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C *  and Spain
' were

VIEWS AND OPINIONS

Sfatico 'y 1 scently discussing the insalubrious subject of 
from f] ' ?aln "dth an associate who had just returned 
"itliout'!.! land, and who knows his Spain
<;UsW f aUy necessity for guides or interpreters. As is 
refei.) \il'y amongst critics of the Franco regime we 

casimiu, a- “  T7'— ;~A ”  country, as
contemporary

pnecl casually to Spain as a h con
?!°nB with Portugal, the last of that ilk Jj'Wope

lih, riUlco Spain
Om- friend, however, rebuked us sharply.

he said, “  is not a Fascist country
'Hid
eft

Q o  J OOIMVAj AO u v u  IV a  u u w i u v  x >

llitl . acJ ° r Germany were under the late Mussolini
f it were, the Fascist Party would rule Spain‘Tectiv »1 'vero,

^ a n -  ’ Liie- its German and Italian prototypes ruled-may and Italy. 
Racism, but the Itomi 
'""1 his A

But in Spain, what rules is not 
in Catholic Church, using Franco

, Army as its political instrument.”
t̂ate included our informant, “  is not a Fascist

of y' '1 is a clerical-military state, it is still the spirit
B i,; le , Inquisition that to-day, rules the Iberian 

nisula. ”

fividy* ‘»oad, we repeat, knows his Spain, and as liis 
\Ve q 00 aoTees with what reaches us from other sources, 
ti'iR, iei eI°re think it very probable that what he says is 
“ th’e a n1 ^  accordingly, it is to the spirit of Isabella 
lath , i aIholic ”  and Grand Inquisitor Torquemada 
Usey/ ''inn to that of Hitler and Mussolini, that we must 
^Hu'r t'16 P1’68611! Franco-Salazar regimes in Spain and 

(,  ̂c'* •
tirit|, \ distinction without a difference ”  it may be
gO' / 1 ikit hardly. For secular despotisms come and
tut; U*' ^ le Holy Roman Church, ‘ ‘ The Black Inter- P'lOnnl ,, y - ................v"l,onoI
g W e
that, ¡t'n le pest. And we are quite prepared to believe

‘'owl °nce in power, does not relinquish its grip. 
®Pnit{°-re llas tins been more evident than in the case, of

¡di,] j\c Wes primarily the Church, rather than Franco 
lip j,lls aristocratic and military junta which first made 
(Iqu. ® mind that the anti-clerical Spanish Republic

In 'dG) must g0-
er>nfirrnation of the above thesis we may relevantly 

ha .. to tlie contemporary example of Spain’s little 
V*isj 'anian neighbour, Portugal, where long before Franco 
“'‘¡litBVer heard °f> the Church there also using the 
;iii(j ai’y elitfuc ns its tool, similarly got rid of the Liberal 
'ki'i , Sonic Bepublic set up by the Portuguese anti- 
)[0 1 ll* Revolution of 1910, which overthrew the 
ft-A^ky and broke the power of the Jesuits, now 

dished by Dr. Salazar.
biq .t’ict, south of the Pyrenees, the famous slogan of 
‘‘ Q| ^tta in the 1870’s has lost none of its force, 
C^)'ai,Calism, there is the enemy.”  The grip of 
\  ^eism  upon the Spanish Peninsula dates back to 
)\ . ,C£d times. But it was the long ”  Eight Hundred 

s War ”  against the Arab and Moorish Muslim 
up .h'erors of Spain which wielded Church and State into 

11(lissoluble unity (8th-16th century).

It  has often been observed that it is in the lands where 
a particular religion has become, over the centuries, 
inseparably associated with the National struggle against 
the foreign invader, that such a religion acquires an 
eventual stranglehold over all aspects of the National life.

In the particular case of the Church of Borne, Ireland 
and Poland represent excellent examples of this union. 
But Spain, where Nationalism and Catholicism were 
inseparable allies for eight centuries in unceasing war 
against a foreign race inseparably allied with a hostile 
religion, represents undoubtedly, its classical example. 
(Actually, without the international “  crusades ”  of the 
Church with the express object of liberating Spain, it 
is very unlikely that • Christian Spain would have 
succeeded in liberating herself eventually from the 
Muslim yoke).

Both modern Spain and Spanish Catholicism are, in 
fact, the offspring of three historical events, in all of 
which it was the Church rather than the State which 
played the leading role; successively the ‘ ‘ 800 Years 
War ”  against the Muslim crescent, the conquest of the 
New World by Spain “  for Christ and Castile ”  in the 
sixteenth century, and the 300 years dictatorship, both 
secular and spiritual, of the Inquisition (1470-1808).

One may add that the Spanish Inquisition like the 
traditional Spanish State itself, was about half religious, 
and half political in character, its persecutions had a. dual 
character, political equally with religious; anil no institu
tion did so much to unite feudal Spain into ft single over
centralised monarchy, as that founded by “  The Catholic 
Kings ”  of Spain their inquisitorial “  gestapo.”

In his splendid book, “  The Spanish Labyrinth,” 
Gerald Brenan has aptly remarked that every institution 
looks back with nostalgic longing to the days of its 
maximum glory, and seeks to reproduce those days. In 
the case of Spain, as our author proceeds to indicate, 
traditional Spain’s classic epoch was her ‘ ‘ siglio del oro ”  
(golden century) the sixteenth, when Spain and Borne 
together conquered the New World to make up for the 
losses which the Reformation lmd inflicted upon both in 
the Old World. It is in fact, a decadent, and to-day, 
entirely outmoded version of the Spain of that era, that 
Franco and Spanish Catholicism are now seeking to 
preserve in defiance of the modern world and in the teeth 
of modern progress.

The long struggle to modernise the Spain of Loyola 
and the Inquisition, began in 1808, when Napoleon 
invaded Spain and abolished the Inquisition; and when 
the originally Spanish word “  Liberal,”  first made its 
entry into the contemporary political vocabulary. But 
it was not until 1931, when the Spanish Bepublic was 
proclaimed (after an initial failure of the anti-clerical 
forces in the 70’s), that the ideas of tho French Revolu
tion- achieved what seemed a final victory, and President 
Azana declared that Spain was “  no longer a Catholic 
nation.”
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Incidentally, the most powerful single anti-traditional 
force in Spain was, and still probably is, Anarchism, and 
whatever may be thought of his other theories, Bakunin, 
the author of God and the State was hardly persona grata 
at the Vatican.

However, the Church of Rome is not an opponent to be 
despised in the political arena, and. she has never had the 
reputation for taking her defeats lying down. The bloody 
sequel was Franco. And it is to the point to recall* 
alone of his original backers, Rome still survives.

In the Iberian Peninsula the Churchof Rome now 
enjoys its second Spring, or would “  Indian Summer 
bo the more appropriate metaphor? Never since the age 
of Torquemada has the Church wielded greater power in 
and over the Peninsula.

How long will this Roman autumn survive? That 
depends to-day upon world events. Left to the Spanish 
people this obsolescent medieval regime .could hardly 
last very long. However, if America and Britain 
continue for their secular ends, to pump political 
oxygen into all the reactionaries in Europe, it may last 
indefinitely, and if Franco is admitted to U.N.O. and to 
the Atlantic Pact, that will be a major diplomatic 
victory for Rome, no less than for Madrid.

One thing at least we can be certain of, for we have 
not forgotten that Spain is “  no longer a Catholic 
nation.”  Once given a fair field, the Spanish people can 
be relied upon to give short shrift to the Jesuits and their 
kind. It  is the urgent duty, not only of Freethinkers, but 
of all who love liberty, to see that they get that fair field. 
For only so will the countless martyrs of the Inquisition 
l>e avenged, and the great Spanish nation integrated at 
long last into the modern world.

F. A. R ID LE Y.

THE PROBLEM OF PERSONALITY
I

MUCH wafer has flowed under the bridges since the 
first publication of Chapman Cohen’s “  Materialism 
Restated.”  Any need for reconsideration arises in the 
passage of time and not in any lack of profundity in 
that book. In considering the case against religion, 
beliefs and practices, institutions and customs, only 
have meaning in relationship to man. That the last 
chapter of the book was concerned with the problem of 
personality is a clear indication that we are, in the final 
analysis, concerned not merely with human behaviour 
and feelings, but with ourselves. The question becomes 
how did man and how does he think of himself; what is 
meant by personality?

Cohen quotes David Hume against the self, and 
William James against consciousness; be might have 
continued with J. B. Watson against thought, and 
McDougaU against all the rest of the metaphysics'

1 faculties. Hume had argued that he was never aware 
of any self, but only numerous sensations and feelings. 
James asserted that he could find no use in his psycho
logy for a separate consciousness. Watson showed that 
what we call thought is really verbalisation. Although 
McDougall denied the faculties, he continued to use 
the terms redefined with a number of instincts. Wo 
we see terms continue in usage, but with modified 
meanings.

It  is significant that such terms should be questioned. 
And it is absurd to suggest that our idea of personality 
is a synthesis; for a synthesis of assumptions is no less

absurd than the assumptions in question, 
idea, thought, mind, motive or will are
assumptions that are not based upon any P1'.!®*“ ;Vf 
investigation, but based upon fallacious analog1 ^ ¡jg
words, ideas or thoughts conceived as thing8̂ ..^ of
separate identity ; the old metaphysical

Consciousness, invented by PI 
of the nerves, is the first of these 
any physiological function.

to be associa

. . ~ ***“ ™r—j-  , i in
separating in fancy what cannot be separated r,

Motinus after the ‘j1̂

[j0r
It is1 clear that neither metaphysical nnab81®^,* 

physiological investigation is of any use here, ¿esii'e

Ag1'fmotion and desire ; the emotion, hunger, is 
or food; the same seen from different angles. *-■? 

can memory and forgetting be differentiated w';
< onsciousness; is not knowing, considered as recogd1 
an aspect of consciousness in memory? It is lW>t1 1

dealingas Cohen quotes Maudeslay, that we are — 
variables and not constants. Nor is it only a <lu . 
oi intellectual confusion, the complexity Is cilS" 
erotic and even aesthetic.

wit'1
itio"
tic.

an11
1 he consideration of physiological 

Junction is just as misleading. As witness -  ¡̂p, 
t roversy over the localisation of function in the b1 ;i 
and of the persistence of the idea that thougl'J' ¡„o 
function of the brain. The idea of separate parts 
separate functions is similar to these having sc'.lK',tjoi' 
identity. Here again, we see differentiation or d*sHni\,,iv 
mistaken for separation and identity. The evd ‘  ̂
shows, rather, that the organism functions as a "  ’ ,1 
involving glandular as well as muscular and |U! p 
functions. As J. B. Watson so well puts it, the "  
man thinks.

ec°
There is little or no physiological difference bet" ^

ourselves and our primitive ancestors; there pf 
explanation that road. The biological relations T^t 
organism and environment brings us a bit nearer, 
as we cannot separate identities and functions, n' jefr 
can we separate organism from its environment. , pi 
again, we must avoid mistaken identity. The D p,, 
survival does not apply to the individual but t0(rje(l 

The individual dies, and death has a bi°l°rspecies.
function; and we must avoid identifying the SP®j'v 
with the individual ns if it were sentient and purp°‘

field-We see the appearance, in the biological if„;. 
purposive action as a reorientation of effort or e®. Ld 
in adaption ; but development of the species is condi "
by a process of elimination. On the other liana ^
volution of a neural system, and of the senses, npP g<

terms as purposiv®> im the individual. Such 
intelligent action can only
Mimicry and gregariousness are types of adaption , 

■ ■ ■ ................  aiA1 .

be applied to the ind iai" ^
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non-physiological character, of disciplinary 
elimination or restraint. We see in all this the elen'1 (1 
of psychological development. We get much nearer^,
our subject when we consider the anthropological ’|l

, pi?
In the biological struggle, man has modified p 

environment; and so also, his reactions t<> it; for bL  ̂
identified with his environment. And certainly n.t 
discipline and restraint have played their part. ^"¡¡, 
are the uses of adversity, said the bard. An inhosp'*'1' a 
environment certainly sharpens the wits, and inte»®1 (,f 
the struggle. Man’s inhumanity to man is evident’® f. 
the intensity of feeling, and of its personal chars®
In the biological relationship, we are up against
personal equation 
in question.

for we are, ourselves, the organ
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------------------------ " T X \ )SycM og ical.^ur consideration is thus, n°^ 1Û  rte develop® 111 
'ut vital and personal; for it ,m(> . actual pul F '1 
,J? religion in the sociological ev0 ,. ’ \Ve begin wi
hon ot passion, of intensity of iee IUK[ find that "  
u dispassionate discussion on the se 
“fc concerned with our

separatene; feeling8- ^  e a
concerned with action, with passiona And vital than 
concerned with something nane Jj nr a. sense 

Physical sTiiifp-iiwi.. ^  ■■

with our own self. We begin with the 
con„„„. „n,ess! the identity of the self, and find we are

I'crsocai"'1) space-tiniu relationship, or a sense 
l°gical,, ,lcle.ntity- We are concerned with the psycho- 

l'r0lril C ,°1 personal identification. 
strai<rj)t 'v.llat has been said it seems the question needs 
“nd V ,1In*  °ut. The one at issue is not that stated; 
SWafy ' ^ ’Position has changed its ground. W e are 
"haf 1° course> that Chapman Cohen was answering 
involveU' cadec* philosophical theologising; and it 
,!iscoven- Contradiction. For instance, we see the baby 
"’tj S(|('U'T  itself, yet the self is a manufactured thing; 
0Hv\pai.,j th® development of personality from the baby 
«Way ]^j “ ut the adult is not identified with that far
'd j),,,, : lby ’ yet this denial does not question the sense 
bodily"01» !  identity. To assert the self as a bundle of 
i.°w V lnd Inental characteristics invites the question, 
critc-i'"® ^ ese characteristics judged, and by what 

T( 1
¡too*“* * 4 that the environment shapes the personality 
devel0S 'e Personftl reaction and its contribution in the 
log^.1 The assertion that the soul was a psycho-
!'reva|e l urider of the primitive savage does not touch 
of tp misunderstanding. In considering the origin 

*oul in dreams, the identification of the soul with 
18 ,npt discussed, although this is a feature of 
ammism theory. In considering personality and 

w ^ n t ,  moral sentiments are mentioned, but not 
hot . ,c. tastes; feeling is mentioned, but not motive, 
orpl i Ssiou- Cohen is concerned with personal identity, 
'niS(aj°* with identification. We have another case of 
"a identity, for the soul and personality are by

me
> v e
yler’a

Os synonymous.
H. H. PREECE.

Jj THE bishops and democracy
t’otjF bishops have been at it again. In the sheltered 
of (,lles of the House of Lords his Grace, the Archbishop 

lias succeeded in blocking the Bill which 
O .̂j' oilow a man to marry his divorced wife's sister. 
lb1„|r' to the untiring opposition of the Church of 
ttia '̂ttl(l, it took years before the law enabling one to 
liocj.y ooe’s deceased w ife’s sister was put on the Statute 
fiilri|v' Now this Bill, described by Lord Reading, a 
lijn !ls lawyer, as the logical consequence of the earlier 
ft,,’ ls meeting with the same uncompromising resistance«or

W
11 the priesthood.

Of | 'y made some noteworthy observations in 
this 8 dght to deny this legal facility to the

C O l i i H « , ,  .................n ............... c  . . .K ^ i .1 ______* i.1______  l ,  l

0 ? ,  unconvincing assertion that he was unin- 
< ed by his prejudice against divorce, Fisher of Can-

- 11 v n'11''5---- —~ — -*u-- the course
citizens of

<:£,/mnitry, regardless of whether they belong to his 
rp|1 b share his views, or are opposed to both, 

rip:" functioning of natural selection in the breed, homo 
*iiSnlls> sometimes described as sex urge, is, according to 
‘‘Hi, ',flCe. determined by the arbitrary rules of his organi- 
thij),,1' This is, of course, biological nonsense, the only 
"ti jjj'i '.'»natural and oppressive laws can do being to cause 
"1, ' 'Nation derived from a fear complex. Nature’s laws, 
% .,'er to do with sexual impulse or what not, are not 

L'<1 by such artificial restraints.

If, however, the “  sanctified violence ”  of police-backed 
laws excludes the possibility of John marrying Mary's 
sister Ann, then (according to Fisher) naughty thoughts 
will not possess John’s mind, when sister Ann comes to 
stay with them. Whereas, “  if a door is opened,”  there’s 
no knowing what may happen!

It  would seem to follow from this, that, if the “  door ”  
has been safely banged to and barred by these prelates, 
then it were safe for Mary to ask Ann down for a spell, 
but not her old school friend, Jane. John’s biological 
waywardness, being responsive to the ethical enactments 
of the Church of England, will remain inoperative in the 
case of Ann, but Jane would hardly be so safe from John’s 
predatory inclinations. Ergo, wives, don’t ask your girl 
friends to stay with you; it really isn’t safe, husbands 
being what his Grace says they are!

It  can, perhaps, be conceived that John plight contrast 
the position of sisters of deceased wives with that of sisters 
of divorced wives, and ponder on the relative liberty of 
the former. He might even be drawn to the conclusion 
that if Ann could qualify as a deceased w ife’s sister instead 
of a divorced w ife’s sister, how much happier they both 
might be. So what about bumping the old girl off ? Thus 
his Grace would, unwittingly, have added yet another 
incentive to murder. To the sex urge would have been 
added the “  liquidation ”  urge. Fanciful, you say? 
Yes, but not more fanciful, and hardly more ridiculous, 
than this talk of open and shut doors, of unnatural and 
tyrannical laws sublimating’man’s emotional reactions.

What we are witnessing here, of course, is just another 
instance of the essentially undemocratic character of the 
Church of England. I t  is of a piece with the presence of 
eight priests on the permanent staff of the B.B.C. doling 
out religion at all horn’s, while, on the other hand, not 
only are there no Atheists, hut not even the right to pro
pagate the ethical principles of Atheism. It is of a piece 
with the Freedom of Religion, as one of the “  four free
doms,”  that freedom denying the right to expound ethics 
nob based on some superstition or other. It is the deter
mination of the Church, at all costs, to force its views on 
all the people, brutally if it cannot be done with finesse, 
by foul means if fair will not serve, and in defiance of all 
democratic principle. For what is Democracy before the 
imperiousness of their God?

P. C. KING.

T H E  MIRACLE
The reverend Mr. Smart believed in topical sermons, and in 

his church, situated thirty miles from London, he had a reputa
tion as a preacher. It was his custom to advertise the text of 
his forthcoming weekly lecture on a sort of “  Wayside Pulpit ”  
arrangement, lint his notice hoard was not large enough, so 
he commissioned a joiner in London to make a big one, and it 
was to be fitted with a sliding compartment so that the card
board notices could he quickly changed.

Now the reverend gentleman was not quite sure of the exact 
opening measurements, and it was customary for him to get 
his signwriting done by a. local worthy who was something of 
a “  character.”

Mr. Green sot off for Loudon just before Christmas to a 
conference. He was also to see his joiner, and make sure that 
the structure was sent off so that it would be displayed before 
the end of tho week. Ho had told the local sigmvriter that 
ho would telegraph the exact dimensions, and also the title of 
his sermon. This had given him much thought, hut he felt 
that ho had contrived something very clever, to make his 
parishioners think of divinity and royalty.

He certainly caused a sensation, for when lie reached home 
on the Saturday, he saw a. large crowd outside the newly- 
erected notice board in front of his church. In large block 
letters could In1 read (the words of his telegram) ; —

UNTO US A  CHILD IS HORN 
SEVEN FEET LONG, THREE FEET BROAD.

.T. Ekkki,.
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ACID DROPS
Dr. W. R. Matthews, the Dean of St. Paul’s, haS 

discovered “  the Lonely Cross ” — that Jesus was the 
loneliest man that ever lived. At least he would have 
liked to claim this hut, while in Mark Jesus died “  com
pletely alone,”  in the other Gospels he had many 
disciples “  to the end.”  This leads us to add that if, 
for the purpose of an article or a sermon, Dr. Matthews 
wanted to show that Jesus had more friends than any
body else in the world, lie would, of course, have gone 
to the other Gospels. In any case, although Jesus was 
so “  lonely,”  according to Mark he now “  draws- all men 
to H im .”  Ho even, according to the Dean, draws 
‘ ‘ many who doubt or falter. ’ ’ One day Dr. Matthews will 
learn that there are also many who completely reject 
the myth of Jesus as they do that of Osiris or Krishna.

How easy it is to he an ass in the opinion, of a fully- 
believing and sheep-like Roman Catholic! For example, 
Pasquin of the Universe was asked his opinion of Pascal. 
The answer was easy. “  Pascal was a very great man 
and occasionally an ass ” — that is, he was great when 
he blindly followed his Church, and an ass when he 
attacked the Jesuits in his unforgettable “  Provincial 
Letters.”  To most of us the position should be reversed. 
Pascal was an acs because he actually believed in such 
a monstrous superstition as the Roman Catholic Church, 
and he showed at least some sanity when he poked fun 
at the Jesuitical stupidities of the Jesuits. I f  only he 
had left religion alone, Pascal would have been a very 
great man.

There was some discussion in the papers the other 
week about the dog-collar parsons— and incidentally 
many Jewish rabbis— wear because one clergyman wants 
to discard it. Considering that so many, if not all modern 
inventions and discoveries, are either claimed by Russia 
or Rome, we are not surprised to learn that the dog collar 
came to England first through Father Liugi Gentili of 
the Rosminian Fathers over 100 years ago. This dread
ful truth will make many members of the other sects 
most uncomfortable about the neck—or ought to. But 
as the “  Universe ”  says, it might he worse for “  Father 
Gentili might have been a Jesuit.”

The old laws of fasting and abstinence in the Roman 
Church were, we are told, “  practically swept away in 
1041.”  New ones are being instituted by the Pope—  
which means that God is ordering them— but, as in the 
days of old, fasting and abstinence must be observed on 
Ash Wednesday and Good Friday; in addition, abstinence 
is again to he observed on Fridays. The eves of the 
Assumption and of Christmas are added to the list, but 
it should lie noticed that fasting and abstinence mean that 
eggs and all milk products can he eaten, so that the 
“  hardship ”  seems rather dubious. In any case, it 
looks as if most of the country will soon imitate the 
Church in these matters, not because of religion, but be
cause of economics.

A new film dealing with Joan of Are, with Ingrid Berg
man in the title role, has had a. mixed reception from the 
critics— though Catholic journals are always ready to 
write slush when it comes to St. Joan. For Freethinkers, 
the one fact to remember is that it was not the brutal 
British that condemned her, hut the Roman Catholic 
Church, She was put to death as a witch and a witch she

April 24, 1949

astute
would have remained if the Church had not been «■ 
enough to re-evaluate her. The Roman Church, 
has cleverly put the guilt on the English •SoldK jS ^  
urged her trial, but it was not a military trial ,̂e , 
ecclesiastical court that ordered her to he burnt  ̂ a)1(i | 
stake— and it was the same Church in France 
England. And Joan was not the only martyr—ther ^  | 
thousands who suffered a similar fate for oppos11 ° 
bloodthirsty Roman Catholic Church.

The B.B.C. now never lets Christmas or Eastei fc> ,, 
without repeating, in many instalments, th® u j01- 
boring Man Born to be King,’ ’ specially writ 111 
the radio by Miss Dorothy Sayers. On the one n0"0’̂  
course, is the Angelic Deity, and on the other, nl® plt< 
damnable Jews always shrieking for the blood 0 a 0f 
lamb. This radio play of necessity keeps up the nU y 
the Crucifixion and the bloodthirsty Jews, and UO ' ujd 
will <!<> its duty in still, more fostering the most
anti-Semitism.

The new German Constitution in process of ^ 
drafted, is meeting with some opposition from the R° uy, 
Catholic Church. At a special meeting of the 
Cardinal Frings has made the Catholic point of '  
quite clear—-under no circumstances will G1'1’ j;) | 
Catholics renounce their demand that parents’ I
religious education should be ¡given full protection. jp 
fidally, the demand sounds reasonable hut we cannot  ̂
hut point out that Catholics arc not so eager to g1'.]., 
similar opportunity to other religious sects. Ĵ c l̂U!.,i'i- 
when a Catholic talks of parents’ rights, it usually 1116 |
clerical interference. Up to date, the majority on 
Constitution Commission, composed of Liberals, boon1 • 
and Communists, have blocked all efforts of the Ca^) 0 , 
to control the Commission. We have repeated ag&”’ . ^ 
again that the role of the btate— any . State—shouk^j 
neutral on religious questions, and not favour one 
over another.

The unseemly -squabbles in Parliament over , ^ 
Analgesia Bill, is typical of a certain type of relioUj., 
mentality. The same type were vociferous when ,,, 
Simpson first used chloroform in childbirth, ¡n ,„t 
Victorian Age. Ho was threatened with dire punish1’1 py 
in the world t-o come for flying in the face of Goo , 
circumventing the Biblical curse ”  in sorrow sliuR 
bring forth children.”  We could do with another Simj’fU  
who Hayed his critics unmercifully and showed , 
inhuman God could he where his own children " l 
concerned.

Aft !
We are doubtful whether Dr. Hewlett Johnson, , , , 

“  Red ”  Dean, will he unduly upset by the action of i 
Canterbury Chamber of Trade who have publicly st®  ̂ | 
that they will not reserve the Dean’s customary seflf , 
their annual dinner, nor is he likely to lose any sleep ^ 
cause some of the City Councillors-have threatened , 
boycott the Easter Service in the Cathedral. The 
job is quite safe, and at a guess, the royalties iron1 
“  Socialist Sixth of the World ”  should keep him

---------------- - -  -  -............... -  w o *
councillors with amusement, for he is in a happy posn ^

selling matches in the rain 
irremovable, and he must

In fact, the Dean is 
he

M j
regarding the

of being able to enjoy the best of two worlds, to q” ‘j? 
the Manchester Guardian, “  Sofia pays him complin'1’”
and Canterbury pays his stipend.”

payE

L
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“THE FREETHINKER”
Telephono No. :

41, Gray’s Inn Iload, 
Holborn 2601. London, W.C. 1.

accepted

TO CORRESPONDENTS
7 " ® , Unite realise the difficulty of getting letters 

1 the Press. Thanks for your interest.

i  t , J V iterature should ie sent t0 T ^ S o n W O  1, l wn>eer Press, U , Gray’s Inn Hoad, London, R .o . i ,
y  not to the Editor.

FiUiiR'rwt\i-n-— ”  ’ ■

_ . — I o o d j  4

not to the Editor. ,jl6 publish-
Freethinker, will be forwarded direct 1T(£ n ' dy  ¡jne

y  6/fice at the following rate, (Home and AOro 
, year, 17s.; half-year, Ss. Cd.; three-month, A . *
Tecfur, Notkes should reach the Office by Frtd V ^

'e following periodicals are being receive  ̂. 'pHB Truth 
i“ ’1 consulted at “  The Freethinker W Thb jjIB1<Bal 

(U.S.A.), The Freethinker ■>> Gcrman and
p The Voice of Freedom . , " 'in i ’ N ew Zealand
¡-jnghsh) P rogressive W orld T - » -  •/> % Geu F reidenker 
^ ■ onalist, Tun R ationalist (Aust aha) ! . ly)
Switzerland), L a R aison (France!, Jos ^ ' A c t i o n
leA the services of the National Secula  ̂ ^  cummUnica-

y h  Secular Burial Services are reg: > ^  j i .  ltosetti,
should be addressed to the Secretary, - 

doing as long notice as possible.

SUGAR PLUMS
tlie ,, ’? remarkable, to suy the least, how tolerance for 
hjw,Pmi?ns others can be construed as weakness; and 
ivelt.r,so the Freethinker, which lias no “ Party Line”  and 
give >. les °PP,°sition, and within its limits endeavours to 
by jPAce to articles which are obviously not accepted 
" g . \° r,iajority of • its readers, and this includes 
to R itu a lism ,”  Light, a spiritualist journal, pretends 
that ĵ1-0 ^ le recent articles of W . H. Wood, an indication 
(’bri ,. l'eethinkers are finding it difficult to answer the 
third- an aP°t°getics. Light comments that “  Free- 
tl|U uil’s aro in a poor way if they have to fall back on 
'‘I'ht'tl Cn ^arP i ’l113-”  Is it s0 difficult to understand 
*hat 16 rnere fact that the Freethinker publishes articles 
ir1(_ ah'PCur to oppose atheistic ideas, does not necessarily 
tb(. \1} .that we are weakening to the extent of supporting 

h°gy theory ” ?

oet, ,.Inost enjoyable evening was had by all on the 
bran'?11 the Annual Dinner of the West London 
pi0 ' N.S.S. on Wednesday, April 13. Mr. L. Ebury 
'voril<>St'^ ^ le toast of the Branch in a few well-chosen 
11 s’ U,)<1 paid tribute to its work in Hyde Park and -t .
ill u. M.rle Anns. The Chairman, Mr.. . F. A. Hornibrook,
b(.| inimitable manner, thanked all those who had 
Ofil, ' ' The evening’s entertainment was of a high 
kioull Bryant sang, Mr. McKay gave amusing
C(,,,j °SUes, and the Calypso singing by Mr. “  Lord 
ehab„nnin? '' in which he, ipiite impromptu, sang of the 
'• \ a,ctenstics of guests present, was warmly applauded.
"fid■Nh] Lang Syne ”  ended one of the most successful

enjoyable Dinners of the West London Branch.

•‘ilS 'Hln.y (April 24), Mr. R. IT. Rosetti will lecture in 
\ John Bright Street, Birmingham, for the local 

• Branch on ”  God or Man?”  The speaker is 
bj,, forward to meeting his many friends in 
bij Bingham, and it is hoped that they in turn will 

’K nlong new ones. Tlie lecture begins at 7 p.m.

THE MEANING OF THE APOCALYPSE
TH E  book of the Bible which lias most attracted .com
mentators— both the orthodox and the cranky— is the 
book of Revelation, sometimes culled the Apocalypse. Its 
odd processions of strange characters, which many 
extreme Christians of various schools have managed by 
some queer contortions to identify with their own 
doctrinal friends or enemies, have obscured its meaning 
for many ¡people. I t  has also a strain of oddness in its 
phraseology, which has not helped its sensible interpreta
tion.

The Apocalypse, then, has been a part of the Bible 
which lias always been obscured. Most Freethinkers 
have probably tended to dismiss it as a mere piece of 
mysticism, written somewhere in the first two centuries 
of the Christian era, and without any kind of satisfactory 
meaning which is available for the present time.

A recent critic, however, has worked out a.n interest
ing theory, which I  think is worth a few lines in these 
columns. He is Mr. Frederick Carter, and his discussion 
is published in an article entitled “  Drama and 
Apocalypse,”  which appears in the literary monthly, 
”  Life and Letters ”  for March, 1949. Some readers 
will no doubt be familiar with J. M. Robertson’s conten
tion that the gospel story, as we have it in the New 
Testament, is a truncated version of an old mystery 
drama, designed to be performed at some specified 
occasion in tlie theological year by the early Christians. 
Well, Mr. Carter’s theory of Apocalypse is not unlike this. 
He suggests that what we have is a version of the grand 
climax of a world history that began with the book of 
Genesis. The tale which it tells, in his opinion, is the 
tale of the destruction of a worn-out and evil civilisation 
and the institution of a new one.

And this tale, he holds, was told in a form originally 
designed to he acted. Mr. Carter does not express any 
opinion on the truth or error of- the story ; he is discussing 
the book purely as a work of literature. And taking it 
from this point of view he lights on some extremely 
interesting and significant facts. John (if the central 
figure is John— not necessarily, of course, to be identified 
with the St. John of the gospel stories) is the protagonist, 
and seated around the temple throne are twenty-four 
elders who act, in the classical manner, as the chorus.

There is no space here to give the details of the way in 
which Mr. Carter successfully breaks down the book- into 
its constituent scenes and speeches ; it must be enough to 
say that lie holds much of it to be performed and danced 
by masks or mimes in the true classical inode, and that 
his analysis is far more convincing than many of tlie 
fantastic theological interpretations of the book which 
have been brought forward from time to time by 
advocates of one or another of the many conflicting 
schools of Christendom.

This makes an independent writer wonder whether it 
is not, after all, the best way of dealing with many of the 
problems of Biblical criticism. After all, it is not at all 
easy, in tin’s year of grace, to interest the young in such 
questions as that of the existence or the myth-belief of 
Jesus. And there are many other similar matters which 
are of some importance, to Freethinkers and Christians 
alike, which tlie man in the street stubbornly ignores.

But many people are interested in literary questions, 
as witness the popularity of literary biography. Might 
it not he godd to concentrate on some of the purely 
literary aspects of many of the books of the Bible, deal
ing with them as literary problems (which they often 
are) ? Might it not then he that we should succeed in
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interesting those who are concerned with literature'/ 
Might it not even follow that some of those who now 
take certain literal nonsense in the Bible as being satis
factory accounts of life would see that these matters are 
not all that they appear to be on the surface?

Whatever may he the truth of the larger question which 
1 have here merely touched upon, there can be no 
doubt that Mr. Carter has started something which 
is of the most extreme interest. T hope that many 
readers may get hold of'his essay. It  is a stimulating 
piece of reading, and I hope that one of these days he will 
feel disposed to expand it, and togi\e us his version of the 
Apocalypse, in which he has written in the stage direc
tions and other points which lie holds now to be missing. 
Then one of the greatest problems of Biblical scholarship 
might at loug last he settled.

JOHN ROW LAND.

S E N E C A
HAVING taken an aspect of Seneca in regard to his 
philosophy and literary, offerings, it may be interesting 
to examine tradition, or rather, a legend concerning him. 
Both of them, however, are doubtful in their role as 
handmaids to history. The legend is that the Spaniard 
Seneca and the Hebrew St. Paul were acquainted with 
each other, and occasionally wrote a letter, the one to 
the other. They lived in the time of Nero and both were 
Roman citizens. The dramatic works that Seneca wrote 
were Greek in subject, and Paul, in bis address to the 
Athenians, manifested knowledge of Greek literature and 
and of Stoic philosophy. The stoicism of Seneca was of 
an eclectic nature. Being a statesmen, as well as an 
author or considerable repute, the Cordovan had to be 
aware of the manifold nations, and members, of the 
empire, and this would include the people of Israel, who 
were somewhat of a bugbear to Roman officials. I f  he 
was acquainted with St. Paul he probably gained informa
tion regarding Jahweh and his only begotten son, Yeshua. 
This must have caused Seneca to ponder, facetiously. 
The sons and daughters of Jupiter are sequence to be 
expected on account of that Olympian deity having 
amorous proclivities. But Jahweh was a celibate, there 
being no Goddess the Mother. Nor did Jhvh, to give 
Jahweh his original tetragrammaton, descend to “  Mother 
Earth ”  (as Lucretius designates her, saying, “  The 
Mother! How merited is that adopted name of earth, 
for out of her all are begotten ” ) in search of the stray 
feminine, as say, Europe.

Yet there was Yeshua, or Jesus. Not to mention 
Miriam! Seneca probably opined, drily, that this was 
another case of “  idle words, an empty tale, the value 
of the report counterfeit,”  as in the Chorus of one of 
his plays. The nature and opinion of Seneca and Paul 
being so diverse would seem to render any form of 
acquaintanceship improbable. (Sometimes this acts as 
a magnet, however.) It  may bo taken for granted that 
Paul never heard that uncompromising Chorus of Trojan 
matron's in the “  Troades ”  so opposite in doctrine to 
his fervent Epistle to the Corinthians regarding a future 
life and resurrection. And if Seneca ever read that 
Epistle, which is doubtful, he must have ejaculated: 
“  Enge, Panic! Crede, antem, quod babes, et hakes!”  
(** Co on, Paul! However, believe that you have some
thing and it is as good as if you iliil!” )

But, as is known, 
what is material.

(his satisfaction does not pertain to 

CEO. E. LAW S.

THE MIRACULOUS WELL
AS many people were flocking to Fatima, and noT"  ¡rj# 
was available, on October 12, 1926, the Bishop ol ft 
gave the order to Senor Manuel Carreira, to °PeU r̂ 0f 
well, as there was known to be water in a certain l’1 jn 
the valley. The well was sunk and water gushed 
abundance. The well remained unfinished and unco' ^  
till 1928. Many came and bathed their sores an ir8nk 
their bandages lull of pus in the water, while all <- ^  
of it and all felt better, even if not actually cured. ^ 
Holy Virgin, Our dear Mother, laughs at the ,u. t.ses, 
hygiene and of science laid down by the cultured c fl. .e 
and she brought about miracles from what wouk 
been in the natural way just a source of infection-

But those responsible for the Public Health heg‘lH 
be unnecessarily alarmed, and on July 22, 19L> .0)1 
Regedor of Fatima received the following cominunto-1 
from the Administrator of Ourem.*

The Doctor of Health of this district has called 
attention to a well stink in Fatima by Manuel Ca'11*  ̂
where people with running sores are bathing and of "  ' 
water many people are drinking and carrying to 
homes to be drunk by their sick; I  hereby order J j 
emphatically to see that the above-mentioned Mal1 .. 
Carreira closes the well to the public till it is pr°Pe,ef 
cleaned and disinfected, and then closed in, the 
to issue by means of taps. His orders having P® 
ignored, the Administrator went personally to Fatn1 ’ 
accompanied by Dr. Alves, the Doctor of Public Hea e 
d bey first visited the well and then interviewed L 
Parish Priest, who recounts the conversation he ll 
with them :—-

That well up there is putrid,”  said Dr. Alves, ”   ̂ j 
imperative that you have it closed, after having it cle01’^  
and disinfected. It is shameful to have it in s,lC 1 
condition !”

Those who have faith will never be harmed by 
well,”  I  answered, “  on the contrary, many affirm , 
have been cured by drinking of its waters ; God takes 
of those who believe in his wonderful works!

They left, warning the Parish Priest that he must P'h 
cover on the well at once; but lie could not do so as  ̂
people would look on such a, procedure as an act 
sacrilege.

In the following year, 1928, on August 14, the g0̂ 6̂  
Administrator wrote the following letter to the Doctor 
Public Health: —

”  1 am informed that the well at Fatima still reim111̂  
open to the public, and continues to be a danger to t 
public health, as the waters are full of pus and microbe^ 
I beg to be informed what you are going to do in 
matter; if you don’t move I  will have the well with 1 
putrid waters completely done away with.”

How strange the concern of the Freethinker Adimj113 
trntor 1 Still, in order not to be disagreeable, the Bis*10 
ordered the well to be disinfected and covered.

* Kroin The Miraculous 1 Veil of Fatima, l>y Padre
Marchi. Translated by N.F.

ASK YOUR LOCAL LIBRARY  
TO SH O W

T H E  F R E E T H I N K E R
Special rates on application
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ANXIETY AND AMB,Tl°tNtics in many 
I'lfflETHlNKERS are, rightly stemming from

of ways apart from the ways pl scepticisms
' 10 religious world. One of the ne able to Jca
refers to the claims of some scientists ^  to explain 
''■'tli all the problems of existence are.mysteries
tlle “ Riddle of the Universe. th , to aily open- 
as. yet unexplained seems obvious to look at the
minded Freethinker who takes t lu . religion nans
'votld. But the reason why the, f  1o„ians do not in any 
le resolutely opposed is that the 'e n i ation which is 
'Vay simplify th l matter, or give an expiana 
tV(!a plausible in many cases.
. Another field,

and particularly psycho-ana v.«is fo lW —  ’ 
th

ipparently unrelated, is that of psycho- 
Tliat Freud and

o'vers have clone much to explain the working of 
traee 'fY>, fC m'n<̂  it is difficult to deny. But there is a 
dig j , 0 dogmatism in the announcements of many of 
tigm "j llns "dhedi reminds one of the similar dogma- 

0 the Marxists in the held of applied economics.

tlie la* llas given this trend to my thoughts this week is 
This ■ ',n£ of an interesting little book by a doctor.
Treat John Yerbury Bent’s “  Anxiety and Its

” (Mullen, Belfast; 7s. Od.). I t  is a revised 
do(lis<>n .(>i a book originally published in 1941, and it 
larlv binds of psychological difficulties, particu-
cl6ifri 1086 arising from alcoholism. Mr. Dent writes 
t>i)e  ̂A ail(l well, and he is not tied to the beliefs of any 
I fg‘,j )0°1 of psychology— which is what makes his book, 
este d • esPe<dnl value to Fwsethinkers who are inter-
d:iy 111 Psychological problems. We are, in the present- 
Visia' 0r d’ dacecl with a life which must be an anxious 
high !;Ss do many. The worries of money in a period of 
t- axation and (for many people) shrinking incomes,Hi'Oovg v;— 7 ..........v i j ............ -o -------- ;— »

h'cni th© anxieties associated with the menacing 
nû f ,of hiternntional affairs— all these have to be faced, 
u|)q ,tllCed boldly. No good can come from worrying 
bi nt 1jnatters which are bevond your control. And Mr. 
dgs . has useful advice to offer (he anxious. He 
Hig >us the changes that take place in people when 

. ai'c worried, anxious, or frightened. His book is
reactions— “  drinking 

trobablv make things worse.
'pi . .

tlici'e'8 then, definitely a book for Freethinkers, though 
¡ii -i 18 httle which one would normally call Freethought 
eXl ,.s. I)ages. What there is, is more implicit than 

1 lcit- S. H.

t ''lining that the ordinary man 
lorget

CORRESPONDENCE
L IF E  AFTE R  DEATH?

Snt,—Mr. Wood is a mystery. He does not believe in 
“ spirits, Gods, or any other supernatural flapdoodle,’ ’ and 
having thus shown his reasoning powers, lie then accepts the 
possibility of another life “  which goes on precisely as it  did 
before in this same world.’ ’

What earthly difference is there between the “  flapdoodle ”  
of the religionists, and the strange notions of the Spiritualists ?• 
I  see none 1

With regard to Mrs. Roberts and the R101 disaster, I 
remember the disaster quite well, and I am inclined to doubt 
the accuracy of Mr. Wood’s statement that no theory as to 
the cause of the accident had been in print prior to the one 
given by Mrs. Roberts. fl

Mediums are, to my mind, rather queer people, and queer 
people have queer experiences.

1 knew a man who although not employed as a medium, 
appeared to have the necessary qualifications— or defects! He 
saw tilings normal people didn’t.

The strangest story ho told me was that the previous night 
whilst holding his youngest child in his arms, a strange sensa
tion came over him, and he found that from a distance of a 
few yards lie was watching himself nurse the child.

But we who worked with this man knew that owing to some 
heart defect, he was apt to fall asleep at odd moments even 
whilst reading or writing a letter.

His head would drop forward and for a short space lie would 
he asleep.

We assumed, and 1 think, correctly, that he dreamed these 
strange occurrences.

What kind of a natural law does Mr. Wood expect to find, 
under which brains will function although absent, and people 
go about without being there at all ?

I am rather shocked to find a Freethinker! who thinks tliero 
is any possibility of life after death. Such a belief is, to my 
mind, not rational, and 1 imagined that all Rationalists 
rejected It. 1 still think they do, and that Mr. Wood isn’t  a 
Rationalist.—Yours, etc., W. O. Bower.

Sir.—Ted Smith’s notion that we die from birth strikes me 
as either a poor joke or excellent bughouse. I prefer the 
dictum of the other jester— first we ripe and ripe, then wo 
rot and rot. Pity is, mankind has been having a rotten time 
because of the rot of religion in its headpiece. Let’ s get rid 
of that rot, allowing us to place our world in a healthy, happy 
state and then be satisfied with three score or more years in 
such a delightful place. Tis the only way.—Yours, etc,,

TT. F iddian.

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.
LONDON— O utdoor

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

, father
WORTH IT !

W r r ^'firnily believed in being up to date. A t tho 
"tuv, concert he had organised a “  Quiz;.’ ’ Boys and girls
"as M.| .°d. and had to'answer questions Now, Paddy Reilly
'̂■¡it i A Js spoken of as “  simple minded,”  hilt liis father had 

H„;v M je f in him, and coached him beforehand with a lot of 
fill-in 'V’s in Scriptural knowledge. But Paddy was too slow in
Jlf'j'ilating his' replies so the father had a plan to help him. 
tin,̂  |,a stick with a sharp pin at the end, and the idea was
'|iiiz <l httle jab in the posterior was his cue for answering the

C.
!iii,iaS e the night of the concert. The children were lined up, 
lioiij addy’s father stood behind, .with his little stick in his

\}*> now,”  said Father O’Grady, after a few preliminaries,

.It
,eli We speak of Our Redeemer, who it is we mean ? ’

sirappears that Paddy’s father was too vehement with 
7, -l*> for tlio hoy literally screamed, “  Jesus Christ! ”

his

L

k, Quite right,”  said tlio priest.
ey.’

“  Give him the money, 
J. E.

LONDON— Tn noon

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
W .C .l).—Sunday. 11 a.m. : “  Freedom and Authority,’ ’ Mr. 
A u o h ih ald  R o bertso n , M.A.

COUNTRY— O utdoor

Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Castle Street).—Sunday, 7-30 p.tn.: 
Messrs. W inter, W hitaker and Barker.

Nottingham Branch N.S.S. (Old Market Square).—Sunday, 
7 p.m.: Air. T. M. Mosley.

Sheffield Branch N.S.S. (Barkers Pool).—Sunday, 7 p .m .: 
Air. A. Samms and others.

COUNTRY— Indoor

Birmingham Branch N.S.S. (38, John Bright Street, Room 13). 
—Sunday, 7 p.m.: “  God or Alan?”  Air. R. TT. Rosktti 
(General Secretary N.S.S.).

LONELY P Join Friendship Circle. Details, 7id. Secretary, 
34, Honeywell Rond, London, S .W .ll.
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MUSCULAR CHRISTIANITY
IT  is sometimes supposed that Cin-istinnity has only to 
he preached to be believed. Christians have usually 
acted as if that were not true, for it was long a principle 
of constitutional ljuv that the religion of the subject 
could be only that of the prince. The Spanish treat
ment of the natives of America is another illustration 
of how the great civilising religion of Christ was spread 
over the world.

When after the first voyage of Columbus, the Pope 
drew his celebrated line of partition round the globe, 
tlie Spaniards believed that America, notwithstanding 
that it was already inhabited, belonged to them by 
right. They consequently considered the Indians as dis
possessed, and in their first messages they addressed 
them as subjects. I f the latter offered opposition tp 
the Spaniards, they were treated not as honourable 
enemies and patriotic defenders of their country, but 
as rebels, and when prisoners were taken, these were 
punished as traitors to the State and the Church.

The conquerors called their proceedings “ pacification.” 
Their generals they called “  pacifieadores.’ ’ “  The 
Pacification of the Indies ’ ’ became a favourite phrase 
of Spanish authors. A few truthful and humane 
authors, like Las Casas, called the process by another 
name; for Las Casas, in his history of Spanish America, 
used the title “  History of the Destruction of the 
Indies.’ ’

In accordance with the view that the Pope’s partition 
gave the whole of America to the Spaniards, the King 
of Spain gave Christian names to parts of the country 
no Spaniard had ever trodden on ; and the land was 
divided into provinces, measured out in miles and 
degrees. When, therefore, the governors appointed to 
those unseen lands came to take possession of them, 
they believed that they were entering upon a soil 
belonging of old to the sovereign of Spain, and they 
treated the natives as rebellious subjects. They were 
usually provided with proclamations to tho Indians 
resembling those fierce addresses of the Duke of Alba, 
when be marched into the revolted provinces of the 
Netherlands.

The Spanish historian, Herrera, has handed down one 
of these documents, armed with which the Spanish 
“  Pacificador,’ ’ the wild knight Alonso de Hojeda, in 
tho year 1510, marched from the coast of New Granada 
into the interior. The proclamation is as follows: —

“  I, Alonso de Hojeda, servant of the most high arid 
mighty Kings of Castile and Leon, the 'subduers of 
barbarous nations, their ambassador and general, notify 
to you herewith, and cause you to know, as well ns T 
can, as follows:

“  That God, our Lord, the only and Eternal One. 
created heaven and earth, a man and a woman, from 
whom we. you, and all people in the world are descended. 
As, however, in the course of five thousand and some 
years, during which time the world has existed, a vast, 
number of families have sprung from those two beings, 
it has followed of necessity that these descendants have 
spread over many lands, realms, and provinces. Now 
over nil these peoples and realms God has given the 
supervision to one. This one is called St. Voter, and 
this St. Peter became lord over- all men, and all men arc 
required to worship him, and he became the chief of 
the whole human race. God gave him the whole world 
to bo at his service, and under bis jurisdiction, arid He 
commanded him to reside at Rome, ns the most suitable

"O im c ^ X  Taw in  °  vem ,the "'hole world and to P j  
heathens of w), f ‘l PeoP,e- Christians, Moors, J e J  likewise V y o u  8 6" S<?Ct ;,nd belief they may be, ‘>nilmeans thaM uN * is c£d,e<i ‘ Papa,’ the Pope shepherd • for i.,, S ,le vont'rable head, or father at , all mankind T and shepherd and ruler. . . r nd- To this St. Peter all those who lived.. . .  w« bee»

----------------- -------------_________________ April 24, 19D^

that time rendered obedience, and the same h‘l® 
rendered since to all who have been elevated  ̂ clll) I---- --nil vvuu nave uc&n
pontificate, and it shall always be the. case unti 
of the world.

One of these afor r of &jresajd popes, as master 0 
world, made a gift of these islands and contineu * ^ 
the ocean to (he Catholic rnonarclis of Castile, "  ,,f
that time were Don Fernando and Dofia Tspbe j1 ’aIid 
glorious memory, and to their successors, with » 
everything that they contain. ¡̂n

And this aforesaid gift is contained in 
writings drawn up by both parties, and these vVl1 
can be seen by you if you desire. . ,j,-.

Now, from the above, it follows that his ^
our King, is lord of all these lands, and the inha 
of almost all the islands to whom it has been 
as Cuba, Haiti, and others— have rendered homage v 
him, and they obey him as subjects are bound to e 
their king. And your brothers on the islands ha\c ‘ 
this of their own good will, and without opposit’™»^,, 
soon as the above was made known to them. And j0 
have obeyed the pious men whom the King sen il(li 
them to teach them our holy faith, and all of 1 
of their own free will, have become Christians, 
continue such. And thereupon his Majesty com” ’ »1»  j 
that they should be treated like bis other vassals. ; ^  
you now. you are, as you see, required and bound to 
the same.

“  Wherefore, I beg and entreat you, as well as I  » (1 
that you will well consider all that I  have saicl to 3 Jf 
that you will acknowledge the Christian Church as 3 p 
mistress, and as the head of the whole universe; ‘ jt) 
in her name, the most high Pontiff, called Papa, a11 
his stead, his Majesty, as the royal master of u. 
islands and continents, according to that duly aUH’u.w. 
rated gift, and that you will agree to it without _dc’ 
and allow that the pious fathers whom J bring wit-n 
shall further explain all this to you, and preach to . 
about it. î y

“  But if you will not do this, or obstinately » » j, 
unnecessarily' in doing it, I  declare to you that, "  )1(j 
the. assistance of tho Almighty, 1 will employ force. 1 
will overrun your country with a powerful army. ‘ (;| 
attack you on all sides and in every possible way,
I shall have totally subdued you, and exacted obed”»^, 
to the Church of His Majesty. And then I shall 111 
slaves of yourselves, your wives, and your children, 
sell you as such; and 1 shall take all your goods 
you, and altogether do all the evil to you that I  P°??'oliS 
can, and like as it is the custom to do to rebel’1 
vassals who refuse to obey their lords. |(ll

“  And herewith I enter my solemn protest, th”»  ̂
the blood that shall be spilt, and all the mischief 4 |)(l 
shall be done, shall fall upon your guilty heads, * 
shall not be laid to the account of his Majesty, or ' t 
or of the noble knights who accompany me. And 4 \ 
1 have thus spoken, and exhorted, and warned y °l1''^  
request of the royal notary, who is present, to g’ v' 
me a dulv signed testimony.’ ’ *

J J. G. LUPTOH'
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