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The Freethinker
Founded 1881 by G. W. Foote Price Fourpence

T h e  m o d e r n  international Freethought Govern Ti,cre 
said to date from the French Revolution (17£ - J '  , t 
were, of course, individual freethinking writers L .
date such as Spinoza, Bruno and Hume, but t e {rQm 
their kind wrote for a narrow circle, drawn mamiy_ 
the cultivated aristocracy, and their critical wri P ^ 
over the heads of the illiterate masses. It was o . 
the F rench  R ev o lu tio n ,
which, so to speak, put 
political democracy and “the 
century of the common 
man” on the map of His
tory, that free thought and 
anti-religious criticism ob
tained a mass basis. For it 
is too often forgotten that 
the French Revolution was
by no means confined to 
politics ' 
the past.

Hie French Revolution and Religion , w ~nmst
The French Revolution was, of course, first and fore. . a political

and the great manual of 18th century materialism, Baron 
D’Holbach’s System of nature. But most of them did not 
go as far as open Atheism and Materialism. They were 
Deists who followed Rousseau in believing that faith in 
some god was a prime necessity of the social order, and 
Voltaire, to whom a god was its necessary adjunct, a kind 
of moral policeman, and who summed up this belief in the

famous epigram, “If god
■VIEW S and O P IN IO N S ;

Christianity and the 
French Revolution

■By F . A . R ID L E Y -
means
m its iconoclastic breach with the “dead hand” of

monar I rcv°lrition. It effectively abolished the absolute 
nated wh 
the Ancie 
ta k in g

D~ -a an<T in general, exaggerated aspect of the French

naied t d . 1 lc feudal proprietors of land, who donn- 
the An - S'nce ^ 9  h has become fashionable to style, 
break' ClCnt ^ e8‘ine. One does not make omelettes without 

n8 ,e8gs and similarly, one does not revolutionise

n i alic
pern utlon niust not be permitted to obscure its more 
Modern? constructive tasks. The whole evolution of 
of 1789’’ ernocracy was foreshadowed in and by. “ the ideas 
and c  ’ cvc!1 including such political creeds as Socialism 
durinc°'Vnuin'srn, both of which were actively represented 
activj,' 116 *'rencb Revolution. Nor were the iconoclastic 
sphere? i°* ^ rcncb Republic confined to the political 
Most r ^ . nd.er die old regime, the King of France was “ the 

King” , and the Roman Catholic church was 
, ic French state in an almost totalitarian 

direct ' i * *lc blows of the revolution were necessarily 
s*ate L|l ncar'y as much against the church as against the 
learn? infany case- most of the revolutionary leaders had 
18th Ce roni die great Freethinking philosophers of the
D,‘•“ists and Materialists■ew, ¡f
lution li1̂ ’ die active participants in the French Revo- 
iiUicl) fWcrc ortliodox Christians. They had suffered too 
regini„ l(|in die tyranny of church and state under the old 
Sans-cul LT')nd occasionally describing Jesus as “a good 
the die then equivalent of the good Republican,

sP°kesnrcspc? rrcSnien °f the people did not worship, had little 
"black ‘wr dogmas, and none at all for priests — for the 
RailiCa|Carri.on who prey on the misery of the poor” , as the 
tired of ‘UUl;clerical journal, Lc Pere Du Chesne was never
'‘shim? ,rern’nding its vast audience of “sans-culottes”, the 
Ho\vevSS ones”> die “storm troops” of the revolution. 
subjcC(Cr'f Republicans were not unanimous on the 

mligion, some of them were readers of Diderot

did not exist, it would he 
necessary (my i talics, F. A . R.) 
to invent him” .
“The Feast of Reason”
In the first flush of the revo
lution, the radical view 
appeared at first likely to 
prevail. All over France 
churches were secularised, 

often forcibly, and the priests were suspended from their 
functions. The unpatriotic altitude of many of the higher 
clergy, allied by birth and interest with the old aristocracy, 
now in open insurrection against the new Republican 
regime, proved a major cause of the startling collapse of 
French Catholicism in the year 1793, after an uninterrupted 
ascendancy that dated from the Dark Ages. Both the 
Freemasons, who seemed to have played a major role 
in the French Revolution, and the more radical repub
licans, were behind this apparently organised movement 
of “de-christianisation” . The movement culminated in the 
famous “Feast of Reason” in Notre Dame Cathedral in 
Paris, the traditional headquarters of French Catholicism. 
The famous “feast” , a virtual manifestation of Atheism, 
was soon repeated all over France. In the annals of 
Free Thought, we suggest, this movement occupies a 
deeply significant place, for despite its ephemeral, and 
often high emotional character, the multitude who flocked 
to enthrone “The Goddess Reason” in the very temples of 
the ancient faith, represented in fact the first mass move
ment against Christianity that Europe had known since the 
Roman Emperor, Julian the Apostate (361-3), made his 
final stand, and that of Paganism, against Christianity.
Robespierre and “The Cult of the Supreme Being”
At the end of 1793, when the “de-christianising” cult 
reached its height, Christianity in France appeared to be 
finally on the way out. The American Ambassador wrote 
to George Washington that “France has ceased to be a 
Christian land”, but this opinion proved to be premature. 
At this precise point there began a sharp swing backwards, 
which installed, first Deism, then finally restored Catholi
cism as the State-Church of the French People. The guiding 
spirit of the Deistic dispensation was the famous “Sea 
Green Incorruptible” , the austere “Tribune of the People” , 
the Jacobin orator Maximilian Robespierre, then at the 
height of his power. Robespierre was a disciple of 
Rousseau, and as such, a fanatical Deist. “Atheism”, he 
declared, “is aristocratic. The idea of a Supreme Being 
who avenges outraged innocence and punishes triumphant 
crime, is essentially the idea of the people”. Pursuant on 
which opinion, Robespierre closed down the “Temples of
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Reason” , executed the anti-clerical leaders as “aristocratic” 
(sic), and, finally (June 14th, 1794) proclaimed the public 
“Feast of the Supreme Being” , with himself as the High 
Priest of the cult, Sovereign Pontiff and Dictator, simul
taneously! A few weeks later, Robespierre was hurried 
from supreme power to the guillotine on the dramatic day 
of the ninth Thermidor (July 27th), but the movement 
towards the restoration of religion continued to gather 
momentum.
“The Mystery of the Social Order”
After Robespierre’s fall, the government of the French 
“Directory” , officially tolerated Catholicism as a recognised 
cult. In 1801 the wheel came full circle. The then “First 
Consul” . Napoleon Buonaparte, made an official con
cordat with Rome, by which Catholicism was again recog
nised as the state religion, on condition that it recognised 
the new regime set up by the revolution. This implied the 
recognition by the church of the confiscation of much of its 
former property. Napoleon was the arch exponent of the 
“Moral Policeman” theory of Voltaire and Rousseau, 
which he expressed with brutal lucidity. “I regard religion 
not as the mystery of the Incarnation, but as the mystery 
of the Social Order. If, in a society founded on unequal 
fortunes, the poor did not believe in equality in Heaven

(my italics, F.A.R.), they would rise in revolution a n d  cut 
the throats of the rich” , “The opium of the people” "' 
sans phrase!
“To Point tiie Moral”
Why did Christianity, after all, manage to survive the 
French Revolution? Upon this precise theme, the emineIlt 
French social historian, Monsieur Daniel Guérin, makes 
some striking comments in a recently published study. Tl>e 
failure of the revolution to abolish religion, represented, 1]C 
suggests, the effective failure of that revolution to impje' 
ment fully the original programme of “Liberty, Equali') 
and Fraternity” . From the moment that the revolutionär)' 
regime found it necessary to compromise with “The OpiUI” 
of the People” , the revolutionary government admitted ¡*s ; 
incapacity to produce the social and intellectual conditio11:’ 
in which human beings would no longer require sub1 
"opium” to reconcile them to the miseries of existence. 
this impressive demonstration, the intellectual struggM 
against religion becomes inseparably linked with the socb ; 
struggle for a society in which human happiness will b 
the rule, and not as was said at the time of the Fretrb1 
Revolution, “a new idea in Europe” . For in such an atm°s" j 
phere alone religion would effectively cease to be “T*,e 
Mystery of the Social Order” .

AN OPEN LETTER
[The radio programme, “Questioning (lie ltible”, on the North 
Regional, proved to be yet another running to type, and the 
following protest was sent to the Regional Director by the Presi
dent of the Bradford Branch of the N.S.S.]

Sir -—As a licence holder, I feel entitled to register the 
strongest possible protest at the paltry and privileged prank 
played on North Regional listeners. The title of this was, 
1 suggest, deliberately misleading and the item proved to 
be yet another of the “stooged” frame-ups so beloved of 
the religious fraternity, wherein professional apologists con
duct “debates” and “discussions” with protagonists of 
similar persuasion and privilege, who set up the Aunt 
Sallies to be as readily knocked down, or bowl the innocent 
lobs which are so easily hit for six.

“Questioning the Bible” as a title for this programme 
was a gross misnomer and to me an obvious swindle. The 
professional apologists knew very well that the many really 
searching questions as to the authority, authenticity and 
accuracy of the Bible which could have been put to them 
were never even hinted at.

As it is proposed to hold a series of these travesties, it is 
to be hoped that some really relevant questions will be 
asked, and that some qualified unbeliever will be brought 
into the programme to provide authentic opposition. If we 
can have conflict of political opinion, why not conflict of 
religious opinion? Religion is as much a matter of opinion 
as is politics. The professional politician is no more able 
to prove his contentions than is the professional religionist.

I offer the following suggestions for subsequent pro
grammes in this series:
1. That the parsons be confronted with a bona-fide 
unbeliever, who shall only be allowed to postulate precise 
questions about the Bible. Such a one could easily be 
obtained by contacting the Secretary of the National 
Secular Society.
2. If a “stooge” is used, he should be provided with a 
copy of the Bible Handbook published by the N.S.S. and 
allowed to put up “real” questions.

3. That real and pertinent questions be solicited fr°nl 
listeners and that the parsons be not allowed to make th^1 
own choice.

Meantime I append a few questions which the parso^ s 
might get their teeth into:
1. Who did write the various books of the Old and Ne'' 
Testaments?
2. What were their precise qualifications?
3. What happened to the original documents?
4. In the absence of original documents and in view of tb 
multifarious revisions and translations, how can the nica|r 
ing, or the implications, or the veracity of the document 
be checked?
5. When were the originals written?
6. When the originals were written, what was the circuit 
lion of such and what proportion of the then populaU1'11 
would be able to read?
7. What opportunity would, even then, exist for tb 
incredulous to challenge the writings, or to bring them int° 
debate?
8. On what ground are the Jewish and/or Christian 
Scriptures to be regarded as superior to the “seef£^ 
writings of other and older religious theories?
9. What precisely differentiates the “inspiration” 0 
“authorised” scripture from “apocryphal” scripture?
10. What were the exact and precise qualifications 0 
those who selected the “ inspired” writings?
11. What exactly and precisely is “inspiration” and wF1’1 
constitutes “divine inspiration” ?
12. How is an “inspired” writing cognised as such?
13. It is freely admitted today by most professional pb 
sons and theologians that much of the Bible is to 1,1 
regarded as allegorical, parabolical, mythological and sy11! 
bolical, and as such, not factual, not historical, not verE 
cal. Who, then, is to pronounce as to what portions of sUc 
scriptures are true, or false, mythological, or historic11 
allegorical, or actual?

Yours truly, H. DA'
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“ Conceived in Liberty ”

By COLIN McCALL

A month ago I took the opportunity of a Sunday 
Performance to see again that fine American film,  ̂ /lor« 
Yesterday, in which, it will be remembered, a “dumb 
blonde” — delightfully played by Miss Judy Holliday is 
introduced to American culture, so that she will not be a 
hindrance in political and society life. Reluctant at first, she 
later imbibes the great liberal tradition of the United States, 
disseminates some of it for our benefit and, incidentally, 
marries her mentor.

Born Yesterday is of particular interest to Freethinkers 
because it mentions — in addition to Thomas Jefferson — 
Thomas Paine (who, says Miss Holliday, “ practically 
started this whole country”) and his books The Age of 
1season and Rights of Man, and Robert G. Ingersoll, 
whose passage evoked by the tomb of Napolean (from 
rne Liberty of Man, Woman and Child) is recited. Inis 
him is of singular importance today because of its warning 
¡(gainst forgetting “the principles on which America was 
founded” . The warning is terribly necessary because many 
Americans seem to have forgotten those principles and 
others are deliberately ignoring them. .

Is it conceivable that a Jefferson would expel Mr. Cedric
lelfrage; that a Lincoln would deny a visa to Mr. Pau

Robeson? Would either have tolerated an Un-American
Activities Committee or the widespread use of loyalty
oaths”? l cannot believe so. Panic has gripped many
aspects of American life, as numerous observers testify.
cvcn affects American tourists abroad, as I know from
personal experience, and it has not ended with the eclipse
n , naf°r McCarthy, gratifying though that is. Mr. Cedric Belfrave
dation”6 ^aS .re êrred to a “calculated campaign of intimi- 
jailcd fi S a y .i n g  ^lat he is sure the number of people 
thou’ laanc‘ally-ruined or deported must run into tens of 
have s'1 j adding — most terrible of all — “ they could 

Tlpaved themselves if they had turned informers” . 
Renli 'n ncar-insanity which regards everybody left of the 
Worse 'Can Farty as a Communist, a “red” or, perhaps 
systcn an atheist, must be viewed, I suggest, as part of a 
denio at'C atternPt 10 destroy the foundations of American 
a p cracy. trading always upon fear. It is accompanied by 
For •61 r effort to end the separation of church and state. 
Ricii; n | act, the U.S.A. is godless. Article 1 of the Bill of 
"Con^ -Amendments of the Constitution, 1789) reads: 
of ?.rt:ss shall make no law respecting an establishment 
abrid ,'®Ion’ or prohibiting the free exercise thereof: or 
hglit ^'f ^ l*1e r̂eed°ni °f speech, or of the press; or the 
Hie L>° l*le PeoP̂ c peaceably to assemble, and to petition 
Xj U'vernment for a redress of grievances” . And Article 
ari autl e- Treaty with Tripoli (1796/7), accepted as 
the (j .rhative statement, begins: “As the government of
°p ,ya'^,d States of America is not in any sense founded 
SUDrpe Christian religion . . while the decision of the 
Govn me Court in the Zorach case (1952) was that the U.S. 
. „ , ernmelake “may not finance religious groups nor under-
etiuc.'. Ig'0us instruction nor blend secular and sectarian 
relic,; l0n nor use secular institutions to force one or some 

f jl?n on any person” .
best i6 ot*1cr lovers of liberty, Freethinkers are doing their 
as 0 • ?°nibat the threat to all that they — and the U.S.A. 
Fp|. rig,nally conceived — stand for. As noted in T he 
Novc' - ^ ker (6/1 /56), twelve independent bodies met last 
tion’,niber. and formed the “American Rationalist Federa- 

to “co-ordinate on a national scale the efforts of

local, autonomous Rationalist, Secularist, Freethought and 
like-minded organisations in preserving the principles of 
separation of church and state, and to promote Rationalism 
. . .” And Freethought periodicals in many states are help
ing to keep liberal democracy alive. Progressive World 
(New Jersey), organ of the United Secularists of America, 
The Liberal (Pennsylvania), bulletin of the Friendship 
Liberal League, The Age of Reason (New York) and 
Voice of Freedom (Wisconsin) are among the foremost of 
these. But one should not overlook duplicated papers like 
Secular Subjects of the Rationalist Society of St. Louis or 
The Ripsaw, edited by Mr. Virgil McClain in South Bend, 
Indiana, where even the civic-owned library is considerably 
influenced by the Roman Catholic University of Notre 
Dame.

The November issue of the Voice of Freedom (published 
in English and German) contains an article on the “loyalty 
oath” which calls attention to the “growing tendency to 
inaugurate a system of thought control and conformity in 
the best totalitarian fashion” . “Prospective government and 
state civilian employees, all military personnel, including 
college or university R.O.T.C. students and many private 
job applicants, are required to take such an oath” . “In 
view of these requirements” , it continues, “in a few years 
nearly all the citizens of this country will have their per
sonal data and beliefs on file in some government agency” . 
Lest this should seem extravagant, 1 remind readers of 
Chief Justice Earl Warren’s computation that 8,000,000 
American people have already had to sign “loyalty oaths” . 
And consider the irony when the same Chief Justice tells 
graduates of the University of Michigan: “Have no fear 
of taking a stand on public questions whether your reason
ing conforms to the majority or not. You will be eventually 
respected for your independence. Conformity is no special 
virtue. Sometimes nonconformity is exactly the antidote 
needed to remedy a condition” . “Eventually” is the opera
tive word here. As Voice of Freedom notes, President 
Harlan Hatcher was dismissed from the same university a 
year ago for publicly standing on his rights under the fifth 
amendment of the U.S. constitution. More recently, a 
$75,000 offer by the Thomas Paine Foundation of New 
York to erect a memorial in Providence, Rhode Island, 
was rejected because Paine — in the words of the Mayor — 
“was and remains so controversial a character” .

There can be little doubt that the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (F.B.I.) is a form of secret police and that it 
is violating the Articles of the Bill of Rights. Article TV 
guarantees “The right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable 
searches and seizures . . ” ; Article V states that “No person 
shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous 
crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand 
jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or 
in the militia, when in actual service in time of war or 
public danger. . .” There can be no doubt that religion — 
and particularly Catholicism — is making a strong bid to 
end the traditional separation of church and state. In fact, 
the essential bases of American civil liberties are in danger.

I asked above how Jefferson and Lincoln would have 
reacted to such situations. They, like Paine, Washington, 
Ingersoll, like all who helped to build the great liberal 
democracy, would utterly have condemned the current

[Continued on next page
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The Divinity of Blunders
— reputed to be a suppressed poem o f  Robert Burns (born January 2jth, iy j9)

To gull the mob and keep them under, 
The ancients told their tales of wonder;
A pious fraud, a holy blunder,

A rainbow sign,
An earthquake, or a blast o’ thunder, 

Were held divine.

By those who’ve faith to swallow doses,
A wondrous story nothing loses.
The dext’rous feats ascribed to Moses 

Are proof as plain 
O’ slight o’ hand, as Herman Bose’s 

Legerdemain.

Believe the stories o’ tradition,
Let sense tak’ place o’ superstition,
The royal magic competition —

Oh! sacred fountain 
Which can a midge, by faith’s volition, 

Swell to a mountain.

A God of mercy, just and good,
Held forth as in an angry mood,
Droonin’ the warld in flood,

To punish Hymen;
And turnin’ water into blood 

Just like a demon.

He murdered thousands in a trice.
Made Egypt swarm wi’ frogs and lice;
Had he made coos, and sheep, and rice, 

His hungry hordes then 
Might ilka yin hae got a slice

An’ praise their Lord then.

Wi’ hocus-pocus rod in hand.
Like Mother Goose’s magic wand,
They could the elements command.

As legends run —
Divide the sea, or burn the land,

Or stop the Sun.

Their prodigies bombast surpasses,
Like dykes the ocean stood in masses. 
They’d flying Prophets, speaking Asses, 

Besides a saut Wife,
Their am’rous ghosts o’ercante the lasses, 

Wha lived that life.

Their Samson’s strength lay in his hair, 
Their jealous waters sterling were.
Showers o’ lire cam’ thro’ the air.

Like brimstone danders;
Saints lived in fire, by virtue rare.

Like salamanders.

The Apostle Paul, by fancy’s whim,
Soar’d up to heaven as in a dream.
An’ Satan brought him back, ’twould seem, 

Sosays himsel;
But how could Nick to heaven climb,

Wha’s chained in Hell?

This damn’d an’ wily serpent Nick,
Was promised lang a mighty kick,
But turned the chase, and played the trick 

Wi’ God’s first-born,
He got him scourg’d, nailed on a stick,

An’ crowned wi’ thorn.

First search the subject through the piece; 
’Tis fraught wi’ blunders such as these,
That rev’rend priests their flocks may fleece 

Wi’ wily conscience —
Teach human being by degrees 

To swallow nonsense.

The sovereign leaders of each faction 
Join hand in hand in dose compaction 
To set God’s kingdom up for auction,

A lumpin’ bargain!
Drive silly mortals to destruction,

Wi’ their damn’d jargon.

Yet mortal truth shall gain the day 
Illum’d by Nature’s glorous ray.
Anathemas shall flee away,

Wi’ priests and de’ils;
Sound reason shall her sceptre sway 

Hard at their heels.

“CONCEIVED IN LIBERTY”
Concluded from page 27

trend as being completely opposed to “ the principles 0,1 
which America was founded” . Progressive World (Novel11' 
ber 1955) recalled that, in the Virginia statute for religiouS I 
freedom, Jefferson wrote: “That the opinions of men <
not the subject of civil government nor under its jurisdtf' {
lion; that to suffer the civil magistrate to intrude his powcfS c 
into the field of opinion and to restrain the profession (,i f
propaganda of principles on supposition of their ill teh' (
dency is a dangerous fallacy because he, being of couP1; v 
judge of that tendency, will make his opinions the rule 0 v 
judgment and approve or condemn the sentiments of othe? p 
only as they shall square or differ from his own” . It was;1; p 
timely revocation. Mr. Charles Chaplin recently said tha n 
he wouldn’t return tc America “ if Jesus Christ were Pres-i' j p 
dent” . No! But he might if Thomas Jefferson were.

N A T I O N A L  S E C U L A R  S O C I E T Y

All
Welcome

followed by Social and Dance
SATURDAY, 4th FEBRUARY, 1956 
at the MECCA RES TA UR AN T  

11-12 Blomfield Street, E.C.2
(N ear L iverpool St. and Broad St. Stations) 
Reception 6.30 p .m. D inner 7.0 p.M.

Vegetarians Catered fo r E vening Dress Optional

Guest of Honour: MRS. MARGARET KNIGHT
T ickets 1 6 /- each from  the Sec., 41 G ray ’s Inn  Rd., W .C .l
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THE FREETHINKER
41 Gray’s Inn Road, London, W.C.l.

Telephone: Holborn 2601.
The Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the
Office at the following rates ( Home and Abroad). > •
£I 4s. (in US.A., %3.50); half-year. 12s.; three months. 6s.
Orders for literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
°f the Pioneer Press, 41 Gray's Inn Road, London,

Friday, January 27th, 1956

TO CORRESPONDENTS
Correspondents m ay like to note that w hen their letters are not 
Printed or w hen they  are abbreviated, the material in  them  m ay  
still be o f use to  “T h is  Believing W o rld ”, or to our spoken  

propaganda.

Notes and News
Aee who intend coming to the Jubilee Dinner of the N.S.S. 
should notify the General Secretary at once. This will help 
the work “behind the scenes” . In more ways than one, this 
Dinner will be unique, and a record attendance is expected, 
hi addition to the principal guest, Mrs. Margaret Knight, 
Ml  J. Henry Lloyd will represent the Humanist Council. 
and that mystifying magician, Mr. John Brearley, should 
Prove a great attraction. There will be a band for dancing 
and every opportunity for members and guests to get 
together for talks and exchange of views. But send at once 
tor your tickets, please.

★
are always more than pleased to hear of the part taken 

by Freethinkers in local press controversies. Tins is an 
excellent way of bringing the Freethought case to the notice 
ot the public, and parlicularlv to the notice of the younger 
^rubers of that public, many of whom are by this means 

rought into contact with Freethought for the first time. 
Mention of the National Secular Society and of T h e  F r ef .- 
1 l in k e r , when possible, is also a help.

Or
Mr. J. L.SheDh -N|Y recent successes in this direction, 

d u r i n a new membcr °f the N.S.S. Executive, was 
ful S December and January conducting a highly success- 
(F:sscxT,0 ary coniF,at in the Express and Independent 
Were « ’ m which both Mr. Shepherd and his opponents 
Week °MCn a most generous allowance of space week after 
Paper • ,°* on*y Mr. Shepherd, but also the Editor of this 
play ' ‘s to be complimented. Tt was an example of fair 
more 1IC1, we arc glncl to note, is becoming more and 
ft'hle <̂ ’iniiT1?n these days. The discussion turned on the 

’ '■'hristian morality and Christianity’s social record in

Special Notice
Dwing to dillicultics caused by the Printing Trade 
j lsPute, this issue of T h e  F r e e t h in k e r  has been 

rnedly prepared and certain items have had to 
,e unavoidably excluded. In particular, This 
( 'eving World, Lecture Notices and acknow

ledgements for the Chapman Cohen Memorial 
und. We hope to be “back to normal” next week; 

meanwhile we ask your forbearance.

various spheres, and one of Mr. Shepherd’s letters ran to 
some 1,300 words. Among his opponents, it is gratifying to 
note that he drew clerical blood. Mr. Shepherd answered 
his opponents point by point, and skilfully exploited their 
admissions. A plurality of opponents was also turned to his 
advantage, as he was thus able to exploit their differences. 
The whole controversy cannot have failed to have made its 
mark in many places.

★

Readers in London are asked to note in advance that the 
young but active Central London Branch are organising a 
MacCabe-Cohen Commemoration Meeting, at Holbom 
Hall on Thursday, March 1st. Amongst speakers will be 
the author of the best-seller — Catholic Church against the 
Twentieth Century—Avro Manhattan. Further particulars, 
and reserved seats (stamped addressed envelope, please), 
may be obtained from the Branch Secretary, Mr. J. M. 
Alexander, 249 Caledonian Road, London, N .l, ’phone 
Terminus 6930. It is hoped all will endeavour to make this 
meeting as widely known as possible.

W henever I m eet w ith scoundrelism , though captained by ever 
so g reat a  nam e, m y pen shall have all th e  liberty  o f m y sentim ents. 
— Iolo M organw g  (precursor of C hartism , 1786).

T I T L E S
If fame require a handle 
To give a great name girth,
A title’s worth the candle,
But what’s the candle worth? A.E.C.

Norfolk and Cornwall
Two N.S.S. members living in Norfolk and Cornwall 
respectively, would like to hear from other members in 
their districts with a view to forming branches. They are: 
Mr. C. E. Boughton, “Blakesware” , 16, Lady Betty Road, 
Norwich (Tel. No. Norwich 20147) and Mr. D. J. Crowle, 
of 29, Parc-an-Dower, Helston, Cornwall.

Wc hope that Secularists in these two areas will co
operate with Mr. Boughton and Mr. Crowle, and wc wish 
every success to the ventures.

Wishful Thinking?
Bishop Fulton J. Sheen told a congregation of worshippers 
in Boston recently that one day he would celebrate mass in 
Moscow’s Kremlin. Dire threat indeed, and certainly un
becoming in one who preaches peace. —Progressive World.

(U.S.A., January 1956).

O B I T U A R Y

ALFRED FLETCHER
W e learn w ith regret o f the death, at the  age of 70, of a very 
solid F reeth inker of Bolton, M r. A lfred F letcher, who was a ra il
waym an for some 40 years. l ie  served in the first W orld W ar and 
was in the thick of the  Som m e battle. A secular service was con
ducted  by M r. Poulden a t Bolton C rem atorium  on Jan u ary  12th.

-------- N E XT WEEK--------

THE FOURTH GOSPEL
By F. A. RIDLEY
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Ask at your Library
“The Day Before Yesterday” by J, W. R obertson Sco tt .

Published by Methuen & Co., 36, Essex Street, London, W.C.2.
Price 21s.

R obertson Scott is well-known in reading circles as the 
founder and editor for over 20 years of The Countrymen. 
In addition he has written many books on Japan, China 
and many other subjects and is an authority on rural 
England.

This book was published in 1951 when the author was 
85 years old but he has kept pace with the times, it is not 
the nostalgic lamentations of a past age that interest him 
but rather what can be learned from the mistakes of our 
forebears.

What an interesting life the author has led, numbering 
amongst his friends and acquaintances people from all 
walks of life. He knew Charles Bradlaugh, Mrs. Besant, 
George J. Holyoake and G. W. Foote, whom he describes 
as “a robust reformer who went to gaol as editor of T he 
Freethinker, but had his high and constant courage pro
claimed by George Meredith” .

“Some 70 to 80 years ago” , Mr. Scott says, “ the shudder 
that accompanied the name of Bradlaugh or Ingersoll is 
something difficult to imagine today” .

The Day Before Yesterday is really a history and a story 
of 76 years in Britain. He also paints a vivid picture of 
religion, slums, drunkenness, malnutrition, during the age 
that was declared to be the time of England’s greatness, 
and yet we are told that what the world needs today is a 
return to the faith of our fathers.

In the days about which the author writes, miners 
worked naked in the pits; their wives, stripped to the waist, 
harnessed like animals, to pull coal tubs; and little children 
of five and six years employed as watchers were kept in the 
pits from 16 to 18 hours a day.

Every phase of life in the industrial age is touched on in 
this book, but the terrible — yes, terrible — effects of a 
religion that preached about and believed in the reality of 
hell must be read to be believed, especially by the younger 
generation.

The author says “Biblical inspiration was verbal and 
Heaven and Hell were as real as the House of Commons 
. . .  time was short, the wrath of God was real, and the 
young were taught as in a sampler worked by a child of 
eight years,

Religion should our thoughts engage,
Amidst our youthful bloom;
It fits us for declining age 
And for the awful tomb.

Decent people, not a few of whom had been to universi
ties, believed in eternal punishment” .

Continuing in the same strain, Mr. Scott says “Zoology 
of the panting worm, in the following verse, bothered me 
too:

Pardon a worm that would draw near,
That would to Thee his heart resign;
A worm by self and sin oppressed,
That pants to reach the promised rest!”

The Christian of today who would like to forget what his 
religion taught less than 70 years ago, has to thank the 
unbelievers and the Freethinkers who helped to civilise 
his God.

There never were “good old days” . Certainly there were 
good days for a few wealthy people, with income tax 4d. in 
the £; but for the great majority life was sordid and brutal; 
the only hope given to millions was the “home in the sky” , 
where Jesus was getting ready for them.

Here is another sample of the criminal doctrine preached 
by a Church that bleated about a God of Love:

My thoughts on awful subjects roll:
Damnation and the dead;
What horrors seize a guilty soul 
Upon a dying bed!

And this savage, brutal belief is held by millions of 
Christians today, notably those of the R.C. Church and the 
Salvation Army, who firmly hold these primitive views and 
pride themselves on being true Christians in doing so.

Evidently Robertson Scott did his own thinking as a boy. 
as he has apparently done all his life, for he says: “I was 
quite young, however, when I took refuge in the lines 
familiar to Scots:

Here lie 1, Martin Elginbrodde;
Have mercy on my soul, Lord God,
As 1 wad dae, were I Lord God 
And Ye were Martin Elginbrodde”.

Mr. Scott’s chapter on “Damnation and the Dead” pu's 
Christianity in the dock, and the verdict must be “guilty”.

Before finishing with Hell, let us quote from genia1 
Ralph Erskine on this place, where even the Esquimau* 
would object to the heat — “What a bed is there, n°l 
feathers but fire, no friends but furies, no ease but fetters, 
no daylight but darkness, endless eternity, fire not 
quenched, the smoke going up for ever and ever, the 
wicked crowded like bricks in a fiery furnace” .

It was much easier for people to believe any fantasU1- 
yarn they were told when, as we read, in 1859 the National 
Grant for education was no more than £840,000; John 
Morley records that in 1850-60 the education of England 
was in the hands of the clergy and that in 1841-1845 it v/as 
estimated that 32.5% of men and 48.9% of the women ■" 
the country could not read.

Mr. Scott tells us that every fourth house in Glasgow was 
a public house and it was estimated that every Saturday 
night over 15,000 people got drunk. In 1869, when th® 
population of England was half what it is now, 20.769 
women were convicted of drunkenness. In 1947 the numbef 
was 6,170; and it is probably much less today.

When Billy Graham and every leather-lunged Evangelbj 
tell us that this is an age of gross materialism, and that 
must return to the days when England was really Christian 
England, we know that they are either liars or fools 
probably a mixture of both. „  * n

F. A. Hornibroo*

The French Elections
The conflict about Catholic and State-supported schools '■ ! 
in itself of great importance: moreover, it raises the ques' j 
tion of the State’s secularism. We are many, over heL: 
who are perfectly aware that the totalitarian-mind^ 
Roman Catholic Church will never limit its demands unlcsS 
compelled to. By no means should we welcome anythif- 
like a camouflaged theocracy, on the Spanish or Irish mode1 
to say nothing of other countries. Suspicious of the Rad1' 
cals, and even of certain Socialists, concerning this par' 
ticular point, many voters, though non-Communist then1' 
selves, did in fact give their votes to Communists, by wal 
of a counterweight.

Similarly, the unnecessary Catholic bias assumed by W  
defunct Plan for European Reorganisation roused susp1' 
cion among circles that were not unfavourable to this Pl^ 
on a purely political and economic plane.

Too often, here and abroad, the Rightists hypocritical1' 
professed that non-religious or anti-clerical persons aB 
necessarily ethically inferior and of a Communist trend, 
they meant to push more people towards Communist1'' 
they could not have done better. .

J ean F oijrnee (Oullins, Franc«1
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Smog, Drought and Religious Neurosis
By R. READER

and Christianity -— what is the “ tie-up” ? 
at if S.U®?e.st tbere is any necessary connection may appear, 
Pi_ , . S18ht, far-fetched. But let us look a little more 

I eJy into the matter.
tice\1S “ 1C ^)nS"slanding and time-honoured Christian prac- 
for ti'.. increase and multiply” , apparently without thought 
Bradii n niorro.w- This implies towns, small at first, then 
in Oh • xd®‘n8 as their occupants increase and multiply 
build nslian âsbion. The surrounding woods and grass are 
caul °ZCrCd al10 built-up areas. Cement pours over the 
tion d 'l0X'C substances pour into the atmosphere. Vegeta- 
frjcnf,| saPPears and atmospheric oxygen decreases. The 
with b°'yever> washes out dangerous substances,
nntk- Wea* solutions running away underfoot. And so 
n°" |lng startling happens at first.
from'011 Sudden|y — the lethal blanket of 1952, toxic gases 
Etc. ,concentrated solutions in suspended moisture drop- 
iets, drawn into human lungs . . .
siati'C remedies? A whiffling, bustling activity in power 
0pi stacks, plus a new stream of gas in the form of 
co . Jabbering to make coal consumers “smoke- 
and r ° US ’ ^ Ll1 dle conditions for smog are too numerous 
includ-f conif|bcated to be treated in such naive ways. They 
pre C wmd force and direction, temperature, humidity, 
ho u s UreV dle Thames Estuary and tides; and smoke from 
slij>h|CS’-taclorics and vehicles. Nor is it known whether a 
far u /Variadon ‘n any one factor might not have produced 
one f ,se.^esults. The “remedy” for smog, in fact, reminds 
traffic0rci.ly  °f the “ beacon-and-crossing solution” of
traffic accidents.
poi c truth—that we are so numerous that we are literally 
break ° n e  an°ther—looms mountains high. “Ssh! Let’s
“Wlv UP *arSc towns by dispersing their populations” , 
towmv’’ when the little towns grow into big
(Think ”^ y  dear boy, you’re jumping too far ahead” .

§ s- ! shan’t be here to worry about that".)
I9lh eacb generation builds the misery of the next. So the 
Scientific,y bctiueathed us the present world malaise, 
du . |C advance, guided by religious neurosis, then pro
to ben 4 cbildrcn per family, 10 of whom often survived 
tbe ;nCf an°tber 60. Parents and grandparents luxuriated in 
couni ,USlon dlat they were thus cheating death. Today, 
been d* n° *on8cr have 14 offsprings, but the mischief has 
for ev>°nC: ^ >ere are far to°  many couples, all struggling 
¡frit h|Cr' rarer gratifications, and all becoming ever more 
itself e’ r̂.Ust*ated, jaded, and divorce-prone. And death 
back Ŝ de teeming millions and medical science, hits 
War CVer barder with poliomyelitis, cancer, heart disease, 
o f ’ germ ination camps, mental disease, and the threat 

,naUd.?ar bombardment
scon,- "Sbnid, free to some extent from the medieval 
CoUp,ge Catholicism, enlightened priests no longer advise 
Put f S t0 bavc 'ar8e families unless they can afford them. 
w0r(| lnanc,e alone is a completely artificial and untrust- 
desjr y.Saide, fundamental criteria being, first, biological 
P°Ssibl\ V’ and second|y> the balance between actual (not 
poSsib,c world production of material goods; actual (not 
P°Pul ■ nieans °f distribution; and actual (not future) 
fewer km11 trends- Furthermore, although priests counsel 
aPpar Ch| ren’ dieX a'ways counsel some children, it being 
Unhan 01 ̂  ax'°matic that childless couples are desperately 
Forte I vviclesprcad is this notion that it is also sup- 
tion H by medical men with financial fingers in the popula- 

P‘c- fhe country, however, that imposes crushing fines

for large families, at the same time opening birth control 
clinics free to all, has nothing to fear, ft is making an appeal 
to the intelligence, decision, and sense of responsibility of its 
people, and not their cupidity. There will be fewer young 
arms to defend such a country, and an increasing percen
tage of older people. What of it? There will also be rising 
physical and mental standards, a unity, cohesion, and 
personal awareness of values to be defended which are 
tragically lacking today. Such a country will be an invin
cible opponent. The enemy are breeding faster? Let them. 
Physical and mental degenerates, military zeros, economic 
chaos, strife, discord and lack of unity will defeat them 
more surely than any military operation. Certain pious 
“patriots” smirk over large families. But are they not 
playing the enemy’s game — and, moreover, playing it in 
a country where the evils of overpopulation are felt more 
universally and acutely than in a land of steppes and 
tundra and vast distances?

Religious neurosis, as ever, stands in the way. As an 
example — quite a gem — we may quote the leading article 
of a daily newspaper. The subject is the Durham drought. 
After being told that more and more water is needed for 
the growing Durham area population, the R.A.F.’s reply 
to Durham ■— that clouds cannot be provided to produce 
rain — is likened to Augustus’ unsatisfactory reply to the 
wine-thirsty Romans, that he had given them plenty of 
water. Having thus established an historical (and, by sug
gestion, religious) atmosphere, the article concludes: “ It is 
a sobering reflection for proud man that, though he can 
blow up the world, he can do little or nothing about a 
drought, and must rely, as his ancestors did, on an answer 
to prayer” . Of course. Whatever else happens, neurotic 
delirium, seeking safety, consolation and immunity from 
death in more of everything — especially young life — 
must not be impeded. It must be left to work out to its 
final conclusion — the descent of Man below a beast, ter
minating in a pile of stinking radioactive corpses.

fs your conviction in bliss after death so strong that this 
doesn’t matter? If so, you don’t need to worry about wars, 
housing, finance, rent, smog, or, indeed, anything else. 
Until, of course, you bump up against the paradoxically 
material laws of this spiritual community. But if, at that 
juncture, some lingering doubt then assails you, would it 
not be more prudent to start freethinking? Or, better still, 
to avoid the whole thing by freethinking now?

LECTURE REPORT
M r. F. A. Ridley, President of th e  N ational Secular Society, 
addressed the R radford B ranch on the subject “ H enry  V III  and 
Princess M arg are t” , on Jan u ary  8th. M r. Ridley was very cordially 
received by a friendly audience of 36 to 40, and produced a lecture 
m uch  to  their liking. M r. R idley expressed him self as being highly 
delighted with the general a tm osphere of the m eeting and w ith  the 
quality  of the free and healthy discussion w hich followed it.

LECTURE TO CHRISTIANS
T h e  gathering attend ing  the U pm inster M en ’s Forum  in the 
M ethodist C hurch P arlour on M onday, January  9th, w ent away 
well inform ed about “A theism  and Secularism ”, which was the title 
of a lecture given by M r. P. V ictor M orris to that group. I t  was 
evident from  the questions pu t to the speaker afterw ards th a t his 
audience had been stim ulated by the  inform ation  pu t forw ard; 
indeed, the  F o ru m ’s m em bers, the  m ajority  of w hom  were N o n 
conform ists, were discussing the sub ject so vigorously th a t the 
C hairm an did no t find it easy to close the meeting. Eventually, 
however, he succeeded, thanking M r. M orris w arm ly for his 
address. As a parting  gesture a m em ber invoked the blessing of 
G od A lm ighty on all present.
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CORRESPONDENCE
THE LORD’S DECISION
Y our article  in  T he F reethinker  of N ovem ber 22nd, 1955 
(A theists v. Catholics) had  m y full a ttention , and, though I quite 
agree w ith its contents, I ’m  really a t a loss to  know why th e  D ublin 
A rchbishop and his fellow-clergym en did no t pray to their “ L o rd ” 
or to any of th e  heavenly saints to p revent th e  football m atch, 
E ire v. Yugoslavia. And, if they  did, no doubt it was the  “L o rd ’s” 
decision —  in H is incom prehensible P lan —  to have the m atch, 
played! T h e  E ireann clergy ought to be obedient and accept this 
“ L o rd ’s” decision. M oreover, i t’s obvious th a t it was “G od’s” 
in ten tion  th a t the  Yugoslavs won this m atch 4— 1. O therw ise those 
Yugoslav C om m unists would have been defeated, for, is the “ G o d ” 
of the Catholics not an A lm ighty God?

I t  seems to m e th a t these C atholics do no t show m uch faith in 
the om nipotence of their own "L o rd ” . Perhaps they  are right. 
H olland. J. L iedermooy .

“WITHOUT FEAR OR FAVOUR”
M ay I be allowed to add a w ord or two to your excellent review 
of W ith o u t Fear or Favour, fo r a fte r a careful perusal the  first 
th ing  that struck me was w hat a m ine of good m atter for our 
speakers to extract from . T h e  first th in g  is to get it in to  ou r local 
libraries and if our lecturers will quote and advise those in terested 
to obtain  and read it, I feel sure  that the  problem  posited by  a 
friend of m ine w hen referring  to it, i.e., how to get it to the  people 
who need the inform ation  contained in it, will in pa rt be solved. 
Especially in teresting  are the chapters on “T h e  P uritan  of 
W ow ser” , “T h e  M enace of V .D .” , “O n A lcohol”, and th a t on 
“ frustra tio n ”. G reatly  in its favour is the fact th a t it is no t a dry 
or difficult book to read. I t  is w ritten  in a b righ t and taking style, 
interspersed w ith w itty  and racy anecdotes. (M rs.) G . M atson .

MONARCHY OR REPUBLIC
T h e  excellent and im portan t article by E. G . M acfarlane on the 
above subject should be supported  by all F reethinkers.

M r. Corrick, whose letters I always find interesting , would dis
cover his solution as difficult to effect as a President of a R epublic 
elected by the  people. H e seems to think that a President in this 
country  would be a d icta to r and says our M onarchs are peaceful. 
Does he realise the  power behind the  th rone w hich Sir Stafford 
C ripps referred  to som e years ago as the “ B uckingham  Palace 
gang”, and fo r w hich he  was prom ptly  pounced upon by the  press? 
Are no t such types behind the refusal of the B.B.C. to allow the 
late C hapm an C ohen and o ther Freeth inkers to broadcast? Do they 
no t perpetuate th e  snobbery ram pant in the country , preventing the 
setting  up, in M r. M acfarlanc’s words, of a “ tru e  single-class 
republic” ? Surely, if we found a President to be a d icta to r we 
could deal w ith him  at the  next election. T h e  expense of Royalty 
does no t seem to concern m ost people. Even when the Labour 
Party  gained power in 1945, £50,000 was spent on reconditioning 
the palatial C larence H ouse for Princess Elizabeth and her husband, 
and this a t a tim e when the housing of the people was at its m ost 
distressing stage.

Since then  ano th er £6,000 has been spent on the sam e building 
in order to  m eet the wishes of the Queen M other and Princess 
M argaret, and th is w ithout the  slightest pro test from  any M .P.

W . M orris.

MONARCHY OR REPUBLIC?
In  reply to M r. C orrick, I wish to see the form ation of a m ove
m ent directly  aimed at changing the constitu tions of all the nations 
in the world so as to m ake them  ripe for inclusion in a world-w ide 
frce-dem ocratic state. T h is  m ovem ent, w hich m ust of course be 
political (i.e., p u tting  up  candidates for Parliam ent as against all 
nationalist o r to ta litarian  parties) will be inspired  by general p rin 
ciples w hich m ight be acceptable to persons of all colours and 
traditions.

T h e  con tinuation  of the C hristian  m onarchic line is obviously 
unsu ited  fo r th is purpose, and it is for this reason th a t I am 
opposed to the p resen t B ritish version of m onarchy. As a 
“w orld ist” I recognise th a t the hereditary  principle brings us in to  
conflict w ith the  m onarchic lines in o ther countries. Solution: 
abandon the  hereditary  principle. As a F reeth inker I see th a t a 
C hristian  trad ition  is logically bound to arouse the opposition of 
those who have been reared in  the M oslem , Buddhist and A theist, 
etc., traditions. S o lu tio n : keep th e  state  neu tra l to religion.

As a dem ocrat, I am prepared to accept the m ajority  feeling of 
the w orld-state m ovem ent as to the best way of substitu ting  for 
the m onarch as we know it in Britain. M y personal feeling on the 
subject is that the function  of the m onarch  could be fulfilled by

an elected President who could be constitu tionally  prevented fr°n’ 
creating “strife, trouble  and political pu rg es”. I th ink  we do nee 
a person who can make executive decisions in tim es of stress when 
governm ents are changing and who can represent the w hole people 
on state  occasions. T h e  fact that the present m onarch is chosen W 
heredity  and is obliged to take vows to uphold  C hristian  doctrinc 
is, however, anathem a to m e and thus I cannot agree th a t she 
“ represents” me at any tim e. I could give my su p p o rt to a popU' 
larly elected sta te  leader who was no t com m itted to acting 11 s ;l 
m outhpiece for any particu lar positive faith. E. G . M acfarlANE.

“FREETHOUGHT”
Seeing that the death  penalty  is officially opposed by th e  N .S.S. >n 
its Aims and Objects, I am one who after over 50 years o f being 
an  At h e is t , th ink  th a t it should be retained.

M urders, rapes, and o ther serious crim es are increasing ever) 
day, due to the  sloppy sentim entality  of a decadent “civilisation • 
A lm ost every day we see reports of yet another m urder. A bout onc 
in four m urderers is no t discovered, and of th e  few th a t are 
sentenced to death —  a very sm all p roportion  —  m ost are deemed 
to  be “ insane”.

T h e  trials of m urderers last for m onths and the public revel >n 
them , w ith crowded courts and m orb id  spectators, ju st like those 
who revel in the pantom im ical shows of Billy G raham , and  the 
ritual o f the  H ouse of Lords and Royal spectacles.

T hose  who com pile the  crim e and m urder offences astu te ly  bine 
the  real facts by pointing out th a t there are few er  cases since the 
sloppy legislation of recent years th a t has encouraged all criminals’

T hese  figures say no th ing  about the  75%  of m urders th a t atc 
never found out, and after m any thousands of pounds have been 
spent on trials, and a verdict of guilty is returned - any sent1' 
m ental H om e Secretary can rescind it. W hat a farce it all is. Ol,r 
juvenile  courts are choked w ith  serious cases, so m any th a t I opnu, 
the police find it is useless to charge them , as the “delinquent* 
are told to “go hom e and be good”. H ence we have created ■' 
nation  of decadent people, by rem oving the deterrents, and this lS 
called “enlightenm ent” . If  m urderers arc m ade into heroes, civilis11' 
tion m ust inevitably destroy itself. F rank BurceS5’

Few people seem to realise that Capital Punishm ent does 11 
necessarily involve the bestial business of hanging. W h it is wrot]1- 
with tile hypoderm ic needle? Perhaps opponents o f C .P. woU1 
tell us what can be done w ith the m an who assaulted five-year-o'“ 
Susan C adieux and left her to  freeze to  death, w ith the  tears froze11 
to her face. M olly  RocH®’

FROM ASTRONOMY TO ATHEISM
It appears, taking into consideration an astronom er’s recC11 

television scries, that it is now qu ite  in  order to say there  is n1’ 
conceivable evidence of any purpose or design in the ru nn ing  an1 
m aintenance of that gigantic m achine, our universe. Few Free' 
thinkers w ould doubt, however, th a t if the same speaker had dare“ 
to m aintain that there is no evidence of a G od or creator, w hir1] 
after all am ounts to the sam e thing , the howling heretics 11 
reason would, once again, be storm ing the II.B.C.’s portals demaiR1' 
ing th e  annihilation of such lrcelhought.

O r is it, perhaps, that the C hristian  protectionists, having lea1'11 
th e ir lesson over the M rs. K nigh t controversy, do  no t now w ish *'! 
enter into a battle w ith Reason in the full view of an interest1'1 
general public? J. R. P othkCAB''

Friday, January 27th. 1956

SPECIAL BOOK OFFER
W hile stocks last we can offer the following parcel contain ing  i 

L i f t  U p  Your Heads (K ent) published 3s. 6d.; Thom as Ft“"' \
(C hapm an Cohen) published Is.; M arriage, Sacerdotal or S ecu l^  .
(D u  C ann) published Is.; R om e or Reason  (Ingersoll) publish1'*
Is.; Age o f Reason (Paine) published 2s. 6d.; W hat I s  T h e  Sabb“1'1 1 
D ay  (C utncr) published Is. 3d. T h e  whole parcel (valued 10s. 3“ :' j s 
offered to readers o f T he F reethinker  fo r 7s. 6d. post free. Ca*1 S [ 
w ith order. Strictly  nett.

MORALS WITHOUT RELIGION
B y M R S . M A R G A R E T  K N I G H T  

Price 6/- Postage 3d.

F R IE N D L Y  inform al international house. P len tifu l food, con1' >1 
pany. M oderate term s.■—C hris and Stella Rankin, 43, W est Par1" i 
E ltham , S.E.9. T e l .:  E L T  1761.

P rin ted  by G . T . W ray  L td ., G osw ell R o ad , E .C .l ,  and  P ublished  by G . W . F o o te  and  C om pany  L im ited , 41 G ra y ’s Inn  R oad , W .C .l . c


