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back, we reprinted in The Freethinker one
J¥y Chri . cur'ous and. perhaps, instructive passages in

j'terature: the declaration by the _early
r- St. Irenaeus, that Jesus was nearly fifty at
The author.

he preached his gospel.
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; Lyons, to-day a big French industrial
Presumably, a provincial town of the Roman
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him when he wrote his famous book Against the Heresies,
from which our extract is taken, towards the end of the
second century of our Era. It is worth recalling that the
pagan critic of Christianity, Celsus, who seems to have
writen his True Word, the oldest critique of Christianity
to have survived, about the same time as Irenreus, already
accuses the Christians of having “ edited ” and rewritten
their “ Sacred Books,”
“once, twice, many times.”
Apparently, this process had

"Aﬁgﬁw Ofo[ Peeefﬁ_rs%sehlz/ivﬁgs - not finished even then?

'St 170?r who, in or NeW nght On 'Il'heChstater:]mgn';h of bthif
Lyars. T'becarne Bishop of - - . early Church Father abou
ls Greer le name. Iremeus, C h rIStlan O Il g INS 7 Christian  origins s so
%i};gj Joa#c_ works O?gl?ﬁl annc(i)mio degtructll\lle
Uhabiv i.ni were, pre- 0 e universally
T Qr Ori8inally writpten """""" By F. A. RIDLEY----mmmmmeee accepted Gospel tradition

N e
@%jd tl;lljét rg%tek b\?vas the “lingua Franca,” the

MNus a ' “anSuage °f the Roman Empire at this time.
Liilas i\Urebus- under whom Irenoeus lived, wrote his
Mijc*elu*Motions, his private Diary, not intended for
iNNnS n->nGreek. The Christian Church in Rome also
Stgy 1 to use the Greek language in its ecclesiastical
The
munity in Lyons probably consisted largely

gfgg#gli m

Whet

a later date than that of

SlaVeS

Iremeus.

rear’s 1- 1Bl remarkable about our second century
u$Hls m°Sraphical information about the Jesus of the
/\ii., B the confidence with which it was expressed.
S u J, Bishop of Lyons tells us that Jesus lived a life of
activity unty he was nearly fifty aiul was
|y dly. respected by his contemporaries,” he is not

Stving [fis own opinion, or asserting a doubtful

\)\iﬁfsd\/l

%

j1 Contrarily, he asserts that what he is reporting

li A\g. le Lord is the unanimous tradition of the Church
'SjT -that is, Asia -Minor—as handed down directly
ilit atru Ibe disciple of the Lord, the traditional Founder
N s . Hljrch, who had lived “ into the reign of Trajan ”—
le C "lto the second century of the Christian Era: since
Lithe- Iperor Trajan, one of the most famous Roman

Ny

reigned from 98-117 of our present Era.

Not

J?iviti,cs Irenaeus tell us that his account of the life and
] °f Jesus is the correct one. but he explicitly asserts

Vis,» Sloi'y Ihat Jesus only taught for one year after his
".°y John, and died "at the age of thirty, or there-

\ Is a pestilential heresy assiduously circulated by
the arch-heretics of the period in which the
[n ° Lyons traditionally wrote.

1al"I¥ng such a statement, lremeus, as the saying goes,

m)j, a uiouthful.”

For our Gospels, which, incidentally,

jlloig,, Is Lbe first recorded Christian author to quote as

* Gi

by name. all repeat, with minor variations only

H agtic™ heresy ” so roundly denounced by our author
tre plry to the unanimous tradition of the apostles and

\ ( Lurch.

From which it would seem to follow that

s°8els must have been compiled by Gnostic heretics
i i Weeded in imposing, eventually, their point of view

"'he |, butch. One would like to know what, exactl
°Ur Gospels which the Bishop of Lyons had

be

was
fore

that, though unsupported by
any other surviving documents in early Christian literature,
it appears to be worth further investigation.

Firstly, with regard to its author. At the time when
Irenaeus wrote the books ascribed to him, Christianity had
not yet emerged from its subterranean existence as an
obscure oriental cult. Its first authentic mention by pagan
writers of repute—Celsus. Marcus Aurelius, and others -
was, actually, contemporary with Irenaeus, and no one,
except the “ Pagan Evidence ” lecturer Celsus, who studied
Christianity expressly to refute it, knew anything about the
new religion except by hearsay: it is very unlikely that
Marcus Aurelius ever saw a Christian in his life. It is,
accordingly, not very surprising that all we know about
Irenteus derives solely from ecclesiastical sources. It is,
however, very unlikely that the passage in question, with
its llat repudiation of the orthodox Christian tradition,
could have been written by anyone else. In the period
immediately after Iremcus’s traditional date, Christian
theology, of which Iremeus was one of the founders,
hardened into the rigid mould that it ha$ possessed ever
since. It is quite inconceivable that such an heretical state-
ment should have then been put into the writings of so
famous a champion of orthodoxy as the Bishop of Lyons.
Indeed, it is very unlikely that such a daring criticism of
the Gospel story would have been left in the text of anyone
less famous. The text of Irenaeus, one may suppose, was
so sacrosanct and well-known that editors dared not tamper
with it.

Accordingly, it is, in our submission, highly probable
that the text of Irenaeus represents his authentic text. |If
not, it cannot possibly be much later in dale. Assuming,
as | think we can, its authenticity, what do we actually
know about Irenaeus? Only, it seems, that he came from
Greek-speaking Asia, and that he became Bishop of Lyons
in 179, after a massacre of the Christians of Lyons,
including the previous Bishop, in 178. (The Massacre, which
rests entirely on Christian tradition, may be apocryphal,
but enriched Hie martyrology of Christian legend with some
famous names. IreiueUs is reported to have himself been
martyred eventually, on still more doubtful evidence.)
Assuming lhat, as he says about Jesus, one does not reach
“years of discretion ” until about fifty, one may assume
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that he was probably a middle-aged man when he became
Bishop. In which case, Iremeus would have been born
about 130 of our Era; which tallies with the tradition that
he was a disciple of Bishop Polycarp, a famous Christian
Bishop, who was allegedly martyred about the middle of
the century at an advanced age.

Irenaeus, then, belonged to the second generation of the
second century, and was probably born about a generation
after the death of John who, we are expressly told, lived
into the reign of Trajan; that is, into our second century.
Such a man would be a fairly reliable witness to the state
of belief current in Asiatic Christian circles when the new
religion was in process of formation and before our Gospels
were written; which, by all the available evidence, cannot
have happened much before the beginning of our second
century at the earliest—they may have been even later, as
Walter Cassels has incontrovertibly demonstrated in his
masterly study of Christian origins, Supernatural Religion.

Who was John, “ the Lord’s disciple,” to whom Iretueus
appeals so confidently? Upon that point, the Christian
tradition of the second century is unanimous: the “ John ”
to whom our author appealed, was the Founder of the
Church in Asia, who died at an advanced age in Ephesus,
and who “ wore the golden breastplate,” or was, originally,
a Jewish priest in the Temple at Jerusalem before its
destruction by the Romans a.d. 70. This “ John,” some-
times described as “ The Apostle,” and sometimes as “ The
Presbyter.” or “ Priest,” was so famous a figure in the
early Christian Church that one must accept his existence
unless one is prepared to deny the whole tradition of
Christian origins which the present writer, for one, is not.
The standing of “John,” whether "Apostle” or “Presbyter,”
in early Christian circles, is conclusively established by the
fact that an entire “ Johannine ” Literature, of which he
was the reputed author.,, a Gospel, an Apocalypse (our
“ Revelations ), and three Epistles, was incorporated into
our New Testament despite the fact that it obviously
represents quite a different tradition of Christian origins

Friday. August 21 1%

Ith
Precisely S Astatic = JSshiiine " trachiorrviE; ot
reflects, and it is from the Gospel of “ John that 9]
in the passage cited above: one would, we rept notto
know what else was then in the Gospel whic jreas
now; since, obviously, if “ John ” taught what «jon
lie did, which we have no reason to d oub t” jntere®
must have been pretty heavily bowdlerised °1
of what later became orthodoxy, since the in( j)s dicA*
Bis op quoted it and described the teaching ** 1
author. <d

We thus consider Irenzus as a reliable rep(irth
least, one of the sources that later merged into
Testament” and into fully-evolved Christian 1 da'}{,
As to who actually was the Jewish teacher wn® rOMy
tﬁ hav@ seen Mﬂffﬁm:’ V\s@c hraygc npu means /-0 spel5 p
The fact, if it be such, that the “ Jesus of the jeJ|

& mijithl, does fint exalude the fact ihai a mijth  fiils*
often is composite in character. The actual say  fis
doings of actual, men who lived in the Palesting Q) dithJ
century may, at some points, be incorporatel jOn>
composite myth. Of such kind may have been gainic* f
reminiscences of an actual Jewish heretic who ¢ |IS; "
be a reincarnation of the Old Testament pahl
Gnostic circles, such as those in which “ John PYH
wrote his Gospel, such fantastic personages we ’

means, unknown.

The mists of Time, ably assisted in this instan,(jrtt%b
millenium~df Christian censorship, have now *tiaib
obliterated every trace of the actual origins of ¢ "ZgiCt
and we are now never likely to know how the I,L
drama actually started. Only a few isolated P"el
surviving either by accident or on account of , glinPy
their traditional authors, give us occasional
through the swirling mists which shroud the b"gjllly|B'1
the most powerful religion that our planet has
Amongst such rare glimpses, that recorded by **
one of the most remarkable and, probably, most re

[

The Wisdom of Folly

By C. McCALL

Farewell! live long, drink deep, be jolly.

Ye most illustrious votaries of folly!
THE lines prefixed above actually come at the close of a
book written in 1510, which still has a great deal to com-
mend it. Paradoxical though it may be in parts. The Praise
of Folly by Erasmus (1466-1536) is suffused with common
sense and bristling with wit and irony—besides being
illustrated by Holbein—and provides a rare feast for the
bibliophile. For the Freethinker, it offers even more. It is
a voice from the Renaissance: a voice of culture and
tolerance, but one that commanded (and employed)
devastating satire. Erasmus was, as G. W. Foote indicated,
the precursor of Voltaire.

Much has been said in disparagement of him as a man,
and even Froude thought that he should have supported
the Reformation. But Erasmus was a timid man who
hated violence and war. He avoided the martyrdom of his
friend Sir Thomas More (to whom The Praise of Folly is
dedicated) but he also avoided the fanaticism of Martin
Luther. He was more of a Freethinker, though less of a
revolutionary than Luther, who called him godless, an
enemy of true religion, a slanderer of Christ, a Lucian, an
Epicurean and the vilest miscreant that ever disgraced the
earth. Perhaps those were times for clear-cut decisions
and Erasmus, like many intellectuals before and since,
failed as a man of action. But there is a tendency to over-
simplify such situations. Erasmus believed in toleration,

as Luther never did, and perceived that the g
had substituted a local tyranny for a Roman i3
infallible book for an infallible Church. The ‘:];U»
ifference between the two men has been e “éﬂém )
oote, viz., *“'LLuther was a theologian, an
Hurrasnist.” f,
A schalarly humanism is clearly evident in Tm 4#
of Folly, which was written at the house of il
described as “An oration of feigned matter, sP°cttiiif,
FOLLY in her own person.” Much of the beok 'ls"* I
light-hearted and satirical (“ trifles may be a whet
serious thoughts ”) but there are passages of seriouSy fikg
The whole work is a plea for a sensible attitude @
“Why. can any one be said properly to live to
pleasure is denied? ” it asks, and emphasises that
of mortal men only, who have faults but make b |
and not of the gods who “have so much of wistH1#?1
they have wvery little of friendship; may nothing -
whieh is true and hearty.” v I
Living is a social matter, and Erasmus had no j/-
asceticism. For him, wisdom was * a readiness
good, and an expedite method of becoming servieA
the world.” The nature of “good ” is “communl®
and mirth shawld be imparted to others. WWhen 1
run merrily on to our last stage of life, there shouw *
fear or pain to die, for good company is sure tI’ *
acceptable in the next life as it is in this, Clear*)’
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JO mournfiI* Christian heaven here, and there would be
he had Brt™ e‘lher, if Erasmus’s fool had his way.
Njjure-lovi - ~n common with thc sPortin8’ jestin8>
#th relishMlio ~a8an deities and quotes their escapades

iN those who ot so with “ the old crabbed philosophers,
friag»  NOW supply their stead, the mortified monks

‘Fﬁ“s';‘-}sonhers in their long beards and short cloaks
ik unori*tu™Mv® “e only favourites of wisdom, and
getione 32 rest °f mankind as the dirt and rubbish of
Ainess J u J hese men’s happiness is only a frantic
W\iics in m ’ra’'n”’ they build castles in the air, and infinite

labor.,? VAOML,I.” Their ideas are constantly tested in
@& woni ?ry  hfe and found wanting. What city, he
‘re stoj-i c\er suhmit to the rigorous laws of Plato?
wiskmjAi Seneca “ pretends that the only emblem of
‘aypds ’c man without passion; whereas the supposing
trelsfornin 1° so’ % perfectly to unman him, or else

‘Irever '-n him into s°rne fabulous deity that never was,
‘figse J "M be . . . making him a meré statue, immove-

*e nian css, and altogether inactive. And if this be their
‘ininto Pi.et,them take him to themselves, and remove
‘aerjib  *ato>s commonwealth, the new Atlantis, or some
: fairy ldnd.” SQuorates was too intent ipon
1504, Wnatters and “ minded nothing of the world, and

M/ Pary concerns.
? w|Sarc " another sort of brainsick fools ” whose first

injj ereunto they esteem a profound ignorance, is
lgfare t®canial knowledge a great enemy to their spiritual
NS*, seem “ confident of becoming greater
“ma 1 divine mysteries the less they are poisoned
COffrt  «’Unian learning,” imagine “ they bear a sweet
N « th the heavenly choir,” and some *“ make a good
% |dine trade of beggary.” Divines are dexterous in
(fChrja™ lJje most intricate mysteries about the conception
“‘idrepl”’ me s"rament, and a thousand other “sublimated
Sets . ""ch niceties,” but they hold absurd and extravagant
tilla 1 nd maintain that it 1s “ a less aggravating fault to
stlL "idred men, than for a poor cobbler to set a stitch

sabbath-day.”

sad*y misguided folk of to-day who acknowledge
“a  received from blessed saints and virgins or think
¢re / Christopher will protect them from danger, might
Niau "ear that “if any pray to Erasmus on such
'dothar holidays, with the_ceremon%/ of wax candles,
"th cr fopperies, he shall in a short time be rewarded
?%i,i plentiful increase of wealth and riches.” (The
Tep. Ori should be admitted in the Personal Column of
Atd thc numberless readers of What tlic Stars
" Kio 1 Itc various women’s weeklies may be interested
>osu\ that although “it is all but a presumptuous
Ihdj '"'J yct some to be sure will be so great fools as
\0 °« 'hem (the astrologers).”
sirdinakUbiect . was sacrosanct to Erasmus.  Popes,
?host Sand bishops, who “ in pomp and splendour have
r vioCUa"ed M not outgone secular princes ” come in
ptfist’- -t denunciation. The first “ pretend themselves
a\éas Mcars,” sometimes buy votes in the conclave, and
I, me'dants galore, including “grooms, ostlers, serving-
: gl UlPs (and somewhat else, which for modesty’s sake
"oy not mention).” “ They think to satisfy that Master
V | ete"d tO serve, our Lord and Saviour, with their
StsStat? and magnificence, with the ceremonies of instal-
Aicis “hh the titles of reverence and holiness, and with
dle‘r cP'scoPal function only in blessing and
If getr ~ald-pated priests are “ most subtle in the craft
rd "8 money, and wonderfully skilled in their
£rJ Me dues of tithes, offerings, perquisites, etc.”
Arg”iis is scathing in condemnation of the “ cheat ” of
°d indulgencies and other magical charms;
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“ fumbling ” over beads in “ the rehearsal of such and such
petitions (which some religious impostors invented, either
for diversion, .or what is more likely for advantage);” and
belief in guardian saints with distinct offices: one for the
toothache, another to grant easy delivery in child-birth, a
third to recover lost goods, and so on.

But he reserves perhaps his most pungent satire for the
schoolmen, who “can deal with any text of scripture as
with a nose of wax, knead it into what shape best suits
their interest;” in whose “ abstracting brains ” subtleties
are “alchemized to a more refined sublimate;” and who
make divisions in hell and purgatory “ as if they were very
well acquainted with the soil and situation of those infernal
regions.” In fact, so clever are they, that Erasmus recom-
mends them as replacements for the many unsuccessful
legions sent against the Turks and Saracens in holy wars.
The engagement, surely, would be mighty pleasant, and
victory unquestioned.

There, this appetizer (for it is nothing more) must end.
Erasmus, like his voice of Folly was “ communicative and
bountiful.” Well might he exhort us to “ drink deep ” for,
like a good host, he gave us genuine vintage. Whatever
his personal deficiencies and his falterings at historic
moments, he possessed a fine intellect and a lively wit
which he poured into this delightful book.

Theatre

Escapade by Roger MacDougall. St. James’s Theatre.
THE subject-matter of this play is a little confusing, but
there emerges with reasonable lucidity its main propa-
ganda point, which is peace. Unfortunately, the situations
are rather improbable, but you may find the play passably
good if you can be convinced that all youngsters do not
want to fight and that a sixteen-year-old boy could
organise the whole of his school into a unit of militant
pacifism.

Phyllis Calvert and Nigel Patrick play the parents of
three boys. They are away at school, and the eldest at
sixteen gets up a peace campaign. His bold action in this
respect makes the parents conscious of their responsibili-
ties, but they are at variance with each other, for the father
is a stormy pacifist and the mother feels she cannot tolerate
him and wants to part.

Although the play could be much tidier and clearer, it
is saved by considerable wit in thc dialogue and mainly
good character parts. John Fernald’s production is of high
standard and the acting is excellent, notably from the two
leads and also from Ernest Clark as the schoolmaster. Two
junior actors also stand out clearly; one is Lance Secretan
bent on keeping the truth from thc master, and thc other
is Alec McCowen who has a more varied role.

That thc young are sent to fight in case of war, and that
they should seek their own means of keeping peace, is (lie
message of this play. It is nothing new, but it is good to
know that it is kept alive.

RAYMOND DOUGLAS.

The Design Argument

The crocodile’s approach is deadly silent, and his attack swift
as a Hash of lightning, Even a large ox has small chance of
escape from thc great jaws when once dragged into deep water.
Yet the reptile has so small a gullet that he can only swallow
small morsels of solid food, and he conceals thc bodies of the
large animals in the reeds below the surface until they decompose
before he can enjoy them.—W. S. Chadwick, Man Kilters ami
Marauders.

THE_ HISTORICAL JESUS AND THE MYTHICAL
CHRIST, By Gerald Massey. What Christianity owes to
Ancient Egypt. Price Is.; postage 2d.
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This Believing World

Wec often wonder whether the Church is obsessed by the
word Jesus quite as much as by the word “ Unity.” Over
and over again “Unity " is the principal topic for our clergy
on the B.B.C.—the latest example being “ Two Statements
on Episcopacy,” one by the Rev. G. L. Prestige who
appears to be quite certain that God Almighty intended
the Churches in England to be ruled by Bishops; and the
other by the Rev. E. A. Payne, speaking for the Free
Churches, who was just as certain that God Almighty
didn’t want any Bishops at all. Dr. Prestige seemed very
surprised that the Free Churches should want to keep out
of the Communion of the Church of England over such a
small matter as a Bishop; while Dr. Payne seemed to think
that as Jesus Christ wasn’t ordained by any Bishop, these
gentlemen were quite superfluous.

It was all a pretty tussle of wits, and lay people (such as
ourselves) must have been quite unable to judge on such
domestic matters. What did emerge from the two state-
ments was that there wasn’t the least likelihood of “Unity”
so long as one side wanted Bishops, and the other side
didn’t.  The divergence of views was just as acute between
them as between the Church of Rome which wanted a
Pope, and the Church of England which didn’t. What a
blessed word is “ Unity !

Whether History is, as Henry Ford is supposed to have
said, “all bunk,” or not, is a question for historians to
discuss. But we are all for accuracy if we can get it, and
a line in the American journal, Progressive World, for July
on forcible conversions credits Charlemagne with giving
100,000 captured Turks live minutes to decide whether
to become Christians or to be hanged.” It would have
been some job even for Charlemagne to hang 100,000
unlucky people—but where in history is the evidence for
this statement? And were there any Turks at all in the days
of Charlemagne?

Let us give credit to one Anglican Bishop, the RI. Rev.
H. H. Dixon of Brisbane, for giving an “ emphatic ‘No’”
to the suggestion of the Acting Prime Minister, Sir Arthur
Fadden, for prayers of thanks for the Korean Truce. He
thought it “ farcical to arrange thanksgiving services ” after
only a day’s truce. Still, why should wc have any thanks-
giving services? After all, if the Lord really arranged the
truce, he must have also arranged the Korean War. At all
events, we shall maintain this until the Almighty assures
us that he'is entirely innocent of the War.

A reader of this journal wants to know whether the Rev.
Solomon Spaulding is or is not responsible for the famous
(or infamous) Book of Mormon, the Bible of all good
Mormons. Of course, the Heads of the Mormon Church
indignantly deny that it was pinched from Spaulding, but
there is enough evidence to show that Joseph Smith got
hold of his unpublished MS which was called the Manu-
script Found, and which tried to prove that the original
aborigines of America were descended from the “lost”
tribes of Israel.

The Mormon prophet added a whole lot of twaddle
about Jesus coming to America to convert everybody,
claimed that he “ translated” the lot from * Golden
Tablets guarded by Angels,” and the Mormon Church was
born. Unfortunately, Smith was bitterly attacked by his
fellow Christians, and he eventually was foully murdered
by them—which is not surprising to anybody who knows

TRBIITHINK i;R
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Christian history. The Book of Mormon is,Sch Il#
style of the Authorised Version of the Bible' . t0it"
adds distinction, dignity, veracity and autheml

as in the case of our own Holy Bible.

c fta’
Disgruntled and unsuccessful artists Cn ifn'dic gﬂﬂ
the experiences of a Mr. J. H. Bent, who is uSth
World—and he ought to be believed when he V (ngsl"
there he is creating “ beautiful landscapes, P * Q-
rare richness and beauty” all through the la'vs. 0w
I here is, he adds, “ nothing to fear, because 9 ° nnendaC' i
1his magnificent tribute to the Spiritual Uphfte ~ $id
by Spiritualism should give Hope to the V/caD" d
and the Miserable. Can Materialism do likewise-

your life!

the mother of Constantine, ferventlg believed in  \Wu”
not all Christians, and especially by Mr. Evel)l >
proves how wonderfully true is Spiritualism- ‘eJdil
that when the three crosses were found, the I IUhi
Bishop with St. Helena visited a sick woman anl  y>
her with them. Two of the crosses utterly failed j te
you have guessed it, the Third, the True Cross, f
invalid at one touch. And where does SpiritT*? j"\ntel
in?  Well, it was a Spirit Guide which led mc
Lady to the One True Cross!

Westering

Now, at the hour of the long shadow, -3
When beetle drones, and the night-moth 1
When on trunk and branch golden glory hcs'
And coney seeks his hole beyond the meat®
Time is it too the dreamer made for home.

To witness on the morrow long shadows co *j.

N.S.S. Executive Committee
6th August, 1953

Present; Mr. Ridley (in the Chair), Mrs. Venton, ” sSccercl!?
Griffiths, Tilcy, Johnson, Cleaver, Corstorphinc, and the "\jpgsT
Eight new members were admitted to the Parent, |Gty ..
and West London Branches. It was decided to send «. Hlj
fraternal greetings to the National Colnsgress of Frcimit-I%
thinkers, meeting at Toulouse, August to = An i
from the Southport Debating Society for a speaker t° ~ rf
debate on the After-Life was read, and it was decidet V
it to the Manchester Branch. Owing to the possibility. ~rCj
Taylor miﬁht not be able to attend the approaching c
of "the Ethical Union, it was agreed that the SecrctaU > IIL
represent the N.S.S. there. News of Mr. E. T. Brya*j
thought activities in Folkestone and Trimlcy was recc
interest. Mr. Bryant having been an active and usc. dtpar>;
of the Executive”Committee for some years prior to his " 't, 1

from London. First information of a forthcoming leg**- pr'l
Society tinder the Will of the late Thomas A. Green ’
comdra, Eire, was read. N

P. Victor Morris, Sec

BLASPHEMY!

AN
| always understood that cricket was a sport and the o 1’1 "
indulged in_it were known as sportsmen. If they expct™l]Ljiillji
?rowded with sleeping carriages on the trifling” railway J
ront Leeds to London, they had better travel in a hearse (lir
would be at least as exciting as the game they play,
the Editor of Ihc livening Standard.

IS THIS DEMOCRACY?

A youth parliament that held a debate in May on the tzfpllv
of the Monarchy has now been barred from meeting in w"
Council Chamber.—The Daily Express, August 8, 1953.
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Gray's Inn Road, London, W.C.I.
lelephonc: Holborn 2601.

s, To Correspondents
& g]sé\;/‘_’iﬁd\EY-—W@ are AQt gujte suie af yeur point. We
‘mRhm ., entlemen referred to were members of the

Moarc g1 ¥iey should join-with those of Your mriembers
E OEIIEVEIS ™ |n spirits.

mRea th~)f,  be forwarded direct from the Publishing
i F.(in 1l J'nlowing rates (Home and Abroad): One year,
""spondc A.'50); half-year, 12s.; three months, 6s.

i “fid jo' arf re<Piested to write on one side of the paper

‘i"ire Hop m'“ake tlleir Utters as brief as possible.
i / < by reach the Secretary of the N.S.S. at this
Irs for y d«y 'naming.

Ip hioiic'ln ,ure should be sent to the Business Manager of
lo Ihe p'/itess’ ("ay's Inn Road, London, W.C.I, and

Lecture Notices, Etc.
|, Outdoor
m N.S.S. (Broadway Car Park).—Every Sunday,
i B Day’and A. H. Wiiarrad..
Jp.m « MUnch N.S.S. (Castle Street).—Sunday. August 23,

"hesL n 95> Oykkir and Mills. .
by i M Branch N.S.S. (Dcansgatc Bomb Site).—Every week-

,' bin 1AT;, Messrs. Woodcock and Barnes. Every Sunday.
fh i Platt Fields, a Eecturc.
Utdl <°n Branch (White Stone Pond, Hampstead Heath).—
1tgust 23, noon: L, Ebury.

fh_s tgnr:h liranch N.S.S. (Marble Arch).—Every Sunday from
Peillas Wards: Messrs. O'Neill, Cleaver, Wood, and other

i, Indoors ]
‘maTich N.S.S. (Community Centre, Wanstcad, 2 mins,
station).—Thursday, August 27: Open Meeting.

ror Notes and news

(reW@ p number of years past The Freethinker has
e IC~°d forlune to possess amongst its most valu-
i "yd]y assets the talented pen of Mr. C. G. L. Du
iV ate C* known in the legal profession as a practicing

In at the Criminal Bar, Mr. Du Carni seems. some-
fhane find the timg to gai thraugh an almast mythical
b ”°lh rca(+ng and writing. His published works,
ffiy, ™ Sewcral pamphlets published by our Pioneer
i-ih ~'WPV whole columns in the catalogue of the

[0 aseum Library, whilst his numerous contribu-

ir journal are equally distinguished by vast

* My oa stye °f gjngular elegance and literar
%u@rylearneﬁecontﬁl ugtor has %ow expanded th)é
WL’ N8 contributions; in our contemporary. Truth
_#683), appears a notable article by Mr. Du
%’ n orce entitled. Is the Church Right in Saying
liters ,v Un-Christian? We must congratulate the
A cas°f Truth, who will hear, perhaps for the first time,
"\h for treating marriage not as a mystical sacra-
"Hja ILas a civil ceremony governed by common sense
CM. pft'Ons- . .
sdn  u Cann marshals his attack with sharp legal pre-
wliect emphasises the contradictory teachings on the
m% Pf divorce ascribed to the Jesus of the Gospels,
IHig* lae author appears to regard as an historical,
human character. The writer then proceeds to
4. e contradictory attitude taken up by the
1 Churches upon this subject at different times.
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Dr. Marie Stopes and her pamphlet
on the Royal Commission on
the Press

OUR contributor, Mr. H. Cutner, writes as follows: “ In
my review of Dr. Marie Stopes’s pamphlet—a review
completely favourable to her and her cause—I recalled
an incident which took place about 30 years ago, and
made certain comments to which she has taken exception.
1 wish to say that | am sorry if my remarks have done
her any injustice whatsoever. 1 based my remarks on
my memory of a discussion at a public meeting 30 years
ago; but'l understand that Dr. Slopes published in the
same year her Contraception: Its Theory, History and
Practice in which she gave (and still gives in the Eighth
Edition) full and documented details about Bradlaugh and
the others. Reference should be made to this book for a
correct representation of her views. Having always
admired her courageous stand on behalf of Birth Control
against all bigots, I had no intention of injuring her repu-
tation. 1 trust that she will accept this very sincere
apology.—H. Cutner.”

(We have pleasure in inserting the above apology and
in fully associating ourselves with its terms.- -Editor.)

and places. Actually, we find it rather difficult to accept
some of our author’s arguments on such lines. No doubt,
the Church has often deviated from the teaching of the
“ Master,” but could it have done anything else? As far
as its actual beginnings can be reconstructed, Christianity
seems to have begun, not as a fixed system, but rather as
a “revivalist ” movement. The Founders seem to have
believed that the end of the world was at hand: and then
teaching on marriage as on other matters was adapted to
such beliefs. Could the Church do anything else except
modify such visionary teachings in a world which
obstinately continued to exist long after the “end” was
overdue? Even assuming the existence of an historical
Jesus of Nazareth, we do not imagine that he said the last
word on Divorce or, indeed, on anything. However, we
do not suppose that Canon Roger Lloyd, of Winchester,
who is to reply to Mr. Du Cann in the next issue of Truth,
is likely to take this precise line!

God Save the B.B.C.!

(News Item: Beauty Queen Patricia Rossiter, of Bristol, has
been warned by the B.B.C. that she must not wear a bathing suit
in the T.V. Holiday Girl Show from Brighton. Instead, 19 year-
old Pat, a clerk, will wear a dress run-up by her Mother.)

A Show from Brighton was arranged in which a Beauty Queen
Was due to make a “ brief ” appearance on the T.V. screen.
The B.B.C. in horror cried with all its awful might—

“ Unless the lady wears a dress there’ll be no Show to-night!”

And so her Mother had to get her needle out tout-suite
And run-up something covering the lower bits of meat.
For nasty-minded humbug this must surely take the bun—
Thank God we have a B.B.C. to see we see no fun!

W. H. WOOD.

Our older readers will remember the excellent comic verse
which Mr. W. H. Wood used to contribute to this journal. Mr
Wood ceased to write for The Freethinker on™ account ol
differences of opinion on_the subject of Materialism. We have
much pleasure in welcoming him back to our columns where we
shall published an article in the near future in which he defends
his position. The Freethinker, as befits its name, is always open
to all forms of bona fide Frecthought.
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Robert Taylor

The Devil’s Chaplain (1784-1844) By h.cutner

(Continued from pane 263)
AND there are other references in all of which he gives
details to support his case; such as, to come back to the
“Fall of Man” again, when he points out, “ And that
appearance of natural dialogue, and real character of
speeches and answers, which run.through the four gospels,
results from the fact of their being the speeches set down
to be spoken by the persons who enacted the characters.
The persons being as real as the Keans and Kembics of
the modern drama but the characters being altogether as
imaginary as the Vampires, Fiends, Gods, or Devils, which
they represent so ingeniously.” And he quotes Clemens
Alcxandrinus:  *“ All  these religious tragedies had a
common foundation, only differently set off, and that
foundation was the fictitious death and resurrection of the
Sun, the soul of the world, the principle of life and motion.”

Hut the reader must turn to the Devil's Pulpit and learn
for himself how much original research and how much
sheer thinking Taylor put into his lectures. As has already
been said, he was years before his time in many ways,
and, of course, he could get but little further than his
time when depending upon the authorities of his own day.
So far as it goes, and bearing always in mind that the
question of the origins of Christianity—and for that matter
Judaism, and other religions as well must necessarily
have a wider field than the solar myth theories alone, the
Devil's 1'ulpit can still be read with profit. Anti Robertson
in his Courses of Study (1932) marks out the Diegesis as
“ still worth attention an opinion at direct variance with
that of the Rev. A. Gordon who said the book was “a
curious medley of random judgments and second-hand
learning ” which criticism can be levelled at any historical
work, not even excepting Gibbon. The real query must
be, of what critical and historical value as they stam! are
the Diegesis and the Devil's Pulpit ? Anti the answer is
that they are both works of remarkable quality and
certainly * still worth attention.”

While Taylor was delivering his lectures at the Rotunda,
Carlile published a drama for him, partly written in blank
verse, called Swing (1831). Its exact title is SWING:/
OR/WHO ARE THE INCENDIARIES?/FOUNDED
ON LATE CIRCUMSTANCES, AND AS PERFORMED
[AT/Thc Rotunda. BY THE REV. ROBERT
TAYLOR, aif. It was sold at one shilling. The copy
in the British Museum was evidently presented by the
author to the famous actor Charles Kemble, for it has
the following, written in Taylor’s own handwriting, on the
Ily-leaf: —

Y _C. Kemble, Esg. lhe Rev. Mr. Taylor respectfully gratifies
his own vanity with the hope of affording some entertainment
to Mr. Kemble on this specimen of what the Drama should
he. 17, Carey Street, Lincoln’s Inn.

Swing is pure propaganda, mostly against the authorities
for allowing so much misery to prevail among the poor,
file Archbishop of Cant is introduced with Judge Jeffries
and members of the “ proletariat.” and Taylor has some
magnificent revolutionary sentiments in which he shows
a decided democratic spirit. He is under no illusions as
to Royalty: —

Flkank : But why don't the poor people petition good King
James, who is the” best King that ever sat upon a throne?

John: Why, yes, Frank, he's the best because he happens to
he upon the throne. Can you tell me who was not the best

King while lie was reigning? The devil himself will be the
best when it comes to his turn in the royal family.

1p 0t
It need hardly be said that Taylor was Bd

dramatist, nor even a born writer of blank vers'

as far as it goes Swing is a remarkable pre<lucl .ty

"\wuS VlIfl a I'ne Taylor considered of noble n?, NG
vvhod live himself must let his neighbour live, ™ At

has that sentiment seemed more applicable than

the tragic days of a great war.

Robert Taylor was too badly treated in )
setond imprisonment to praidiipe gny ether bOOK »
either the Syntagma or the Diegesis. But on V
he commended a weekly publication eT 'ncritd)
Pliilalethean, by Talasiphron, a curious production
written by himself. 1t ran for three months g qp*
September 21, 1833 to January 18, 1834, at  '“strof0
It consisted of two parts—one on “a course 01
rnical Theology” and the other was h's T1
biography which began in No. 2 and was entit"jjS
and Opinions of Talasiphron.” The publication- , aﬁ?

, the present writer Being unabld W -
reference as to the cause. How many copies U~
is impossible to say, as even the immense libral df
British Museum does not possess one. It niay cJ
jectured, however, that the reason for its ceasinfj P A
tion was Tayhur’s maniigpe, amd nis €ight to TOlEc:, f
his wife. He lived there ten years but does not ~
have made any further published contribution  €figj
thought. He certainly left a large quantity of nia .jttefll
which were probably destroyed by his wife of
out of existence, the fate of so much valuable Ijtc 1

The first page of the Philalethean opens Wl'tll1 H;e el
“ Axioms”, and these arc worth reproducing:

TPILe annexed are the twelve grand axioqg upon L[%
whote argumentation ‘throughodt this tnténded Jy; %
Astronomical i Theology is founded; and which ° 1{iffefic
gteadlly borne in mind, as they will he constai"t

o:

AN

I. Nothing is to be believed. Hiic.
1. Conviction is to be withheld as long as p°ss
I1l. Nothing is sacred.
IV. Nothing is contemptible. r
V. Nothing is cither above or below nature. * diJ..
VI. No two truths can possibly be opposed to \fj/'dPt5
VII. No ideas of more modern origin can possib

the meanings of unoere ancient tarms. UL
VIII. No original word could possibly have ct a
more than one syllabic. j h9c

IX. The nature and oOperations of the human "1 w
N ;_PI ages been the same. .-

here never was any means or possibility of ku
to man, but by and through experience.
XI. Nothing but "the phenomena can authcnUtpfO
hypothesis; and the phenomena must always
the hypothesis. (0
XIl. The hypothesis which solves the phenomena B~ |

The tenth axiom, that all we know is experience™ i/
ticularly modern and the other axioms sh(V¢ A
independent was the cast of Taylor’s mind. 1/I®pic31
able treatment meted out to a man of his calibr . jpkc
the loss to the world at large of a fine and origins! 14
and there never were at any time many to spsrC spfv
world of ours. For the rest, the lectures on various, "f
of the solar myth make intensely interesting readilA\'t
these who are studying the—problem. Always is *-/
engrossed by questions of philology and “ word-pj3*,,"'
even if one does not agree with his conclusions, hc
many provocative suggestions.

(To he concluded)
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Secularism and Pacifism

(Published in ““Peace News," July 10, 1953)

Bt

0 ]]i N A@: d i A

JIN Iittues T QHv has recently contained articles on the
Natr  Qafisijii a o Var'ous religious denominations towards
iurW  kitple whoSate,llent from a representative of a body of
I"”lenthr 10N stronglg reject the religious outlook and
"Nd be fastlcally embrace a secular philosophy of life

.’gj‘;ﬁ .fhe Naj Interest to readers of this journal.
:eIOf =~ Onsl43 « ecu’ar Society, which describes itself as
Tin ! 336 hv' 11 oF Militant Freethought,” was formed
Hie> iratified \v-1 'af®s Bradlaugh, and has always been
o I'tig G UL Opposition to all supernatural beliefs as
top)- r ealonc ¢ IP reason and inimical to human progress:
mﬁo_ "¥s. { , Wth its criticism of religious creeds and institu-
«n,  PlationafS COnsstently promulgated a Programme of
GF et randusqsérdl TRERSARSs iin linge with, the most
ity S Prine', »uniane opinions current during its existence.
dy Crtain es and Objects ” as accepted by all members
r'lemin  Gwuise I'lal: should find an approving echo
Vel emitv,J Jf readers of Peace News: “ To promote the
ncoil'l peoples as a means of advancing universal
ocarps list of “ Immediate Practical Objects ”
%[]1 ﬁ\lnn5 ,C'eg/%iajority views of the members, but they
ﬂf?at% ~oy5U'S accePted in toto. Individuals work for those
T sPoech U lllost strongly.  The objects include freedom
\oy :He ant| publication, legal and economic equality
C¥ition Xs>'fnprovement of marriage and divorce laws,
e 1 Atferi- 0 Penalties upon opinions, abrogation of laws
jdfi ! r ertainn WI3 t»e ffec use of Sunday for recreation and
"Sts, lenl- humaner methods of “dealing with social
NV J Jotecti°’n of animals from cruelty and blood
? litdgs .80 wii. 4t should be significant to pacifists that
%”1 "ngli. ~ Annual Conference of the Society, when the
» late Practical Objects ” were revised, the following
iw at the head of the list: The promotion of
in i Ween nations the substitution of arbitration for
{'n’&”’E settlement of-international disputes, and the
>gnili 8 of militaristic propaganda, leading to the
St (bgll fbat modern war is futile and can only bring

RE  »0\v LUt‘rnale destruction of civilisation.’

(] g/ft tim bers of the N.S.S. seek to realise these objects
0 -.,le*rown choice, which is natural amongst people
* T
laog ' So far as pacifism is concerned, some, | know.
P"EﬂiD" Ite Peace Pledge Union. Others have resisted
t JVs .IOnand served prison sentences in consequence.
leir>porarily at any rate, held that military
"0."makes military resistance a regrettable necessity.
> Wer,know of any who have emulated the politicians
\ Sllidye conscientious objectors ” while of military age
ki@w iFﬁ’\[jor%ers when nq longer liable for, the call-up.
\oi_° g Mimbeér whose development has been in the

/. gl Girection to this. Myself, for example.
if  wedq,; as distinct from religious, pacifism claims no
t "~ 5 ctio® r its practice It rests on the observed
I Jue'sh War ant3 dic necessity of ending the threat of
t"risjs t0 all human achievements worth preserving,
hr'dsm r°ni die affirmation of the supreme value of free
}>f0 as u purifying agent in social life. Since every
i I, | e force of ideas is naturally destructive of blind
Christ- ‘'dea of force’ il 's not surPrising that many
Nsti,- regard reliance on armaments as Jjust another
0Ji front the past, based on fear and ignorance.

<&

uy By P. VICTOR MORRIS
Secretary. National Secular Society

Uo be exposed along with other beliefs they hold to be
erroneous and mischievous.

This should not prevent their working with other pacifists
against war and the war machine, irrespective of the
grounds on which others may base their ideals. It is
sometimes difficult for them to do so, because bodies of
opinion exist in most progressive and humane movements
which regard secularists with disfavour and are not willing
to allow them to co-operate on equal terms in efforts to
prosecute aims held in common. Fortunately this attitude
appears to be less widespread than it was, and we have the
heartening spectacle of articles from The Freethinker being
recently reprinted in Peace News, and vice versa.

To sum up. while making no claim that one hundred
per cent, of the members of the National Secular Society
are such ardent pacifists and anti-militarists as Is its
Secretary. | am certain that the large majority of them are
prepared to co-operate with other active movements and
individuals aiming at the ending of all war by methods
that go beyond the customary lip-service paid to peace.
They ask no favour, but they expect fair treatment, mean-
ing the equal right with others to voice their pacifism from
the standpoint of their personal opinions.

The Buddha Business

[We are obliged to Freedom for permission to reprint Ibis
article—Editor]

IN the last issue of Freedom, a correspondent. Max
Flisher, takes me to task for my analysis of the Buddhist
role in Burmese politics. Anarchism, of course, can have
no integration with any religious authority whatsoever, and
it is an illusion to believe that one can be of * an anarchist
turn of mind ” as he puts it, induced by the reasonings of
priests of whatever calibre. He may well mistake self-
abnegation for personal liberation.

Like many Westerners, he tries to rationalise his beliefs
by saying that “ Buddhism must be termed rationalist,
agnostic and free-thinking” and is an ethical belief rather
than a superstitious one. Exactly the same excuses are
made, on a higher level, for Christianity and other illusions.
Even a Spanish Catholic priest, exhibiting pieces of the
cross oozing blood on Good Friday or some such twaddle,
will explain to the harddieaded that this is only a
“ representation ”, although lie" will not reveal the same
thing to his flock.

Naturally one cannot say much against the essential
spirit of goodness, etc., etc., that figures in place of God
as the result of a rationalisation of Buddhism, Christianity
and other religions. Heinrich Heine remarked that
“ perhaps this new God-pure spirit this parvenu of Heaven
who is now so ethical, so cosmopolitan and universally
cultured, harbours a secret resentment against the poor
Jews who keep reminding him in their synagogues of his
one-time obscure national connections. Perhaps the old
gentleman wants to forget that he is of Palestinian
extraction, and that he was the God of Abraham, Isaac
and Jacob, and that his name was then Jehovah.”

Some similar remarks might be made of the Buddha,
who seems to be trying to pass oil in Vedanta and Theo-
sophical societies in the West as a similar *“ethical
cosmopolitan”! We had better take a look at the god’s
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“ obscure national connections ” in India. The legend has
it that Sidharta Gautama “ attained enlightenment” under
a tree in Rajgir. This tree has now much the same adora-
tion attached to it as the cross in Christianity. The royal
monk, Asoka, cut it down when he was a pagan king, but
on becoming a Buddhist venerated it, as it had the habit
of sprouting again. His jealous wife cut it down, and up
popped the tree again. After 2,500 years the same tree
still exists! The enormous wealth extra,cted from the
peasants has built a shrine nearby that cost a fortune,
and has been emulated by similar pagodas throughout the
Buddhist world. Enlightenment?

Standards of pfiverty were enforced upon generation
after generation throughout the Buddhist world because
of the desire of rulers to build image after image of the
god Buddha, as Gautama came to be considered. A some-
what exacting god, pleased at the sight of his own image
repeated countless times in temple after temple throughout
the east, the level of his freethought may be judged by the
sacrifices offered such as the famous offerings placed by
Tensing recently on top of Mount Everest.

The Western ethical cosmopolitan Mr. Buddha is not of
much danger, perhaps, exacting no forced tributes in the
way of temples and images nor able to impose an army of
lazy monks upon an impoverished population. But a
certain political danger lies in such assumptions as made
by Max Flisher in his letter. He says “that it exists
peaceably beside Marxism is merely a continuation of its
2,500-year-old history of non-dogmatism and benevolence.”
I do not quite know what he imagines the Marxist-
Buddhist “ Red Star ” Communists are doing in the jungles
of Burma. They are not peaceably contemplating their
navels any more than the Socialist-Buddhist Government,
but engaged in a long-drawn-out bitter, bloody, fratricidal
and tyrannical war. While they co-ist “ peaceably ” as
regards each other, they do not do so for any peaceable
or benevolent purpose and as for non-dogmatism, it is
hardly necessary to relate what happens to those who do
not wish to fight alongside them.

| have dilated on this subject because Buddhism is little
known in this country, except the watered-down variety.
In the East, no less than the West, the gods, no less than
the kings anti leaders, have to be destroyed in men’s minds
before they can hope for freedom.

Internationalist.

Correspondence

A TESTIMONIAL FROM CANADA!

Sik, As a new subscriber | want to say | wish those Ridle
articles were a lot longer. Great stulf, okay. The world needs

telling. So | pass Freethinker along being always ready to
duck!” Most folks have no idea of howcomc a body “ gets that
way" being a freethinker. | was brought up church and |

know. The general notion of an_atheist is laughable, conic to
con it closely. He’s considered just wrong-headed and wilful,
not honest and sincere. That he Knows God to be of man’s own
invention is never allowed. The " faith ” wallahs believe lie's
ust another laithy, only wrong. | don't fqr%et my churchy out-
ook. How lovely to.be free in your mind! Wish there was
something | could do to help others to attain the same blissful
state. -Yours, etc., James F. Kirkham.

. . WAGES .

Sir,  What is the basis of Mr. Paul Varney’s assertion in The
I'reelliiiikt r, August 7, that the Trade Unions * have succeeded
in demanding two_million pounds per day more in wages than
the nation is earning ”? If that were really the position, what
does Mr. Varney think that section of the nation not Trade
Unionist is living on? If there were not a surplus derived from
the labour of the working classes, there would be nothing for
the other classes to live on.

21 1963

dan?

The Economic Journal last August ('952) in “V, Wdj*-
arlalysis on this subject gave figures showing i 1 185§ da
classes' share of the total product of the country Yr

'g%gn it was in 1881, a period when wages were \{£Dn' J9ORNNI

Friday, August

GOD AND SYNGMAN RHEE @d | .

viVv Christian Political Theatre on stage in Korea _ i

very good known actor Syngman Rhee. Is time | Nis#

camouflaged mam role to make suitable peace or m

(or white Christian diplomats. lig»
Christian armies from God's own land and other ft

countries containing God-fiéafing Christian soldiers. cp|
chosen nations, vgry proud of their pure hun%i’?dﬁuagﬂ

Americans and men, .etc., [failed with j Ujj ol
arms. What Rhee Wﬁ do with irsmﬁeart%@ﬂ[,l JJ‘inald-
and ruined people, with handful of men agains .~ (o,
Russian giants, with tremendous war industries e ~stry. 1
mumsts, when Rhee has not his own moder r 'b7rJ§!ﬁd
him? Christians see that they were forsaken ™~='nci
God in Indonesia, China_and other countries, .n°. n UI",
from Christian superstitition, crimes and exploit*“1 '[I‘J,
fiaged Rhee wants to use his yellow pagan South  rS al™l.
against _his yellow compatriot pagans. North K° . job Ru
partly God-léss pagans due to Communistic anti-re t
gaRﬁﬁl’ons sending Christian missionaries topagaﬁ] council#
Brinting Bible in many languages, failed in K°r < frhi
y their own God, they sold, bought and fooled. ,-pfidilt 1
réasons make the peace or armistice in Korea 1 A
impossible. ’il'ljﬁf

I. Weakness of Christian armies north of 38th Parﬁ%s'
war in Korea, and disagreement of Christian dip'0
East encouraged the Reds. . ¢jods

2. Increased work in war industry was necessary tu r’is
land to decrease the unemployment, but unemploytjl nlit 9_;
wide trouble and step to Godless Communism, *t ' .niAa
that during two Wvaoiild Wars God’s own coifntry safd ' “ in E/ri‘
to both lighting sides. Munition manufacturing w*s gn\V1'
hands, with Church having shares in such business
will it go on?

3. War in Korea gives time and opportunity to m‘Ajoii *ip
expected big scale war. Korea itself is research sn”™ ©f
new deadly arms can be tested on living human targets

thing can be destroyed without responsibility. Ower
4, War does not affect Russia. She was raised tOyalta
white Christian Anglo-Saxon diplomats in Teheran. 1

Potsdam. Anglo-Saxon diplomats annexed to Russia

lion Iree people with modern' industries in Easterly (1
Poland, Cliehia and Hungary. Before free people, Rudi
slaves in Soviet war industry, producing arms for .'y,
Korea.  Anglo-Saxon diplomats gave to Russia mjH* il
Industries belonged before to free cultural nafions * 'y,
raw materials we find in satellites. There is war in Ngrbji¢
Christian black _ma[ketee%s9 and smuggl_ers_ sent man) . S(w
goods -to Sowviet iUnion. WSf eeurse, Christian God 19B Ve
crime called by believers sinning, and the officers ol f-tin
bribed.  Yes, sir, business is business, especially if*"nP*1
Yours, etc.. - U

TOLERATION? .aA
_ Sir, Supernatural religion to me is essence of hurndll1 |f;i
insisting men are helpless, sinful worms of earth with | |(*

in them. Secularism is the opposite. Dignity by Pfl jv. y
understanding to make thitis earth O.K, for human &igt™
can be a trifle patient, maybe, but tolerance? Is 1 [3
thinkable? o . ]

Under the cloak of religious unrealism evils creep tf 1
to their fruition in catastrophe. Picture the sorrow

and ask “ Toleration"?—Yours, etc., ranilt
HarRV 1

ANSWER TO PRAYER .
Six, -The " Proof of Prayer" story by Mr, JanieS F..c">
our issue of August 7 reminds me of jmother e
Ihe Greatest Prophet Since the Eighteenth Century- _p_l’l'b
Your readers may be interested 1o learn that the abouen j# 4
svan Roberts, was an answer to the prayers of Rev, Sc gr'l#

who had been constantly praying for years before the i
for _God to take a lad from the coalmines or from the y*

revive his work in Wales. (“ Living Echoes of the Welsh

by Rev. Robert Ellis, ISAl Yours, etc., |
Sospan

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



