qualities whose
absence in English he deplores: Esperanto has, English
has not, a phonetic spelling.

One last point. Mr. Roy suggests that the majority of
Esperantists are R.Cs., and says that the R.C. Church is
foremost in boosting Esperanto. These statements are
definitely very far from the truth. There is in Esperanto
far more Atheist than ICC. literature". Esperanto is a
language. It has no connection with any religious or
political school of thought. But all may use it to spread
their views and gaifi adherents, and those who are intelli-
gent and awake to its possibilities will do so. But the
R.C. Esperantist has to face more'prejudice than others:
he is told at once: ” The'international language of the
Church is Latin.” This is, of course, entirely irrelevant.
But it passes for argument with the unthinking.

-MONTAGU C. BUTLER, M.R.S.T.
(Education Secretary,
British Esperanto Association, Incd.).
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“ SCRUPULOUSLY FAIR, AS A GENERAL
RULE AN ELUCIDATION AND AN APOLOGY

IN this article, of April 30, 1930, now in trac't form, 1
wrote that “ Pope Leo XIIl, in the Encyclical
Immortal© Dei of November 1, 1885, held that 4 heretics
were justly burned/ ” The Priest-Director of the
Inquiry Bureau of “ The Universe ''—after reading this
tract has replied: * 1can assure you that no such state-
ment occurs anywhere in the Encyclical in question,
and ‘the statement is a lie/’ | thank the P.-D. for
correcting me re the Encyclical named: | erred there,
and apologise to publisher and to all readers for that
mistake. On looking up my authority 1find: * In those
times the Christian Church was small and feeble, and
had.not yet snatched the cynical power whereby, ever
since, it ' requires the acceptance and practice not of
the religion one may choose, but of that which God
prescribes ... to be the only true one,” as asserted by
His Holiness Leo X111, in the Encyclical Immortal®© Dei,
of November 1, 1885 (O.E. xivl 764). Whereupon, the
‘ choosers * of their religion *became ‘' heretics,” and
were 4justly burned,” as that same Pope admits ”
(* Forgery in Christianity,” by Joseph Wheless; New
York, A. A. Knopf, 1930, page 396). Here the associa-
tion of persecution with I1.C. “ prescribed religion ” is
so close that associating the two ideas became identifying
the two. The same juxtaposition of quotation from that
same Encyclical, under its other title of 4 The Christian
Constitution of States,” is immediately followed by a
guotation of 33 lines from “ Does the Catholic Church
Persecute?” by the Rev. Joseph Keating,'who upholds
his Church’'s right to persecute (“ No Friend of
Democracy,” by E. Moore,» 1941; pp, 44-45).

If it is claimed, or intended, that my statement, that

Leo XIIT held that heretics were justly burned,” ” is
a lie,” unfortunately, | cannot agree. 4 The power then
of expelling heresy is an essential factor in the constitu-
tion of the Church (“ Catholic Encyclop.” on Heresy,
vii, 260). 4 Theodosius is said to be the first who pro-
nounced heresy a capital crime, A.D. 382 " (C.E. vii,
260). 4 The burning of heretics was first decreed, in the
Uth century” (C.E. vii, 260). “ The Church’s claim to be
the accredited and infallible ambassador of God, which
justifies her apparent inconsistency [of seeking toleration
for itself while it denies toleration to others]. And though
the Church exercises that right [to coerce its subjects]
for the most part by spiritual sanctions, she has newer
relinquished the right to use other m.eans. The non-
Catholic Christians of our day are, strictly speaking,
her subjects. She adapts her discipline to the times
and circumstances, in order that it may fulfil its salutary
purpose ” (C.E. xi, Persecution, p. 703, vol. xi). “ The
present-day legislation against heresy has lost nothing
of its ancient severity, but the penalties on heretics
are now only of the spiritual order; all the punishments
which require the intervention of the secular arm have
fallen into abeyance ” (C.E. vii, 260). By a Bull of
Pope Paul TV, in 1559, heretics are “ to be deprived of
every consolation of humanity ” (Dr. R. F. T/ttledale,
4 Plain Reasons,” p. 145). In 4 Question-Box
Answers,” New York, 1910, to/the question 4 Does not
your Church claim the right to imprison, torture, and
kill heretics? the authoritative reply is: 4 No; the
Catholic Church declares it sinful to force people to
join her communion, or to punish for heresy or false
religion, those outside her fold. As to inflicting bodily
penalties, according to Canop Law, anyone* who takes part
in the shedding of blood becomes by the very fact
irregular or incapable of receiving or exercising Holy

Orders. The state of heresy which used to ”¢¢
as a political crime . . . these were times o

for

and cruelty. Thank God they have passed of tre
ever 7 (p. 219). What a whopper ! It reminds gacred

sanctimonious Formula of Judgment atJ. that they
ceremonials of burning heretics with a Praye . Ajtho™

should b© punished “ as mildly as possible an

the shedding of blood.” l*ct 7
And here 1 come to the Canon Law- a sU 3™ (.
little known—and tw* Pope Leo XL1le pillol

Coulton says: 4 The learned Cardinals Tarqull

.8

*and Lepicier*, and the equally learned *I°we>to )°u

Luca [to name only recent], are ready
conclusively that the Pope has a right

temporal punishments for unbelief upon alU> ~ thev

jierson whatsoever, with negligible exceptions»
have the whole weight of Roman tradition ana
behind them.. Yet the Jesuit Vermeers h »
guotations show him to be either igu°rall, Il
honest, is first put up 'to lecture, and then
into English, in order to assure the N

N
ISlak(
tk

of the exact opposite to that which his sUP?llve V 11

Cardinals, with special papal approbation, h#&

teaching. It is what Dr. E. J. Dillon exXpPo®
mercifully as 4the Book-keeping by Double

i al;
ntry
o

which was being regularly practisedwithin Pl
Church ” (4 Romanism and Truth,” ii, 86). ~lr*"YgoJ

McCabe says: 4 This new Code [Vatican new
of the Canon Law, 1918] is of. the Private La
expressly says that it does not abrogate the Fim
which is printed in Latin alone and is ©xpounc e
within the priesthood only to special students.
is the Law of the Church 'to-day, just as it
days of Torguerpada, withou't the sacrifice a
syllable. It is taught in the Papal University
and in 1901 the Professor, Fr. M'arianus de Luca,
lectures on jft published bv the Vatican Press (
tiones Juris Ecclesiastici Publici '), with a

of approval by Leo XI1J 4the Liberal Pope

it
jin
diide
poY'
N
ljtir
~0

Papacy in Politics To-day,” p. 16). A translated e- #

is given from M. do Luca in Mr. McCabe’s 11
and Their Church,” pp. 149-150. 4 A few yeal

f

another papal Professor, Father (later Cadiiml) L /jpitl
published his version of the Publi€é jaw (4De Stab 7

et Progressu Dogmatis ') and gave the same
principle as unquestioned in ‘'the Cathohc vy

|
md

Dr. Cadoux shows in his ‘4Roman Catholic* py

Freedom ” (1936) that the claim is openly IIL?
the French Cardinal Billot in his 4 Tractatus do Fl. in

Ohris'ti * (1922) and by the Jesuit Professor SOL
his 4Traite d© Philosophic ' (1924), and that

X it
1Yy

Ronald Knox and Mr. Belloc have acknowledge 3

claim of a right of physical compulsion ” (“
Politics Today,” pp. 16-17). Mr. A. D. Howell

AN

mentions other champions of death for heretic * Jil

says, 4 Fathidr kH. de Uiwasg proilessot at -the
University.of,Rome and author of a work issued n

~ip
° O

Vatican Press and accompanied by a letter of a™NP@
from Leo A7/./, advocates the greatest intotem }i

(4 Thou Art Peter,” 1950, p. 725). 4H4Leo Xl

AN

recommended Thomas Aquinas as the best £ul yll’
philosophy as well as theology ” (p, 725). " Let>

was little versed in it [Biblical scholarship]
(p. 576). 4 He [Leo XIIlI] made pronoinK*en*

the Biblical question which caused Catholic

t]
i™pl-;

N

in niy hearing, ‘to speak bitterly of his ign°ri d&X

(McCabe's 44 The Popes and their Church,” 1950,
Aquinas, the Aristotelian 4 Angelic Doctor,”

holder of death to heretics, the envisager of 4 the
of the blessed spirits in heaven having a perfect

P X\
Wi\
N
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pdépetteegvoxid.l all(l
, ho longer has
and principles

uie t&rtures of the damned is, i
~hers, the beneficent guide requirei
fortunately, the Homan Catholic j
the power |tyhag to carry out its cJ’\

hy stake and rack. 0EOBfi® ROSS.

MARY'S FLIGHT TO HEAVEN
NRN/ The Problem of Transport

in bodv\I™ 11 Hatholie dogma that Mary went to Heaven
asoone* S W ra*es n°t only ecclesiastic problems but
Lues ti° *ransPorL According to Sir Harold Spencer
is "300MAMuUfeS™t British Astronomer Royal, this earth
itsug] ,UW * from the sun. If there is a Heaven
the &7 ItUIs™ k* at Last another 93,000,000 miles from
many nv otl!lerwise there would be a danger that the
a*WBwtm Ons ™ at Jesus is reported to have prepared
still, ba® i damagcd by heat. But more remarkable

HKiParatino-C i"h a s’rnPfe addition sum, is the distance
196,00a nL ~ s srnall planet from the celestial regions—

P A m”~es*
iine N ou”™at an even 30 miles an hour she would
i°umeveeridif0”e than 700 years in accomplishing the
Aircraft~ ™ lere is no information how she travelled,
"ai's to WIS no” avaHable. Up to that date, two world
marveji °1} Wars had not taken place and witnessed
" nonclIS (L velopments in aeroplanes. Did Mary make
°Ccnpie(Ph Bip? If she did not, her flight would have
Intorisf | more time.! Even the most enthusiastic

Without r° Ud no~care  £° from Melbourne to Sydney
shotc] , feaving his car on a couple of occasions to

'‘Ae .uin/mself. We are not told how Mary was kept
hae \H le time. It is hardly likely that there would
Mirb\er?U °n N 1B route service stations equipped with
that W*QGs or delicatessens. Cook’s had no agencies on
though and government tourist bureaus were not
made |' (h. Catering arrangements might have been
the js ~ Heaven; manna was miraculously furnished for
Ua)iil  Ites in their journey through the wilderness ol

the H!h(1 Inore serious point is that it is reflection on
men J IVei% authorities that this dogma has only just
ji ignoVea®ed- Why was the world allowed to remain
2000 vrailCe °f such an important event for nearly
Ol 8UmCars’ Were previous Vicars of Christ unworthy
Lhn v! confidence. Tt may well be that Popes
Lbeii  ~' Alexander VI and Leo X did not deserve
the 1R1liled of Mary’s experience. On the other hand,
Su °f Homan Catholics a great distinction lias
JitQrionterred 011 Hie present Pontiff. When a future
AsfLBin / Hie adbiitty oft Pidedi. Leepodid Ranke wri tes an
S*Mer rir ilie T°P®B he will devote much space in the
jhis tM°n Tius X1 to the promulgation of this dogma.
Ly} will be regarded as the most important in
"iU« 1dhcate ; his friendship with Mussolini and Hitler
W ° «gotten.
E.” e conclusion of the whole matter? It is sad
shite fil0 advancement made in scientific know-
vari lUa Hie higher educational standards prevailing
vith s I countries, this nonsense should be announced
solemn ceremonial and accepted by so many
vimj ,, At any rate, those who believe that the
Save birth to a son, although no man had
| Ja]™ relations with her, can just as easily swallow
H soul"l doéma that she ascended to Heaven in body

“ STUDENT
elb°urne.

ASK AT YOUR LIBRARY *

BLOOMSBURY was always a favourite dwelling place
for men of letters. The authors of this book have not
only dealt with modern- Bloomsbury, but have also given
us some interesting pen portraits of famous men who
have made Bloomsbury their home. A glance at a few
of the names will show ns that this part of London housed
many of our great men.

It was here that William Morris made his first experi-
ment of artistic principles to the designing and furnishing
of the home.

It was in Red Lion Square that Dante Gabriel Rossetti
and Edward Burne Jones resided.

It was in Theobald’'s Road, once a fashionable'quarter,
that Abernethy made his home. His was a famous name
in the world of medicine, and he will always be remem-
bered as the founder of St. Bart’'s Medical School.

It was a wise idea of the authors to confine their
investigations to one part of London, for .London itself is
too big to be dealt with fully in one single volume. The
writers have succeeded in a double purpose: they have
given us a book of modern Bloomsbury, and they have
also brought to life many of the people who made the
borough famous.

Although the present British Museum was not built
until 1823, its forerunner, Montagu House, was used as
far back as 1753. To-day the British Museum serves
as a mecca for students, not only in Britain, but from all
over the world. People of every nationality gravitate to
Bloomsbury, whilst thousands of students attending
London University, tread its pavements.

Freethinkers from the provinces and abroad ought to
visit 110, Gower Street, where Charles Darwin lived.
.Darwin, who did more than any othei; man to smash the
falsehoods of Christian teaching, was buried in West-
minster Abbey. The Church have always been expert
horly-snatchers.

Frequently we read books full of nostalgic nonsense,
dealing with *mthe good old days.” Let us browse in the
pages of this book and visit Euston Road, exactly one
hundred years ago and read what the authors say:

It is not surprising that cholera and fevers raged in
the miserable shacks set amidst the dung and cinder
heaps, the piles of rotting vegetables. Indeed, being
naturally damp and marshy, it was ironically known as

Ague Town.’ * A perfect reproduction of one of
the worst towns in Ireland,” said Dickens; while Canon
Doyle, the great Minister of St. Pancras Church, testified
before a committee of the House of Commons as to the
extreme and unmitigated poverty . ... the houses were
of the most wretched description, titter for occupation of
wild beasts than human beings.”

For 20 years Agar Town flourished:+" brute force,
aggravated and liberally brought out by strong drink, is
the ruling power "—and then it declined as abruptly as
It had arisen. Within 30 years it might never have been,
and St. Pancras Station and the extensive goods yards
behind have destroyed all traces.

Charles Dickens lived in Bloomsbury in Doughty
Street, and made the district the scene of many of the
incidents in his books and the home of many of his
characters.

The past history of Bloomsbury is skilfully combined
with the borough of to-day, and its historical interest
makes it a book worth buying and worth keeping.

F. A. HORNIBROGK.

* Boo/; of
Deeson. (lllustrated.) Price 12s. 6d.~ Published by Edward

Gordon Limited, 0, Great Russell Street. London, W.U.I.

Bloomsbury.By Edward Gordon and A. 1. L-
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ACID DROPS

The Sunday collection at Framlingham Church in
Suffolk has- recently been so disappointing that the vicar
decided to give an open plate a chance rather than the
usual bag. Buttons, farthings, and halfpennies are very
difficult to put on a plate, and we must congratulate the
vicar on his bright idea.

The Bishops’ Church Fund is also complaining that
money is not coming in as fast and as much as it ought
to. The Rev. R. Fielding moans that “ we are sixpenny-
minded in the Church of England.” For what is six-
pence these days? Why, you can't even go to a cinema
for it. Mr. Fielding did not see how it was possible to
raise £11,000 from “ casuals ” who always came to
church “ on four wheels—first in a pram, then in a taxi,
and finally in a hearse.” Most of these casuals appear
to us to prefer not going at all. In any case, finance has
always been a painful subject with our wealthy Church,
for most of its devout members hate to stump up.

One of the members of the depressing Mothers’ Union,
a Mrs. Canadine, is very concerned with our young soldier
conscripts not kneeling in prayer “ without having shoes,
brushes, and books thrown at them.” We are not aware
that this is really the case, but if it is, we send our good
wishes to the throwers. They are rightly disgusted at
such pitiful grovelling. Prayers should be left to Mrs.
Canadine and her friends in the Mothers’ Union.

A gentleman called Ezra, in the Methodist Recorder,
says: ” Never condemn an Atheist until you know the
kind of God in whom he was brought up to believe.”
Many, many Atheists used to believe in the same God
as the Editor of the Methodist Recorder, and, looking
back, they cannot see much difference between this God,
a Roman Catholic statue, or the hoodoo god of an African
witch-doctor. Tf Ezra can tell us the difference, we shall
be pleased to give him the use of this journal, and a
chance to reconvert our readers.

The Social and Industrial Commission of the Church
Assembly has published their report against gambling.
The Commission just hates the amount of money people
are winning in football pools and on the race-course, but
recognises the difficulty of suppressing the gambling
instinct in man. 7 The only genuine remedy,” it says,
¢ is recovery of the Christian interpretation of life and
work ”—though what this rigmarole means it would be
difficult to say. One thing is certain, however. If the
Church could initiate a lottery on the lines of the one in
Ireland, the rush for tickets from Church people would
be phenomenal. Why not try it?

What exactly is meant by Bible or Scripture teaching
has been discussed in the columns of the Portsmouth
‘Evening News, and a very mixed bag of ideas has been
the result. But one thing lias emerged and that is, that
nobody appears to know what it is that can be taught
from the Bible. Needless to add, the * specialist,” the
theological student, complains that it is “ presumptuous
for parents to claim superior knowledge over those who
have spent years at a theological college studying the
Bible.” But surely even a parent knows that the story
of Adam and Eve, the Virgin Birth, the Incarnation, the
Resurrection, the Devils, Angels, and Miracles of the
Bible, are all just drivel? Is there any theological student
who could prove any one of these things?

niber 2

gloons*

There is-pow a London School of
bury, and readers of The Times Educational™ » sV

are asked to write for particulars, if they religi°u*
religious and Bible problems. ” Persons 0 a _ Wwst)
op.nions are welcome, but what abend jg tfiere
object is to shatter all religious opinions
anybody in this School ready to meet them =

Seme of our religious journals are @
the religion of George Bernard Shaw ~istiao'ty

hardly conceal their disgust at his known anti-Chitjjink/"
This proves, we are told, that he was no Acoot
that he was ” wrong-headed,” and prejudice £l '
ing to the' Church Times Shaw believed “ 11 ° nl« A
is completely immanent in nature and history "nrocess
who achieves his purposes by an unwearying r-m
trial and error, becoming gradually more consc
growing in wisdom and goodness.” If this is

the God of Shaw is far, far away from the *
conception of God, and to all intents and plirPoS

was as much an Atheist as Bradlaugh.

On the other hand, Mr. W. R. Titterton inthe I " pe
calls Shaw “ an unbeliever whose life was
to those of us who have the faith and a warning ,"g.
who have not. He was so righteous and so d
Thus, whatever else he was, he was also an “ un Jor fio*
which puts him in the right category no mnth ™~
furious it makes pious people. In other vy°r’.95\pGie
joins the glorious throng of unbelievers— Shal*e
Darwin, Shelley, Wells, and countless more.

g mmmmmm—ee- . VA S 1\V
The “ Universe ” has come to the conclusion t11° fi\f

question of Atheism stands in a class by itself,

“ the poisonous element” in Communism ~ pOr
Atheism.” Jn fact, ” the fight against Atheistical»?
munism will end in a fiasco if we are going to 1 .0
that what is wrong with it is a particular
economics.” To put it another way, when the L jgffc
attack Communism they prefer to call it “ Atn Ar
Communism so that they can get a smack at A \c
As we have pointed out, Communism @as such %S
wholeheartedly accepted by Christians; but ’
never i

bex

There is sure to be another Holy War soon tron

the Churches and the B.B.C. It appears that the

IS not so much that some of the B.B.C. speaker”
Mr, Fred Hoyle, for example) give lectures w 1L
clearly Atheistic, but that “ Christian truths are

as if they were an open question,” as one very \ #Hif
critic puts it. All we are concerned with is this
if the Churches can broadcast their services regu'i'Vv
any speaker who has to deal with science SHOlH i,
allowed his uncensored opinion to come across the em
and if this treats “ Christian truths ” as being

less “ untruths,” so what? How frightened Chilb
are of the truth!

No one more than our bishops recognise how
indifference-if not open hostility to religion Tas. = ¢
most intelligent people. Here we have the BBishei ji
Norwich admitting that the ” most powerful
our midst is the widespread acquiescence in a PL* - I
Agnosticism,” which is quite true, though the IS/
obliged to add, “ it is timid.” It certainly is
otherwise the majority of Agnostics would recogpi®L
the proper attitude is an uncompromising Atheist
there is nothing timid in that.
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T. | SUGAR PLUMS

Dinner® Sai” now available for the G. W. Foote Centenary
N088 }T°f Saturday, January 13 next, in the Charing
taowi ]?, ' ~ rand» London W.C. 2. Speeches by well
Will fon linkers ancta Mass musical programme
aHsoon ° X/~ le accommodation is strictly limited and
¢as0 af ~he covering tickets are sold further sales must
'Ulay ¢l usual the unlucky ones will he those who
tynst ,J° applications for tickets. Cash, 15s. per ticket,
bio v ° rIPariy applications, and it must he noted if
Jon p~(i“an menu is required. Tickets from 41, Gray's
~cepgof Landon, W.C. 1. Dinner served at 7 p.m.,
at 6-30 p.m.

I\EI'I_D' Memorial Service held in Conway Hall ™
’\\(aaja/ icc \on memory of the late. Adam Gowans

tSy® wes 'well attended. Excellent and touching
\ C t (tlre from Miss Marjorie Bowen, Prof. A ~
K T Mr. H. J. Blackham and Mr. Hector Hawton
¢ 8wmg, not only the man and his work but his un
rdfOmising attituice aghiol sujperpaturali n
teilderodin a”ition, Miss Adelina Leon beautiful]v
Jic. ( ,excerpts from Bach, Fauré and Percy Grainger
~ttier c®?” and Mr. G. C. Bowman sang Sidney
Men * ‘ Requiem ” and Liza Lehmann’s ™ Myself
onne/ M 1t > with fine effect. Mr. C. Bradlaiugh
Ina\é ~ .Ruhably thanked all who had contributed to

. n B Ldbute tthe memory of a well-beloved com-
a Access.

W (h(in?”o8111 rea(Lrs will need no second reminder to

anG = Cafe, 40, Cannon Street, off New Street,
Ho (November 26), to hear Mr. F. A. Homibrook,
JKvZ'U «Peak on Freethinkers. Awake ! Mr.
%\ * * * > well known and appreciated in Birmingham,
Heet},; \ lls forceful manner behind his subject lethargic
N 7w1\a.iers had better look out. The lecture begins

All
helping Cardiff in the fight for the
°Pening of cinemas can have suppliies of
ST |ly réinemas 7 ledflet fOF dmilvibwtaoil froil the
Hecl ’V‘vgegfelfary, N-S:S., 41, 6ray’'s Inn Road,

to Becrcia
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THE SUPERSTITION CALLED SPIRITUALISM
T

A FEW months ago occurred the death of Mrs. Piper,
one of the most outstanding of all mediums. She figures
in all the histories of Spiritualism, and she certainly
convinced a great number of Eminent scientists and
literary men that through her they could be put,in touch
with the “ spirits ” of dead people. So famous indeed
did she become, and so impressed was the Society for
Psychical Research by her success, that they gave her
a pension for life.

It was in 1884 that she first became known, and soon
she was controlled by the spirits of Mrs. Siddons, Bach,
Longfellow, Commodore Vanderbilt, Dr. Pliinuit, and
many others. From 1885, she came under the charge of
Dr. Hodgson who had made a big name for himself by
“ exposing 7 Madame Blavatsky—an exposure which

Mshould have crushed Theosophy, but did nothing of the

kind. For my own part, after reading how Hodgson
carried on his investigation, | always felt that if M. and
I\jlme Coulomb had not double-crossed Mme. Blavatsky,
he would have been fooled as easily by that astute lady
as lie was later on by Mrs. Piper.

In its obituary notice, the Psychic Neivs actually told
its readers that “ Mrs. Piper devoted her life- and gifts
to scientific research ” (my italics), about as fatuous a
piece of ignorant twaddle as J have read for a long time.

There is not a scrap of proof of any kind that Mrs.
Piper ever got in ‘touch with any spirit .whatever. Her
principal control, “ Dr. Phinuit,” who was supposed
to be a French doctor, didn't know a word of French.
The brother of another of her “ controls,P known as
“ G.P.” whose pseudonym was “ George Pelham ” (it
is given by the Psychic Neivs as Pelman) wrote- to the
late Edward Clodd about a report of a seance in which
G.P. appeared—*“ ‘ Pelham’s ' so-called communications
were *uneducated banalities beneath contempt/ ” Prof.
John Fiske, who knew “ Pelham,” asked Mrs. Piper
certain things which the departed ” spirit ” alone could
have known, and * she was either silent or entirely
wrong.”

In his book Sixty Years of Psychical Research, the
author, Joseph F. itinn, has a great deal to say of Mrs.
Piper, Dr, Hodgson, Prof. Hyslop, Sir Oliver Lodge,
and many other people who sat with her. R-jnn arranged
for a sitting under Hodgson and, learning tliat Phinuit
had been a doctor in real life, ” asked what certain drugs
were for.” Phinuit, says Itinn, “ dodged my medical
guestions. Even when |%gave the name of the drug
in English, he /showed complete ignorance of .what it
was used for. | then began asking ‘the meaning of certain
diseases, but the spirit control knew less about them
than the average layman.”

Rinn also laid a trap for Mrs. Piper into which she
fell—asking about a lady who never existed, and was
given a suitable reply by Phinuit as if she did. Both
Hyslop and Hodgson were 4ngry, and they appear never
again to have invited Rinn to any of her seances.
Hodgson’s Report showed that lie fully believed in the
spirit explanation after being, in a way, quite sceptical,
lilnn hints that he thinks Hodgson was not:altogether
sincere.

Later investigation showed that “ Pelham ” had really
lived (his name being Pellew) but his family had
the greatest contempt for Mrs. Piper's “ revelations ”
which they considered a huge fraud. In Riim’s book is
given in full a communication from Prof. Pellew, his
brother, far too long to quote here; but its contents
showed that “ Dr. Hodgso#p lied outrageously,” Itinn
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Jpoints' out, “ on many important points in' relation to

G.1V and his family. Yet it was this Report of his,
and belief in Dr. Hodgson’'s honesty, that caused
thousands of people through the years to become con-
verted to* a belief in Spiritualism.”

The way in which Dr. Hyslop was “ converted ” also
to believe in Mrs. Piper’'s mediumship is thoroughly gone
into by Rinn, who says, “ the simplicity of the man was
saddening to. an old friend like me.” Hyslop was
bamboozled time and time again. Podmore, of course,
supports Rinn’s conclusions, but his careful—and, for
that matter, sympathetic—analysis of Mrs. Piper’s
mediumship leaves no doubt that spirits from “ beyond
no more influenced her than they do me as | write this.
Yet we are told by the Psychic News that “ die-hard
psychical researches were prepared to admit ” the truth
of some of her claims. The only ones who ever did so
were always bamboozled.

In my last article, 1 pointed out how the two Joans
of Arc of the movement, the Fox sisters, publicly con-
fessed the frauds they had for years committed. But
as Rinn points out, so did Mrs. Piper, and not many
people are aware of this. He gives in full the “ Statement
of Mrs. Piper ” from the New York Herald of October 20,
1901. In this, “ the brilliant psychic powers ” of
Mrs. Piper, “ which convinced Sir Oliver Lodge,” accord-
ing to the Psychic News, appear to have completely for-
saken her. She declared: —

“ 1 have always maintained that these (psychic)
phenomena could be explained in other ways than
by the intervention of disembodied' spirit forces.
I must truthfully say that | do not believe that
spirits of the dead have spoken through me when
I have been in a trance state. \ have never con-
sidered myself a Spiritualist. T cannot see how it
can be scientifically proved that we hold communica-
tion with the so-called spirit world. When | read
the reports of the Society for Psychical Research, it
all seems to me that there is no evidence of sufficient
scientific value to warrant acceptance of the
spiritistic hypo/thesis.

And so on.

Of course, Dr. Hodgson could not allow this to appear
uncontradicted, so he calmly told the Westminster
Gazette of October 26, 1901, that “ the statement made
by her represented simply a transient mood.” And the
American Branch of the S.P.R. declared that Airs. Piper
“ has withdrawn her confession.” Our readers can take
their choice—but it must make some furious to think
about the way in which so many famous mediums admit
their huge fraud. Still, it is not surprising to find
Spiritualists believing anything, no matter how incredible,
when we get millions of people believing in the
Assumption of Alary merely because somebody says it
is true.

But Rinn was never content merely to
mediums. He once worked out a plan for producing
“ psychic phenomena ” designed especially for the mem-
bers of the Society for Psychical Research, because he
thought that they were “ the easiest marks for me to
begin on.” It was a wonderful meeting—he gives the
fullest details—and at the close, Prof. Hyslop told
his audience that they had seen a “ scientific demonstra-
tion of the truth of telepathy that cannot be questioned.”
And he also predicted that “ some day in the near future,
Air. Rinn will develop into a great medium.” And Rinn
replied that he had fooled “ this intelligent audience by
producing phenomena by fraudulent means. Every
feat | performed tonight was done fraudulently.” He
then showed how they were done. And the point to note

expose
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particularly was that lie had not produced u*Qjed”
through ordinary conjuring, but * had

intelligence of his audience. Ede 1
What chance has a * scientist ' iu ac0
daring .unbeliever? None at all!
PHILOSOPHY FOR FUN a0
THE anti-Aletapbysician is really a Alet&P this
Air. Preece (October 22, 1950) is of the
is a ridiculous assertion. “ By “ ridiculous Nafc »
to mean “ unreasonable.” 1 intend to s \ liuMl

assertion is anything but unreasonable, but tiv. eiitfloN
ask Air. Preece to excuse the somewhat cc

process of definition. This is necessary, for 1 uv
indulges in the use of loose emotive terms w  ji,
no descriptive content whatever. Does he rea a
for instance, that my (crude) assertion i s ~ ndcfr
raw, i.e., in its natural state? Similarly, ' y 1 0
logical reasons but simply because of thll

consciousness of their own amateur status refu
amateur Aletaphysicians, in dealing Metaphysl
to 'their work as anti-Metaphysical, and desen ¢

selves as anti-Aletaphysicians. courL
Further, Air. Preece would do well to take s
in the logic about which he writes so much. ije ™

confused in his thinking on a number of points* ~ 0
confused when he draws the analogy betu
Metaphysician and a Christian. On the one
Aletaphysics is a method, but on the other, ~irw 0
is a body of dogma. While it is perfectly v?ii aor!
method against method, it is not usual to ns O
against dogma, at least, it is not usual for logics
have passed the elementary stages. As the
is an essential characteristic of Aletaphysics, bne
that his “ analogy ” is formally invalid (and as n
seen, it is materially false). Even apart from 11” oD
absurdity of his contention can readily be seen &ty
takes the trouble to substitute Christian and Chris ~
for Aletaphysics and Aletaphysician, his remarks t
patently silly. Again, his confusion becomes bl
when one considers that one is not anti-Metaphy6" jhtc
the same sense that one is anti-Christian, for as
seen, the two are qualitatively different, lhe e° thL
is made worse confounded by his choice of prefi®j
correct ones being of course, anti-Aletaphysics an( MK
Christian. In the one case, the non-Christian b
has a positive content, which in many instances, i] thl
to be inimical to Christianity. In the other ¢ "L’I]gig
anti-Aletaphysician (as distinct from .
Aletaphysician), by the very fact that he is YSluPr 1
same method, is necessarily wimt? A Metaphysjor?” il
course | intend to return to Air. Preece’'s comll
due course
I am aware that ATaterialists desire that that " 1 jt
difficult shall be made pleasurable and fu™"RV” pifil
shallow. This is understandable when one consider il
it is precisely because they are shallow thinkey o
they are Materialists. In any event, Philosophy
serious study, requiring intense .and concentrate”™
The desire on the part of the Alaterialist that Ph1®
should be made pleasurable and funny, appears
to be something in the nature of a defence mcch*\"*(lu
realising as | do that a Materialist coming to any *
work is at a great disadvantage, for he attempts | pd
a serious subject-matter with little in his mlk ;
relics of a bygone age.” It is significant that I1)Q)lN
those people who call themselves Materialists hay
a vague idea of what Alaterialism really is, and J
yet to mee't one who can supply a lucid and hdel *
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reply to my criticism that Materialist < s&8¢d\o tioiH
tPn\altP I\9| %rrelgltgr% IdI‘Ereethln er, m%]or Anti.cleriG,  are

Synornymous terms. ) 'r, a grounding 12
Mr. Treece betrays his need the statement,

(Inductive) Logic when he claims devises expen-
Science first frames an hypothes s~ egg work. This is

("ents to test it),” makes science me o laboratory worker

idiotic. Scientificmethod, as any . e\ther (a)

will tell you, is essentially a Pr°ce’. acCUrate observa-

Induetion, which consists m: W formation ot an

i'on of the facts under question. (M ible cause) whrcn

hypothesis (usually a, suggestion testing ofsuch
usually suggested by analogy. ( gix Methods of 1

“" hypothesis by one or other o wpich cons » .
"dilution2 (b) Indirect Induction, For liation ot an
h Precise observation of the facts U consequences 0

%’m%o{ﬁésﬁhe(ﬁemiﬁ& o deducted con

~ bove) i.e., scien i_
\ assevted, Is IV°

of a prepard
It is not suB

Hiuciices with observed fact.

To state that the result
W ledge, is guess work, as 1ha -

he actual dypothe5|s is the oftM> °

highly trained, and well stocked m |j Aependent on
sled out of no g {,lt IS m ~nd observation.
[:esu%gestlons of acturate g¥Ber

origin the hypothesis depends on facts, so
"erificat:on the relevant facts must be examined
d¥cr_ most rigorous exactness, and if there is any
Mr ~le hypothesis must be modified.” 3
uiifj Zke% then goes on to imply 'that Russell s logic
. Jle.]°gic of. Empiricism are not the same when this
tL Afginly not the ¢aSR  He then attributes to Russell.
Va? °mpt to explaiR Induction in 'terms of Deduction.
doe, ~hink (though here | am not sure) that Russell
to do this.] What Russell does say
is tha't Induction and Deduction are

£ aL here o .

>tly JJ t)he same, If this is the case, then it is a
Hisgdi] 'Weren't thing. In any case, | am sure that
have n°t likely to be as facile as Mr. Preece would

should S , ieve. However, if lie wi] give references

li HH greatly obliged.

AZ%&H%-\ ,£°es on to display yet another confusion. The

QB rion of the Intelligibility of the Universe ”
mnan that the Universe is intelligible here and

farK}a)Ntl’\' ~ does mean is that the Universe is under-
. human intellect. It is, of course, impossible
1° ’\telllcrrrfP’EIst to demonstrate why the Universe should
ring to us at all. T am afraid that he Is again
ri*lieibii*lQ when he states that the Assumption of the
g Atv °f tka URIVEIGE 6 B wateied dower VGSIOI
kimi“- older idea that the Universe must have an
full/? 105 to account for it. Here he commits the
\u I £~ location
|G Pleased if Ile will demonstrate, how, in
I ude’ his ideas are *different from his experience..
S w meaM qualitatively different? If so, we have
another absurdity; | should be indebted to
[_lhse \/ﬁe‘%e’ as an aspiring logician, to learn from where
inffM e? CaP he inferred.
from parts.).
p ~~—- P = ;
t]2%e0 9n Metaphysics,” R. G. Collinwood. (O.U.P.) p. 88.
tli0 Ity Geaifmtary textbook of Logic for a statement of

ills rfhn* Stebbings* s Modern Introduction to TIegic ”
lucid account of these methods.
TIa\ S

R. Mellone. *“ Elements of Modern Logic.”
p- 248.

itijp’ y™*scious of tlio fact that this statement of the

k >, Ihs of suentlflc method over-simplifies the case, and

1i1iU\\,18'—°|zisler dlstorts " tlio ptetnre. This is unfortunate

(He affirms that they can't
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And so J could go on almost intefinrtely. | am sorry
to have had to go on to such length, but unlike Mr. Preece
I am not content to make simple unsupported assertions.
I have never previously been bracketed with such a
galaxy of stars as Hume, Berkeley, Hegel, Russell and
Whitehead, to .mention only a few. It is indeed, a great
compliment. Thank you Mr. Preece.

VERNON CARTER,

HEAVEN

HEAVEN? Yes! There are two ways to take heaven
in view. One is the religious. It should have passed
away a century or so ago; but, curiously enough, it is
prevalent, although in a figurative sense. It was natural
enough, many centuries ago. Heaven, then, was aceiling
to the earth. Quite reasonably, from that estimation,
one could “ ascend to heaven,” a Jerusalem could be
built on it as a foundation, God and the angels could
stroll over it, and so on, ad UK

There was only one entry, however, and Si. Peter was
the doorkeeper. Just so; but what about the time when
Jupiter, Juno, Mars, Venus and other “ eadicoli,” or
heaven dwellers, were there? Well, much the same!
They used to descend to earth on their varied pursuits;
Jove, in many cases, to have another amour with mortal
maids, to the intense indignation of Juno; Mars, to
superintend some Caesar or Alexander campaigning;
Mercury, on some furtive prowl or other.

Somehow, after all, those old Greek and Roman gods
are more attractive than Jehovah or Allah. All of them,
of course, are- anthropomorphic. If God made man in his
image, man, in any case, has made the gods in his image.

But the other viewpoint. Heaven, in this, which may
he termed scientific, is the infinite space in which move
myriads of sun's. Shelley, in his admirable poem on
“ Heaven ” so addressed it: “ Heaven, even thy name
is as a God, in which man his nature sees. . . . Their
unremaining «Gods, and they, like a vision pass away,
Thou remainest such alway.”

Some verse stirs the mind like a military band playing
a march.

It is amusing to read the Bible, the Word of God,
since it reveals that God did not understand the universe
He had created. (That majuscule letter is worth while
applying to the deity created by man.)

This is impressive:— *

And | saw a new heaven and a new earth; for the
first heaven and the first earth were passed away,
And I, John, saw the holy city, the. New Jerusalem,
coining down out of heaven, prepared as a bride adorned
for her husband.”

Well, welll A believer reads that with reverence. A
sceptic, aware of the tremendous force of gravitation,
smiles, thinking that the walls, buildings, etc., of this

New Jerusalem ” would shatter into fragments when
it fell into the bosom of Mother Earth. She is, usually,
a Kindly Old Dame; but, good gracious! She would not
stand for an approach like that!

The earth won't pass.away, but it will die, .something
in the future. Heaven, or space, will last eternally. How
could it be otherwise? As Lucretius asked the question:

What does the fate of earth or heaven matter to-us
mortals? ” GEORGE E. LAWS.

The way to combat “ Godless Communism " according
to the Bishop of Lichfield is to “ make more Christians.”
But what is going to happen if the Godless Communists
also make more Godless Communists?
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PHILOSOPHY for Pleasure,” by Hector Hawton, is
an excellent study of the subject, unusually light in its
touch. He shows scepticism in dealing so lightly with
it and a'so shows a dawning suspicion of his own
approach, which is only expressed as a belief . But he is
still mystified in metaphysical abstraction. Metaphysics,
he says, is concerned with “ wholes.” Maybe he does
not connect the reverent solemnity he strives to avoid
with the mystic's search for ” wholeness ” but the word
solemn comes from the Latin soilus, Greek holos, mean-
ing “ whole.” He seems quite at home with the meta-
physical arguments of philosophers, but his own meta-
physics comes out in dealing with logic and the empiricism
of science.

This recalls a ridiculous statement by Vernon Carter
in his argument with Bayard Simmons in The Freethinker
a short while ago: that the anti-metaphysician really
is a metaphysician. This crude assertion of the identity
of opposites usually takes the form that one is mvolved
in metaphysics even in challenging it, so in dealing with
metaphysics and studying metaphysics, one becomes a
metaphysician. By the same sort of logic it is often argued
that an anti-Christian is a Christian without knowing it,
and an Atheist is really a believer at heart. Perhaps some-
one ought to write a book ” Philosophy for Fun ”
some of the arguments really are funny.

His historic survey follows orthodox lines, beginning
with the Beason of the Ancient Greeks, but gives little
consideration of Scholastics such as Aquinas. Following
Descartes, Locke and Berkeley, he deals interestingly
with Hume and is doubtful of Kants reply. He fights
shy of the psychology of Schopenhauer and Nietsche,
though giving considerable space to the physics of more
modern philosophers. He sees absurdity in Hegels logic,
continued in the dialectic of thé Hegellians, but is some-
what puzzled by the contradictions of Bergson. He has
a glimmering of the absurdity of Alexander in the idea of
God as an emergent, but is perplexed by the mystical
paradoxes of Whitehead and sees no absurdity in Bussell's
mathematical logic. It is little wonder, then, that he fai s
to see the logic of empiricism.

Science first frames an hypothesis then devises experi-
ments to test it. This, roughly, he says, is scientific
method. But this makes it all guess-work or chance.
With empiricism, it is not simply that experience must
be “ given,” not only is our experience our problem, but
without analysis there is nothing to synthesise: A
chemist can only make a synthetic product after success-
ful analysis. Science begins with analysis and a problem
wrongly stated is a handicap. The first step is logical
analysis of questions involved. What is in the premises
follows in the conclusions : the methods and instruments
used determine the consequences of experiment—and any
assumptions there may be appear in the conclusions
drawn. Science is methodical discrimination for the
purpose of eliminating the errors of unwanted assump-
tions.

As with his failure to see the logic of empiricism, so
also with Tiussell's logic, which he deals with at some
length. Bussell tries to explain induction in terms of
deduction, but just as synthesis is the opposite of analysis,
this'is .just as absurd as trying to fly the Atlantic in a
submarine. Bussel) tries to show analogy as the basis
of logic with a mathematical analogy A is B or as p so q.
Could anything be more ridicidous? A is different from
B. A is the first letter of the alphabet, B the, second,
and so, one is two. Nor is it anv better if these letters
are algebraical quantities, for if they are the same quan-
tity it is a mere tautology. As Chapman Cohen has so

contrast °S Its p ace In our thinking 6 a

says n V IOW -° a “ur™ler consideration of science.
S t on. e SClenCe must- thafc we must, begin w jj
tieexal' ! mptl°n- But 'monies almost com'cj «
is intellifrii 'i,'e,?!Jos we must assume that the I' 111 ,er.
stand it° 'li’,1 't n°f intelligible we could notll

stand it'
Are we tWI  fx >s philosophic argument »bo -
it isnot y Igy inake it unintelligible ? It is the fxct

t is not intel'igible—that we are puzzled by it—that 0>

to Z r j Meet’m our experience—that drives *
and to

1iibm;0 -kfit an understanding of it.  If the Universe

a, assun ntim W&w to undersUmd it, the Iogic of su
Rassumption is that we are unintelligent. .

Is a \Nat%$eé FHOOVUHAVGI’SIOH O¥e grStl ar}F]elII IJ

Universe must have an lntelllgence to accom i te
which goes back further to the Pantheistic 1(t'l af(
World as an intelligent Being. It is Bussell s a?

As there is reason in the world, so either there I ~ Q
behind it, or as with Bussells A.is B the World ~ ~»
But he shouhl have learned from Hume that wiioi™j®
not be inferred from parts—which is also sho”™u
Alexander’s idea of emergence. And as we
Bussell, deduction cannot explain induction. * j fhb
is a whole, one half of it is being omitted, a" fjo$
assumption is derived by deduction from false
without descrimination by logical analysis. n

There is another aspect that has been °JA™@Y
Analysis is the opposite of synthesis: Instead ° ~QV
hack, to a beginning it begins now—going back in I &k
or in retrospect into history. The modern idea”™oi 03
as rationalisation goes back to Schopenhauer » ¥l

reason as recognition, which connects with "k
of experience built up in memory, just as his " 2 in
Kant categorical imperative ” winch is seen fiy

Hegel's idea of history as reason. In the same ~
Kant’'s a priori reason goes back through Berkeley.™
of innate reason, to the Christian Divine Beason»
Scholastic analogy of the macrocosm and the MM

in the animism of the Necessary Being of Aquinfl0 ™~ ~d
combines Aristotle’s reason as cause or purp”™ /™
Plato's idea of reason as dialetic. We can see

the Ancient Greeks had vague and conflicting 11
Beason.

Age-old conundrums are a necessary part of °urj™\i/
tion, but there seems something childish about (
back to the wise men of old. Going back to th®
of the Ancient Greeks carries, the assumption ot
as a known guantity, but it is a philosophic problem »
we explain by reason is not inconsistent with BXp k
that we learn from experience. In discriniinMmp ~
not a matter of abstract Truth but whether in n
explains fact. "[0 reason from, amis;statement ot,[0 n
a pure assumption is to land in illusion. Owing .
lack of experience we use the expedient of aonce"#dﬁ
time-at-the-back-of-beyond in fairy tales told to
but they grow out of such nonsense, just as scienc .jjjJ
the absurdity of unnecessary assumptions as c
fantasies inherited from the past.

H. H. PR®®?

______ ==s tl

Among the European nations a few years of war PUisl™
victor in almost as desperate a situation as the vall ;JH/Vv
War is a gulf in which all channels of prosperity arc
up.—V ortaiin: (writing in 1760).

Bf Urely’ if H is intelligible we can V

strenuous effortsin trying to make it inteHi
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CORRESPONDENCE

Sir.. ESPERANTO

igist of Liverpool University)
'n‘\@p% /Pt i« while Professor Charles Sarolea of the
B other l;g];,tﬁ,ls city, whose 80tli birthday was honoured
hspevanto was declared in Edinburgh many years ago that
Knowing some 1@@9&%,@@0.” He is a practical philologist
om calling, Esperanto a and Oriental languages. So far
Qarmea said mongrel hotch-potch ” Professor
“ From the literary IwWiew, as an

- oala:
"lament of literary expression, Plural, s very few
I'ls among so-called historica, 1 d national

"m"Stages.” —Wouvs, etc., H. Arthur:

& ,-Had | been destiweﬁaél’slyl_" ‘calling
~eeiye letters from quasi-freethin o{ ‘my
~alists and communists. | should feol m little piacticai

Xévnpgsgﬂpéntg\)/all»r?_g_[__gnl_y ha_lf d(_)n_e. It " _
tiie hillicsif i°r(N anti-religious as a Freethinker, but

of+i.Mher. ah vaiye to be a o i iLg |
f «.niter. All positfve be 'e*F’s-*te-n@'/G mﬁﬁ%hﬁ%ﬁ
J*{tho Wind and to make a man bigoted, base” g.gnifics. Nor
A CSHaR 3l VR R TR Hanzugre, OOt St
t,  eWiapositive po-hti-ca-t-B@li‘efs. Trem rd texplain. other
,h ny the diagnosis of Swift why th se ¢ cconu. a discip
himkowvs should fail to realise this, or > his false-theories
u n@gargetestame. cmaracter as Narx witli
H . Prophecies and with his meagre intellectual equip-
dieted the fact they are ?erhaps unfortunately
i°cial (KUJtl the “ eommon imbeeility of human nature.” The
‘oin \i115' misery, despotism, bloodshed and liorrors resulting
hian ri]1~ s teaching are little less in magnitude due to time
Wﬂ/\l i &iarty-  To-day this barbarism threatens our
(* sip-nifi the great Roman civilisation was overthrown
VAQATu. Cant .that the boundaries behind which these
T Ninpr g@lnihunistic. hhordes are vanfined are the same as them.
oM Sli9i.°uts to-day one can as usual only find fitting words
°Ir° to Mii&l)oare—*“ When we are born we cry that we are

118 great stage of fools.” —Yours, etc.,
M. Barnard.

METAPHYSICS
learned friend, Mr. H. H. Preece, seems to have
'? adopted the pastime of trying to pick ho .

ftienl? '».'«'cent issues of this journal. Mr. Preew.
IiKas j "°U know, is an erudite’man, but is ap

folk, 1a rather obscure style which it is not always

*e'

<a<>/ B»the present instance, | suggest that it yom ie<u =

*i1l bo °0i UP my articles and see wliat 1 actually
Jni~on °me evident how entirely baseless are Mr. liteces
?1 ._.Iimitation;rof my ideas.

0 la» alsp afd tmat my. critic woyld be_ well advised
I 4 Y ©© emerge®from fis ivory tower 3 andl have a
R s real world where people have many more urgent

L ' . attend to than the abstruse problems of meta-
J C *eyvhich gnnear to engage Mr. Preece’s entire attention,
$iocyi T age tsj pre-eminantly, an age of fear and of social
J™oved tho primary causes of this extreme tension art
ft«.* (~5ar of war and economic inseciirit AT 1 see very little
that People thinking rationally either about religion or,

%A in Iqﬁ\?ie\'/\xmmpi'éd?tlg?f which, with your sanction, |
0>SCMHIN0 t5 'insist upon from time to time in future

The preethinker.—Yours, etc.,
F. A. Ridley.

OBITUARY

yhin V{:}flé sorrow that we announce the death of Edith
Bat j, of that veteran lecturer and worker for Free-
association with the West London Branch N.S.S.
ofAft years.

tls vy I' beath of her husband, which took place in January
ii> nEhnar’ Txdith Sapliin went to live ivitli relatives in
dm and it was there that she died on November 7.
wore cremated in The Lodge Hill Crematorium,
Wes and before an assembly of relatives a Secular
read by Mr. C. H. Smith, Secretary, of the
N Branch 'N.S.S. We offer our sympathy to the
ov_m°mbers of the family, to which | add my personal

11 the death of a charming lady. R.H.R.

andcontinObgects agreed upon.
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NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY

Report of Executive Meeting, November 16, 1950

The President, Mr. R. H. Rosetti, in the chair.

Also present: Messrs. Griffiths, A. C. Rosetti, Ridley, Morris,
Johnson, Ebury, Page, Corstorphine, Barker. Mrs. Venton.

Minutes of previous meeting read and accepted. Financial
Statement presented.

New members were admitted to Merseyside, Glasgow, Lagos,
West London and the Parent Society.

Permission was given for the formation of a Branch of the
Society in Lagos, to be known as The Nigeria Branch of The
National Secular Society.

Lecture reports noted from Merseyside, Coventry, Brighton,
Clayton. Arrangements made for the President and Mr. J. T.
Brighton to speak at Bradford. The booking of the Conway
Hall for new year dates confirmed.

Further Press advertising of the Society’s Principles and
Instructions given for reprinting the
Owing to ail error in

N.S.S. leaflet “ Christian Ethics.”
guotation the leaflet “ Scrupulously Fair, as a General Rule
is withdrawn from circulation.

A report of The World Union of Freethinkers, London
Committee, meeting discussed. A vote was given for an
International Freethought Congress in 191 in France, with the
promise of support from the N.S.S. A week-end Youth
Conference in England next summer, with invitations to a
limited number of young continental Freethinkers, was
approved, and support from the N.S.S. promised.

The Executive expressed its willingness to co-operate with
outside bodies on specific purposes within the scope of our
Principles and Objects, but an essential condition of our
co-operation must be an equal confidence with the other
co-operating bodies in all the arrangements for the purpose in
hand.

Correspondence from various parts of the country, and from
Fyzabad and Geneva, were under discussion, instructions given,
and the proceedings closed by fixing the date for the next
Executive meeting on December 14.

John Seihert, General Secretary.

LECTURE NOTICES. ETC.

Outdoor

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (St. Mary's Gate, Blitzed Site).—
Lunch-hour Lectures every weekday, 1 p.m.:. Mr. G.
W oodcock.

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

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

I ndoor

Birmingham Branch N.S.S; (Satis Cafe, 40, Cannon Street (off
New Street)).—Sunday, 7 p.m.: Mr. F. A. Hornibrook
(London), “ Freethinkers, Awake! ”

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Science Room, Mechanics’ Institute).
—Sunday, 6-45 p.m.: E. Stockdale, “ A Clear Head or a
Pure Heart.”

Conway Discussion Circle (Conway Hall Library, Red Lion
Square, W.C. I).—Tuesday, November 28, 7 p.m.: S, N\
Ratcliefe, “ The Demise of English Poetry.”

Glasgow Branch (McLellan Galleries, Sauchieliall Street).—
Sunday, 7 p.m.: A Lecture,

Leicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone Gate).—
Sunday, 6-30 p.m.: R. O'Neill Montgomery, “ The Scourge
of Venos.”

Nottingham Cosmopolitan Dobating Society (Toclinical College,
Shakespeare Street).—Sunday, 2-30 p.m.: Dr. Douglas
(Saxondale Hospital), “ Socialist Medicine.”

South London Branch N.S.S. (The London and Brighton Hotel,
139, Queens Road, Peckham, S.E. 15).—Sunday, 7-15 p.m. :
Tom Colyer. Esq., I.L.P. (N.S.S.), “ The Great Protestant
Swindle.”

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
W.C. 1).—Sunday, 11 a.m.: The Rt. Hon. The Lord
Chorlby, M.A., J.P., “ Ethics and Politics.”

West London Branch N.S.S. (The Laurie Arms, Crawford Place,

Edgware Road, W. 1).—Sunday, 7-15 p.m. : F. A. Ridley.
“ Religion, Freethought and the Future of Civilisation.”
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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 Hd.

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

THE BIBLE: WHAT IS IT WORTH?
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 I]-d.

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 I]d.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

HOW THE CHURCHES BETRAY THEIR CHRIST. An
Examination of British Christianity. By C. G. L. Du Cann.

Price 9d.; postage Id.

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

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

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

By Colonel R. G.

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

price -
THE MOTHER OF GOD.

postage Id.

By G. W. Foote,

the NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY HAN®*-

(General Information for Freethinkers.) H
postage Id .
price 1l
PETER ANNET, 1693— 1769. By Ella Twynam.
postage Id.
UGItf

PRIMITIVE SURVIVALS IN MODERN TH®
By Chapman Cohen. Price 3s.; postage 3d.

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

SHAKESPEARE AND OTHER ESSAYS. By G. W- Pt

Price, cloth 3s.; postage 3d. i

prie

SOCIALISM AND RELIGION.
Is.; postage Id.

By F. A. RidleY

SPAIN AND THE CHURCH. By Chapman c°&8i>
chapter from “Creed and Character,” by cn v
Cohen. Price Id.; postage Id.

in#
SPEAKING FOR MYSELF. By Lady (Robert) S

Price 2s. 6d.; postage 2d.

B

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

THERE ARE NO CHRISTIANS.
Price 4d.; postage Id.

By C. G. L Duc

A
THOMAS PAINE AND THETFORD. Six ﬁ%%lr{

illustrating Paine’s birth-town, including a POl
the great reformer. Price 9d.; post free. n

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

WIIAT IS RELIGION? By Colonel R. G. Ingersoll- pr'C
2d.; postage Id.

THOMAS PAINE, A Pioneer of Two Worlds. By
Cohen. Piice Is. 4d.; postage Id.

WILL YOU RIBE FRAO¥W1L THK DEAD? By” ¢ (|
Du Cann. An inquiry into the evidence of resume
Price 6d.; postage Id.

PAMPHLETS for the PE

By CHAPMAN COHEN n

What is the Use of Prayer? Did Jesus Christ
shall not suffer a Witch to Live. The Devil. ' jjjfi
Design. Agnosticism or... ? Atheism. What is Freed*0*
Must we have a Religion? The Church’s fight for the
Giving 'em Hell. Frccthought and the Child. Morale’
out God. Christianity and Slavery. Gods and their » ?
Woman and Christianity. What is the use of a Fuh*rc »

Christianity and Ethics. Price 2d. each. Postage
Complete Set of 18, Cloth Bound. Price
Postage 3d
QA
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