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VIEWS AMD OPIMIOM-

Chnistians and Christmas bundle of

V'«Al beginning to end Christian”® - as contra-

Y'rttadiotions. Us doctrines and ™~ > to its practice™
Victory to each other as are its always heino

" has an almighty Creator wjwsf e wisdom Is 80A OL .
"WvPveonu' by his creatures, and ~ VvPnChes love and n *

IFNd to the cunning of man. V ' ~than any °’'u’
K°u more successful in rousing _ce vnd Christian«
in the world. It-prescribes, \ ; Young Men ®

%rWW%%J%?}%O%S% YagRin 1 evident*« thit' 1

* Cenjtu™es role, failed to make sobriety a

(iiw]fy al)& Christians. Societies for the prevention of
hftilik. \ “mals and to children prove how far Chris-
M o\~s 10m making kindness characteristic of its
s'lvif> Sr ~ [las Rown history thick with falsehood in the
D>*iy O religious truth. The records of popes, and
KHS  DI(* of the viudtheB prove thad Christian history

Oludlv ()* plausability to but one orthodox doctrine
A 1 Hainan depravity.

and/ (,O0dradiction that obtains in Christian doctrines
, fives dogs it in its festivals, hook at the present

a iffi] i.iistimis! Traditionally i avhei ( InvStiUit
MNU , I(,(i'hice(] fellow, full of kindness and good nature.
(m Christ, whose birth is supposed to have been

"nM(a’lshnas day, is the very reverse of this—a pale,
Inn  led ligure of suffering, as far removed as possibb*
%-jJ- m Pudding, and turkey, and general joHihcation.
°tlirv  rs ~vhcye in the one, their practice points to tin»
Lan * youngsters saw Father Christmas entei n
'tik Utlu'y would shriek with delight, and he would reign
UU~ioned king of their affections. If they saw the
f~!itlonal * Kwan of Sorrows ” they would shriek with
S o o t h e 5sides of their mothers. Human nature
Is sho\Wwv  « s’yong for the Churches. The logic of life
w )" s, more powerful than, the logic of faith.
*%je ('] 4emker the ,25th was a period of rejoicing long
jWai;., Hllstia-nity was born, so it may remain such when
Ry Wo _ Inm N4 its place in a museum of anthrop-
h" ‘5 All(I about the pre-Christian rejoicing there was
"l\/hll au(l logic, even though of a crude Kkind.
0 succeeded only in making the festival
{\USE/ Ilitculous;
Mfx  vsus born on the 25th of December? Nobody
% IFincus and Tertullian gives the year 3 B.c. as
HIr gt °1 bis birth. Luke’s account would make it
I A :v-a yoavH later. (‘anon Farrar thought it should
yittl(, [ ~(1ne have placed it much earlier, and others
1Bt. (Juc accepted chronology really dates from
N (("dairy. The monk Dionysius decided tlie exact
"11bi A ,1Ulgine the trustworthiness of fixing the date
.» that was believed to have occurred some five
JIl a quarter before, and in a period registry
“ Unknown and no records were available. But
‘sHU(Jv ' masorrfor fixing the 25th of December as tlio
> IuII °r the Roii of God ; it was a favourite day for
Jut Eby* of gods, and there is a fashion in these
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things; In pre-Christian B”ria and Egypt, says Frazer,
writing of the annual rebirth of the solar deity, “ the
celebrants retired into certain inner shrines, from which
at midnight they issued with a loud cry, “ The Virgin
has brought forth. The light is waxing! ” In the
Mithraic cult, which bore so striking a resemblance to
Christianity, the birthday of Mithra was celebrated on
December *25. The Egyptians exhibited a new-born god,
lying in a manger, on that date. Bacchus and Adonis also
had their birthdays on this date, and a Syrian Christian
writer, cited by Frazer, says very frankly: —

“ It was a custom of the heathen to celebrate on
the same 25th of December the birthday of the sun,
at which they kindled lights in token of festivity.
In these solemnities and festivities the doctors of the
Church, perceived that the Christians had a leaning
to the festival; they took counsel, and resolved that
the true nativity should be solemnized on that day.”

The truth is that December 25 does not connote the
birthday of a particular historic person; it is the anni-
versary of an event. And the recognition of this event
dates far beyond the time of Christianity, and to a much
wider area than is covered by Christian influence. And
one cannot even understand the origin and nature of
Churches without putting one’s self in the mental position
of our primitive ancestors, to whom " natural law ” was
unknown, and who saw in all natural processes the opera-
tions of supernatural agents. To these, the decline of the
power of the sun and the dying of vegetation were por-
tents full of disaster. Magic is resorted to in order to
help the sun regain its lost strength; and, as Frazer
suggests, we have in the kindling of the Yule log a sur-
vival of the practice of sympathetic magical ceremony
which aimed at strengthening the heat of the sun by
kindling fires on-earth.* And as a matter of fact, the
African Bushman to-day follows exactly this plan at*mid-
winter, to the same end, At any rate, there is no doubt
whatever that Christmas is the old Pagan solar festival,
which in its turn was derived from the savage belief
already noted. And with this as a key, all the customs
connected with Christmas are explainable. The mistletoe
comes to us from the Druids, who saw in it (lie retreating
place of the spirit of vegetation. The rebirth of the infant
Bun-God is plainly a symbol of the recovery of the sun
after reaching its lowest point in the heavens. The
general rejoicings is the delight of a people on receiving
assurance of the continuance of the life of vegetation.
Even the decoration of houses with evergreens is a prac-
tice of Pagan origin, the purpose being, as one authority
writes, to provide the sylvan spirits with a shelter, so
that they might remain ” unnipped with frost and cold
winds, until a milder reason had renewed the foliage of
their darling abodes.” In their origin all these things
have a crude logic attaching to them. As survivals, they
are interestingly pretty. But Christianity, by the attempt
to connect them with an historical event, only ends by
making them ridiculous.

CHAPMAN COIIEN.
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PACT AND THEORY

AT the end of his article “ Philosophy for Fun,” Vernon
Carter said lie could go on indefinitely. | quite believe
it. But he should stop and think sometimes. He wants
to know, if science first frames an hypothesis then devises
experiments to test it, how do |I make it guesswork?
Yet, according to his own statement of scientific induc-
tion, it begins with K accurate observation of the facts in
question ” or with “ precise observation ol the facts.
So, science does not first frame an hypothesis. And if,
as he says, “ hypothesis depends on facts,” how can it
be ‘‘ the offspring of a w?Jl-stocked mind ? And if
“ there is discrepancy and hypothesis must be modified,
it is again clear that hypothesis does not come first.
Surely, if it did, there would be no basis in fact.

He does not like his dishes “ shallow or  uncooked"
but well garnished with verbiage. Wasting space and
time, he says he is not sure about Russell's logic, he
thinks Russell says something somewhere, but in any
¢case it does not matter. | can assure him that when J
say ridiculous 1 do not mean unreasonable, any more than
when | say funny or comical. Trying to show an anti-
metaphysician is a metaphysician, His accuracy does not
extend to his logic. He says metaphysics is a method,
but what is its subject matter? To Itussell, metaphysics
concerns the possible and accuracy is only possible in
mathematics and logic; another metaphysician, Spinoza,
said possibility is only another word for ignorance, so it
becomes accurate observation of ignorance or of the

possible.

Starting with an hypothesis is the method of meta-
physics, science only adopts that method when faced with
inadequate observation and is always ready to scrap it
when seen to be unnecessary, just as it will always adopt
a more workable theory. Here we have the old puzzle
of Sir Isaac Newton’s hypothesis non jingo, | make no
liypotheisis. .It involves the difference between hypo-
thesis and theory as well as between theory and fact.
Vernon Carter wants to know how our ideas are different
from our experience, and draws'the old red herring, of
the distinction of qualitative and quantitative differences,
across the track. But the question, how, concerns
method and is not merely one of definition of terms,
though it does concern precision or accuracy.

Isaac Newton gave us a theory, including a mathe-
matical formula, based upon careful observation of facts.
Subsequent modification of verbal definition has not
altered the formula but hypothetical consideration of
“ ether ” and “ magnetic attraction,” with confusion in
the Fitzgerald contraction and the* Michelson-Morley
experiments, led up to the Lorenz theory, and if Newton’s
theory of relativity has been replaced by Einstein’s, it
is with an improved and more accurate mathematical
formula which is also based upon more accurate observa-
tion. The hypothetical considerations of ether or mag-
netic attraction no longer concern us, for as Einstein said
MIt is so.” Whatever hypothesis was implicit has gone,
but the theory remains.

Qualitative distinction has gone but quantitative
formula, with greater precision, has been developed.
This is seen also with Clerk Maxwell’'s undidatory theory.
Just as with Newton’s or Einstein’s theory, the basis is
mathematical formula in Maxwell’'s equations which
were derived from Faraday’s careful experiments. And
as Maxwell said, “ It makes no difference what occupies
space, for, given the measurements and methods of cal-
culation, the results follow, and the ether hypothesis
does not come into the calculations.” Whether or not
Clerk Maxwell had a well stuffed mind, he clearly saw
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the difference between an unnecessary hjptffb

useful theory. The hypothesis is discarded
no more than unnecessary assumptions. the

The difference between theory and la°t d”™VVervnton
purpose for which a theory is designed. , nrise N
is a matter of fact, then, when we see the ju\e j*vo 1
see the sun set, these events are facts. R i jeflul’
theory that the earth rotates and revolves 101111 I th(
yet we do see the sun rise and set, we do the
earth move. The theory is not to deci g 15
sun or the earth moves, but for such pulP NIDrise °r
accurately calculate the different times of , jgjlatitf*s
sunset at different places or seasons, and the ca
could be made with the old theory of Ptolew.V ~ I

ever the theory the facts remain the same jellce °r
one theory in preference as a matter of con’
accuracy; and different facts call for different ~ ~ jt

Why this concern for qualitative different* Mjry
because they are incalculable or indefineable* N for
should account for experience. To mistake IL fd%
fact is to stand on one’s head and think with 0,1' te
We have seen that theory enables us to calcl‘ pic
time of a sunset. Is not the time as quality . fauigibll
beauty of a sunset? It is as transient and as 11
or transcendental; and metaphysicians have seen ™ ™n*
in mathematical construction. We may observe ¢ pe
set arid be unaware of the time of the event- %
sunset an illusion because we are unable to doffn(

Our concept of time, or any other of’'the *
indefineables,” does not affect our experience of \ (Iky
set, nor do these qualitative differences affect our &

He is in a state if he cannot distinguish his exiu
from his ideas of it. He wants to know how WIiol°¢ A
be inferred if not from parts. But if these A
matters of inference they are not matters of obs™l
of fact, and come into the same category ilS U*
elephants. He does not ask how we know aboiff k jn
because he forgets the initial process of nna*Yy iid°
accurate observation. We analyse our experierF/~n;
such categories as space and time, matter and »
but lie reverses the process, thinking of these 1/ Jv
tions as facts, and, by playing upon such elcil
indefinables as “ mind,” because somebody sai( '
thing somewhere, makes accuracy impossible.

H. Il. PR®

EGYPTO-ENGL1SH

(Concluded from page 513) Jir

Consider this star-proof philosophy of preventive |/P
isk or dis-aster; by literally ‘‘putting y°m
together,” j.(*., think for yourself and illumine the J

That learned recorder Hector Boethius, a.d*
states in the ” Old Manners Book ” that **
Britishers used Egyptian symbols in the manner of i
glyphics for trading and names of tilings. Talies*l g
Beirdd, the British Chief Bard and eminent sch” in
the sixth century, sang of ancient Beli the &l'dy;pi*
Britain, the Island of Beli Beli was the® ijai
OWYDION, also a great scholar similar to the
TROTH, as Master of Arts and letters. The
Owydion equals the illustrious KHET-I-ON or S** j v
of the Egyptian City ON. These facts are conth*l
Myfyr Morganwy, Arch Druid of Wales, 9
asserted that ”_the ancient bards use(1 words siriwjC”
the Egyptians = and in every part of the BrifiSh "1y
there are proper names, which can be accounted cJ
by the ancient Egyptian vocabulary, and none oth'



iJeoember 31, 1950

Kie the meanings. “Hertford E/ J?\/P\'Ei'éﬁs'fnlﬂbb%ohﬂ?@
aouty  shires, HERT w =,

. W h
PR Great North ‘Hest fromct ' %R ©
Mﬁ r nogtq ?.nkpé/\ﬁaya eEP Rsnven M»*®8 oU
wlvlﬁ b

T imr, °*buuluo

uns jI bAIE, in relation to a harbour, and

doypti[m f
Vianet ;M. ' sey’ MER-KHET, Margate. [IIhe .sle.of

legate X n auc*e:l_‘l.’\geographers as EU-IM; and
hivilo X" O]JLThanet is RuTm®°-KHET. The Egyptlan

it i, WC " as an oval figure, implies the mouth, an
wnit? CC iht sea™a”™ of Tlnmet, EUIM-KTL1ET,’
d 11nied also to commemorate tlie epoch when

n Ua- - e d the gate of the Zodiacal Aries, the Ram

(qQd, js Mand °j ti<irk originally celebrated by its Gallic
iiM' ' .Irdi in Egyptian and*means both a temple and

“sMix j, 11T terminating syllable of many English town-
Phco. * S110 Egyptian HEM, the home sign,or country-
RIiUftr»
Mluo, j1 , M Egyptian signifies a garden, a guarded
~outij * 11 "Ollth land KENT is a countv garden in the
Tllis °© “~«gland. .
NfiK,;. 'i"-Egyptian glossary is. the master key to
’\p}ﬁ/,\ L1118 Nue meailiugs which hitherto have been
N<g,|d ail(t beautiful philosophy elucidates the
e K)] (ea8 °t those ancient people, described by
11 Iiij(slu\; Digdoru S_rlculusi_ as “ glcelllng*all others

mranc S>” II| Egyptlan word-genealogy, root
"iflinl, " 'oogh intricate, is not si. puzzling as hybrid

| .
\Xjerl}%J I1As poetry and Doomsday Book contains words
% \ readers understand, like the monosyllable
24 distinct meanings, wliile vital un-
hed words' like IS, this, hat, on, her, no, sir, he,
O, )’ to, be, in, us, men, are pure Egyptian
®ean;,;/ ~kich are not -correctly explained either in
, V4,0, Privation, by great Oxford Dictionaries.
V v *vord, on the River ISIS, stands Cricklade,
ilAUtion i° s™e where learned men settled with Brut,
UHi /f jy Ih'of. Henry Morley in his scholarly work,
(1s i Before Chaucer The cute antiquarian
% oiq < l'ayton and Leland, state the same'facts from
1( lickl' 1 oct°r s Book,” which praises the wise men
,TtH0 by the ISIS, wheic a sect after the manner
S(j | )tinn REKIT, laid college foundation to record
,,p& Q*ossing zodiacal In the sign of Taurus the Bull

"H i|]s™ ) I(! i™nportaut hieroglyphic denoting the sun, O.
#Hiu*: |Vn troilon,ic:ii Cl°ssiug:"

Was depicted by that knowing blackbird, »the
sMul)op ,Is the scholar wearing a black gown; ROOK also
T4 p8ih(i PARSON, and REICH is the RECTOR.

Y].tiau College REKH-T-ON always don-ned

fMIs])(tl " e Nha”™  knowledge. This JEgyptian UT
oo{ m °lagin and meaning of, head, hat, h Jand hood
XUavc"ate distinctions as the mortar-board hat of
I*tPe JJX circular shape. The Saxon Chronicle tells
ALIN|LISNG1)' /A or bishop-hood, as head and see of
Coj ~le English wprd 1IUT is to cover, protect

K itioh™e head, both of the man and his dignified
LMl <l s™Mu scholarship, as was the Imt or hood
Jdl) Aj ‘ie mysteries of ISIS, which goddess of learning
O\ N what was, is and will be® and to whom the
J Uj(, rp'ls consecrated, at the solar crossing or fording
aiUus constellation. All this English ceremonial

tow" luune ith
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was adopted for Oxford’s ancient foundation simul-
taneously when the Sun entered tlie Zodiabal Bull sign;

N Coast and herein are the true explanations why this University

City is called OX-ford, its river ISIS, and its City
Armorial, an OX, in honour of Egypt’'s ISIS, Queen of
all knowledge. Moreover, the Hall of Isis by the Nile
was called KAN-TEB, a foundation of learning; lienee
Gogetgb or KAN crossing, giving the town name
Cambridge, similarly as with Oxford, classically expressed
as OXON and CAN-TAB, whose University Cities both
orientate, after the manner of Egyptian temples of learn-
ing, so skilfully sited, geographically and astronomically,
as proved by Sir J. Norman, Lockyer's mathematical
treatise which proves

That which has been is now ; and

That which is to he, has been already.

WM. AUGUSTUS VAUGHAN.

MARTIAN BED-TIME STORY (A.D. 2000)

“ ONCE upon a time there was another world, called
Earth. It took six days to-make, but these lasted two
billion years. In its long history (now past like a dream)
it went through many changes. Once it was all tire, and
then all sea, and swamp, and jungle. Out ol this chaos
emerged huge objects, hardly creatures, having the
power of. locomotion.

“ One of these was the Diplodocus. He had a belly as
big as a 'bus, and a brain which would have gone into a
thimble. Sometimes he would survey the broad rump
of 'Mrs. Diplodoca, and the fruits of his ample loins,
the little Diplodoci, and would feel (In' could hardly be
said to think!) that God had never made anything finer
than himself, and never would.

“ Long afterwards, when Diplodocus was embalmed
in stone, and seen no more, there dwelt, in a little island
kingdom, a king called Charles I. He, too, looked round
his world, and saw that it was good. He thought that
the absolute monarchy, which was himself, was the goal
of creation, and the feudal pattern of old England the
finest system lor mankind. That King was thrust after
the Diplodocus—into outer darkness!

The world then teemed with a race of capitalists.
These made strange and wonderful hells for others to
work and live in. But they, too, could not see far
beyond themselves. Their brains, however, were much
larger than that of tlie Diplodocus. These made them
unhappy, for they knew* thereby that they must pass,
and that a new society would come after the one which
had enriched them. They therefore resolved not to go
quietly into their destined limbo, but wickedly plotted to
destroy the fair world with atomic and hydrogen bombs,
and other inventions. "

Only a fairy tale? The answer rests with us.

A. SLATER.

PAMPHLETS for the PEOPLE
By CHAPMAN COHEN

What is the Use of Prayer? Did Jesus Christ Exist? Thou
shall not suffer a Witch to Live. The Devil. Deity and
Design. Agnosticism or... ? Atheism. What is Frecthought?
Must we have a Religion? The Church’s light for the Child.
Giving ’em Hell. Frecthought and the Child. Morality with-
out God. Christianity, and Slavery. Gods and their Makers.
Woman and Christianity. What is the use of a Future Life?
Christianity and Ethics. Price 2d. each. Postage Id.

Complete Set of 18, Cloth Bound. Price 5s.
Postage 3d.
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> ACID DROPS that if the F.C.S. had its way, no one n°u\vife.(I
Readers of the two Catholic journals, the Catholic gzelsanu,?thn ,,aMSiLSJQfIaX’ ,\I/Ie;rt?rllorz)e el:zilstse EI"hu Sla"s™v
Times and the Universe will not be a little puzzled at two | y P
items which obviously contradict each other. We com- )
mented the other week on the very pathetic plaint of Two thind - —
Mgr. Rogers at a Catholic Truth Society rally that the"sunZL I EitCthey 1IN T ill Hxd
Atheists get away with arguments ” when opposed by a fodeZPT ters ot I'uth, and "UphstiBeMsiEt™ 1

Catholics. This was in the Universe. But in the
Catholic Times, we are assured that Fr. Ripley had not
the slightest difficulty in “ easily answering ” 00 ques-
tions asked him when he addressed the Merseyside
Branch of the N.S.8. “ There was not one question
which he had not heard before,” lie told his audience.
Fr. Ripley, in fact, knew ” all the answers.” We feel
that he and Mgr. Rogers should have a heart-to-heart talk
and settle the problem. Perhaps a prayer or two might

help.

A gentleman (or lady) called Noel Broomhall wants all
good Christians completely to boycott the Festival of
Britain so to ” preserve our Sundays.” This weapon of
boycott is, and has always been, a very favourite one
with the pious—in fact, most of us remember how they
boycotted the theatre, playing-cards, whisky, cycling,
motoring, mixed bathing, and many other gentle amuse-
ments, and somehow or other these all happily flourished
in spite of prayers to God Almighty and curses to the
Devil. We are quite sure that, unless we are at war,
the Festival of Britain will survive all the groans of
religious idiots.

But all over England, Christian writers in newspapers
and other journals, while always protesting that they are
not Puritans, that they are all out for freedom, are like
a writer in the Eastern Daily Press ” who is glad that
the Battersea fun-fair will not be open ” on Sunday, as
it is a “ holy ” day, a day when a man wants God, and
an “ opportunity to repossess his soul.” No doubt this
kind of religious twaddle will have its supporters, but
fortunately for the mass, it won't have the slightest
effect. The people who want fun on a Sunday will get
it, and there is nothing that the Church, even if backed
up by the Lord, can do about it.

In a recent broadcast, Professor J. Z. Young pointed
Out that a person born blind but who was made to see
after a few years, would find the outside world difficult
to understand, and it would take years to educate him.
Whether this is so, it is difficult to say, for we note that
a musical “ genius ” who has broadcast, eighteen-
year-old Bernard Gifford, was blind almost from birth
but at eighteen recovered his sight through prayers ana
“ a healing hand.” The point to note is that he was
almost at once able to read, and is now studying for his
F.R.C.0O. degree—which proves, if true, that he at least
bets aot had to wait for years before being educatea to
understand the world around him. We wonder what
Prof. Young has to say.

We are not quite sure whether the Roman Catholic
hierarchy would like to take over the B.B.C.'s religious
broadcasting, but there is no doubt that the Free Church
of Scotland would just love to. In spite of the spate of
programmes and services which are assigned to religion
every day, the F.C.S, is horrified that such a series of
lectures like the harmless “ Man Without God ” ones
should have been allowed, and that Catholic speakers are
permitted a time or two on the air. We are ready to bet
a copy of our Bible Ilandbooh to any religions volume,

" Cl2 eSpPndpp Post  Maim&i Y Un

itwi'l
very n,V T I> feader
to c ritinfhlce tie Lhxen*lICte<i W
to8av' S Con/enuiiisin Bet
whegsOsr eowgld< w0 T asdi st of
Vou ca Tit. " cha»ged. relig

Is the Bible wrong anywhere? If a. corrospo*
the Portsmouth Evening News is to be belieVj'(*™ .jjiy
not an erroneous line or word in it. He clum Nibk
body to show where archeology Iu)s sho”™d
untrue—which is very disingenuous, The I( Pibiz»ggr:u
that archeeology has been unable to show an) '~ >rSo*
at alias true, for the excellent reason that jvsa*l>
ages and incidents are just pleasant fictions. 1
of information has ever been unearthed about”
Isaac, Jacob*, Moses or Joshua—or, for that mat
or Solomon. And goodness knows, they
digging up everywhere long enough.

, cd tik
Most Communists, wo believe, would like to * 1
Dean of Canterbury, who is a good CIluistFp™~"

wonder how they feel about their other great ,rcl
Hugh Rankin, who is “ a blood-red militant ConnZX*
and also a “ practising»] »uddhist.” Before he ~dli
to Buddha, he was a confirmed Moslem, for be juth
and loathed the Christian religion.” We wondei "
thinks of the Red Dean?
i AfA

Our contemporary the Christian is very, very *d( * eQxij
150 years of ” expanding evangelism, ” it pots on
that ” there are still people to whom the name )ir
is absolutely unknown.” There are actually 11101 fird
Christians in India than when the Gospel " J/ANL
preached, and there are villages in Madagascar 11
completely pagan. This is a terrible, burnl
Christians to bear, and we can only suggest that ¢
are overcome with shame, to hand over as niu HijiA
cash as possible to the London Missionary Society* tr
will spend it quite easily and a lost soul from the- ( ™\\
of a Brazilian forest is a prize worth much molt drk
one’'s annual income. Only hurry up with tha

please.
. . rilich
The R.C. Bishop Murphy is very down on any ™ A
who wants to Ix* his own Pope—which really 'F

may be so unhappy as to want to think for hims> "k
k&* one’s own Pope also means to dispense with | gji
and bishops and to take away their livelihood, a,lidjker
would be the limit. Bishop Murphy sternly J(Jt)ib
everybody who thinks for himself and just as
insists that they must “ follow minutely the direcy 7d;
their confessor.” They must, in fact, be, “ scrupl jjtt*
obedient,” and then all will be well. If not, tIx*L ,liJj 1
prodding from the Devil’'s red-hot, three-])ronged u*
might help to inculcate some heavenly obedience*

all too Good to be true.
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Now iu the quiet of your restful days,
41, Gray’'s Inn Road, When Age on you lias laid restraining hand,
Telephore No.: Holborn 2fi01. London, W. < Wo bring our homage to your gathered bays,
The salutation of a loyal band
) To their great leader in our happy tight
in ( TO CORRESPONDENTS In darkest Christendom to shed the light.
fioiii ™\l ~rotary, N.S.K., gratefully acknowledges 10s. New Year, 1051. 13.S.

N THE © 41U son for the N.S.S. Benevolent Fund.
er Fund, A. Addison, 10s.

v the . .
t'ic services of the National Secw” Varichiligopamoestian x
7i ek Bl Senprs i feplfed i os long AN ENGLISH MESSIAH
Dicc O» possible. the Publish- ((jtmchuled from pu<jc old)
j ill be.forwarded direct i‘Q* . -
IO ERfENger WIT e, Torwe T A 3 _ How long “ Sir William Courtenay ” would have
“.(;."nl'%g_.aﬁ zglt}?ijgglrlovsvsln Joes RBAAA “RAbroad.): ong twriyCORtipUed to tell his peculiar version of * The Canterbury

T Tales,” cannot be imagined, had he not gratuitously
>. iitriuclieat* « M 9 L R «” ;*«V 2 SR ruined his prospects by a piece of bluff that failed to
come off. At a local trial of some smugglers caught in

W* VnRvo« « w -K | T»naf gss the act, and presumably to enhance his ¢popularity, the

s B omreseieV o W “ifa @), by 1w Knight ” committed the astonishing folly of going into

. . B B the witness box and swearing on oath that he haiMieen
Switzerland), Don IUsn.io (ltaly;- JiftgdJ jiana-Oer present, and ihat no smuggled goods were to be seen.
O"J_«[]i.@pi(mgéatpl:gss’,\ Cg»@_réy N & d, London, W:;0. - The Court, however, was not so easily impressed as the

electors of Canterbury. It' was proved at his subsequent
trial for perjury that he had actually been at church

-»rturem,ﬂégces should reaéﬂeltzﬁéto\/';] t,Ic Fn(toy MAVKIEE the arrests were being made, lie got a long term

_ ) of transportation for perjury. The Government, how-

A iiVondent8 are reguested keun o - s possible. ever, took, as the sequel proved, a moldl realistic view
of his actions and sent him to a lunatic asylum.

This ended tin* first act iii the tragi-comedy of John

j nik. SUGAR PLUMS Nichols Tom, alias ” Sir William Courtenay,” “ Count

‘w0 Uot Al last opportunity for reminding those who ques Rothschild," etc. The' second act, in which,

M ai)PULi(l for. tickets for* the Annual Dinner un_llke the first, traged_y predominated over comedy, was

brief, sombre, and ultimately bloody. *

\'MI'll * IN' 'ailllal*y IB, celebrating the centenary of . . e
gvJ1(*  AY. Foote. Besides the Dinner, at which This second act began in December, 1807, when " Sir
Silverman, M.P., v h* present as a guest William ” got the_beneflt of the _Act _of amnesty issued

W i° U\ there will lie a first-rate musical programme to mark the accession of Queen Victoria. The liberated
W  ‘Sh°ln WI'h known FEreethinkers, and an exci tn lunatic returned, not to Canterbury itself, but to the
surrounding countryside, where he began a violent arid

Um Llity tor meeting visitors from diffeiont pait<

oix.. 1u- first applicants for tickets, 15s. each wi > villages. “ The Hungry Forties ” were drawing near,
I'KGj . if anv vegetarians, and any hotel ~jc°in® times were hard, and the new * poor law ” (18B4), with
D»dll"’n required. ' Applications to N.S.S. Offices, its avowedly penal workhouse system, was causing bitter

hatred' amongst the English labourers. The liberated

s Inn Hoad, London, \Y.( .1
Sir William ” denounced these abuses with measure-

less violence and soon gathered round him a hand of
fanatic enthusiasts, at the head of whom he toured the

Hj Okin thg-new year hy taking up membershi . .
(Mjlislt(inai\»/'lil_)llm:l;ill gg’cular ySocie¥y7 V\?e Fc):annot expe‘c):t country lanes on a white horse which Ilus followers
1L Ix *° keep the organisatidn going, but tJiere is visioned in the Apocalypse_. The Ian_guag_e of its ride)l
W* on VIUei* of unattached Freethinkers in the country became more and more violent, as did his appearance

armed with cutlass and pistols. Increasingly, religious

liy .. <ldlary | each one of them should ask himself.

hYd'A n ~ not a membeif of The National Secular ecstacv characterised both his utterances and those of

his followers. The former ” Knight of Malta " now

"W " @ Socfety that has been serving the cause of _ )
BeJSsht since 18062 Write for details to the ebegan to hint, not obscu_rely, that h_e was the Messiah
ut Il Gray's Inn Hoad, London, W.C.I, with and to exact open adoration from his followers of both
I delay. ’ SExes.
In the England of 18:18, when the ” Victorian Age

K"\il—lo j> was now under way, such goings-on could not continue
Uit I('sident, Norman Birkett, and the Chairman, any longer than, perhaps, did their prototype in ancient
y Gr °f the National Look League, are appeal- Palestine. A magistrate’s warrant for sedition was
N jeni llds to (‘liable them to send boolcs for our issued for the arrest of the vagrant ” Knight.” But
1<k M Korea. We are heartily in sympathy and Courtenay "—aiming more accurately than did Peter
Lia® M10 would like to contribute should send in the garden of Gothsematle! -killed the constable who
I0t ~ ’ postal orders, etc., to Messrs Coutts 3§ Co., bore it. Then he led hi* faithful hand out into a wood
¥ A, LLAL London, W.0.2. They should be made out near Canterbury and, in response' to their frenzied
nSsl C'outts and crossed “ WILL. Forces Book inquiries whether lie was, indeed, the Christ, solemnly

Al contributions will be most gratefully replied, ” | am He,” and showed his hands upon which

"Avid i i isi i
rer (he point of nails was visible. Then ho blessed his
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followers and laid his hands in blessing upon their
children.

The arrival of two companies of infantry, hastily sent
for by the terrified magistrates, put an end to the
Pentecostal scene. At three o’clock in the afternoon
upon May 31, 1888, amid the appropriate rumblings of
a mounting storm, the final act in the tragi-comic career
of the English Messiah was staged amid thunder and
lightning against the green background of an English
wood in springtime.

Two soldiers advanced to seize,the Messiah, who shot
both dead with his own hand. Whereupon his enraged
following of frenzied rustics charged the soldiers and
began to belabour them with their bludgeons. 'The order
to fire was given and “ Courtenay ” reeled back against
a tree gasping, “ 1 have Jesus in my heart.

The soldiers fixed bayonets and charged. When the
smoke cleared, the Messiah and eight oi his followers lay
dead or dying. A jug of cold water was poured over
the dead Messiah by a female disciple, an English
“ Mary Magdalen.” Hut no resurrection followed, as
he appears to have predicted would be the case.

The affray with its tragic conclusion naturally made a
tremendous sensation. At the resulting trial, at which
several of the short-lived Messianic movement received
lengthy prison sentences, it was revealed that “ Sir
William Courtenay in real life was John Nichols Tom,
son of the publican at * The Joiners’ Arms,” St. Columb
Major, Cornwall, where he luid originated in 1709.

Tom’s own former followers, however, continued to
entertain other ideas as to their Master’'s identity. A
traveller, who chanced to traverse Bossenden Wood in
Kent, where the final encounter had transpired, during the
summer of 1828, would have, belike, stumbled upon the
free against which the Messiah breathed his last,
decorated with a white hoard affixed by innumerable
tenterhooks to the tree and bearing the inscription in
black letters: —

Our real true Messiah, King of the Jews.”

Who, indeed, could prove that he was not?

F. A. RIDLEY.

MAPPING OUT THE ANCIENT ORIENT

WHEN last year scholars of Oriental studies in Europe
assembled in Prague for the Oriental Conference, tlie
most famous of them all. the Czech Professor B Ilrozny
—who first deciphered the ancient llittite, proto-Indian
and Cretan languages—was nowhere to be found. A
genuinely shy man, he shuns' tin* public light, dislikes
interviews and publicity, so as not to he distracted from
his work. In that same year, lie celebrated his 70th
birthday, and on this occasion, ” Orbis,” Prague,
published a booklet to review' the greatness of his un-
ceasing labour.*

The epoch-making work of his last years revolutionised
our ideas of the cultural life of the Near East and cast
fresh light on all aspects of the languages and history of
the ancient Oriental races.

At the age of ten, in the Classical (irammar School
in Prague, he was fascinated by Latin because of “ the
simplicity of its grammatical structure.” After Greek,
he began the study of Hebrew and Arabic; at the
University of Vienna he added Sumerian, Assyrian,
Persian, Aramaic, Egyptian and Sabeian. However, he
never hankered after the study of pure languages, of
philology for its own sake; this was merely the means

* Readers may have jt sent on application to tin* Editor
of the perioddica! Czechoslovak Life, Prague XIlI.

Decomber’
& & t? " % toa. , :
.f())l
Hugo \Yi stu4> AsSVieiolOaitl3r he left
*alrg) o« Afe _ _
\boc O me° 1kv “sy<tnr * Wt bI‘SE p~per oli WUos 2

-VesoDotUFgfirliig ocieut a 0846l PRI DSERmed
Mesopotamia in tlj@ Vienna Kilpgrs/K 1

Library, Hvozny published his book on N g
Ancient Babylon ” (1918), he indicated tHU f-miNx anl
cultural terminology was the same in BesopO ly:
Egypt and assumed that tin* economi¢ |He ot
dependent upon Babylonian culture. ujjde
l'elations on the one hand, as wadi as the * Iud
similarity of the Semitic-11amitic language‘s t@on»«l“tei
European group, gave llrozny a conviction . )
many years later in his book ” The An&ignt | 'J -
the Near East "—that the Indo-Europeans jor
the Hamites and Semites originally came lronlj ~cj. S
home, somewhere in the region between Ibe ~alCpsT
and tlie Caspian Sea, in the mountains of lbe 7 \drs
(As far as the common origin of Semites and -
is concerned, there is hardly any® dissout foo-tUy 1
serious scientists.)

But llrozny knew that more urgent tasks w' Nei***
bini in other fields, that a whole complex O L
demanded elucidation, without the solution o! ) InL
would not be able to achieve the filial syntin™1 “ict"
in mind. There were, first oEMall, the cuncitom]]”™ oca*
in the llittite language; in view of the absiaioo wl
textual material, these letters continued to I'l, =t
decipherable. The technique lie used to In-oak ut
puzzle is fascinating, but we have no space to
it hero. He at once detected close allinitios 11 _
words' such as cxza-teiri (eat, Old German P y‘ﬁl
vudar (water, Slav, voida), ay (I, Lafc. ” ego
roots of the Indo-European group. When (i
announced his conclusion that the Hittite bl I l(pi‘i
grammar of which he compiled—was akin wifb
Latin and the Germanic languages, lie was iy
opposed by Bible-banging professors and at.ta™ Mii
pettyfogging grounds. However, after the public j {U
liis systematic translations (with transcription) gri'N
Boghazkoi inscriptions, the number of his follow* ej\h
steadily, and to-day there is not one among sen®l -~
European scholars to doubt the correctness # jpto
interpretation; henceforth, Hittitology quickly »*
an independent branch of philology. i1

In studying those inscriptions, however, he ng
taneouslv with the English 1littitologist, lori*1> ||
covered that they also contained examples of IlfgK
language which differed fundamentally K’ 'O |\9f‘
European llittite; this language which seemed P&
Caucasian origin, was called " Kliattili," i.e., K¥glt
or proto-llittite, and was the older, indigenous * f}
spoken by the original populatlon of Asia Mhi°l )/
first half of the second millenfum r. rozny g7/
tim 7 Aryan ” Hittites called themselves Ncsd?A " ol
their ancient city Netthash), and that thereto*4

Olig,., t9 beacallead Nesitiv, aad mot fU .
had alwavs been taken for granted. In eddicL je'l
discovered and identified in the inscriptions of
further tongues, that of the Lv.ite8, and Kliurlw'»
y the “ Armeuoid*’ urri peo le, or Suharja s qtt*
Turnedlto t}'ne most cillwcult ofa |IoilOg|caH’¥r§\
“ hieroglyphic” inscriptions (dlfferlng fundaRI‘l,fiT
ffom Egyptian hieroglyphs), for wiiieh all oustarybfill.’
were absolutely lacking. By 1987 he had subs



umber

liufclered this tongue and published b*PTa,;a\iv belonged
it, like Indo-European Hittite, ess v tiad used

Mhe “ Rentum group.”! The na 10 .. the downfall
Wu\u language, however, and wlncn, * century

°i the “ cuneiform ” Hittite Empn” 1 500 years, has
%I’Specame heir to its culture f°I scri

V.0 ien i ntlf ed. ,
o more problems femained 1

could write his_projected stani ai_
(rentnl histowv. hese were the qu - R invaded

fdlnrr]u i’;lnd (ret'ﬁ;unu At thtat time, T:" * and Hrozny
oslovaki e Uniy, ersitics were c

»ec-jeoce&a#am his posi oM 56 Eoctoi of the

prcRionthis, he was able to aRReuite progress in his

\whivi.*uuian researches at a famous lecture late in «_>
J was in the nature of silent students demonstiatio

fascism; and subsequently he also an , < ¢
C( fle had succeeded in “ breaking the mr>

cleared UpP befor<;

ou ancnent

~s of Proto-

HroznjTgfeS lisynthesis, The Ancient History of
I; V'I)~st and India,” was published in 1040- By
~ m h e leaves his mark on all fields °
~*larship. History is treated dynamically, cultures

If"""1 "ot in isolation but in inter-action.

In '’ 's borne in mind that in the majority O '.
[ /'y Whs faced with the task of solving an efi 1
of n.0""known factors—writing and language—
of t] §reat Champollion who deciphered the no , .P -
tli'VriUngual Rosetta Stone was much eas.eythan

" Hvozny in elucidating inscriptions with no coi -
liuj; aid whatever. He wrote a summary ot the

Il sni@rofili i for the 14th edition ot the Evcijclopfldin
Uiu is a member of tho French Académie, and
M ] O JUss; announced that a commemoration volume

(,0i Published to mark Hvozny’'s 70th birthday, so

* h;lUnn:iibri°ns began to pour in, that tho number
is expanding. The two volumes already

,c°utain essavs from some of the aroatest

................

Whllst this gives some ldea of the inter-
Jeopt i I°Putation of Professor Hrozny, we Freethinkers
Nifice Unl as one of the great demolishevs of the Biblical

P. G,boy.

(

u'Unt) + aro two groups of Indo-European languages: the
t ,I(nt, MMSues with palatalisation, and the (ancient) ones
L-1Icd mu- e(),'ding to tlieir word for “ hundred,” they are
US Wentum " and “ Oatom ” groups. The Hittites and

<mim i Bayif in Northern Cilicia = Khilakku) spoke
gy\?"\t Kimttish, Phrygian, Armenian, Scythian, tho

Ma,.§ joy, etc., belonged to the “ Oatom ” group.
lliav. & s successful excavations at Mohendjo-Daro and
Ifis~miki? NeFth-East India revealed the remnants of a
V,, M), V,unvn culture preceding that of the Yedie Indians
uj ILdocin;iOt O,u' character of this mysterious writing had

10,°glvi I* Hrozny found that pro-Indian was akin to
ypnic M Hittite, hence an Tndo-European language.

THE FAIRY TALE
The latest for consumption
Is the yarn of the assumption.
It is the Pope’s Injunction
And it seems to me like this-r-

From Rome to Clapham Junction

For those who have no gumption

No doubt the thing will function—
Where ignorance is bliss.

E. W. JAMES,

CORRESPONDENCE
FREETHOUGHT AND “ THE JUNGLE GIRL”

Silt,—Is there a connection between the first and the second
and between Kreethought and brutal intolerancep We were
all young once and love and deep tragedy are not confined to
any age. Has any authority of any State any right to use
its despotic power of Church or State to crush an individual,
violate his or her mind, and physically separate him or her
from those loved, when such person has clone no crime? |
was about 13 when | threw the religion of my people to 'the
winds. If, at that time | had been thrown, by war, into the
jungle and been helped and protected by one of them and
had renounced my religion and nationality and married
one of them, would it bo jus{ or human for my parents
to use the temporal power of a “ superior ” nation to rape
my mind and tear me from friends | love and the woman 1 had
chosen? That my friends were of a different colour and that
my new religion was neither a Christian sect nor Atheism
makes no difference. If despotism and arbitrary authority can
“ get away ” with this kind of prohibition, then it will become
unsafe to* depart from any religion and become Atheist or
Freethinker. Once the wedge is driven in the door is the
easier opened—to tyranny.

That in any land there should he different laws for men and
women and white and coloured or believers and non-believers,
is a vile abomination. In such case it is the opposite to what
others, and myself, received bullets for—freedom amongst
ourselves and its extension to others. What we had in mind,
and sang about, was: “ Land of hope and glory. Mother of
the Free . . and its extension to mankind in all lands and
of all colours.—Yours, etc.,

JUUPKUT L. Humpurih.

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 Stone Pond, Hampstead
Heath).—Sunday, 12 noon: Mr. L. Ebury.

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

| ndoor

Birmingham Branch N.S.S. (Sati’'s C-afe, 40, Cannon Street,
off New Street).—Sunday, 7 p.m.: Mr. Edward Taylor
(Vice-Chairman, Notts. Debating Society), “ Tho Moorish
Contribution to Science.”

Nottingham Cosmopolitan Debating Society (Technical College,
Shakespeare Street).—Sunday, 2-30 p.m.: Rev. Kenneth
Wattes, “ The Final Issue.” *

South London Branch N.S.S. (The London and Brighton Hotel,
130, Queens Road, Peckhain, S.E. 15).— Sunday, 7-15 p.m.:
D. Keeper, I.L.P., “ Rabbinical Fictions and Frauds.”

West London Branch N.S.S. (The Laurie Arms, Crawford
Place, Edgware Road, W.l).—Sunday, 7-15 p.m.: " Annual
General Meeting.”

G. W. FOOTE CENTENARY

CHARING CROSS HOTEL, LONDON, W.C. 2
SATURDAY, 13th JANUARY, 1951

Chairman: MR. R. H. ROSETTI

Reception 6.30 p.m.
Tickets 15s.
N.S.S., 41, Gray’s Inn Road, London, W.C. L

Dinner, 7 p.m.
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THE HEART AND THE MIND

must make some reply to IT. IT.
Preece’s article, “ Good and Evil ” (published in
The Freethinker for December 10), more because | feel
that' he tends to misrepresent a position growing in-
creasingly general in our day than because 1 have any
direct axe of my own to grind in this matter. For,
unpaldtable though the fad may be to the majority of
readers of these columns, | think that it is indisputable
that, in our day, there is a greater traffic from in*
difference ai Freethought to some re giom attitude
than-the reverse.

Mr. Preece takes the line, as far as 1 understand
him, that he has been subject to moods and to almost
uncontrollable emotions, but that he would not describe
this as being in any way a conflict of good and evil ten-
dencies within his own heart or mind. Now, | do not
think that I am in any way an exceptional person in
Ibis matter, but | would say that | have been conscious
(and in these latter days, increasingly conscious) of a
kind of internal conflict of motives, suppose that
those who assert the irrationality of a religious ideas
and attitudes will say that such a feeiing can be ex-
plained by the idea of a social conscience, or something
of that kind. All that 1can say is that | am ohly too
well aware of my own weaknesses, and that if | am able
to get any kind of support to fight against such tempta-
tions as come the way of every human being I am only
too glad of that support.

1 fear that many of my old readers will feel that J
am falling sadly away from the attitude of a genuine
Freethinker; at the same time 1 think that they neglect
the idea of Pascal, who once wrote that the heart has
reasons of which the mind knows nothing. For in-
stance, there is the matter of art. As a friend said to
me the other day, we have no way of proving that
Beethoven is a greater musician than Irving Berlin, or
that Botticelli is a greater artist than the man who draws
the pictures in the “ comic ” over which my son
chuckles each week. These things cannot bo proved,
but that they are true seems to me to be as certain as
that 1 have two eyes and one nose.

There are, then, spheres of life in which the idea of
scientific proof does not necessarily apply. This seems
to me to be where Freethought has gone badly off the
lines; and this is what in long years of Freethought and
Rationalist journalism 1 did not allow myself to see.
For, after all, it is the man who assumes that Beethoven
is a greater musician than living Berlin who gets most
out of his music. Similarly, perhaps, in this matter of
atheistic interpretation of the universe.

The old proofs (so-called) of God’s existence have been
blown sky-high, many a time, by Freethinkers and
Rationalists, who have usually gone on (like Mr.
Cutner) to express considerable surprise that men have
continued to act as if such disproofs have not been
formulated. A typical example is Mr. Archibald Robert-
son's article in the current Jialionalinl Annual, The point
L have tried to make is that 1 know the existence of
God cannot be proved by a rational and logical process,
such as is used (say) by the atomic physicists to prove
the existence of electrons. But if one says, quite de-
liberately, *“ The world would be a better place if all
men believed that there was a God, and that the Brother-
hood of Man depends on the Fatherhood of that God,”
then one finds (as | am finding) that it works surprisingly
in one's own everyday life. And with that avowal |

I FEEL that |
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am sure that Air. Pm ce wj e egnili K*

totally lost soul! N
From my point of view, howe\ei, - thipic

fact that: international conditions in tiS "erjg pelief

grown gteadilymes e t h i n A h Molir
' nverngp i-'reetunl<('|'

Jthinkabout * - u fhfd tlt fact

c°nsiderable t,-,m this article) n ’

Om.<i the few myw@Rdly optimistig signs of our J«; veligic
i

'saidat
B> [IMm£E

WLO'b.
THE SOUL
SOME words are very interesting to study 'l «Y\)£
Especially after a striking event that purpoj * fjv
trate them, -The term ” Soul ” is one oi tF

soul can be considered in three forms. jtsctf'
anima ” or the principie 6f Hfe=iiaay bte* ’\f\td

That is the only soud «@Freethinker has illiy g_l{‘Jf

for.. There is ‘* animus, '’ oi* emotion, and

In a sense spiritus is the same as Mima siih,( ~

breath. When wc cease breathing,- the niin~1

life, ceases also.

. illustration- 2f(.
Now this can be glanced at as an (

group of pious Quebec pilgrims went to v th?

the Pope and obtain bis blessing. This hh

got. Vnd departed, 88 of them, on a plane. \ipiF
This plane of blessed pilgrims crashes ou ,l)lI(s i1

slope in a snowstorm. No survivors. *0r1! , wer

the world * Soul.” Gardinal McGurgan said

sity Aiass; for their souls, as “ 1 know' they h

spiritualised by tlie it il
So lie it; because “ spirit ” is the basi of

the Cardinal made use of. (But that is -rid
SOU|, i \\ s

o

The Pope offered special prayers at a Mass.
that is considerate, and means well....... Lill, whilt of ¢
benefit do departed souls, lives, get from prayed
living? _ _ ad T

As the Latin poet Seneca queried,

(iniido* fabila decipit S it true, or

deceive the timid, that the soul lives on when 1 B
is buried? ” Further oh in the Choriifc he ,jan)].trIN
Trojans ask the question: ” But do we die A
entirely, when the spirit has ascended into spaee ™ rt
stanza or two considers this point, but the jp.;ll\
matrons were mundane as they, declared emplﬁsélflp

“ After death there is nothing, and death ikl

nothing, the last goal of a swift race! And “’E(ﬂy ’

and chaos devour us!” fli
\voF!

Jb accentuate this condition, Seneca lias flu
as author, it is true—soulless, enunciating with
” Death is indivisible, destructive to the boi)
sparing the Soul!” We can accept their opinion:aumr
the vast majority of mortals do hot. Why? |
both, getting something in exchange for nothiG/™Nii
prevalent desire everywhere. /7 So, the Soul being
tal, or rather, so designated, made so distinct AQ,
kind pleasantly deceives itself. Yes, indeed! A )0
doesyleeeive,” notonly the “ timid,” but also *
and unscrupulous. Not only so, but such (i1
vehemently any revelation oi reality. Is there h™ A

assurance “ Dust thou art, -to dust returnest,
spoken of the Soul.” Well, one can accept the J<n°ll
ledge that the soul, anima, is life, but not the 1 r

conception of this word. .
GFORGE F. BA >

Inn Road, London, W.C. 1



