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vin s God Migrates to Africa^  yeaied the mine of file Protestant Reformation atyear 153(5, that is, 19 years after Martin Luther 
W- f i' ' “ teuber‘̂ nchgently ,y. there appeared a small work at Basle by a ;|uthor, Jean Calvin. This little work, subse- titie'U<'T Tlnuc;!1 01)1 urged in succeeding editions, bore thequiel., Insti ' - • - .............  ........................rtv. ( ■'. became the .official 'MutionInstitutes of the Christian Religion,”  and ittext-book of the religiousnines of the dav,;i )v'|jlke Luther, who was a man of moods and primarily ii11(] ?l0l|s demagogue, Calvin’s was a cold intelligence hjs "nt of a clear systematic theologian renowned for» «cho!llerCileSS Furthermore, he was a classicale began a master of lucid French prose, is career as a humanist and an opponent ofnewW,M°ik persecution. But that was in France when his 8 Were still those of a persecuted minority. Laterwhen once in power in (teneva, it is common know-*bat be changed his views (and his actions) upons gestión.J l>e Institutes S'Ual(;|'s.‘Uid work. C ili JèStl; Ul theology. Fe(lt0dem form ami

cannot lie said to have been a very Ivin introduced no new ideas into All that he did was to develop a systematic manner those ideas ofy ‘ «atination and divine “  election ”  which had been core of the theology of St. Augustine in the fifth l‘bi "1 A’ " U(l which are to he found in the “  Pauline 1 'Y lo to the Romans. A doctrinal sequence which its '■ ollL’ 1 exponent summed up in the famous formula : he hath predestined to eternal salvation, and ivm? lo eternal damnation.”  This was the essence of Calvin himself described as theof p e s t i l i  ation. horrible decree
1 '¡»"-ever, the grim theology of Calvin took on. Ini ' Coniar, what we may term in modern language as then '''hitionary " Left ”  of the dav. were convinced thatIJti(l
all

¡' were predestined to victory over their great enemy Persecutors, the Church of Home and its secularlt s- _ Consequently Calvinism soon became the religious and social reformers ofv^uiihcquciiw,) 'i S a v i n ’s t a ^ u a r t e n ,  b M M  (againModern language) the “  .Moscow ”  of the sixteenth lt 1|,ury. the totalitarian theocracy of Calvin clashed ■. on with the totalitarian theocracy of Rome, the i- n8titutes ”  became the “  Das K apital,”  and Calvin "»Self the "  Karl Afarx ”  of the Reformation. i.jjA modern publicist has aptly summarised the historical |,<-H of Calvinism as follows: —“ It was Calvinism that founded a republic in Holland 
111 the teeth of savage Church hostility implemented by Alva’s cruelties, it was Calvinism that created Scottish Intransigent Presbytarianisni and the Covenanting spirit, was Calvinism that created the republican spirit in England of the seventeenth century.”  (Cp.. I. C.(< i^Wcvei', once in the saddle, a subtle change came overM C î'X 'U l X U IV  IJW* V> 1* VVvU Ia id wick.... “  Totalitarianism, page 13Ajalv:Rnsrn. From an iconoclastic, it became a conserva -

five movement. This obviously follows logically from the nature of Predestination itself. When once victory has been finally achieved, perfection has been reached and obviously, one cannot improve upon perfection: the world looks so different after dinner. As a necessary result of this logical process, Calvinism in recent times lias becojne the very synonym of, not only religious, hut of social and intellectual reaction.Two examples of the above must suffice : we recall Hie witch burning, heresy-hunting, sex-obsessed, New England Calvinists of Nathaniel Hawthorne’s great novel, “  The Scarlet Letter.”  Our second example is taken from the English Calvinistic regime of the inid- seventeenth century, where even the generally^ sym­pathetic Macaulay was constrained to admit in an immortal epigram: ”  The Puritans objected to. bear- baiting, not because it gave pain to the bear, but because it gave pleasure to the spectators.”To-day, Calvinism lias fallen from its ancient seat. In America, a weak-kneed survival still exists precariously in the .Middle West. And in Europe only the old fear of “  Rome Rule ”  across the border preserves tile pre­carious rule of the still largely Orange and Calvinistic Protestants ¡11 Northern Ireland; 11 Six counties elevated to the status of a nation ”  as it has been aptly termed. Incidentally, three of the counties have just returned Catholic majorities in the recent Ulster General Election.However, when at its last gasp in Europe and America, Calvinism has discovered a final stronghold, where pro destinarian theology is now put into operation in a manner that Calvin himself never surpassed. We refer, of course, to the Union of South Africa, now ruled by Dr. Mai an, the Calvinist ex-minister, who is putting into force with a vengeance-, a racial theory based logically upon pre­destination and Divine Election which recalls t-lie palmiest days of the Calvinist theocracy in Geneva and Boston.It is, perhaps, to the point, to recall in the above con­nection that Calvin himself began bis literary career with a commentary on the Roman author Seneca: the author, one may recall, of the historic adage “  out of Africa something new is always coming.”  Only now the ”  some­thing new ”  is already rather ancient.Ever since the Boer War (1899-1902) the defeated Boers, the descendants of the first Dutch Calvinist colonists of the seventeenth century have been attempting a “  comeback ”  at. the expense both of their English conquerors in that war, and the Negro majority in South Africa. The Dutch Calvinists, inspired by the “  Chosen Ka.ee "  theories expounded in their infallible code-book, the Hebrew Old Testament, have always treated the native races with an arrogant racial brutality that recalls and even surpasses that- of H itler and Ids unlamented Herrenvolk.The victory of Dr. Malan and his Ultra-Nationalists last April has successfully completed this racial and religious revival. Unlike his also Dutch predecessor,



10‘2 TH E FR E E T H IN K E R March 13.General Smuts, Dr. Mhlan is 'ft back-veldt Boer, a fanatical adherent of the Chosen Race theory, and a dour Calvinist. Whereas General Smuts, despite his deplor­able racist legislation, was at least a man of culture and a statesman of world outlook, Dr. Ma|an represents the' narrowest outlook of seventeenth century Calvinism at its worst. Under his rule South Africa has stepped back to the days of New England under its Calvinist theocracy depicted in Hawthorne’s novel. The spirit which com­mitted Servetus to the flames in Geneva now rules a Sovereign State of the British Commonwealth.This antediluvian fanaticism is most glaringly indicated in the current attitude of the Dutch Government of South Africa to the Native question, both Negro and Indian. For Dr. Malan is an adherent and ex-minister of the Dutch Calvinist Church of South Africa which, not so lone ago, went on record with the historic declaration that negro slavery was an institution of Divine origin.The whole present practice of Dr. M alang Government constitutes a current sermon on this theme, for the two million whites in South Africa rule the eight million negroes and the half million Indians upon strictly Biblical lines: the slave races are merely “  hewers of wood and drawers of water ”  for the Divinely elected white rulers. The whole practice of the Government affords a spectacu­lar demonstration of predestinarlan theology. “  Some ’-’ (the White Rulers) “  lie hath predestined to eternal salvation,”  and others (the Black helots) “  to eternal damnation.”In short, the God of Calvin has migrated to South Africa, the lust refilge of Calvinism. F . A. R ID L E Y .
M I R A C L E SS H A K E S P E A R E  said the age of miracles is passed. But, for the B .B .C ., ,  we live in the Age of Miracles. Many tame scientists have spoken, over the air, of modern scientific miracles. Following Prof. Andrade’s assertion that science is in search of the Unknown, others have said that science achieves the impossible. ’ This recalls Father MucNab, who once put us, a poser; that you can­not deny the possibility of miracles.Questioned about a mistake in his dictionary, old Dr. Johnson replied “  Ignorance, madam, sheer ignorance.”  Such was Spinoza's explanation of miracles. Exhaustively reviewing Biblical miracles, he argued that they were misinterpretations of natural phenomena. Miracles are possible to ignorance for these are synony­mous term s; possibility is only another name for ignorance. God comes in where knowledge ends; so, as the explanation of what is not understood, of the unknown, God is the asylum of ignorance. The belief in God rests upon the belief in miracles and miracles are based upon the belief in God. The believer is running around in circles.If possibility is ignorance, what appears as a positive, is really a negative term ; and impossibility is a double negative—that is, a positive assertion, based upon know­ledge. As knowledge is the opposite of ignorance and impossibility, of possibility it is true to assert that science, in acquiring knowledge, achieves the impossible. But if this is so, and miracles are possible, how can there be scientific miracles? Old T. H . Huxley asserted that unything is possible. Anything is a general term that refers to nothing in particular, so if possibility refers to nothing, its negation, impossibility, necessarily refers, to something in particular. So that, if one can not deny the possibility of miracles it is because no particular

inference is made. But one can assert the impossible, ot any particular miracle, with positive knowledge. f . ■Uut xve «re playing with negative terms. The bel>‘ 111 rniri'cles is a positive fact. To the ignorant, not on, can .anything happen ; to them anything does happC”As Chapman Cohen said, miracles happen for t 1 *  ̂ j0r believe in them. To them, anything possible. 1 a scientist only one thing can happenTo them, anything is possible, bul e thing can happen under a given se circumstances. So long as there is ignorance; belie miracles will continue. Onlv the propagation of l'110 ledge will dispel it. But such argument is still base *, the. negative. A more positive assertion is that beliefs are inherited from the past; that people belie'* miracles because they have been so educated. nIhey are being so educated, and by the B .B .C . e' to the extent that the acquisition of scientific knowing is itself acclaimed a miracle. And the B .B .C . not o'Aemphasises the difficulties of educating the world s, t"'°thousand millions; especially the more primitive; ^also argue that such is the tempo, and the extent, scientific development that only specialists can keep with it. So that, though a specialist may have kr>° ledge m his own department, he is ignorant in oth*j  ̂Knowledge and ignorance are relative, and the removal j «ignorance relatively impossible. So, if the belief is h*1̂  upon ignorance, miracles will continue. The B-R' therefore, is only reconciling itself to the fact. rBut these are merely excuses. It  is not just a d e'^ play on words. It is a case of inversion; of the typ« :. the old myth about Isaac Newton in the orchard. story was first told by Voltaire in his Letters on English, so as to show, with Newton’s theory, that movements of the planets is no more wonderful 1 ,apples falling off a tree. The story is retold as if if "T,, true, but w;th the exact opposite moral, ’that a f««1̂  apple is just as marvellous as the movements of the ¡d*1 in their courses. So- the normal or usual is taken as F example of the unusual or exceptional, and the known 1 an instance of the unknown. , irIn the same way here, ignorance is perpetuated, * no explanation is given, and the verifiable and Know how ”  of science is stressed as being marvell0*1' Whereas miracles were evidence of the supernatural, "«'J, physical science is evidence of miracles. But a catalog  ̂of scientific achievement is not science. In the abse'1̂iii’

tli«tli«th"11

of explanation we are in the realm of emotion and n1 reason, and the so-called science survey is more tlia*' * emotional appeal. Nor is it sufficient to attempt . counter the fear of atom bombs, rockets and poison fT  with the possibilities of atomic energy, plastics, penied 1 and nylons.-ft is an appeal to irrational hopes and fears. J , question of desire and emotion; the desire to believe, 1 h so-called religious feeling of uwe, or the mystical sense | the marvellous; takes us into the realm of psychology- , , tho same way, the conditioning, the suggestibility, . V credibility, the devotion to Christian “  Truth,”  as " -1 | the criteria and symbolism, are matters of bult«1 development; that is, come within the realm of soeiol<->?J, But, although tho B .B .C . has some tame psychiatry ) and anthropologists, never by any chance do these <?'1 make subjects for a science survey talk.For the B .B .C .,  science is simply physical scie'1«’ with perhaps some concession to biology. From be1« “  trained and organised common sense,”  science & become the very essence of the marvellous. And theologians still argue that science cannot be apphe« human affairs, for the B .B .C . its application in psychos^ and sociology is doubtful, and in morality the theolog1.
i
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has  ̂ uPreme- Yet in both these fields of inquiry there astoiin'rn ex*'ens've research, with ' surprising, even is u-j, Uln6 results. In actual fact, the scientific method J p  applied.knovfi5Ugh miracles clearly come within these classes of Toth f  8e we only hear o f  scientific miracles in physics, abnorr Pathologist the difference between the normal and ti°n ,laI ‘s one of degree; the unusual is an exaggera- Unusu i 6 ursual> and the marvellous is by no means mira cH ' hi one of our leading psychologists talk of claim t>S’ an<̂  even the “  faith healing ”  Coue made no said ’,f xcept in discovering scientific law. It is as Freud PsVeh ^ ^°°hs as though people did not expect from of c ,? °®y progress in knowledge, but some other kind ansfaction.”  H . H . P E E E C E .
A A C A T H O LIC P H ILO SO PH ER(lis,.‘ \  readers will doubtless remember the broadcast un(l"tf1011’ a few months back, between Bertrand Itussell like , 6 Jesuit, Father Copleston. I f  that discussion, I>t'tt,fS° man.V others on controversial subjects, tended to stirn ,out ¡n an agreement to disagree, it was none the less t*0 Ula«ng to the majority of listeners, because here were grea a,en °f obvious intellectual power, talking about a tlit. . Plohlem, admitting each other’s eminence and at . ’’■Une time realising that there was something to be 011 each side.w,;.'’,ee f listened to that broadcast 1 have often wondered ct.a‘i ' s°rt of a man Father Copleston w as; I  had never h(. v anything written by him, but 1 felt sure that what \vr ' l0te (though I  should quite certainly disagree with int »1 .ever be said) would be interesting and far more jj ' ectiually adult than the 'usual apologetics of the or pi)u Catholic Church’s popular writers, like Mr. Belloc, (y A K . Chesterton. The slight essay which Father 

¡0 I st°n has published under the title “  Existentialism Modem M a n ”  (Blackfrjars, Oxford; Is. fid.)certv i 11 iUiU1 m,1Ply bears me out.4 ^'fl new philosophy of Existentialism has been already"'ihf SSed some length in these columns ; 1 myself have k, . of it more than onee. This article will therefore but'1' 110 Sense 11 review of Father Copleston’s pamphlet, fi)id V'f'ber a brief appreciation of the Jesuit philosopher'v l i , P °sifcion'So,; .............  What emerges from his pamphlet,p 1 was originally delivered as a lecture to the Aquinas" y  of London, is that, while a Theist, as every good lir|IIIUn Catholic must, of course, he, he is at the same Prepared to admit that the group1 of Existentialists » are Atheists—e.g., Sartre and Camus—are in their tj r. as effective in argument as the Christian Existen- t),!'Hts, like Gabriel Marcel and Karl Jaspers. To get us'1 admission—though it is, of course, not admitted in tile "nny words but rather implicitly in the wording of <1)1(1 êt|eral argument— from a Catholic is no small feat, ytj Jf is good to know that at nny rate one group of F  "-ust.s are regarded by a .leading philosopher of the ’J’Van ^burch as being intellectually respectable. f(,„. ere is, however, one complaint which has to be (m j^fed. When Father Copleston quotes from the 
5]' *°lic Gabriel Marcel he almost invariably gives {¡o'l|^et’ and verse, so that the reader, it he so desires, can m >:ioh to the original book in order to amplify his idea ‘at Marcel has said. But when Jean-Paul Sartre is t],. 1 Uc* his words appear without any exnct reference so t),:;. °*'e cannot find the original statement and confirm k,'., was originally intended to bear the meaning that is . llJr Copleston gives It. I  am not suggesting that there 111 fbe pamphlet I  have considered, any deliberate mis­

quotation or misrepresentation ; I  am merely pointing out that th j scales are deliberately weighted in favour of the Catholic.Whether this is due to the fact that the works of Sartre have recently been included on the Vatican index of pro­hibited books I do not know. That probably has some­thing to do with it. And in this connection I must tell a story about a young lady of my acquaintance who is interested in the development of literature on the con­tinent of Europe. She thinks (as many people at the present time think) that Sartre is the most important figure to emerge from the muddle of post-war France, and she was, I think, horrified when his works were put on the Papal Index. But, being a good Roman Catholic, she went to her priest, pointed out that she thought a study of Sartre was part of her education, and inquired whether there would, in his opinion, be any harm in her continuing to read the works of this man, now officially banned by the Holy Father in Rome. The priest’s answer, I think, was amusing. He said: ”  There’s no harm, provided you bear in mind that he is theologically unsouiWl.”Father Copleston, too, thinks that Sartre is theologically unsound, but he really does not make it very easy for his readers to track down that theological unsound ness to its source. Yet it is quite easy for the reader to follow up a study of Marcel. That, as 1 say, while there is no deliberate distortion, is in a way quite typical of the unfairness of Roman propaganda. The bias is, to some extent, concealed ; but it is clear for all who can penetrate beneath the surface to some extent.JO H N  R O W LA N D .
“ T H E B LA ZIN G T O W E R ”A ST R A N G E  new subtle work, which should make a particular appeal to Freethinkers, has just been published. Dramatically described by the publishers as a romance of the spirit,”  “  The Blazing Tower,”  by R . B . Marriott (Quadrant Press, 10s. fid. net), deals with the unusual spirit world so rarely featured by the Church; in this case the spirit is that of a woman of deep intellect, a Freethinker if over there was one, who undertak.s a pilgrimage of the mind to reach the destination marked out for her by an incorruptible heart and conscience. Mr. Marriott can write. He has a fearless mind, the mind o'f one who is unfettered by the spirituality of religiosity. The spirituality here is in a prose akin to poetry which opens up large horizons of the heart and mind. He x-rays with an alarming effect and these fine, deep and penetrating chapters precede a sort of shining loveliness in the latter part of the hook. W(6 have imagination and warmth allied to a passionate sincerity. Sometimes the style would appear obscure and there are moments when it, becomes specialised reading, hut like “  Ulysses,”  “  The Blazing T ow er”  is a connoisseur’s book; being neither a happy story book nor a contented one it will probably appeal to all too few at a first reading hut I shall be surprised if this first novel by a writer of unusual significance is not returned to again and again in the world of to-morrow. P E T E R  C O T E S.

T H E R E  WAS ONCE . . .AN A D V E N T U R E R . He had sailed the Seven Seas and he had been ship-wrecked six times. He had traversed arid deserts and explored dense, tropifal jungles. Ho had fought w Id animals to the death and had escaped from man-eating savages, lie had survived all the deadly fevers of malarial swamps and the rigours of the Frozen North.One day ho caught a chill in Peekham and died.
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ACID  DROPSThe Bishop of Southwell lias discovered that the Garden of Eden is a myth. Of course, a “  lesson " can be learnt from it— but that does not alter tl». fact of the myth. And if Eden is a myth—alas, the Fall of Man is also a myth; and therefore Jesus Christ as a Saviour is also a myth. The Bishop must have sensed something of this, for instead of calling Jesus the Saviour he calls him the “  Reconciler and Liberator.”  Poor Jesus—we wonder what lie will be called when some other Bishop discovers that Jesus is neither a Reconciler nor a Liberator, Even Jesus himself may one day be reduced to a myth by a live Bishop.

1'hat Oliver Cromwell, was, in some instances ^ intolerant and bigoted as only a Christian could v.ell known. But that he was tolerant in some o'111'? considering the age in which be lived, can hardly denied. He passed on the torch of liberty and free0 ’ !" ,u.s fig'it against the Monarchy and Popery, cub“ 111,( " 'S  hi the execution of “  Saint ”  Charles, King England. Yet, my Lord, the Bishop of London■ misses Cromwell’s undoubted contributions to free of thought acclaimed all over the world, by condo»» ni'S him in a sermon at St. P au l’s in which he s»1 ’ 
( romwell in destroying .the King, intended to des 1 the religion which the King professed.”  So what?A picture exhibited by the Birmingham Photographic Society of a man working in a carpenter’s shop has caused consternation and horror all over Britain. It is entitled : “  Following the Master ”  and as the model had long hair and a beard and looked like Christ—or rather like pictures of Christ— it lias ”  offended tlie religious susceptibilities of church people.”  This crime would have been punished no doubt with the thumb-screw and the rack in the glorious Golden Age of Christianity, but fortunately Erect bought civilisation has intervened since then; and we arc glad to see the photograph still stands, as the Secretary says, “  It will remain on show ’ ’—and we,hope will confound the bigots.The Mindszenty case has come as a godsend to the promoters of the anti-Communist campaign, and the emotional tirade to which the world has been subjected, acts as an efficient smoke-screen to the real question. That Minds/,enty ’« sentence was harsh, is a matter of opinion, hut it would be as well to bear in mind that the Cardinal was charged with treason, a political offence, and not because be is a Roman Catholic, but because he opposed and was actively concerned in trying to destroy the Government. \Ye could applaud his action were if in the interests of Freedom (after all, freethinkers have opposed tyranny throughout the ages); hut, knowing something of the history of the Catholic Church, we'cau guess tin outcome if Minds/.enty had been successful.The Epistle, to the Ephesians, says the ”  Life of F a ith ,”  represents the ideal balance of the Christian life. Personally, we think the Epistle a little more than some­what unbalanced. It is in this Epistle that is found the following passage: “  For by grace, have ye been saved through faith, and that not of yourself, it is the gift of God, not of works.”  If this passage is ” , balanced,”  it cuts out effectively quite a few of humanity’s benefactors., and can include murderers, black marketeers, aWl criminals in general as long as they have ”  faith in the Lord.”  Well, well, Heaven for health, hut Hell for company.,Durham City • Licensing Justices should go down to history as champions of the Lord, for they have again refused to allow opening of cinemas on Sunday. Full credit, it appears, should go to the Rev. J .  W . Wcnham. representative of the Durham Council of Churches, whose membership is put at (note the figures) 2,500. The City's population is 18,000. Besides the usual pious jargon about- the “  deeper meaning of the Sabbath ”  the very much hackneyed assertion that Sunday is a God-given ordinance of one day’s rest in seven, was trotted out, which is so childish, that we are amazed that it can lie treated so seriously, or solemnly.

.vs is well known,-the Prime Minister of South -G’ 11̂  l)r. Alabin, has always had the reputation of being » lll0(|l orthodox Christian; it is therefore doubly interesting follow his “ legislation”  with regard to the iultl, ,  question in his country. As a good follower of Jesi|S’  ̂always preaches that in Christ all men are brothers'^' least lie used to. Now his text excludes African naR'' and it is his intention to re-introduce the colour b ar1 ferociously as the Ivu Klux Klau. Some of tliei Chris  ̂bodies in defence of the natives have been refuse* deputation and Dr. Alalan, through his secretary, '1,sl' w ihat his text, “  in Christ all men are brothers,”  must ( hold a totally different interpretation. The fact course, that however much n few bishops or missions’ 1̂  may protest, the colour bar has always been upheld j the majority ol Christians, and no doubt Dr. Malan E) lie can courageously carry on the good work with gel»'11 <’hi istian support.But while Dr. Alalan is having trouble with Christian brothers over the colour bar. Dr. Barnes-------- ^ . v-i m o  v jv iui ____ — -----England ,s having no end of a row with his superiors °viV what he calls “  liberal theology.”  This liberal the°^C)| goes back to the early Deists and was made popular » years ago by Thomas P aine; so it is rather intriguing find a bishop defending now what is obviously comp'1., disbelief in God's Holy Word—or at least to consider11 porl ions thereof. Of course, we know that Dr. Bn*'1'1, is right, and do not in the least mind his stealing thunder; though we doubt whether many of his folio»» know that his brave words can lie found in Freethoufi literature at least for 200 years.All the same we are glad to see the Bishop of I’ 1' ininghain thus bearding the orthodox lions in their d f  11 is is a necessary fight for freedom of speech and thou? , in the Church itself, and may indeed mark the begin»11' o| the end. Heresy in the Church can mean either, d’-1 the heretics will be chased out for good, or that *' Church must swallow the heresy and adapt itself  ̂unbelief. There is another alternative for the Eng*1!’ , Church—it can go bodily over to Rome and there in»' a desperate stand for more and more religious reactin' And that means that, the issue will he fought out eve" | ally between Roman Catholicism and Atheism as Br» laugh prophesied, i t  is up to us to sec that the liltin''11 victory will he to Freethought.Another case of God's mysterious purpose. \Vl»k attending a funeral, Patrick McDonnell of Athlon e »"', fatally injured through a tombstone falling on him. could understand an Atheist getting killed at a. ere»», torium especially if the defunct had no divine serv)1., offered for him—but why a- fully believing Cathol'( Personally we give it up.
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question. We try to give opinionsoi'"o“n|' rhe question as to whether th e “  D aily Worker ’ ’ sural», e fr e e th in k e r”  has a ‘ ‘ better mass a p p e a l’ ’ is■ S it ~ i1̂ ‘Npv *Ki'ntpf'nT f  nNi> N .S .S .—The General Secretary N .S .S . kiiirf " y acknowledges donations: C l Is . from M r. H . A . 1|,.' 10s. from Air. R . II. S . Stan d fast; 2s. 6d. from• Kurash; 3s. from “  K .K .”  ; Cl Is . from P . A . Hick.Or 1 • '| >i,f  Hie freethin ker.” - T .  Nibloe, 3 s .; I). I lehr (SouthtntR), Cl.win0VAn,E *' E .H .S .,"  A. TnownuinoK, II. Mason.—Thanks, 11 b(! useful.Oftlgro / ,.
"I th terature should be. sent to the Business Manager 
'in,/ e u>n>eer 1‘ress, 41, Gray’s Inn ltoad, London, W .Q .l, I,.;®“ Uot to the Editor.
1vith^v Serviccs ° f the National Secular Society in connection 
a , S e c u l a r  Burial Serv.ces are required, all cummunicu- Sirb Sl0,^lt he addressed to the. Secretary, It. H . ltosetti, In ! '1 as ôn9 n°tice as possible.

will be forwarded direct from the Publish- 
y e a T i e 11 ̂  the following rates (Home and Abroad): One 

hi’ef r’ ^ S' : half-year, 8s. C d .; three-months, 4s. 4d.

n .C*i<rc Notices (should reach the Office by Friday morning
fl‘lt„!>  b, Il II periodicals arc being reccired regularly, and 

The F r e e t h i n k e r ' ’ affiee : T h e  T ruth  
P ltE E T H IN  KKTl ( H . S . A . ) ,  T i l l ’. L i u e HAT,, I’m: V o ic e  or K kkkdom  ( L .S .A . ,  G erm an andl{»t ')> P n o on e s s i v i : W o u l d  ( U .S .A .) ,  T h e  N ew  Z ea la n d  (q. ?‘)n ' U s t , 'I'liij R a t io n a l is t  (A u stra lia ), Unit F h k id k x k k h  •Inerìand), L a R a is o n  (Fran ce), D on Ba s il io  (Ita ly ).

S,.. ' r,msuited til (pVi|,:lt (P .S .A .) , Tin KpS ’A-).
SU G A R  PLUM S''¡in ^a,lu<lu,y, March 2(>, The Glasgow Sccular Society " ’G ila Animai Dtnner in 'l'ho Grand Hotel, Cliaring Glasgow. Ticket», 11 s. Gel., max he Inni troni I'i- W hitefiekl, 351, Castleinilk Rond, Glasgow S . 1. r, 1 y Application» for ticket» v ili ho very helpfuÌ to thos.i „ . .  onsihle for thè arrangement», ami avoid thè possi­t i  i  °f heing cmwdeil out. Mr. 11. 11. Rosetti will lai |, »»est of thè locai saints on thè Satim lay, and will ,,, >»’e on ”  Ali JEvening \\ itti thè Goti» ' on Snnday, ' 11 inst. in thè M'eLellan Gallerie».p »»'»day evening, March 17, is the date u|)on winch l(, 'T»s°r V Gordon Ghilde, D .E itt., H .S c .. K .B .A ., etc., \y l,"'es in the Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, Holborn,I A  • 1. His subject, ‘ ‘ The Evolution of Culture in the of Archaeology,”  is one that should interest every p '’•»». religious or non-ridigious, and it is hoped that t , .»thinkers in and around London will induce friend» r i°ih tlio audience. The Executive of the N . S . S .  are I'onsible for the arrangements.„ ‘«•«levs in the Neweastle-on-Tyne area are informed Xj '1 A r. .1. T. Brighton and the Rev. ('has. A. Haig, of I) ‘ ‘hunt's Congregational Church, Newcastle., will debate Pijj T'esfion, "  Does God Exist ’ ’ in the Socialist Hall, G'Un Street, Newcastle, on Monda-v evening, ¡sU‘rch 21, at 7-30 p.m. We understand that admission |] ‘ec, and tliose who know Mr. Brighton will he there »a» a good following in and around Newcastle.

SPIR ITS — B O T T LED  AND O T H ER W ISEi CAN  very well understand that W . H . Wood antici­pates his article dealing with Spiritualism is likely to he severely criticised and whenever I  read about spirits 1 call to mind the saying of Scrooge to Marley, “  There’s more of the gravy than the grave about you.”  I t  is characteristic of religious people that their morbid beliefs can best be combated by humour and indeed all mention of spirits (except those of the “  bottled variety) can best be dealt with in this way.Despite the fact that Spiritualism is presented ns something different to the Christian religion ana. indeed, to all the other religions, it lias one characteristic of Christianity which is the belief that some part of the* human framework survives death. Presumably such survival only applies to the human animal and not to the rest of the brute creation. Why this should be I  certainly do not know hut primitive man was certain that his “  spirit ”  Horse and his hunting dogs would follow h;m to the Never-Never land and, indeed, in some religions provision is made for the spirits of his wife or wives to go along with him by the brutal process of killing them off upon his death. Presumably we arc so much mòre civilised that the widow to-day hopes to get in touch with the spirit of her husband, though what con­solation that may he I hesitate to say. Personally, I  think it probable that lie would prefer to pass his time quietly.It is as well to remember that in the time that separates man from the beginnings of religion, things have changed considerably'. Heaven is no longer above the clouds with angels running up and down to communicate with mortals and neither do people believe Hie devil lives in hell under the ground and comes up from, time to time to seize the body (or spirit) of those who have sold themselves to him. The Earth is a planet revolving once in 24 hours at a distance of over 00,000,000'miles from the sun and separated by an immensity from the nearest star. Therefore, if there is any home for the spirits, even at the rate of light it will take them some time to get there and return when called for and the only alternative seems for them to lie wandering about (a Id all the old ghost tales) clanking chains and opening doors and generally making themselves a nuisance until they are reminded, as Dickens did to one ghost who 'haunted some set of chambers, that there were, much better places on the earth to spend their'time.Surely it must be admitted, if we are to have any regard for the meaning of words, that “  Life after Death ”  is i contradiction and front a legal point of view mankind hits always been certain that the ‘ ‘ deceased ”  was dead and done for and his property all down the ages has been divided up among his descendants. Probably we shall be told that the spirits (io not want anything but if this is so, what on earth (or heaven) do they want to keep on worrying us for, that is if w'e admit the implication that tlierS are any spirits at all?All gods are spirits and mankind has always been afraid of dreams so vivid that they believed in a separate dreamland existence. I  suggest, as an Atheist, that the ‘ ‘ little bit of undigested cheese ”  is a much more reasonable explanation. All the hosts of Heaven are also spirits and whatever religious people ‘•¡ill them they have no more existence than the fabric r.f a dream.



luti t e e  f r e e t h i n k e r March 1». ^Therefore, when Atheists are asked to give some attention to Spiritualism we are justified in asking, why? I f  it is a natural phenomenon like gravitation, then whatever we say against it will not alter it in the least. On the other hand, if it be an illusion like all the other religions, then it is sheer waste of time to debate it. Nobody has ever suggested that the spirits have ever offered at any time special first-hand informa­tion to a world which has had to struggle painfully to discover such natural phenomena as we are conversant with. May 1 (ask it the spirits knew anything of electricity before Volta or Edison? Anything of the petrol engine before Benz? Had they any knowledge of atomic physics before our present scientists? Is it suggested for one moment that they know anything of the future, that is, can they tell us the result of the Cup Final? Have they special medical knowledge which would lessen the toll of human suffering and the e arlier passing of humans to the spirit world?Atheism is not only concerned with refuting the claims of the believers in all religions but in so educating the human race that they will give up their age-long beliefs in nothing and devote the time given to Religion to something worth while. It is not the money that is diverted from people by the parasites which is to be condemned but. the claim that mankind is only here for a brief space (which wc admit) hut is destined for a brighter Second Round (and perhaps other rounds) in the Land beyond (lie Sky. As I have already pointed out the Sky is an illusion and, therefore, the old con­ception of a “  Home for Little Children ”  (as we used to sing) is absurd. It is “  Pie in the Sky ”  and “ Dope” of the 'worst kind because it is based on fear. Needless' to say. the belief still pays good dividends. When it ceases to pay dividends then the money will be invested to better purposes.I am not at all amused at the suggestion that the spirits can bang tambourines and cough up yards of some textile substance even when tied up. I believe it was Houdini who exposed these conjuring tricks ns an illusionist. It was Mark Twain at a seance who asked for a pal of his and was told that he bad not turned up in heaven, and despite the number of people with my own name I very much question whether the cleverest medium could get one of them to reply and givo a sensible answer.If the spirits are those of all who have “ passed over” (though where they have gone over to I do not know and am not interested) then there must he a mighty crowd, and if we add to these all the living things that have died on this old planet, then they must be having a good time dodging the pterodactyls and other pr - historic animals. Seeing that the Australian animals were missed out of the Ark because they were unknown to the Jewish writers of the Old Testament, I wonder if our mediums know anything of the duckbill?The kindest thing that can happen to the Spiritualists nnd their mediums is that people will refuse to believe in people »who obtain money under false pretences hut to ask an Atheist to waste his time in investigating the, spirits is to insult our intelligence. T . D . SM IT H .
A S K  Y O U R  L O C A L L IB R A R Y  
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pralic‘sC O R R ESPO N D EN CEP O L IT IC A L  C A T H O L IC IS M  Snt, A\ ith reference to your correspondent M r - .* 1" 0n Uoulu s criticism ot my article “  Poi.tical Catholicism. |I Hal, which dealt with the recent trial of La1 Mindszenty. . :sMr. Could appears to get so excited when Communisi» ment.oncd that lie either did not trouble to read my 11 °i it lie did so, he evidently failed to grasp its purpose- 0r l hold no brief for totalitarianism whether of the be , 0f flight, of the “ Church ot Moscow ’ or oi the older "Chm ]„, Home, as I  have, before this, actually termed them 11. columns of “  The Freethinker.”  These are hardly expre®; ,j winch an orthodox Communist would use, so if Mr- ’ thought that he detected the ‘ ‘ hidden h a n d ”  of AI‘> mined my article lie had better think again. ,„Jlyi a-v *• bir, point out to your contributor what I 
*!'■ 1 111 article in question. All that I was concern** deny was the charge of religious persecution—that is, of 1 . st cution ol religion as such—which lias been directed »6® A tho Hunganan Government by the press and pulpit of o' Gathol cism and its secular allies. :8nIn rebuttal of such a charge I quoted the Hung' Lutheran Bishops—Christians, and not Communists, •]„, Gould-—who declared specifically that the Cardinal was 1“ . J dock solely because of his activities n connection with ppl1'1. a Catholicism, and not upon any religious charge, and i"  ;il connection, I relevantly drew attention to the fact that s® , ¡st mont. s before the arrest of the Cardinal, the ant -Coni® 0 ,tlP English weekly “ East Europe”  had been boosting H>, I ordinal as anti-Communist Number One in Eastern K " '1 V,, ° f fact, though I did not mention this in my i'r ,..ji East Europe ”  then actually boasted that the Car*1.1 ,, ed In» fl,n„ immunity from arrest to his Amerlowed li is then connections.)> accord nply, the Hungarian Government refSkjl C ardinal Mindszenty as fin M r. Gould’s own words) a “ polo 1 opponent,”  this is scarcely surprising. ,i;,tOne can only gasp at my critic’s weird conclusioi' \,|v Conimun sm is “  in final analysis (whose analysis?) “w M ilitant Christianity brought to its logical conclusion.” ,w: can only conclude that tile colour red has the same «I'H upon Air. Gould as upon the proverbial bull, in that it hi'! ,| him to real ty. How a creed based avowedly upon Rialec'1'j. Materialism can he the “  logical conclusion ”  of an l)1,], materialist creed like Christian ty, does not, to put it W*1 appear to ho exactly self-evident. {,iam glad to observe that M r. Gould is kind enoug*1..accept my brief analysis of Hungarian history. Incident1.1 \( the nnpoaranco n the dock, along witli the Cardinal, of P '111.̂  Esterhazy, the former richest landlord in feudal Hung11», serves to point the moral of the close link-up between (1. Hungarian Church and feudal reaction, to which I drew ¡>1 L. tion in my article. A n d .I still think the Hungarian GovA,, merit ;s to be congratulated upon standing up to both 1 secular and the “  spiritual ”  reaction. "  a,In conclusion, T do not s> o why M r. Gou'd should gra+uit""/ go out of his way to insult the readers of “  Tho Freethink1’1 by suggesting I hat they are incanahle o f ‘ checking my st'' ,, meats unon Hungarian history, which can be found in "'ji text boric on tho subject. And seeing that M r. Gould f |(| bavdlv know tile majority of your readers norsonally, l  W°" like to know bow bo obtained his information?—Yours, etc"F. A. R idiF 'L I F E  A F T E R  D E A T HSin,—M r. Wood throws Rationalism overboard in bis a 'P 1 for how can a Rationalist lui.ve irrational ideas, or a P1' i| thinker ho a really free thinker until he has set aside |,. influence upon his thoughts hut the desire for truth? ' thus are his thoughts free. rOf all irrational notions the theory that life exists o' ¡t death is the most senseless. And it isn’t  simply because ., hasn’t  been proved that we disbelieve it, Air. Wood I ',,i disbelieve it. because such a. notion contradicts science, ree-'̂ i, and human experience; and also because we know how s'1 a foo'ish notion gained adherents. .I t  gai'usl tlvnn Hcause. I ke Air. Wood, they were disapP°,K ted with tho idea that when, they were dead they were rco dead, so they invented a wav out. ]ttFreethinkers and Rationalists are a minority of intrihF1̂  humans who sot truth before everything. The average hi'1"' does not.



13,1949 T H E F R E E T H IN K E R 107, ,l1tv with religimiists.That is the reason wo find such dun Rationalism cannot Uiey find in religion a consolât on which«her, therefore they stick to it. Pnvnter returned toNot long ago, D r. Joad and J .  we find M r. Wood on lolitgion for this very reason, and now up iu the samea slippery slope of his own. B ut it  fi ■ oUSOlation before «amp, the camp where the occupants puotruth ! . , Mr W ood’s article.There are several baffling points abo - life  after death ;n>d if he considers that the discovery claiming this a'«mild -discredit the religion wh ch ha , finds a singtlm time, 1 can only say 1 shall be amazeds«Pl>orter for his weird notion. • the wrong l>a ltl ruaii- Wood’s article « V “ ,  ......1 .1 1 -I -?? your'lla,,^1'11̂  Mr. Wood’s article was i 'mils, f,p. er> It should be dealt with under Acid Drops.’ W. O. B o w kk .Sts__rr-i OUT O F D A T E ?J-oii draw le,? aso. ° f  the pot calling the kettle black to which «oiirse, a ,, attention in your editorial of February 27 is, of «Hough ' ; " T  OXlunplo, but there is an even finer one, cur ously Surd',, u • • Archibald Robertson’s letter in the same issue. *'ko jyiy ,',t ls very inconsistent for a self-confessed Marxist «'•t p ]„u to H-rtsnn, i.e ., on« content to st’ek in the uell-worn ¡oinkP,.s” f hy Marx a hundred years ago, to criticise Free- i^'HauEli1 . ”ti.ckJ ,,K in tile well-worn rut ploughed by hie worm1 "n,y sixtv years ago? Surely, on las own reckoning, or them's s,o°d st 11 for him forty years before it  stood still mt Yours, etc., W . E . N ic h o l s o n .
,Wihi, O BIT U A RY

PATR ICK L A W R E N C E  S M Y T H E■uyri| *¥'-? nmiuuiiut) uuubii til I iiwiflv HUIVIVIHtiou - "diich took place on February 28 following nil oper. ' nl, ” as a man of strong character and well define P|es i . in fact an all round striking personality well know Wessivo circles. In accordance with his wish his i.........in"■(i p  -  -  —  >1 1 u v  U I  u u u p i  vv 1 V I1  *»1.-3 U i c . i l  I l i a  l i r i m m ir l'enfi, «Hinted, ami in the South London Crematorium fa. dilani i>„,.|. .. I... :.i— si ... e I 1 .... ......  v S.n. on
i . t i X W S  \  h rUretary of the N.S.S. * nd.1

k
n a t i o n a l  s e c u l a r  s o c i e t y

L’Port of Executive Meeting held March 3, 1949President Gi-iflfo PresentQuinm®! Kbury, Woodley, \r; 11 a'id the Secretary., *'tin
, M r. Chapman Cohen, in the Chair.Messrs. Hornibrook, A . ('. Ros^tti, Seibert,Morris, Taylor,*t»h"ute8 ° f previous meeting read and accepted. x. ,ne'it presented.

Barker, Mrs; FinancialNotta! JAembers were admitted l'arc: l ^ an.b Glasgow, North I to Merseyside, Birmingham, dindon Branches ami to the¿°nfc Society.Un thin Nottingham during the Whitsun week-end. Arrango- Iimit*f date were reported, and April 5 given 11s the time 
4 tor the receipt of resolutions for the Conference Agenda, a |., , 'Cr.v successful dinner in the Criterion Restaurant after r'‘i'ivf° b-'n years was roported and taken as the first step inHiim ,8  the Annual Dinner, and arrangements ordered to be ’ t°r next year.auJ ?  Grains Trust in the Stratford Town Hall under the „ «*» of the Executive N .S .S . was reported as undoubtedly IP °°ssful evening.Possible arrangements will he made for holding more in 
4 , °nt parts.U’a8 P religious activity of Roman Catholics in the Trade Unions •if ,°d. and the importance of exposing the menace as widely jP ’ssiblo emphasised.¡a p°8ress in the arrangements for the International Congresso _x... .1............. ......... j

I». in .Gie votes from the Branches the Annual Conference will

4l IJlPe next September was reported.Aprj|« Pext meeting of the Executive was fixed foj- Thursday, 
1 <> and the proceedings closed. R„ H . R o s e t t i ,General Secretary.

I

LE CT U R E  N O T IC E S, E T C .LONDON-— O u t d o o rNorth London Branch N .S .S . (White Stone Pond, Hampstead Heath).—Sunday, 12 noon: M r. L . E ru ry .LO N D O N —I n d o o rConway Discussion Circle (Conway H all. Red Lion Square, W .C .l) .—Tuesday, March 15, 7 p .111. : Goethe Bi-Centenary. “  The Significance of Goethe To-day.”  A Symposium arranged hy the British-Goetho Festival Committee. L a n c e l o t  L .  W h y t h , Dr. K a r l  W o l f f , D r . E l iz a b e t h  W . W il k in s o n  and W il h e l m  U n o a r . Chairm an: Prof. L . A . W il l o u g h b y .Rationalist Press Association (Alliance H all, Palmer Street, S .W .l) .—Monday, March II , 7 p .m .: The Body-Mind Relationship. 3rd Lecture: “ The Effect of ‘ B o d y ’ on ‘ Mind ’ and vice versa,”  J .  A . C . B r o w n , M .B ., Ch.B . South Place Ethical Society (Conway H all, Red Lion Square, W .C .l) .—Sunday, 1 1 a .m .: “ Are Rationalists Unfair to Christians?’'’ Mi\ A r c h ib a l d  R o b e r t s o n , M .A .West London Branch N .S .S . (Laurie Anns, Crawford Place, Edgware Road, W .l)— Sunday. 7-15 p.m. : “  Alternative-,to Freethought,”  Mr. V . M o r r is .CO U N TR Y —O u t d o o rSheffield Brandi N .S .S . (Barkers Pool)__ Sunday, 7 p .m .:Air. A. S a m m s  and others.C O U N T R Y -I ndoorBradford Branch N .S .S . (Science Room, Mechanics’ Institute). —Sunday, 6-45 p .m .: “ Why I Left the Church of England,”  Air. J .  S t anley  D a v i f s .Glasgow Secular Society (East H all, ATcLellau Galleries, Sauchiehall Street).—Sunday, 7 p.111. : A Lecture.Leicester Secular Society (Secular H all, Humboi stone Gate). Sunday. 6-30 p.m. : “  The Lesson of Czechoslovakia,”  Dr. J .  AV. B r u e g e l ..Merseyside Brandi N .S .S . (Coopers H all, 12, Shaw Street, Liverpool, 6). — Sunday, 7 p .m .: “  The Meaning «1Freethought, ’ 'Nottingham Cosmopolitan Debating Society (TechnicalCollege, Shakespeare Street)___Sunday, 2-30 p .m .: “  SomeAspects of Liberalism.”  A Liberal Candidate.
PUBLIC DEBATE 

“ DOES GOD E X IS T ?”
Aff. : REV. C . H A IG  Neg. : J . T . BR IGHTO N

Socialist Hall, Pilgrim Street, Newcastle 
MONDAY MARCH 21 at 7.30 P.M.

Admission Free Collection

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY

LEC TU R E
THE EVOLUTION OF CULTURE 

IN THE
LIGHT OF A R C H Æ O L O G Y

Prof. V. GORDON CHILDE
D.Litt., B.Sc., F.B.A.

CO N W AY HALL
RED L IO N  S Q U A R E, H O LB O R N , W .C .l

Thursday, March 17
Doors open 7 p.m. Commence 7.30 p,m.

Admission Free Questions Invited
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CH R IST IAN IT Y ON CELLU LO IDT H E  cinema is probably the most potent propaganda medium yet devised. As Irving Howe, one of the younger American critics, pointed out: “  The movie theatre is like a. dark cavern, a neutral womb, into whose soothing and dissolving blackness we can escape from our frayed selves . . .  it is a kind of psychological cloakroom where one checks one’s personality.”  When an audience is partly stupefied, as most cinema audiences are, it absorbs what it sees like a sponge. The conscious mind is lulled to sleep by skilful cutting and cinematic rhetoric, and the path cleared for the highly paid technicians of suggestion to work directly on the sub­conscious.This propaganda potency was demonstrated in its most dangerous form in the Fascist dictatorships. But Hitler and Mussolini were not the first in the field. Not by a long chalk. The dreary sentimentality of the Christian myths was being put over on the screen long before the Nazi and Fascist cameras began to grind. Jt. is still possible, in remote corners of the world, to see that turgid mythological epic “  The King of Kings,”  a film which made so much money for its producer tliat he ground away at the same subject for years.The great D . W . Griffith was the first major entrant in this field. After making “  Birth of a Nation,”  >n which he prostituted his talents in the interests of racial prejudice (thus establishing, incidentally, another Hollywood tradition) he took a dive into the swamp of religiosity with “  Intolerance.”  This film, recently revived in London, was a r markable technical achieve­ment. But it stank of religion.There is no reason to list its successors. J)e Millo’s ' King of K in g s”  started a depressing procession of cinematic inanity which culminated in those two master­pieces of unconscious comedy, “  The Sign of the Cross and ‘ ‘ The Last Days of Pompeii.”  After that the celluloid evangelists woke up to the fact that their naive epics were making less and less of an impression on cinema-goers.There is the story of the little hoy whose mother took him to see the ”  Sign of'the Cross. ”  H e started to cry bitterly as the Christians were being thrown to the lions, and his mother, who had probably gone in to see Claudette Colbert taking a milk bath anyway, tried to pacify him. Bu,t the little fellow was too upset. ”  I t ’s a shame,”  he sobbed, “  There’s one poor lion there without a Christian to e at.”Cinema-goers did begin to laugh in the wrong places. Nor were De Millie and his imitators helped by news items from the film city itself. Hollywood, it appeared, was sadly lacking in piety. Its standards were those of a badly regulated Port Said brothel, and it hardly seemed the place from which the ”  Light of the World should he flashed on ten thousand cinema screens. The era of super-spectacles of the ancient world, with Christ and Pontius Pilate thrown in, was over.But the religiosity remained, kavitig its fingerprints on film after film. All American producers had to pay lip service to Christianity, even in their sophisticated comedies. Otherwise they ran the risk of having their films put on the filmic index by the Catholic League of Decency, nn organisation so powerful that it can moke or break a film by approving or condemning it.Hundreds of workmanlike ffims were ruined beyond repair bv the injection of Christian dope. ”  Tortilla F la t ,”  for instance, had its saints running around the

woods. What C . A. Lejeune calls ‘ ‘ the M -G -J celestial choir ”  was worked to death. No clergJP1 , was ever shown in a unfavourable light. Heroes heroines, villains and villainesses all brought | 1 troubles to the altar by the fourth reel. And b9 w as allowed to die without the appropriate Chris 1 clap-trap.1 ben the Hollywood disciples found another fori»11 * they made a film called “  Boys Town.”  showing 11 (j the Catholic Church reformed youn<- delinquents, made money. It also paved the way for Leo M c C a ^ .. a prominent adherent of Rome—to harness ' . ,( íosby s talent to the cause of obscurantism in ” C011 • My W ay.”Since that film’s success, we have had the Cath°W hurch and its allegedly selfless servants pushed u} our eyes every time we 'give our brains a rest by g?";.. 10 cinema. And the worst part of the " 'V lusmess is that these pieces of nauseating propagjj1’  ̂are often technically superior to .more worthwhile f , " , .  l he photography in ”  Song of Bernadette ”  was »» ; the acting in “  Bells of St. Mary’s ”  was good; fiu'l1 ‘ background of ”  Power and the Glory ”  was exceeding^ we" done. Nor are these films completely devoid entertainment value, as were the earlier essays in id"1 ,< hnstianity. Barry Fitzgerald fully deserved the a"’"' tie got for his cantankerous little priest in “  Going - ,\\ a y .”1 herein lies the great danger of this new CaG'^'J onslaught on the emotions of the cinema-goer. It is 1V'(. ever as entertainment. This has always been one ol techniques of Rome. (L K . Chesterton, for instan1', spiced his entertaining Father Ihown stories "’i '' heology and thereby did more for the Church than :l tile wordy dissertations of Cardinal Newm an 1-' 'accomplished.Nrf wonder tile Pope decorated 1 )e Mille. The Chub',,' is steadily losing its congregations to the cinema.' l,lj( ir cannot be unduly alarmed at the kind of rubbish t"C', are absorbing there. Celluloid Christianity is as g1'1'1 a, menace as the pulpit variety. L . R . K L E T C H E l!'
SA IN T  FERD IN AN D  !R o m e .—A  bull broke loose while being blessed :,t , St. Anthony 's Day open-air Mass. Children and pare11' ran for cover, the hull was cordoned and given a blest"1" on its own.East is East and West is WestBut take me where the bulls are blessed !Where one, more Rational than others,Chases children, charges mothers.Little dogs laugh to see such fun •As priests pick up their skirts,and run.For Mass—read Mess, 1 wouldn’t miss For anything a sight like th is!St. John turns out to give first-aid;Police, bull-fighters, and fire-brigade.Fat Cardinals turn record-heaters Dashing for safety to S t. Peter’s.But when he’s caught, for thus transgressing. The bull receives a special blessing!A strange affair—but here’s the poiut—Don’t grumble at your Sunday joint;Enjoy your blessings to the full—You may be eating Holy Bull! W . H . WOOD-Printed and Published by the Pioneer Pres» ( O, W. Foote and Company Limited). 41, Gray’ s Inn Iload, London, W.O. 1.


