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August 27, 1953, a definitive Co:ncorda^Q^cKn the 
c y atican between the Roman Cam p ranco on the 

T haad and the Spanish regime of Cjen.er‘‘1(,h Contracting 
This Concordat between these ™8which, though 

wties ” superseded the Concordat o 20vernment that 
fended by the Spanish Republican g otherwise, 
f^ded, and was overthrown by Franco, haa, 
plated the mutual rela- of d

the mutual
l’®"s of Rome and “ The 
7«t Catholic” Spanish 
Monarchy throughout the
hut century. The 
Concordat w a s

by,

in its traditional privileges, with the additional one, “ never 
before accorded to a Catholic State,” of the right of the 
Apostolic Nuncio, the Papal representative at Madrid, to 
annul marriages without any reference to Rome.

“ Special prayers,” declares our French summary, “ for 
the State and for the Head of the State, are provided for in 
the Concordat.” As has usually been the case since the

Concordat of Napoleon

new 
solemnly

t e Snan’i °un ltle. one ParE For»:.. p‘ nish Minister
other̂ h Aiïairsi O  the

on
of

the

" S ™  s S i , Acti"8'

-VIEWS and OPINIONS-

The Church of Christ 
and Franco
-By F. A. RIDLEY-

raoci
acting,

on behalf of Pope Pius XII, and of General0 a« u ^ ' “*11 oi rujjc riuN
On 1 ’ead of the Spanish State, 
(v IV,,)st ^cloved Son ”
0,1 the
lv'l W morrow of the Franco victory in 

ar flOÂ .-ioN tliA r\t*r»Cian + Pope(1936-39), the present 
victorious General as “ Our Most Beloved Son.”

the Spanish 
(1939----- ?)

eV'lW|v<>n .with Conservative Europe in general the Pope 
ePub]p rej°iced at the downfall of the former Liberal 

iH n tC’ fnot so much, probably, for what it was, but on 
b0ihnnu ° wbat d might have led to—“ The Spectre of 
peim n,Sl11 or even Anarchism, which, as Mr. Gerald 

. demonstrated in his brilliant book, Spanish 
is the social outlook most congenial to^ itllards

¿ nera! Franco, for his part, was not u n g ra te^  f ° ^ h e  
‘‘distance which the Pope had given to - 

b riVed Son.” One of the Caudillo’s first actions was tor uniit \  WI1C U1 ine
,, e Jesuits, whomdss ' l“c Jesuits, whom the Spanish Republic, like its 

'̂ rigu P^decessor, had expelled on account of their 
ptaltb  ̂ aSainst the State, and to restore their enormous 
(atholj 0 the sons of Ignatius Loyola. Since when, the 
Privi|e Church in Spain has been restored to the
foot'd P°sition which it had held under the Spanish 
%rc| |  Indeed, in Franco’s totalitarian State, the 
ePiilriIS probab|y more powerful than at any time since 

i 1 V days of the Spanish Inquisition, 
bill’s « „  ,

Catholic Tradition ”
t̂ag ab°Ve state of things is recognised in the opening 

|c8u|atepbs °f the recent Concordat which sets out “ to 
> c0nf 1le.relations between the High Contracting Parties 
,S i tj 0rrnity with the Law of God and the Catholic 
 ̂ to ?nus °f the Spanish Nation.” Nor is there any doubt 

L°i)Cret>| 1 Spain’s “ Catholic Traditions” amount to,
n^oli, ' 11 The Spanish State,” summarises the French 
’¡s y|0c Paper, La Croix (“ The Cross ”), reiterates in 

jS esse Urrient, the fundamental principles which it regards 
|l|,l recntlaj for the prosperity of the family and nation; 
’ ■ tioifttnition 0£ Christian marriage (which includes pro- 

Utfi p_°i divorce—F. A. R.), the Christian education of
Oju

1%,. a  o f  d i v o r c e. -m n v u v u lU /  i  . i x. ix , / ,  mx/ x - m i o i m u  w u u i .u u u n  u i
N (')i eedom for the (Catholic) Church to carry on its 

lc Work.” In return, the Spanish State is confirmed

with the Catholic Church, 
the Head of the State is to 
be mentioned by name: 
“ God Save Franco! ” 

Probably the most impor
tant clause in the Con
cordat is that which deals 
with the legal position of 
non-Catholic minorities in a 
Catholic State, such as 

Spain. For this problem is, obviously, not confined to Spain.
Accordingly, in Article 6, we read; ‘ The profession and 

practice of the (Roman) Catholic religion, which is the 
religion of the Spanish State, will enjoy legal protection. 
No one will be prosecuted for his religious beliefs or for 
the private (our italics—F. A. R.) exercise of his cult. But 
no public display or propaganda of any other religion than 
the Roman Catholic one, will, henceforth, be permitted ” 
(our italics—F. A. R.). No wonder that the Concordat 
concludes by stating that, in addition to summarising the 
traditional relations of both parties, the Concordat repre
sents “ a model for the future relations of the Church with 
a Catholic State ” (our italics—F. A. R.).

Spain and Toleration
Such is the pattern, 20th century style, of toleration as 

henceforth permitted by the Vatican which, to-day, claims 
to be the bulwark of democracy in the Western World. It 
is scarcely surprising that the Conservative French journal, 
Monde (August 29, 1953), comments on this section of the 
Concordat: “ Protestant circles have accused some Spanish 
ecclesiastics of intolerance in religious matters. This self
same accusation can now also be brought against the signa
tories of such an agreement.” “ The leopard does not 
change its spots,” nor, we may relevantly add, does the 
Church of Torqucmada change its fundamental outlook!

Spain and the Assumption
According to our already quoted French contemporary, 

the influence of Spanish Catholicism also extends to 
Theology equally. It is well known that ever since the 
days when the Moors occupied Spain (711-1492 a.d .), the 
cult of the Virgin Mary has enjoyed a special distinction in 
Spain and, long before the recent proclamation by the 
present Pope of the dogma of the Assumption (1950), 
Spanish artists painted the Virgin’s Assumption, as in the 
famous painting of Murillo. Now, Monde assures us:
“ In France the proclamation of the Dogma of the Assump
tion has been regarded as a concession to Spanish 
Catholicism, both in Spain itself and in Spanish America.” 
That is, to the still mediaeval areas within the modern fold 
of the “ Universal ” Church.



3 4 6 THE F R E E T H I N K E R Friday- October 30, 1953

The Concordat anil the Franco Regime
Monde concludes with the apt reflection that, “ this 

Concordat will be widely regarded as a demonstration that 
the Papacy regards with favour tendencies by no means 
universally accepted in Catholic circles.” It is clear that 
by such “ tendencies,” our French contemporary implies 
support by the Vatican for Fascism in the political sphere 
and, in particular, support for the Franco regime, that still 
mediaevalist regime which owes its existence to the military 
support of Fascism and to the “ spiritual ” backing of the 
Vatican.

The Concordat can, in fact, only strengthen and make 
permanent the Fascist regime, and thus makes inevitable

. u question
an ultimately violent solution of the “ Span* Eur°rv 
the co-existence of Mediaeval Spain m M f 0f be' 
At present, however, Franco enjoys the Alniig'1'- 
“ God and Mammon,” of the Vatican and o Mean, 
Dollar! How long this will last we do ,eStants '1,H 
while, however, both Freethinkers and 
better steer clear of Spain ! „ . of

Footnote.—The Roman Tribunal of the Rot recoE’ ¡(
no power to “ divorce ” anyone since “ divorce rnarriaglnCi- 
by the Church. What it docs is to declare tna .nstanee. ‘ t 
question was not properly contracted in the nrs annuiu , 
dentally, Henry VIII did not seek a “ divorce, »¿ally, stlC 
from Catherine of Aragon on the ground that, fe 
been married to his dead brother.

The Horrors of Christmas
By C. G. L.

JUSTICE has never been done to the horrors of our 
English Christmas—not even by dismayed foreigners! It 
probably never will be. Let me try to repair the 
omission.

Charles Dickens—that great and good man, of whom his 
biographers are not worthy—did his best. He painted 
some truly terrible pictures of English orgies in food, drink 
and sentimentality. These caricatures, larger than life and 
more real than reality, as Art often is, so delighted the 
average Englishman that Christmas Day was long in danger 
of becoming the day of Charles Dickens, rather than the 
day of Jesus Christ. Indeed, to this very time, most 
English folk—if the vulgar truth may be told—much prefer 
a truly Dickensian Christmas to a truly Christian one.

Since Dickens’s day, Christmas in England has changed 
for the worse. It has grown more and more com
mercialised, more and more exploited for the ruthless fleec
ing of the unwary. Commerce has seized it from the 
Church. And commerce begins its Christmas not upon 
the Eve (as was traditional) but in the middle of the Advent 
period.

One of the horridest features of our English Christmas is 
the mass-bribery that we all pretend to like, and secretly 
hate as the expensive and loathsome nuisance that it is.
By any other name than “ Chris.mas boxes ” or “ Christmas 
gifts ” this abomination would smell as corruptly as much 
of it does. There is everything to be said for gifts at all 
times between friends. But there is nothing to be said for 
so-called gifts which are disguised blackmail, secretly 
resented exactions which are parted with only because 
“ One must, you know,” or “ It’s expected because it’s 
Christmas,” or “ Everybody does: what will people think 
of us if we don’t?”

Even the young children especially the children— 
learn the art of beggary and blackmail from their elders at 
this holy and happy time. Before the “ Fourth Sunday in 
Advent ” eagerly anticipative of “ Something for nothing ” 
(the modern English national motto) our youthful carol- 
singers besiege the front door. And what a carolling, it 
commonly is! Garbled words and tuneless voices bid us 
hark the hair-oiled angels sing while shepherds flog their 
watch by night. This is no “ Glory to God in the 
Highest.” It is the satisfaction of greed at its lowest.

Another horror is the tradesman’s Christmas card or 
calendar, which impudently usurped the place formerly 
sacred to private greetings.1 Once Christmas cards were 
for children only. Then childish adults adopted the 
childish pleasure until the fashion spread and “everybody” 
sent and received cards. A pleasant harmless custom! But 
the wily tradesman smelt an opportunity for advertise
ment; and now one is deluged by tradesmen putting them
selves on an equality with their customers by sending them 
Christmas cards in the confident hope that the few who

DU CANN c eXCiaitH-
resent the insolence will be out-numbered by di°se 
ing “ Thanks for the memory.” . , , „ oVer"

The Saturnalia of over-eating, over-drink |’u]genCe 
smoking, over-sleeping and general infantile sett- ol 
is too well-known to be worth commenting uPc’!1’upon 
its worst forms works itself out upon childhood, v ftl|,iclj 
pretence of giving the children “ a good i f

#pxCjted  a!
generally means making them harmfully °^er/ q iern
temporarily destroying “their health by stuffing tnt,,‘canl3 
wrong quantities and qualities of food. Lies about ^  
Claus “ if you are a good boy or girl ” are not re 
gotten or forgiven by children. For even young cl Lp 
are harsh and realistic judges of the adults about1 ^  
Let us by all means eat, drink and be merry- ¡¡¡i 
children have their stockings and Christmas tree* ^  
special pleasures. But moderation in anything e)1 -Oftl 
the enjoyment of it, and there is for most people, pr 
and adults, too much Christmas about their Christ)11- 
unalloyed pleasure. * „ji

lt is but fair to notice that all these horrors 3re, J j  
pletely foreign to the realities of religion, and are in tL
opposition to the spirit of Jesus Christ. in P:iacReligion in general, and the Christian religion ,, [of 
ticular, has no use for bribery, for insincere “ 8 , ’dê

• are ■ ■
ourselves, lo  give, not to the rich or our equals, but
over-indulgence of the self. As Christians we arc  ̂ ^  flit

t!^poor. Yet the Christian Churches (false as ever  ̂ aiid 
“ Lord and Saviour” and his teachings) connive - tjjjJ 
even commend, these conventional Christmases. /  
seem to think them a compliment to Christ. But t ;i> 
an affront to the spirit of Jesus and all true reljgu ^  y 
great an affront as the Christian warfare in K-g^tl1' 
Christmas is to the angelic declaration of “ Peace on 
goodwill towards Men.”

Arnold Bennett, another great and good man 'j s r 
am glad to have known in life, once wrote of Chris*1 
the feast of Saint Friend. It is not in general, tt . ¡P 
be a very good thing if it were. More a c c u ra c y  
modern England, it might be called the feast of Saint pi

If you think about it, what is there in the stop' 
birth of Jesus Christ that his followers should rejoice jy 
it even upon their own doctrines? True, many othc cC]i‘ 
boys, the Holy Innocents, were slaughtered as a firSl„ tv 
bration of a new religion of bloodshed! om-hans .„dPerhaps • .¡,1-
something to rejoice about. The proclamation of 
and goodwill was at once falsified and has been U „f j 
ever since. Do we rejoice for that? The desceu^ J(ii)V T V l  J U I W .  L / U  » V V  1 V J U 1 U V /  1 U 1  1 1 1 U I  .  Jl 1 IV/  . c  P '

mortal god from Eternal Bliss in Heaven to the pal .„g *1’ 
tears and death of mortal life seems rather sonK-’V1' c# 
grieve over—even if it did profit us by purchas" - 
salvation! ,„u'

Still, the convention is for joy and not sorrow. VY 
suppose that it is better to laugh than to weep.
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• a perhaps, like |csus 's not once recorded as ever laUS r habit. We
‘-orJ Chesterfield, he thought it a. t r ;nto  a  virtue; and
Moderns, however, have elevated laugh ,vell-bred snide.
!Ven Lord Chesterfield permitted himse. (even if -’esu8
'ei us laugh then at the horrors of Chr._ Wes “ a w ell-bred  w°uld not) or, at the least, permit oursel

smile” over the ridiculous spectacle of the Christian 
English imagining they are celebrating the Birth of Christ 
when they are really celebrating no more than the birth of 
a break from their dead, dull, dreary, ordinary dailiness of 
rut and routine, the birth of merely a permitted chance to 
enjoy themselves.

Follow the Flag
.. By A. R.
said to be a beautiful afternoon for your pleasuie,

Nopil j rter to her son. . . . , .
dinner no rePty’ but somewhat sulkily continued his

“ T ^ lslJ 1 was a boy,” smiled Mrs. Carter.
„ don t , ’ growled Noel.

choice» y°U are>” laughed his father. “ So you ve no

«p°- If I had, I shouldn’t go,” said the lad resentfully. 
Way °.!^ary creature,” said his older sister in her superior 
s° SJ. . m going with the big girls. We’re pleased to help, 

‘Of y a srnaH boy like you can enjoy yourself.
Mr n °Urse he will,” cried his mother.

’here h >iirter added, “ He’s only showing off. When he gets 
hioe|C , most eager to take part.”
Thp c°l°Ured, but made no answer. .

eoim„ ?Ccasion was some public function, presumably in 
Envi n with Royalty. Most likely it was a coronation. 

col0„'y. Carter arrayed herself in white muslin except for 
nbbons.

girpii, m°ther said proudly, “ You’re lovely, Emmy. No 
Her?i°k better”
“ daughter asked, “ Where’s Noel? ” 

re3dyn le garden. Fetch him, Emmy, or he’ll never be

Went Emily and called “ Noel! Noel! ” excitedly, 
a nu>* sauntered into the back kitchen, grumbling “ What 

“Hi?nce y°u women are.”
"Vo^y up and get washed,” cried his mother impatiently.<0ua_

“ tyu\ e a dirty grub now.”
not? ” asked Noel, aggrieved. “ Why can’t I play

‘‘jCfni°y myself? ”
‘ ’I. ,^°u don’t make haste, and be less provoking,

kn ’ .^claimed Mrs. Carter, raising a threatening hand. 
"ifant !ln8 his mother’s blow would have about tickled an 

Mrs’ p0e* merely smiled sweetly at her.
V Carter smiled too. The minatory hand ruffled her 

^,i„;)r('Wn curls as she said genially, “ Hurry up, Noel 
Liu j®- It’s a pity for a boy like you to miss the treat, 
i film?| 1 b° ashamed of being seen.”
'fJilet ^ v e n  years of age, Noel disdained help with his 
Miistii , asbing with great particularity, he went upstairs 

8’ to show he did not care, coming down later 
0ae.s,s|y attired.

Hed 10 back of his head he placed his cap slightly awry. 
* Pret, sauci]y innocent at his mother, and said “ Say I’m 

"Vly boy. Mum.”
f( 11 re a bad lad,” pronounced Mrs. Carter, her tone 

countenance belying her words.
( Meeu  gone before this.

0{ y enduring a kiss from his mother, Noel walked 
1,1 hiu ’ le house, his head high, and just a little swagger 

ThuJctl°ns.
Jil(]re1 be arrived on the great open common, where the 
,*re il bad been told to assemble. Hundreds of them 
%\h Cre before Noel Carter, with a large sprinkling of 
i,. Huy: ni°stly teachers and clergy, 

act 2 touched his cap to his schoolmaster, Noel found 
Sodates.

WILLIAMS
Holy Innocents being a Church School, the Vicar and 

the Curate were present.
The latter cleric rushed to Noel panting “ Oh, Carter, 

I’ve searched everywhere for you. 1 haven’t enough flags 
to go round, but you must have one; you’re the sort of boy 
who’ll always carry the flag with credit.”

The curate thrust the stick of a Union Jack into Noel’s 
unwilling hand, and fled.

The other boys were moved to merriment. With the pole 
Noel butted them in the rear, or brushed girls’ faces with 
the bunting, to say smiling, “ Oh, I’m sorry.”

By the time the schools sorted themselves out and the 
children formed into fours, Noel Carter tired of his play
thing. There was a mile march behind a band before tea.

“ I’m not going to carry this damn thing all the way,” 
the boy muttered viciously.

Not far away was Puffy Haldon, as usual stolidy gazing 
at nothing. His pendulous cheeks were wider than his 
head. His dull eyes were often tearful. His mouth sagged 
open. Like his mind, his movements were slow.

Stepping to Haldon, Noel said sweetly: “ Here, Puffy, 
take this. I know you want one,” at the same time thrust
ing the Union Jack into his hands.

Puffy Haldon started, whispered “ Thanks,” clutched the 
stick, and an expression of delight came over his fat red 
foolish face. Almost tears of joy sprang into his eyes.

Rejoining his grinning pals, Noel said “ That’s the sort of 
kid who likes a flag. See how happy he is.”

Puffy Haldon was gazing at the Union Jack, a rapt, 
nearly devout expression in his eyes as he held it aloft.

All the way to the Public Hall he bore the flag proudly, 
not waving it, but grasping the erect stick with both hands, 
as one who leads an army to triumph.

FREETHOUGHT CONGRESS
THE German Volksbund fur Geistesfreiheit (People’s 
League for Religious Freedom) held a well-attended con
gress at Ludwigshafcn on the Rhine on October 3rd and 
4th. The proceedings were opened by the President, Dr. 
G. von Frankenberg, followed by a report from Councillor 
Albert Heuer. After the election of the officers and execu
tive committee for the following year, a resolution was 
carried to establish a World League for Religious Freedom 
which should unite the World Union of Freethinkers with 
the recently formed Humanist International, since it was 
regrettable that there should be a division of effort. Other 
speakers stressed the increasing intellectual dictatorship 
that existed in the German Federal Republic. A message 
from Prof. Albert Einstein was read as follows: —

“ The conflict with the unchanging and prevailing 
majority of the unthinking and of those who make use of 
them is indeed hard and with no cheering prospects. But 
this conflict is necessary, for without it mankind would be 
still worse off. The struggle, however, brings together the 
champions of progress who form a natural elite.”

Among those taking part were Walter Scheiss of Berne, 
president of the Swiss Freethought Union, and the vice- 
president, Walter Biirtschi of Oltcn. The proceedings were 
well reported both in the press and the radio. C. B. B.
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This Believing World
Lourdes and Fatima, no longer hot news, have to be 

• replaced by hook or crook, so we are not surprised to learn 
that “ thousands of Sicilians fight their way daily to see 
the Crying Madonna on view in a street in Syracuse.” This 
Madonna is a simple statue made of terra-cotta, and its 
owner saw tears streaming down its Holy cheeks—each 
tear having phenomenal healing powers. Naturally, to 
date, hundreds of people have been cured of incurable 
ailments, and we fancy if this statue were brought to 
England it would seriously interfere with the millions of 
cures regularly reported to have b'een performed by our 
own 57,963 Spiritualist healers. We often wonder whether 
a cure through the tear of a statue of the Virgin would be 
more lasting than one performed by a Spiritualist? What 
does the Vatican say?

There is nothing like a “ new approach ” to religion, 
and we are pleased to note that the Rev. R. Paterson, of 
King’s Park Church, Glasgow, now has a regular attend
ance of 3,000 believers through playing a set of bagpipes 
from the pulpit, sounding a bugle, blowing bubbles, and 
even playing yo-yo. And why not? All these things are 
of far greater interest, surely, than being told of the wonder
ful miracles of Jesus Christ, or even of the way he died 
to save us. As Mr. Paterson insists, we must get people to 
Church, and what better way than bagpipes or yo-yo? 
After all, once in Church, and the threat of Hell can easily 
become the hangman’s whip! Or can it?

Except for indignantly denouncing the Duke of 
Edinburgh for playing polo on Sunday, we do not hear 
very much of the Lord’s Day Observance Society these 
days. It was good, therefore, to learn that its pious 
secretary is again on the warpath declaiming against those 
misguided Christians who imagine that going to Church 
on a Sunday morning left them free to do what they liked 
the rest of the day. This was a damnable heresy, and 
Mr. Legerton was glad to see that the Bill to free Sunday 
from its obligations to God Almighty was thrown out by 
Parliament. Nothing but the most religious misery must 
be permitted on the Lord’s Blessed Day and, thank God, 
Mr. Legerton and his fellow members are going to move 
Heaven and earth to see we get it. That’s the true Christian 
spirit, as Dr. Garbett would say.

Writing in our contemporary, the Dally llerald, recently, 
Mr. Alan Taylor begs the clergy to stick to religion. He 
appears to think’ that any clergyman who give his views 
on the atom bomb or the way to treat brides is dealing 
with subjects which have nothing to do with religion. So 
what? We hold no brief for either religion or the clergy, 
but they have every right to say what they please on any 
subject—including religion. So has Mr. Taylor who, by 
the way, admits he “ does not believe in Christianity.” 
It may be, of course, that though “ anti-religious,” he is 
not a Freethinker; if that is so, he would be doing himself 
a real service if he learnt what is Freethoughl that is, if 
it is not too late.

Speaking a short while hack, Dr. Donald Soper said that 
“ people read the Bible but say that God is not equal to 
present conditions.” We wonder where he got his informa
tion from? Some people certainly read the Bible, but those 
who do (and they are in a very small minority) are the very 
people who claim that with God all things are possible. 
The vast majority of people never read the Bible once 
they leave school, and are quite content to allow their Bible 
reading to be done for them—by the clergy. During the

30; I953Friday, October
of sermo,0̂

nineteenth century, hundreds of thousands j"1 , \y’ho
based on the Bible were regularly published an ^ \vh° 
reads sermons these days? Only the clergy- 
reads the Bible? Same answer.

about the
Wc were given the other clay a B.B.C. talk r’tjia-—the• • girvit mv vuivt ~ « Indict--L

work done by the United Church of South . y^ans. 
Church that has amalgamated Anglicans, H  J  ¡n dijj'-nuren that has amalgamated Anglicans, * 
Methodists, and Congregationists. Bishop Ne , ..unity‘’‘viuuuisis, ciiiu \^uiigicgaiiuiii&ia. -uiih;
not seem particularly hopeful and admitted that ^  fad.
of these Christian bodies was still rather slend^r^
he talked more about “ unity ” and “ disunity 
conversion. Of course, Hindus were being con . gse 1#  
in all, a few thousands; but what success have ¿̂der- 
sionaries among the teeming millions, the ca , entle- 
Krishna and Siva believers? Even from the rever y^atevd 
man’s own discourse one could see no success that

Christianity has always signally failed among-
Though an Oriental religion itself, it is a Q^nta^

Theatre kiflSofl.
Four Winds, at the Phoenix Theatre, by Alex 
starts as a social thriller and develops into a  ̂sijooti®?
it? ”, A doctor visits a house with the intention j  lie-
a man who has seduced his wife. The man is _°ul ^j ca"
wife has to learn for the first time that her hjtf 
be interested in other women. This is an excel! 
between Frank Lawton and Betty Ann Davies •y- jollm
carried on into Act II when the doctor’s wife 1 frod 
murdered. Much is said about marriage and adult, ^jts 
several angles, and William Kendall and Patrick 
bring in some good comic relief, but these parts are 
over-written in relation to the rest of the play- 
Birthday Honours, by Paul Jones, at the Criterion afid 
is a comedy dealing with a similar marriage pr°r.e,, ’̂ vc
it is notable for the characterisation. Some cn^cS^  
said that this theme dates forty years, but sur?— * — v * *V, V hlliU kl 1 1 1 1 v v# VV WVÜ I V/ 1. IJ- J V LI I LJ, L > L, * I I S U
generation brings its wandering wives and h ̂
feigning indifference in order to wound their pr‘ '¡gtil8 
long as this continues, so long must we expect P*aGjng|l' 
to deal with the theme, each one treating it accon 
the conditions of his time. , vfoiP

P*?Paul Jones’ play is slight, but Hugh Latimer and
Lister give it considerable life in well-written parts, j-dn?
Stoll, who creates the triangle, introduces a «
Johnnie type of Englishman who worms his way jP
life on “ Look here, old chap” and similar phrasl>j6jij 
has made a great deal of the weakest written pal '
St. Clair charms us as the ugly and awkward sister- 
Patrick’s direction is excellent. nle
Marcel Cornells, the French master of mime, has c°cVer-I'> 
the Arts, He is perhaps best when showing sporting ^  
or in the humour of a man eating Indian curry. * ' srf1eating Indian curry. “ ‘̂ oP 
is easily expressive of the comical, but he tends t() vql 
mannerisms. He has the ability to fill the stag1- 
imaginary people. , »C
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always be associated. F. C. Watts worthily continued the 
great tradition associated with his name. The funeral took 
place at Golders Green Crematorium last Monday at 
10-45 a.m.. where a large gathering of relatives and friends 
heard Mr. Bradlaugh Bonner read a moving address about 
his old friend. Mr. F. A. Ridley and Mr. P. V. Morris 
represented the N.S.S. All sections of the' Freethought 
Movement were also represented.

To Correspondents
Thp . . .  the PublishingOft? reethINKER will be forwarded direct f r  .» . Q ne year,

t f ?  «  die following rates (Home aid AbroM)

h  ) (ln,UXA-’ ha,f-year■ bus Z " Uana*er 01the J ° r l',erall‘re should be sent to the Bus■ W£ j ,  ana
Z  f ,0r er 41. Grays Inn Road. London.

. to t/le Editor. , , ?a s  S at this
>  Notices should reach the Secretary of the N. • •

C0tf  U‘ by Fr‘day morning. . , Dt the paper
oZPOnd,ents are requested to write on on*nssible.■ and to make their letters as brief as p

Lecture Notices, Etc.
If. Outdoor s n m •

^anch N.S.S. (Castle Strect).-Every Sunday,
>, srs- Barker and Mills. Pverv week-

dayhef er Branch N.S.S. (Dcansgate Bomb Site). E Sunday. 
j y- 1p.m.: Messrs. Woodcock and Barnes.

*  Platt Fields’ a Lcf rC- Pond Hampstead Heath).- Ev?r,London Branch (White Stone Pond, H l
• Sunday. Noon: F. A. Ridley.

Branch N.S.S. 
«nalySÿï '• 6-45 p.m. : H. 1.

I n d o o r  
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Jf-Cn Discussion 
I 0reignV “c«*ay. idiof ¡ J 1 ollcy-

Institute). — Sunday, 
Searle, “ Christianity Psycho-

Circle (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
November 3 :  M . M it c h e l l . "American

na'l. RoaUiS?lon Group, South Place Ethical Society (Conway 
1 ,en<Tal v on Square, W.C.l).—Friday, October 30, 7-15 p.m.: 
'■eic,.,, ' IJ|scussion.
C V e c u l  
ldeaf?bcr I

N<
inUh

Tobacco- Pros and Cons.” 
lar Society (Humberstone Gate)

otti,,,
Cosmopolitan Debating Society (Technical College,

6-30 p.m.: A. H ancock, " T h e
Sunday,  

Moral Economic
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The Prostitution of Religion.”

, Notes and News
"c go fVVlt*1 l*le deepest regret that we have to report as 
'dl l 0 Press the sudden death of Mr. F. C. Watts, the 
? bjrp°'Vn publisher and former Chairman of the Board 
M h„ tors of the R.P.A. Mr. Watts, who was 57, andV  ee“ . . . .  ..................................
*et

lenyL 111 poor health for some time, will probably be
: Acred chipf!  v  uc i l l«  n r io i iv i l  m  1 hi ieVi«r r\f tfi'jf fir»«"mered chiefly as the original publisher of that fine 

ritcij’c ,c Thinker's Library. Mr. Watts made a regular 
attending the annual dinners of the N.S.S., and 

■r'°Us ^  to bring about mutual co-operation between the
V k Secti°ns of the British Freetliought Movement. 

Sell'? days of Bradlaugh the name of Watts has been a 
¡Up °*d word in Rationalist circles, and no one can.. v̂ iv. .>1 . »UVIV/MU.IOI VM VIVO, UUU HU V/HV UHll

r^hal t*1e extent °F die induence exercised by the 
Works as well as by the-cheap reprints issued and 

eiJ by tllc R.P.A. with which the name of Watts will

In reply to our correspondent, Joseph Jack; The dogma 
that “ outside the Church there is no salvation ” (“ extra 
ecciesiam nulla salus datur ”), is the official dogma of both 
the Roman and Greek (“ Orthodox ”) Catholic Churches. 
It was so taught by Saint Augustine and Saint Thomas 
Aquinas, the leading theologians of the Latin Church, and 
is explicitly stated in the creed named after the Eastern 
Father, Saint Athanasius. The term “ Church ”, however, 
has never been exactly defined; e.g., some Roman theolo
gians claim that, over and above the “ Visible Church ” in 
communion with Rome, there is an “ Invisible Church ” 
which consists of people who do not know the Christian 
Revelation, but live moral lives according to their belief. 
Such people, declared Pope Pius the 9th, who can plead 
“ invincible ignorance ” of Christianity can be saved by 
living according to the “ Natural Law ” of God which they 
do know.

This seems to be the present belief amongst, at least, 
educated Roman Catholics. For example, the present Pope 
recently excommunicated an American Jesuit, the Rev. Fr. 
Leonard Feeney, for continuing to teach that all 11011- 
Catholics are necessarily damned as such. As far as we 
know, however, it is still the dogma of the Roman Catholic 
Church that all who knowingly reject Catholic Christianity 
are damned. This presumably includes Protestants upon 
the time-honoured ecclesiastical adage that “ the heretic is 
worse than the infidel.” We are afraid that, in any case, 
there is absolutely no hope for bonafide atheists and for 
members of the National Secular Society!

Our readers will be glad to be reminded that Mr. Joseph 
McCabe is lecturing for the West London Branch on 
Sunday, November I. Mr. McCabe needs no introduction 
from us for lie has been vigorously attacking religion for 
nearly 60 years. We trust that he will have a good 
audience.

At Oxford, Mr. H. Cutner on November 4 is addressing 
the Heretics Club on the Myth Theory of Jesus. This is, 
perhaps, the first time that the greatest of all heresies is 
being discussed at this famous university so long known 
as the headquarters of Christian theology. We hope it will 
provoke a vigorous discussion.

Owing to difficulties of various kinds the Pioneer Press 
has been until recently unable to launch out with a new 
printing programme. We are pleased to announce, there
fore, that a number of pamphlets and books are being 
considered which should interest and stimulate old and new 
readers. The new edition of The Bible Handbook is selling 
extremely well, and the printing of our recent articles on 
Robert Taylor into a booklet is proceeding apace. We 
have had numerous requests for this, and it was time 
justice was done to such a remarkable Freethinker. In 
addition, we are preparing an excellent pamphlet on the 
Marriage Question from a secular point of view by Mr. 
C. G. L. Du Cann, who is a barrister with an unrivalled 
knowledge of his subject.
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The Delusions of Spiritualism—4
By H.

READING Mr. Arthur Findlay’s Where Two Worlds 
Meet makes jne wonder why it is that when spirits com
municate with us, even through an “ honest ” medium like 
Mr. John Sloan, we should get such a mass of—I must 
say it—silly inanities.

Open this book anywhere, and you find the spirits full 
of “ God bless you’s,” full of “ How are you getting on?”, 
full of Indian chiefs spouting incredible bilge in mostly 
perfect English learnt (of course) without any difficulty in 
Etheria; and everybody is so often ready to start the 
Doxology—which, for some reason, I simply cannot 
fathom, is considered a must by all the Sloan spirits.

Mr. Findlay, fortified with all this gibberish, tells us that 
“ all who study the absorbing and all embracing subject 
called Spiritualism, come to the conclusion that there are 
worlds of different density surrounding and interpenetrat
ing our globe.” Well, I have “ studied ” spiritualism, and 
I have certainly not come upon this illuminating discovery. 
Nor, for that matter, have 1 come across a scrap of evidence 
in any spiritualist work, and this includes Mr. Findlay’s, 
that anything like he describes “ interpenetrates ” our 
world or any other world. It is true that Mr. Findlay 
talks learnedly of “ thinking in terms of vibration,” but 
what this means 1 haven’t the ghost of an idea.

What 1 know about this world is based on experience 
and the theories and speculations of great men—like 
Darwin. He and his followers have—for me—proved 
Evolution and if Evolution be true, then all that Mr. 
Findlay says about “ interpenetrating ” worlds is so much 
hopeless nonsense. He actually believes that the “ myriads 
of men and women ” who had all lived on this earth are 
still alive!

But man has evolved from some lower animals—are 
all these alive? Are dogs and cats and birds who once 
were alive, and died, also still alive? Are tapeworms and 
bugs still alive? One could ask a thousand similar ques
tions, but anybody who reads Where Two Worlds Meet 
and swallows the nonsense poured out by Sloan would 
believe anything. .If Sloan had said bugs were still alive in 
the next “ vibration,” all his followers would believe him.

Mr. Findlay appears to think—for he says so—that his 
“ diagrams” make everything clear. These diagrams make 
nothing whatever clear, except to someone who already 
believes, and even then I doubt whether he is a scrap 
wiser as to “ vibrations.” Mr. Findlay admits “ how 
limited arc our sense perceptions,” but such a geheral 
statement amounts to very little when he adds what “ his 
informants in the Etheric World ” say about “ its vibra
tions.” These “ informants ” are mere figments of Sloan’s 
vivid imagination; while “ clairvoyance” and any “psychic 
photography ” (in both of which Mr. Findlay profoundly 
believes) have never survived any competent investigation. 
Lest lie asks me what I mean by this, I hasten to assure him 
that, as far as I have read about their “ investigations,” 
eminent professors like Crookes and Lodge are more easily 
bamboozled than the average schoolboy. Houdini used to 
look on “ professors ” as godsends when asked to investi
gate his “ physical ” phenomena.

One of the sittings commenced “ with the usual hymn, 
‘Nearer, My God, to Thee,’ ” followed by the Lord’s Prayer 
and—it is hard to believe that this is what Mr. Findlay 
calls evidence—“ a voice from the other side joined in the 
‘ Amen ’.” That such things may appeal to the primitive 
mind of a Salvation Army girl, I do not doubt, but this is 
supposed to be proof that there is an “ Etheric ” world. And 
think of this—“ A voice from the other side said; “ We

CUTNER words
. ,  Ucte

prove nothing scientifically on this side.
once again fail me!

The point to note is that Mr. Findlay is af i r0iog
tha‘

“ officiaf science ” is apathetic “ to all nialtUuen scient'slij 
psychic phenomena.” What does he expect, w  ̂„ js prove“
are bluntly told that nothing “ on the other sid ftherf' 
“ scientifically” ? His book, On the Edge ¡ties-"311“ 
he complains, has been ignored by the Unive anV 
after carefully reading it, I can only say l'ia sCientN
scientific point of view I am not surprised. A ¡̂ilr 
who can read what Sloan reports from the otne - j e|l0y# 
out heartily laughing, should join the Witnesses ^  fltisj 

If Mr. Findlay wants to impress our scientis .̂gcjHy.
be prepared to prove his case for spirits “ ^ nlple,l''?'
He must be prepared to show at once, for 
there are such things as “ psychic” p h o t o g r a p h nlu9 
spirits which (or who) can be photographed. 
prove his theory of “ vibrations ” to the satisfacía nllnib’| 
a body as the Royal Society; and he must pardon but 
of us lesser people if we see nothing in what Sl°a jj.) 
a mass of utter nonsense. (I could use stronger

If Mr. Findlay is angry with scientists, he is .•'ft'1’ 
angry with “ critics ” of Spiritualism. He saLj¡eve!’ 
critic who asserts that everything Spiritualists risti|! 
moonshine, that their superstitious nonsense is ¿ 1I1&1
o f HornncrpH m inds thnt thpv sn ffpr frnm illusions. o $0
they have neither proof nor reason for their beliefs
ignorant and prejudiced that it is impossible f01 '„1  J 

illy.” When 1 read this, coming 1 #think rationally/ __
Spiritualist, I cannot help but think of Swedenborg^ 
not only was a great scientist, but who never apPeJ 
be anything else but a calm, collected reasoner oil 
topic he touched. Yet he wrote hundreds of pag®s \V
most arrant piffle that has ever appeared in Pr'j!netS'' 
claims to have talked with spirits from other P ‘ ^
nif»n an rl u/nmf»n f»YCir*t1v liL#» in 1 it'll1men and women exactly like ourselves in aPPc*; lH| \V
people who lived and died on Jupiter, Venus, etc.. , 
spoke in languages which Swedenborg had not the ■ 
difficulty in understanding. You can take yon' jcS’
believe him or not, as you liked; but the marvels 1 f*lrL- lilt** ’ - . -c

of the thin? wcribed were no more idiotic than some ot me 1
and Mrs. Sloan and their spirit friends can churn
the yard.

I expect what I have said about Mr. Findlay’s two
boo*

will not at all be liked by him, but I have never til'?
little impressed by anything Spiritualistic as y  niJ'J 
incoherent ravings of an almost uneducated work1; ^  31? 
purporting to be the “ medium ” of dead Indian chi ; 
English and Scottish people who have “ passed °ve0j1vi|,j

ujst^
philosophies is genuine

me all the more that when we die, we are dead; ^'Loí1'
the truest of 
Materialism.

all

OUR CATHOLIC FREE PRESS«» m » * m m a * I.nuu vlf1
Mr. Belloc’s articles were grossly personal and Pri? j *Jl. '¡Jt 
ic, and no doubt a great joy and comfort to the faith1 

Wells prepared a scries of articles in reply; and as no °nS tlf ' v 
the public of these Catholic journals seemed to have h ea r^  py

tone

Belloc’s attacks, he oitered them to the editors concer^^ r' 
posing, if necessary, to give the use of this interesting
them without payment. Six articles he asked to have Pu 
in reply to twenty-four. This olfcring was declined very 
by these editors.-" H. G. Wells: Mr. Jiclloc Objects, P-v*

in , )5 K
Pastor Florentino Tornadijo, Valencia, has been gaoled y

PERSECUTION IN SPAIN
and fined £33 for preaching 
Chronicle, September 13, 1953.

Protestantism.—From tld
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In the Steps of St. Bernard
By MALCOLM J. A. STUBBS

f the death of St- year is the eighth centenary 'W nl0nastery at
ernard the first abbot of the Cis c Bernard >s

'-»airvaux. Amongst other things ■ Mother of
«membcred for his ardent devotion lothed in the
0(i- It is his school of mystic's nredominates in 

'niagery 0f the Blessed V irg in— which P oach was 
^Church to-day. His whole relig n t0 under-
°nditioned by the doctrine of believi g

stand: t h e  ~ ~ ~
ft ■ uie converse being true of Be sponsor of 
in,cr. Abelard, who stands out as ,■ tion cf such a 

ividiiahsm at a time when the aPP , ,  s soniewhat 
S 'n e  to the field of theology was regarded as

.nature of a loose adventure. Trintarian views
'though only Abelard’s heterodox oritieS at the 

r ?  ^ndemned by the ecclesiastical aut ^  of the 
uncil of Sens in 1140, it does aPP®a "¡¡cal theology,

^ ^quent emphasis given to Beraar[ \ was implicit m ¡Jat a censure of Abelard’s other ideas

'«ns condemnation. „„rtainlv been a greater
tIJ nnS the last century there has certain y J . this 

'Pjasis on Mary’s role in the Chnstiff \  ^  Almost
H ks a decided victory for the Bernard immaculate
«hundred years ago the dogma added
f tp t io n  was defined, while a further gem

crown in 1951 with the definition of thea*JSs >
Ner J ’0'1- . Although devotion to the Blessed Virgin 
Luin qlU 'dies has always been a distinct mark of the 
NhinenUrĉ .* thc last century has seen even a greater 
c°Urdes Ce ?‘ven to the Marian cult. The evidence of 

>ti
piA' îasm J ~~ ----- 0----- ’ —&*«---™ve witK actsjis a sort of agent provocateur hand in

° Cvo t i0 n ,and Fatima, and in England the now revived 
e!%isjas 0 0Ur Lady of Walsingham, suggests that local 
'°ve ty-51 acts as a sort of agent provocateur hand in 
'rcible ! 1 Right-wing theologians, thus providing a 
The <lr8UIhent for the expediency of a formal definition. 

1 lhc if? frent over-importance attached to Mary’s part 
if Hev emPl'on is not as the Protestant would have

. . . . ....
'Hy (jet Semt-divine mystique; such a development would

bm,r„ac! fcotn her importance as the human exemplar 
virtues, and model of family life as lived

$0n ’ a'i attempt to place the Mother on par with 
Assuming it was wished to give the Blessed 
mi "

s|r(
V|rtu,
'‘e s s , . m  his Apostolic Letter Neminem fugit (1882),

»in. the ' -

ê° X lf0” m‘ncl t0 God or His representative.

— „„via liavt ill Liis- moot n\jiy v i‘£m immici
°d. a remarkable example of love and modesty,

cs - importance of such a pattern of the Christian 
“ 0 lhe Catholic mother. He says : —

• mothers have in the most holy Virgin Motherof

it

An i ^ m is s io n  of mind, and of perfect faith. . .” 
Oft?.Pius XI adds, “ It is fitting that those mothers 
or * 1'r ° Ur a8c who being weary, whether of offspring, 
ob]- .the marriage bond, despise and violate the 
w 'Sations they have assumed should look up to 

' ‘ • who has raised their grave duty of 
is ■ '’erhood to such high nobility.” 

unties ?0rtant to note the emphasis placed on those 
° Pi, ely to confirm the family’s feudal relationship 
FjUs hurch—submission of mind, perfect faith. 

tabiijs AI may have had in mind the family as the 
,i r °f the Divine Society when he said: —
/0 ' ■ if the life of the family, the beginning and the 
R a t i o n  of all human society (italics mine), is 
k, a|ted to this most worthy model of holiness (the 
¡,b|Ssed Virgin), without doubt we shall at length be 
(jse to meet the formidable crisis of evils confronting 

b With an effective remedy.”

The Church, of course, claims to be built on 
foundations and insured against all ill-winds o> 
promise of the Comforter who would lead her into all 
truth. Nevertheless, from the “ worldly ” point of view 
the strength of the Church is proportional to the stability 
of the “ life of the family.”

In that case, it is not so remarkable that the present era 
is delineated as the Age of Mary: however that is, it is 
certainly an age in which the feudal status of the family 
is being challenged. Pius XII was well aware of that 
potential source of danger to the Church, when in his 
allocution to Catholic midwives in October, 1951, he said: 
“ We are faced with the propagation of a body of ideas 
and sentiments directly opposed to serene, deep and 
serious Christian thought.” On the one hand there is 
the Socialist theorist who would, in effect, transfer the 
“ loyalty ” of the family from the Church to the State 
by removing the causes of the family’s economic struggle 
and inequality—conditions regarded by the Church as a 
not unfitting purgatory for the equitable society hereafter. 
On the other hand there is what Pius XII calls the insidious 
danger of “ this refined hedonism,” by which he apparently 
means any morality not based on the Church’s teachings 
on marriage and sex.

* * *
It is not surprising that the contemporary Church, in 

the tradition of St. Bernard’s mystical theology, directs 
the gaze of the faithful to the example of Mary as the 
model of family life, with its corollary—Go and do thou 
likewise. And it is possible that such a pick-me-up may 
go a long way in delaying the medieval family concept 
from the melting-pot.

Correspondence
ROBERT TAYLOR

S ir ,- I have just finished reading the final instalment of Robert 
Taylor—The Devil's Chaplain, by Mr. Cutner, and wish to express 
my appreciation both to Mr. Culner for having written so scholarly 
a contribution to Freethought literature, and to you for having 
published it.

Robert Taylor was a guiding light to me in my researches in 
Christian mythology, especially the mythicist position in regard 
to Jesus. I have his three major works on my library shelf, and 
treasure them as one would rare gems.

May 1 be permitted to suggest that it would add another dis
tinguished book to the long list issued by The Pioneer Press if 
Mr. Cutner's articles were published in book form?

With all good wishes and friendly greetings.—Yours, etc.,
Jack Bcnjamin.

[We arc hoping to publish the Taylor articles shortly in a 
booklet.— E ditor .]

THE NATIONAL AN THEM
Sir,—From the correspondence on “ The National Anthem ” 

I notice there seems to be some uncertainty as to what Free
thinkers should do when it is being played or sung.

In my case I have solved the problem by singing out loud the 
following words substituted by me: —

“ The common people—they 
Need all our help each day,
Their foes to foil.
May they get sense to see 
Where lies their liberty,
That they themselves might free 
From want and toil.”

1 hope that my own solution may suggest to others to do like
wise by substituting their own words for the nauseating cant in 
the “ National Anthem.”—Yours, etc., N. Casscl,
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TOLERATION 7
—Mr. John O’Hare’s letter in your issue dated October 16 
a very contused idea in my mind of what he is advocating, 

course it is incumbent on all Freethinkers to be tolerant, 
.ere must be limits to this. Mr. O’Hare talks of increasing

_ 'N.S.S. membership by including the orthodox and the un
orthodox. The orthodox in what? If you admit enough people 
who arc not Freethinkers, then it will no longer be a society of 
Freethinkers. As for the ugly names whose use he so much 
deplores—surely we don’t apply them to all those who disagree 
with us, but we must maintain firmly that they are wrong in their 
beliefs or ideas.

Talk of tolerance is all very well. Are we to tolerate such 
bestial behaviour as that depicted in this week’s article on the 
happings in Colombia?

We must stand for enlightened opinion and against ignorance 
and false teaching. Yes, by all means be considerate towards the 
dupes, but I cannot see that we should entertain the same feeling 
towards the organisations which arc spreading the darkness and 
confusion.—Yours, etc., W. M aybank.

TRUTH AND TOLERANCE—WHICH FIRST?
Sir,—It is recorded that Jan Huss, the Bohemian reformer, when 

on his way to the stake, where he was burned alive by his tellow- 
Christians (who went back on their promised safe-conduct), noticed 
a peasant woman add one stick to the pile of faggots. He is 
reported to have smiled, and to have murmured “ Sancta 
Simplicitas ” (Holy Simplicity) before addressing himself to his 
cruel death. He was a true Christian, exercising the Christian 
virtues of humility, forgiveness, and tolerance.

Nevertheless, 1 do not think that I am entirely wrong, who never 
at any time have been a Christian, nor possessed these virtues to 
any marked extent, in placing more emphasis on seeking truth and 
loving "justice and mercy. And, arising out of that search and that 
love, in fighting for those precious things, neither giving nor asking 
quarter. Had 1 lived in Huss's day and learned that the old 
peasant had been killed by irate followers of Huss, I should have 
shaken my head; uttered a perfunctory “ Deplorable and, when 
alone, shrugged my shoulders. That’s the sort ol unregenerate 1 
am; and I am sure that the Founder Fathers of our N.S.S., 
Bradlaugh and Foote, would never have built up our militant body 
by thinking more of tolerance than truth. They may have dwelt 
in the dark-age of gaslight and hansom cabs, but it was a more 
manly age than the present age of gas and gaiters—bishops 
gaiters!

1 wonder if some of our newer readers and members arc 
unaware of the Society’s motto, “ We Seek for Truth." Those 
who ignore and hinder our search are ever our enemies, and we 
must have at them.—Yours, etc.,

Bayard S im m ons.

CURRENT FALSEHOODS
S ir ,—As Freethinkers we are allowed to think, to speak and to 

write freely about warmongery, false Democracy and false 
Christianity. Of course always we are responsible for what we do.

Russo-Japanese war 1903-1904, two World Wars, war in Korea 
and many intrigues, revolutions, dethronings, bloodshed and 
crooked business to prepare the wars was Anglo-Saxon and 
Russian handiwork—I mean Russia Czarist and Russia Com
munist. During two World Wars Yanks sold war materials to 
both fighting sides. Their cruel business needed longer war and 
bigger bloodshed to sell their war materials dearer. Where was 
American Christianity and Christian Organisations Yanks sent to 
foreign countries? It was false Christianity contrary to teachings 
of Jesus who was humanist and Lord of Peace, whose coming was 
announced hy singing angels telling that with coming of Christ 
there will be glory to God, Peace on our earth and goodwill to 
people.

In 1945, in Potsdam, Anglo-Saxon Diplomat Christians 
annexed to godless Red Russia, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, 
Chehia, Hungary, Rumania, Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, Albania, 
Eastern Germany and part of Austria. Is it true Democracy to 
deliver so many free countries to Russian slave-dealers?

I do not say that British Empire is a slave-camp, but it is true 
that British Empire helped Roosevelt and Truman to add to 
Russian slave camps 75 million people with Uranium mines, oil, 
grain, etc. Annexed countries give millions of slaves to 
tremendous Soviet War Industry including Atomic and Hydrogen 
Industry in Russia and in satellites. Ships loaded with raw 
materials and machinery to produce arms and other war materials 
are leaving many countries for Soviet countries. Ships arriving 
with Soviet goods in Christian Democratic countries. Christian 
Democrats know that goods were produced by unhappy slaves, 
but true Democracy has nothing to do with slavery, and holy 
ideas of true Christianity were against slavery in ancient Roman 
Empire.

To-*» WJ
•ing by 1 5 5
re are n«
■n Russ'»

■"“ .“ '“iis, our in nusiness tney cto not exist- ¡̂g bus---
be strong enough to start war, then there wtll^J (hat war»^

I o start war it is necessary to have two sides.̂
crooks are pre

restrictions, but in business they do8not exist. Whenh^u£usinesJ

•— . ™ i  wai it is necessa ry  to n ave  iw u  - -  ¡ng d) t ’. j  
mongers, black-marketeers and crooks are Prot , hpre are n}ur j i  
sent to Soviet countries. To sell the goods deareM ^^ Russia.'

■ r wa[mongers in their own countries. Yanks say if . Kor«»1- 
is the best business time, and war, even on small scale 
greatly decreased unemployment in U.S.A. . ctrnV nations- 

Believing Christians say: " When God wants to destri.
M u/n CS th9m mindless fools." . .ugn such

When wartime business is necessary to improve 11,, ...volutin11; 
usiness may end with nation-wide trouble we call -« ailJ 
ccause over-taxation of hardworking people has ongers." 

Yours -TcCrC always to makc for handful of wa-rmLl„AKS.

USEFUL QUOTATIONS ,.  . .,rest yd* 
s ir ,— Here are a couple of paragraphs that might mu- 

readers:— orts311
Don’t do os / do . . . The Times of September 9f rep ..,hJ| 

address by the Pope to some geneticists; he told „ -flu1 
Christian morality rejects not only sterilization but - • • castr-y 
is something new. How long did the Vatican practise t JS. | 
tion of boys to preserve their soprano voices? For L j
° r was it longer? And is it still done? -mi# I
..Medievalism in the Vatican. The same report 
hat the Pope asked the geneticists always to bear ■ yei--

fundamental difference between the animal and vegetal), -|h>'■.I.« /-»trier* , ,u!i>

also P ' f A i
in

on the one hand, and the world of man on the other„.. ,iiv utiv n a n u ,  a u u  m e  w u n u  u i  m a n  cm» »-•- - afld . a
alleged fundamental difference disappeared long “fc jS api 
replaced by the unity of all living organisms. The rull|ikd) ,,j 
a century behind the times. It is in the last degree  ̂  ̂ snlj|cW U I 1 1 V J .  I I  lO  111 I I 1 U  l U O k ----- o  rt hi  * ‘

the Pope’s nonsense will produce anything other than ‘g[ATi:K- 
incredulity.—Yours, etc. W-

S ir
CRITICS OF FREETHOUGHTl i x i i i l .3  u r  r K E t i n u u u n »  pen11'1 .k

—Whilst it shows magnanimity on your part w v  p0r a 
use of your columns to a professional religious apolofc ^¡ist f, 
purpose of advertising his wares to unbelievers, anflcy, C- v 
may commend the temerity and enthusiasm of the ’ness . 
Paris, we can hardly compliment him upon his astu cjilil 
perspicacity. It would appear that the Rev. G. M. "a/-stic;ta', ,ii 
very young and inexperienced, or very naive and unsopm . »'h1 j 

It is a great pity that in something like one-tb"' ®' pad*.( 
page of your issue of October 2, the Rev. gentleman a? . ,
cannot make a more convincing apologetic for his ka,‘lfoW SC  
has managed to do. It is not surprising that you a yauFv 
to apologetics of this calibre. After reproving Mr. W- /y {|lC FU 
for misquoting and misinterpreting the Holy Scriptures, f 
gentleman goes on himself to presume to re-interpret wh1̂ 
strict alignment with all Roman Catholic propagan®1 ’ jpan f 
couldn't possibly allow the Blessed Virgin to have m® . pic-1 j 
One and Only Son, the Rev. gentleman says that we ufliC' 
read " cousins ” for “ brothers.” But why should we a 
accept at Mr. Paris’s suggestion, that the New Testamen *v 
used the wrong term, or didn’t know that James and J , 
“ cousins ” and not “ brothers ” of the Lord? . jjlfd'Ji

It is, of course, easy to suggest that two or three ^  P‘ 
accounts of an event which happened at a distant aavUe* ■y' 
contradict each other, when neither one nor the other n jfti’L 
specific and definite proposition. Of course, the. worn ¿v , 
does not specify precisely how long after one event an0 %ii L, 
happened, but does not the onus devolve upon those pni1-

th*

specific and definite proposition.• ■■ - - iu»»-h.
„„„ ......_ ............ vv,u„v „r ........ -SC

a story around, to give us something more than the^}’-1̂  p/
8 
ir

took place, who were the witnesses, where is their sworn

-•  * j  v. i ̂  w . f i  » w v.o ^ ...w ......a  " iy ,v  11,11,1 y--. [Vi* '.¡il!1
of a highly improbable proposition? Will the Rev. |¿v¡l;l11 
tell your readers precisely when, where and how the y1 
involved in the Ascension of Jesus and the Assumpt|on sfiil# 
took place, wlio were the witnesses, where is their sworn 1 
and what is to-day's value of such testimony? ,

It would appear that Freethinkers are not alone in mC c|aL| 
gance of their claims. I note that the Rev. G. M. It ' r», to.pimore than one thousand million fellow Christians, 
be interesting to learn just where these 1 ,000,000,000 aj.

icnt. I trust the Rev. gentleman wn . ¡fit
v,nre »'“

, I11'
found at this moment. . ..  ....... - -----  0—  -----  ;l
a challenge on this point and show us in detail where 
Christians arc... ..... j yVll’’ . 1-

I wonder if the Rev. G. M. Paris would care to deal u, 
following questions re the Resurrection story? 1. I* J (jc*#*) 
in the flesh after the Resurrection, just how had he jS ¡c 
possessed of the clothes which he presumably wore when -L 
friend Mary Magdalen mistook him for a gardener? . yl'Li 
expressly told that the grave clothes were still in the ton ■- .
angels were guarding them. 2. If Jesus was in the " SP" (CriJ 1 
the Resurrection, what was the exact duration of the ma 
tion, and where did the unclothed body get to?—Yours^
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