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s'nce the era of Voltaire, the the atten-
"r|gms of Christianity has increasingly  ̂ critical con- 
,IOn °f scholars and has been the obj and there
S«sy. Broadly speaking, there have.^ ols 0f thought 
f  are, two fundamentally opposed s e n o ^  histoncai 
y. view the whole problem of tne which are
> " s  of Christianity front points of vi®tectly opposed. ‘
Attain 

the
Ch:

front 
On the 

ine scholars who 
attached to the

°nc hand, 
tin _

r'stian Churches defend

origins. For some years past he has been veering 
towards the political Left and towards the Marxist view 
outlined above. In his new book he writes avowedly as a 
Marxist rather than as an “ orthodox ” Rationalist—if we 
may be allowed this “ Irishism.” Here he gives us, for 
the first time in English, as far as we know, the complete 
Marxist “ Outline of History,” as far as Christian origins

are concerned. It is this basic
-V IEW S and O P I N I O N S -

.,IC sunpr„ ueienu
y  r S f Ural origin of 
ir°m aii  ̂°n> as distinct
COn̂ uen?.Val creeds. and,
V  »  Vicw the
°r,ginsPI„ eni of Christian 
âturaj h^?lnst this super- 

s' the g r o u n d .  Where- 
•° reie t °  non'Christian or anti-Christian scholars

critical in •tl?is al*eged supernatural basis pursue their 
ere nuT irieS 0n l'ie assumption that Christian origins 

} stum1/  human in character and must, accordingly, 
hhenoni ed in the same way as any other historical 

enon. There are, of course, variations in both 
Cfitî i ^aristian “ modernists,” who accept some of the 
îDcii conclusions of Rationalist scholars, and what are 

att'ept es called “ reverent ” Rationalists, who appear to 
1 lc$e ar°nie °f the Christian conclusions! But, broadly, 
question6 l^e lwo fundamental schools of thought on the 

°f the origins of Christianity.

Ai ;rd vicw
'¡cularrecent years, with the rise of Socialism and, in par-

Christian Origins—  
A Marxist View

- B y  F .  A . R I D L E Y  -

fact, rather than even its 
own intrinsic merits, which 
constitutes the real origin­
ality of this important 
book (cf. The Origins of 
Christianity, Lawrence and 
Wishart, 81, Chancery 
Lane, W.C. 1; 21s.).

Since the learned author’s 
work presupposes through - 

and social philosophy, it is

PiimV,Slnce the Russian 
teJroiri sociological, view 
ftluljjy rationalistic in its

I \

Revolution (1917), a third, 
has emerged which, whilst 
critical conclusions, differs 

''a n̂ 1'0 traditional view of Rationalism in laying emphasis 
’he a„ s°cial, rather than upon the theological causes for 
°f viSearance of the Christian religion. From this point 
l|,'Port- ’ whilst religious and theological views played an 
’I'ich dnt Part in formulating the new approach to religion 
^ e v e n tu a lly  took shape in the Christian Church, its 

K cause is to be found in the social sphere and in 
H  rV'{ conflicts of the Roman world amid which the 
\  ij^ttgion first arose. From its close association with
"f vj"as derived from Karl Marx, we may term this point
Ori,view

'Suis gcnerically, as the “ Marxist ” view of Christian

An p
)'|1e*1 k I* Marxist

'1 |>X above point of view with regard to Christian origins 
ArC|V essed in an important book just published by Mr. 
sPeaiCj a‘d Robertson, an English or, at least, English- 
lian 'n8!—Marxist scholar. Mr. Robertson, who, like so 
\cif “ excellent radicals in both Church and State, is him- 
*he u clerical stock, has been a regular contributor to 
V ^ttonttlist Press (both with a large “ P ” and a small 

"'eluding The Freethinker, for many years past, 
V ?till a regular speaker at Conway Hall, “ The Laurie 
l!i, ajs and other centres of Freethought propaganda. He 

1 " recognised authority on the subject of Christian

out a coherent historical 
necessary to know what this philosophy is.

The Marxist View of Religion
Basically, Marxism holds that what is primary is the 

“ struggle for existence.” both natural and social: 
“ Primuin vivere, deinde philosophare ” (“ First keep 
alive, and then philosophise ”), as a medieval “ Marxist 
before Marx ” summarised it. In a world divided into 
competing states and rival classes, ideas can only survive 
and exercise influence in accordance with their utility in 
and for the prosecution of these fundamental struggles. 
This applies also to religious ideas which, in a pre- 
scientific age, often become the appropriate vehicles for 
contemporary social and political struggles. Religions, 
accordingly, rise or fall with the classes, the ideas which 
they embody. Mr. Robertson considers Christian origins 
strictly in accordance with this fundamental Marxist 
thesis.

“ The First Revolutionary Literature ”
Historically, Christianity originally emerged as a Jewish 

“ heresy” : “ What is true in the New Testament isn’t 
new, and what is new isn’t true,” as the Jewish rabbis still 
put it. But Judaism itself had a long history prior to the 
Christian era. According to our author, the name, “ Israel,” 
first appears in an Egyptian inscription of 1223 n.c.— 
a respectable antiquity of which few modern stales can 
boast! Without going back as far as that, Mr. Robertson 
accepts the historicity of, at least, the later Kings of Israel 
and Judah, a view, perhaps, unduly conservative and 
which some critical scholars might query. In pursuance of 
his social thesis, our author finds the secret of the religious 
evolution of the Jews in their political and social struggles: 
whilst llie Jewish priesthood, like most priesthoods, was 
conservative and allied with the ruling classes, the 
exploited masses found their champions and mouthpieces 
in the plebian prophets, who preached a return to the 
primitive equality of the desert and denounced the luxury 
and extortions of the priests and kings. Mr. Robertson 
describes the prophetic literature as “ the first revolu­
tionary literature in history.” Judaism, which emerged 
only after the Babylonian exile (586-38 u.c.), represents a
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final compromise between priests and prophets, and our 
Old Testament is “ edited ” from this point of view.

The Messiah versus the Roman Empire
1 he troubles of the Jews did not end in Babylon. Upon 

their return to Palestine they were subjected, successively, 
to the Persian. Greek and Roman Empires. The tyranny 
of the Pagan Greek king, Antiochus Epiphanes (second 
century n.c.), produced the Maccabean revolt, and Israel 
became independent for about a century, only to be finally 
conquered by the Roman Empire, which, despite repeated 
efforts to shake off its yoke for two centuries (63 n.c.— 
135 a.d.), proved eventually too strong for the Jews. Out 
of these national and social struggles was born the idea 
of the Messiah, the Liberator-King; out of them, also, the 
originally Jewish heresy was born, which circumstances 
and the interplay of social and religious forces afterwards 
transformed into the world-religion of Christianity.

“ The Jesus of History ”
Our English Marxist is not a “ mythicist.” Like his 

German predecessor, Karl Kautsky, he believes that there 
was an historic Jesus, who was crucified by the Roman 
governor. Pontius Pilate, probably as the leader of “ the 
insurrection” to which our Gospel of Mark still refers. 
But in the tremendous drama of Christian origins, the 
“ Jesus of History,” as presented by the Marxist historians, 
Kautsky and Robertson, is not much more than a dummy 
figure; a titular figurehead rather than the actual founder 
of the religion named after him. It seems a little difficult 
to imagine why, and how, so obscure a figure should have, 
subsequently, such a central role ascribed to him. How­
ever, that is a matter for Mr. Robertson, who learnedly 
“ refutes ” those who do not accept the hypothesis of a 
personal Jesus. No doubt, some of the sayings and doings 
in our Gospels were actually said and done by someone', 
but, even where historical, the figure portrayed in the 
Gospels is, surely a composite character, made up partly 
of myths and partly of the historical reminiscences of, 
perhaps, a number of contemporary Palestinian would-be 
Messiahs, a type of which there was no lack at this time. 
However, we will leave Mr. Robertson his Jesus, at least 
for the rest of this article.

Paul and Christ
Christianity, as world history knows it, represents a 

fusion carried out over a period of time, and completed 
by about the end of the second century, between Gnostic 
theologians, who believed in a divine Christ but not in 
an historical Jesus, and “ Messianist” Jewish heretics 
who believed in an historical Jesus, but not in a divine 
Christ; the Catholic Christ of the Creeds, “ perfect God 
and perfect Man,” represents the final formulation of this 
fusion. From the social point of view, even more impor­
tant to our author’s thesis, the Gnostics opposed revolution, 
did not advocate the millenial kingdom on earth, and were 
prepared to “ render unto Cresar the things that were 
Ciesar’s,” or, briefly, to ally themselves with the Roman 
Empire, and to renounce the Messianic Kingdom, that 
ancient version of “ the Dictatorship of the Proletariat ” 
with which, according to our author, Christianity had 
actually started.

Paul versus the Apocalypse
Both the Gnostic and the Messianist points of view 

can still be discerned in our New Testament, albeit 
“ edited ” in the interests of what later became orthodoxy. 
The supreme representative of Christian Gnosticism is 
Paul, whom our author regards as an historical figure who 
wrote at least the nucleus of most of the Epistles ascribed 
to him. From the latter proposition many Rationalist
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critics, including the present writer. w°u' the 
would appear more probable that the Epistles ^  nanie 
of a group of Gnostic theologians who adop some 
of a famous early Christian missionary, ot . . are no' 
authentic reminiscences — besides some^m*- ^ s0 we--*—** viv iviiiuiievviivve uvoiuve ------
authentic!—are preserved in our Book of Acn 
think that our Marxist author rather over-es-estimates the

wlm, were.
a f w ln  Soclal role of the Pauline writers, . • nS. 
Thm, S’ mySt!cal theologians and not socialist p^' * 
Though, no doubt, the net effect of their writing 
much as he describes it, c E r l l y .  the “
Point of view was expressed without ambiguity 
bnt°CayPXu whlch has been termed “ John’s night f 
but may be more accurately described as a 
of th aSa.lnst the Roman Empire. From the , (0St 
eventmn, nva' points of view the Christian Church 5  
eventually. But it seems a little difficult to irnagi'ie 
hey ever wanted to join forces.

Hie Catholic Church and the Roman Empire olUl !
Anyway they did fuse and, by the end of the *  ()( 

century, when Christianity emerges fully into the W  ¡, 
history, we find a Church recognisably similar to w J , ,  ! 
has been ever since, social conditions in t h e .J J ^ I  
Empire our author insists, had prepared the way U 0f i 
new religion, particularly the final failure of a set** I 
¿ L r , rebel i?™«, 'he last of which was led by the f  (l, , 
Spartacus (73-71 n.c.), which forced the beaten sIa% i  
seek salvation in the next world, and it was to them pf 
Christianity first appealed: the cross, the instru«®*L|| 
this-world torture, became the symbol of neX|^ en() 
emancipation—a psychological masterpiece! From th ,, 
p i n  CmSCC°,nd century- where The Origins of Ch»W 
ends, the ultimate victory of the Church was assure«

An Important Thesis vh3'c J
An important thesis, from which, with 

criticisms, there is much to be learned. The Mat** 0f t1; 
is fortunate in having as its champion a membe .  ̂
leisured class able to formulate it! Needless to 
Robertson writes with all the lucidity which we ha 
to expect from this distinguished author.

Our Greatest Need
The World’s great need is Fellowship, 

When all, as Comrades true,
Will live, not only for themselves,

But for their fellows, too.
While Nature sheds her gifts around.

The aim of all should be,
.That these, and Labour’s due reward.

Arc shared with Equity.
“ Do as you would be done unto ”

For long has firmly stood.
With meaning clear—to will, and do.

To others, only good. ti
To “ Love our neighbours as ourselves. 

To try to helpful be.
Will banish discord, pave the way 

To human harmony.
Though hard to “ Love our enemies,”

A lesson we may learn.
By kindly act, an enemy,

Into a friend may turn.
To men and nations this applies.

And may. in time, give birth 
To what we mostly need to-day 

Goodwill and peace on earth.
C. E. RATCLl
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ft Worker Priests ”  and Catholie Power
are obliged to the Editorial Board of_ ^
Permission to reprint this article.-- . ¡n q-ie last 

T has been the policy of the Cathohe ^ cn in the
êntury to encourage workers to take a te catholic
ra{fe union movement, either by f01111.1.1?? existing unions, 
Juans as in France, or by working with ,■ workers, 
but."i addition having an association of catttoi 
ls >n this country. t war France to
J h"> policy has been intensified in P«*1 {or the
e extent of forming a special seminary was lo set

^ rP°se of training “ worker priests w kmen within the 
P. catholic communities of industria emselves.” "°  
"oal forms they had already created r factories in an 
'send these “ worker priests ” took j 1 ,ustriil worker.
"mP' to identify themselves with th were faced with 

u ,r<’m the beginning, however, the p  ̂ ■ other workers 
W difficulties as having to participa hierarchy, and
activities which were frowned uPon . y t being beaten up 

"ch eventually culminated in two p , iniunists in an " ^e police when demonstrating with com. 
aati-Ridgeway rio t” last May. consequences have

nK • ,s Wcident and the possib ¡n the Vatican.bv'ously been the subject of much thought C'lst VVPpP *’ -■ »H WgpT, . ^  3 U U JC C I  VI  l l iU f . i l  II IUUJJII I  Ml

of the Sacred^ P°pe’ through Cardinal Pizzardo, Prefect

ia(torLCOntinu‘ng w'th their policy of taking jobs in
College of Seminaries, formally forbade the

\eiainles with the order that the preachers of the Limoges 
Th;ary sh°uld be sent back to their dioceses.

Frin ,l ac.tion has caused more than a flutter among the 
Wer ' 0 .hierarchy and even among those bishops who 
c o n ic a l  of the scheme in its origin. Tlie leading 

Papers have also been expressing doubts as to the 
/"ess of the move. It is difficult, however, to really 

n0o S.the - •
S T ®  °F fhe move.
n°cjthth®e
Policv °i5. will openly express strong criticism of the Pope’s

1. extent of the opposition because of the fact that
• 'Cy. -p, r~Y.‘J
™o>i(le 1 “c catholic review

is
eVer

T0. f Oes. as Far as any when it says: 
'day it seems that the who!

Actualité Religieuse dans le

at stake whole future of the experiment 
The Church will be judged. We must, how-VI 1 ■ ' - ' “ U l V - l l  m i l  U W  j U U U , V U .  "  v  U 1 U J V )  » I V T t

°Ur a« r® that as far as human eyes can see, it is perhaps
1. “St nh-j«— .1. . • ■ , /  j -

We chance that is in danger of disappearing.
V i l V ^ t  measure the consequences of this collapse. It 
!°r u,_ above all a profound discouragement, not only
f̂ thoifc ■Vor-Hing class
>infi tr

but for all classes. How many 
ntellectuals and indeed unbelievers are not fol-Win ............a n u  m u c t u  u i i u c n w v c i a  a i t  h u e  j u r

fortfi t| ^ls g0" attempt with the deepest sympathy? Hence- 
notL-ere would be a dangerous temptation to say : ‘There 

"liini "lg to be done; the abyss is too deep; Christianity 
i\r . tdach the working class’.”

°f Vje 1 bishop Feltin of Paris gives a more orthodox point 
"tld ;n ,.ln a lecture published in the Semaine Religieuse, 
Fnpg W'cates the arguments that will be adopted__ _____  ___ _____  — r .— by the
lrran 'n the final decision taken after this month’s meeting 
"hb i "elween the Pope and two French Cardinals. 
^ 'shop Feltin says that the priests concerned need 
a  c Prayers and criticism and that the dangers of their 

Were fourfold” : —
I '• Mistaking the character of the missionary aposto- 

which must not be confused with temporal action;
'■ Falling into error as to the idea of the Church hself; b

j T Falling into error as to the law of charity, which 
s( 'he essential law of Christianity (where justice was 
‘ '. stake, and in particular circumstances, and alliance 
v"h members of other denominations might well be 

^¡jht, but it must not become a rule, the Archbishop

T Error about the vocation of the priest, who must

preserve the spirit of obedience and humility and resist 
the temptation of blindly following his personal con­
science, which would produce precisely “ that neo- 
nrotestantism which the Holy Father fears so much.” 
F (M.G. 2/10/53.)

These arguments couched in such careful language are 
familiar to us all, and as we have so often pointed out, bear 
strong resemblance to the arguments advanced by th e , 
pundits of the communist church.

Apart from the fear of the catholic hierarchy that 
“ worker priests ” through their example of collaborating 
with non-catholic workers will give the green light to other 
catholics and so spread the idea that workers should unite 
against the common enemy whatever their creed, it must 
be remembered that the support for the church in France 
largely comes from the middle and the property-owning 
classes. There is little doubt therefore, that if the Pope 
does not decide to completely squash the experiment it will 
be radically altered in form. That it is not worth losing 
the support of the money classes to risk the slightest sym­
pathy being established between communist and catholic 
workers will undoubtedly be the decision of the Pope.

From the anarchist point of view such a decision would 
be all to the good. The longer workers go on believing 
that the Church is concerned with their welfare the harder 
is our task to convince them that when the Church speaks 
of “ getting among the workers ” it is not for moral or 
humanitarian reasons but to further the power of the 
Catholic Church. R-M.

BOOKS AND PAMPHLETS 
FOR ENQUIRING MINDS

By Chapman Cohen
PAMPHLETS FOR THE PEOP1.E. The celebrated 
series of eighteen pamphlets bound in one volume. A 
complete introduction to frccthought, with clear 
exposures of the commonest religious errors and 
fallacies. 5s. Postage 3d.
THOMAS PAINE, PJONEER OF TWO WORLDS. The 
life and work of a great “ knight errant of humanity.”

Is. Postage Hd.
Hy II. Cutner

WHAT IS THE SABBATH DAY? An examination of 
the historical and social aspects of a pious fraud imposed 
by clerics and upheld by bigots. Is. 3d. Postage 2d.

By Col. R. G. Ingcrsoll
ROME OR REASON. The great American Freethinker's 
reply to Cardinal Manning's defence of Roman 
Catholicism. Still the most powerful condemnation of 
totalitarian religion. Is. Postage 2d.

By F. A. Ridley
THE EVOLUTION OF THE PAPACY. A survey of the 
origins, history and development of the most dominant, 
unscrupulous and menacing of all Christian institutions.

Is. Postage 2d.
SOCIALISM AND RELIGION. The rise and fall of the 
Gods as seen through Socialist eyes. 6d. Postage lid.

Order from
TIIF, PIONEER PRESS,

41, Gray's Inn Road, London, W.C. I

Come to FREEDOM BOOKSIIOI*, 27, Red Lion Street, 
W.C. 1, for “ Freedom,” the Anarchist weekly, Anarchist 
books and pamphlets, and good selection of second-hand 
books. Post orders given immediate attention. Send for 
book lists and specimen copy “ Freedom.”
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This Believing World
Town Councils all over the country will have had the 

shock of their lives. They will have read that Chelsea 
voted against beginning their meetings with prayers! Even 
the explosion of an atom bomb near by could hardly 
cause a bigger shock. As one pious Councillor, Mr. 
R. C. Duncan, said, “ I think it fitting that we should ask 
for guidance ”•—he ought to have said “ Divine ” guidance 
—and no doubt he feels the necessity. But we are glad 
that at last one Town Council has the pluck to reject the 
farce of prayer to a God who never does anything, and 
whose “ guidance ” is a myth. Let us hope that other Town 
Councils—and Parliament—will follow suit.

Methodists still appear to be living in the 18th century. 
For example, we have Dr. Soper who does not like horse 
racing—we wonder whether he plays cards or goes to a 
theatre?—“ wishing ” that the Royal Family would not 
go to horse races. It’s a pity that he cannot launch a 
furious attack (like John Knox) on some of the other things 
they do—like playing polo on a Sunday. But he sadly 
has to admit that there are other Methodists who do not 
share his views on gambling to give one instance. But 
for heaven’s sake don’t call Dr. Soper a kill-joy, he 
implores. Why not? Are not most Methodists kill-joys 
if they are true Christians?

The IJ.B.C. rarely misses a chance to bring to the radio 
a religious speaker who has been attending some religious 
Conference. A Mr. J. M. Todd, for instance, attended a 
“ peace ” one the other week at Altenburg in Germany, 
convened by Roman Catholics, and he told us how 
enthusiastic everybody there was for Peace. One would 
have imagined from the way he spoke that only Roman 
Catholics attending a Conference were really in favour of 
Peace. The sober truth is that at least half the wars which 
devastated Europe in the past were religious wars, and 
Jesus Christ, as the Prince of Peace, was a complete failure. 
Neither he nor his Father (who is generally depicted as 
a God of War) ever did a thing to stop a war. There may 
be ways of preventing future wars, but religion has nothing 
to do with such ways. As most Christians now know.

Nobody could know better than a man of God where 
murderers go to when they die, and when the Rev. E. W. 
Roll. Vicar of All Saints, Battersea, tells us that they all 
go to Heaven, we are bound to believe him—that is, if we 
believe that Heaven is a place and not just a “ state within 
you ” as some naughty Christian Modernists insist. “All 
life is precious to God,” says Mr. Rolt. Which means, of 
course, also the lives of the thousands of Nazi and Fascist 
torturers and murderers. What heavenly meetings they 
will have in Paradise with their former victims!

Ilow heartily some of the pious reviewers on our
national journals hate a Freethoughl work! Here we have, 
for instance, Mr. Edwin Muir in the Observer, reviewing a 
book entitled Man and His Gods by H. W. Smith, admitting 
that the author is “ magnanimous ” when dealing with 
Egyptian and Sumerian beliefs, but when dealing with 
“ modern ” religion -that of the Old and New Testaments 
—“ his mood changes, he detests that religion heartily.” 
He is “ fair” to the Egyptians, complains Mr. Muir, but 
“ unfair ” to Christianity.”

Now all this “ criticism” really means is that it is c|uite 
fair to reject the Egyptian religion but quite “ unfair ” to 
reject the Christian religion as if there really was any 
fundamental difference between the two. And Mr. Muir

Friday, December 4, ll)53

goes on Complaining that Mr. Smith “ does no  ̂sQrt 0f 
to have a religious feeling ” as if this was r i ,Jn l0 coine

thecrime.
a religious feeling” as if this was rciT; '

•— — All we need add is that it is refreshing ^  
across such a book reviewed in such a jolir ’ ,rks are 
Observer for, if at all possible, Freethougm  ̂ and
absolutely shunned by pious proprietors, pious cu*>- . ,ujr 
Pious reviewers alike. We can only hope that Mr- rfbe 
was suitably shocked as he appears to be. And h|S ■ • nSi 
against an author who sees all religions as super 
including Christianity, can be read with a huge snm •

Let’s Tell the World
_ By P. VICTOR MORRIS

OR the past fortnight I have been wearing thc ^
delivered badge of the National Secular Society b,
apels of my jacket and overcoat, and 1 have no ^ c. 

that it can play a useful role in making the mihta11 , b, 
thought movement better known, if it is widely adopt 
members and sympathisers. ,^1

I do not know who first chose the pansy as the^p ee. 
of Freethought, but it came into use amongst Frenc ol)f 
thinkers because the French word pensee (from wluc ^  
pansy is derived) not only means thought but is 
name of the flower. It was a very happy choice , 
symbol that has since gained worldwide accepts.11 ^ 
sometimes wonder if the debased use of pansy that i ^  
so common in Christian England has been spread > l|; 
intentional malice of Jesuitical enemies of Freetn - 
but we ought and can afford to treat it with conten JP^
. Front the accompanying illustration it will be seeni 
m the new badge a departure has been made from Pr e .rl!, 

practice. The one hitherto '' ¡ie 
which has been out of stock f°r ! to 
a time, consisted solely of q P?nScacli 
enable Freethinkers to recognj^ ,(; 
other; but they form so small a i , 
of the population that one or l^ c 
rarely meets another by chance- c. 
N.S.S. Executive Committee, 11 $  

■ , . , , Fore, when considering .re?,,f9
received for badges, decided in favour of somethingT ■ 1 ■ - .i„,;c a ha :,ian1more positive nature. Incidentally, in these days ,ry ■<>• 
like the old one is held to be an article of jewel* 
subject to purchase tax, while the inclusion of v 
relieves the price of this burden. . -ob, ^

It was not without reason that I gave the opi'1 ^ful 
my opening remarks, that the new badge can play 11 j pV* 
role in making militant Frecthought better known- ,t d 
already experienced interested comment as a re .¡¡cii' 
wearing it, and, travelling about London, I have P thf 
larly noticed the younger generation peering to f  e ilif 
details of my badge. It seems to me that we h‘l .̂¡si- 
chance to take a leaf out of the book of the coma1 ^  
sporting, political and religious interests that use ;P 
so consistently. Seeing that masses of people 10 „p- 
opportunity of advertising their spare-time enthu ¡̂r 
their military service, their political affiliations an u0|s- 
religious beliefs and prejudices by the wearing of s>[, ¿J1 
let us tell the world that we have ideas and idea ¡¡sji- 
bind us together, and that the symbol of these is the 1 

The badge is the same size as the illustration- ^lJ 
words “ Freethought ” and “ Secularism ” appear 
on an enamelled dark blue background, the centre 
being in gilt metal with the pansy in relief. It may i» 
either with a lapel-stud or a brooch-pin, and the PrsiagC 
Is. 9d. each, which is the actual factory cost plus P1’
It is not exclusive to N.S.S. members, and I shall b 
pleased to supply orders received from all read®f 
from freethinking and rationalist societies abroad.
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TK  freethinker
' ’ s Inn Road, London, W.C.
-  telephone: Holborn 2601.

Tiie To Correspondents
° f c  ' / / ^ KE,R v‘,'W be forwarded direct from the Publishing 
11 h. (in i i J ° / lowm  rates (Home and Abroad): One year, 

Orders for ¡¡' $3-50); half-year, 12s.; three months, 6s.
IJ,e Pioneer £ tUre sho'dd be sent to the Business Manager of 

, "°t to ¡hr r  r ess’ 41, Gray’s Inn Road, London, W.C.l, and 
iicl“re Nn, ,IOr’
Office bv pr-'l sh°ldd reach the Secretary of the N.S.S. at this 

^respond °y morninS-
°'ffy an/'tu arf  requested to write on one side of the paper 

make their letters as brief as possible.

Lecture Notices, Etc.
Blackly- Outdoor
J  R ,i‘!,nch N.S.S. (Market Place).—Every Sunday, 7 p.m.: 
'̂Heston n 1 WELL-

i *̂essrs it,anch N.S.S. (Castle Street).—Every Sunday, 8 p.m.:
S i r T ®  and MlLLS-diy, | D “inneh N.S.S. (Deansgate Bomb Site).—Every week- 
, P.m a* 'ri, Messrs. Woodcock and Barnes. Every Sunday, 
%h Loph att Fields> a Lecture.
x,Sundav n Branch (White Stone Pond, Hampstead Heath).— 

no»n: L. Ebury.
day, i ,n3 Bfanch N.S.S. (Old Market Square).—Every Thurs-1J n.m • t  \ * a a____Pm .: T. M. Mosley.

Branch N.S.S.

Politics.’'

Indoor 
(Mechanics’f̂ord

uecemK _
.Ad W05,r,6̂ 6;5? P-m-: F. A. Ridley (President N.S.S.), “ Romecotity,, r a

Institute). — Sunday,

ÿ.C ii discussion Circle (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
r  ' ‘ “

Sr”rv Uemocrat.”
i ' ll'n □ "rTuesday, December 8, 7 p.m.: Ashton Burall, ' ‘‘ Oii 
‘Uni. * 3 Democ ”

Lii discussion Group (Conway Hall 
, A  December 4, 7-15 
l-ciCcs| 11 Nations Charter.

Red Lion Sq., W.C.l).— 
5 p.m. : H. E. Atkins, “ Revision of the

dccen.L Secular Society (Humbcrstone Gate). — S u n d a y ,  
i tl'«ist’ifrd6’ 6-30 P-m.: C. H. Smith (Birmingham N.S.S.), "An 
®JicRest reconnoitre on Science.”
di'ecmh Humanist Fellowship (Cross St. Chapel).—Saturday,.. CC m b o P r  \  ------ " --------- ------------j r  \ ---------------  ------  ---------- - i r - - / *  --------------------- j  ■>,. mq i. y-r s, 3 p.m Miss a . Prosser, “ Humanity, Humanism, 
-ii gh manitarianism. ”
)'hukcŝ  Cosmopolitan Debating Society (Technical College, 
'Pg ,, T:*re Street).—Sunday, December 6, 2-30 p.m.: Rev. D. 

, Jhe Churches and War.”
«•C.liac?, Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
^ ' Sunda>'neI Hundred Bel

L O n H r S r .  T1

ay, December 6, 11a.m.: S. K. Ratcliffe,
\ l  ,
Hdgvv̂°ndori *«»uu
Ipcri llry ^°ad", W.).—Sunday, December 6 : P. Victor Morris 
H ut ic ‘ JN.S.S.), " Secularism,

Branch N.S.S. (Laurie Arms, Crawford Place, 
nber 6 : P. V
Rationalism, Humanism—

l!i the Difference?

 ̂Chronology of British Secularism
By G. H. TAYLOR

Ij  ̂ (Continued from page 381)
W  Security laws are aimed at making newspapers 
l’roSe security against blasphemy, and Bradlaugh ¡«ecnt j -----J — -t------and
ights ,| etl for not complying with the regulation. I Ie 
H a . e case at law, his supporters raising the money for 
Ss. o>n’ while the N.S.S. vigorously fights the security 
"r j> Eradlaugh drops the name “ Iconoclast ” and stands 
Ht j| r 'anient at Northampton. J. S. Mill loses his own 
'fish SllPport of Bradlaugh. The latter is working on the 
h0rkiî Uest'on and Holyoakc is pressing for improved 
• fyo't class representation in Parliament. Austin 

prepares a form to supplant Christian baptism, 
hins Watts a secular funeral service. The latter also 

he yearly attack on Christian doctrine. A youth of
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18 has come from the west country to settle in London; 
his name is George William Foote.

1869. Bradlaugh has beaten the security laws, which 
are now repealed. With the support of Mill and others the 
Atheist can now give evidence at court, but by a techni­
cality Bradlaugh is refused the right to affirm in a court; 
200 secularist petitions follow. The Leicester Secular 
Institute and Club opens. Bradlaugh debates with Win. 
Gillespie. Foote is now working for the N.S.S.

1870. The technicality is rectified and secularists now 
agitate for affirmation to apply to the United Kingdom and 
to jurymen; there are many petitions. In between his 
debates, editing, writing and speaking for the N.S.S., 
Bradlaugh is working on land reform. C. Watts, whose son 
Charles Albert begins work in the Johnson’s Court office, is 
embarking on a series of verbal and written debates with 
the Christian Evidence Society.

1871. A Trafalgar Square meeting to protest against 
grants to the royal family is forbidden. Bradlaugh re­
convokes it and tells the Home Secretary that the threat of 
force will be resisted; the Government rescind the prohibi­
tion half an hour before the start. Bradlaugh delivers his 
inaugural address to the Republican Club as its President, 
and as he is now “ living the lives of ten men ” the N.S.S. 
presidency passes to a benefactor of the society, A. 
Trevelyan. N.S.S. membership is now well past the 
thousand mark but this is misleadingly small, as some of 
the most ardent workers in the cause dare not risk member­
ship on account of their livelihood. Secularists are now 
writing their own manuals for their schools and classes. 
Holyoake, who is an official of the N.S.S., revives his 
Reasoner monthly, printed by a Manchester Co-operative 
Society and with half the space given over to Co-operation. 
A. Holyoake and C. Watts edit a secular hymn book.

1872. Holyoake’s Reasoner again fails. Secular 
Chronicle, a monthly, is launched at Birmingham. After 
a Hyde Park meeting has led to convictions for holding it 
Bradlaugh calls a great protest meeting, which is not inter­
fered with, and the obnoxious regulations are then annulled. 
He publishes his Impeachment of the House of Brunswick. 
He resumes the N.S.S. presidency.

1873. Republican Clubs, largely secularist in personnel, 
hold a Manchester conference of their delegates with 
Bradlaugh and Foote present, and form a National 
Republican League, which is short-lived. There is increased 
secularist agitation for extending the right to affirm. 
Leicester secularists form a company under .losiah Gimson 
and buy land for £4,500. Mrs. Annie Besant gets a legal 
separation from her husband, a minister of religion, starts 
pamphleteering and goes to London. C. Walls continues 
his attacks on the Bible and his battles with Christian 
Evidence.

1874. On the death of Austin Holyoake the business 
in Johnson’s Court is purchased by secularists for Charles 
Watts. The N.S.S. restates its objects; they are mainly 
secular education, disestablishment, the abolition of poverty 
and the raising of the level of the agricultural worker, land 
law reform and the abolition of the House of Lords. Mrs. 
Besant, through contacting the shop of Edward Truelove, 
Freethought bookseller, joins the N.S.S. On the other 
hand Joseph Barker, caught in a perilous crossing of the 
Atlantic, again finds Jesus and returns to the fold. In the 
literature of the year, Bible teachings are attacked by Watts 
and Mrs. Besant, the former bringing the verdicts of 
advancing science to bear on them.

(To be continued)

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK. By G. W. Foote and W. P. Ball.
Price 4s.; postage 3d. (Tenth edition.)
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Mind or Matter 7.
By A.

IN his reply (October 23) to a former article of mine on 
the above subject Mr. W. H. Wood propounds a number 
of arguments in disproof of Materialism. Let us glance 
at a few of them.

He quotes me as saying, “ 1 do not know what the 
mental stuff of the cosmos may be,” and he asks, “ Who 
does?” And adds, “ 1 doubt if he can tell me of what the 
malarial stuff of the cosmos is composed; so that does not 
get us very far.” Now 1 do not claim to know of what the 
material stuff of the cosmos is composed, but 1 do claim, 
on the evidence of my senses, that there is such a thing as 
mailer, whereas, on the contrary, 1 know of no evidence 
of equal strength in proof of the “ mental stuff of the 
cosmos.” So that in this instance the materialist does get 
a little farther than the anti-materialist.

He tells us, “ Although no one knows anything for 
certain, it is our conjecture that the cosmos is not entirely 
physical ” and that “ in using (he term ‘ mental,’ we mean 
an intelligent or purposeful operative force—non-personal, 
non-physical, but able to permeate, combine and interact 
with physical matter.” But what is this elusive force which 
lie calls “ Universal Energy or Life Force ”? Mr. Wood 
does not tell us for the simple reason he does not know. 
All he can say is “ Because it has not been identified it does 
not follow that it is non-existent.” He forgets that for the 
same reason it does not follow that it is existent.

“ Materialists,” he says, “ refuse to accept as possible 
anything they cannot understand,” and, as an illustration 
of their obstinate incredulity, he gives us the following 
argument; “ A materialist living back in the Middle Ages 
would have dismissed as completely irrational any 
suggestion that a man might one day travel through the 
upper air in a heavier-than-air-machine at a speed faster 
than sound. Because x-ray, radar, radio and television 
were then unknown, he would have refused to believe that 
such things could be. Surely, then, he should be very wary 
of condemning as nonsense a suggestion that the Universe 
may not be quite so material as he imagines.”

This is an unfortunate argument for Mr. Wood. It 
recoils on himself by proving the opposite to what he 
intends. Does he not see that his hypothetical “ materialist 
of the Middle Ages,” though he might, from lack of the 
necessary experience have denied the possibility of such 
things, would not, as a materialist, have attributed them to 
a non-physical agency? And the event justifies his 
materialistic scepticism.

The person to whom Mr. Wood’s argument would 
properly apply is not the materialist, but the ««//-materialist 
of the Middles Ages. He would not only have denied that 
such marvels were humanly possible, but, in his super­
stitious ignorance, would have regarded them as the work 
of the Devil.

Again, he asks, “ If. as Mr. Yates contends, there is no 
intelligent purpose in Nature, there can be no purpose in 
evolution. If evolution is merely a blind unorganised 
process, why do species always evolve towards a higher 
intelligence, and not devolve back to the slime from which 
we crawled ”?

According to the theory of Evolution the development 
of species is due to two forces, Heredity and Environment, 
whose action is not necessarily progressive, but depends on 
the varying conditions of life which may either favour a 
particular development, retard it or destroy it altogether. 
Witness the extinction of many forms of life which have 
failed to adapt themselves to changing conditions. If 
evolution is not a blind unorganised process, but guided by

YATES viti' iui
intelligent purpose, why this continuous frustratio^ H|Hj 
consequent enormous waste of vital energy ^  failed
of “ purposive Intelligence ” must that be
so often, and so disastrously? . i nCriec‘,,v;

He tells us that “ mental rather than physica i „ ^ pus
perfection

tie tens us mat mental rattier man ,js “ L 
is the aim and objective of evolution,” and a ’minotl'5'
were not so we should still be a species of super '"a 
with giant strength and no intelligence whateve • ^ pro-

Mental development is always co-ordinate a .^¡$1 
portionate to bodily structure. The mental a' j  l() il>
nn\X/f»rc  r \ f  fhp» m a m m o t h  \\/r»ro TllV ^  * - _U\idC^powers of the mammoth were necessarily physic
mode of life. Strength and bulk are no c r i t e r i elephallt; 
superiority. Could our modern mammoth, 1 ,orn, the 
even if possessed of equal mental powers. P . j 
manifold mechanical operations of the human T,

And now for his final question which e m b r a c e s  ^  aSks. 
field of psychic phenomena. How do I expla11 •
“ hypnosis, mind-projection, clairvoyance, PreV̂ 0paiit) 
monition, mental-telepathy, dual and m u l t i p l e  p.o senSory

, p.fC:

mental healing and the many examples of e*trm v u v u i  l l V U l l l l ^  u u u  V U V  I l l U i y  V / A U l U f ' * » “

perception ”? I do not attempt to explain m |aliatioi'
tl*

simple reason 1 don’t believe in them. The_ej^thinPsitaauu x uun i iii iuliii- - « /»cC l*1
should obviously come from him, who does. If . a e.xtrJ 
are, as he asserts, to be ascribed to “ non-physl ,Lt f,r
sensory perception,” why are they wholly depcn*J ^

(of

Wit'.their manifestation on a material organism, t° fb'' 
human brain? To put the question in other wot' ’ Sn. 
did Mr. Wood and his fellow-psychics come to ¡s; H 
intimate knowledge of them? My answer to I'1 â iid: 
these marvels are owing to some, as yet unknown. .0(loi 
and not, as I suspect, the result of a happy comp1' ‘ ^o"' 
humbug and credulity, they will, as our scientm ^  |ii> 
ledge increases, be found to be due (as in the ca 
materialist of the Middle Ages) to purely material

Theatre I
The Clandestine Marriage, by David Garrick an ,ay$ i! 
Colman is the last of Donald Wolfit’s season ox I
the King’s Theatre, Hammersmith. ¡eS t!’‘

The situation where Lovewell secretly niar\i to ''Î
younger daughter of a rich merchant is develop**' ¡¡ip

.................................................... - b e e  > ,iiutmost in comedy, for the elder daughter has 
by Sir John Melvil who has fallen for her sister’ pus)' 
turn is also wooed by Lord Ogleby. There are j ib 
bodies who will talk and scandal is created r° jagt'' 
younger girl, who has to cope with keeping her ma> ^  
secret and avoiding the persistent attentions of 11
men. J

This production is remarkable for the wcll-l,‘aS lb
performances. David Oxley and Sarah

the'1" Lii)'young married couple give much vivacity to 
Rosalind Iden makes a charming, though ill'

Carter.

HP
res1 \  \  / O l l  I I I IVI I V IV ' I I  I l l U I V t / O  Cl W I I C I 1 U I U U 5 1 1

elder sister who is frustrated. John Wynyard c L,y;i' 
the insincerity of Sir John Melvil. Ernest Hare is ” 
as the merchant. Finally Donald Wolfit gives li* ’̂ «d); 
Ogleby a performance which is a masterpiece of c (jje1’. 
in which the infirm and vain old man is still cap 
philandering with young girls. To move a lim h^ y* 
him to wince and a laugh is often arrested by a P , 
ho cannot consider himself too old.

This is a noble choice for the close of the season ^jc
has had as purpose the revival of many old ph'Fb 
are seldom seen. Mr. Wolfit is to be thanked for ¡,i wi l l  U  o l - l U l  M I I O V /V / l l .  i V I l .  I t  U 1 I I L  I J  I W  v ) \ s  l 1 1 I I  1 11\  C/V.I i v ' *  «

contribution to the drama, both in his acting ai'1’ »$ i 
choice of plays. RAYMOND D O U O
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' “ The Case for Rationalism in Brief ”
By D. ALEXANDER
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"'hich would aKg,ne l^e enormous volume of creative energy 
^’rtneiputed f released for the public weal if people were 
fhe lacp f trom religious dogmas and cumbersome rites. 
Productivitv "11,t!ative> 'nek of joie de vivre, and even low 
lrpubles 0f W lich seem to be some of the main economic 
Times of ?Ur country might to some extent be alleviated. 
seeni oftengfeatest ec°nomic growth and self-confidence 
lrre*'gion n° *’ave c°rresponded to periods of growing 
t̂ ted, man  ̂ nce’ however, advances have been consoli- 

has h > aas real'sed what economic potentialities he has, 
Wi-! t'come scared of himself; he has then returned to

(t atwinded from page 379)
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bwarHo .L^'tness the advances of Rationalism in England'ank .u me aava

t is an :C Cnd ° f  th e  Ia s t century.
[hat he ''^Portant characteristic of the religious person— 
i fears 1 • ri8ntened of himself. Believing in original sin, 

dationc „/■'? south’s swearing, he is frightened of the pre-“aiions of l "
[Ppetite 1 » , S^nitalia, he is ashamed of the greed of his 
"is boŵ ] dPes not like the world to know that he opens

these f The guilt occasioned by necessary performance 
harriers . ll‘tlct'ons is assuaged by his erecting enormous 
âtionaii ad complicated conventions around them. The 

factions. c es'res to acknowledge human impulses and 
1)1 guilt’ 3nt  ̂ t0 encourage their natural expression with- 
Treud ’ I

analytic*, JUnS; and recently Flugel, have done psycho- 
all-rf* studies on religion. The resemblance between 

to0 P̂ Werfu] and omniscient father of early life and God 
Our p v!0Us to be missed. Even the most orthodox stress 

.S an H her’ wb'ch art in Heaven . . .”, “ Fatherlike, He 
V's vbia sPafes us . . .”, “ Heavenly Father, grant us . . .” 
religj S(relationship^ dependence and childhood which 
“Si
bf

Hi j, Jr!es to impress and perpetuate.
'eim, e infantile state of accepting another’s ruling, andv « uer— 1 - — - --

It tries to keep

"e f^^Pundent upon it. Each generation fails to reach 
adviCe 1 ruaturity of responsible decision, and invokes the 
feclUire0 God’s minions to make the decisions which life 
'he Qij j 9 nce this infantile dependence has been accepted, 
Hick ,hke adult is offered the security of comfort for

is so well known. It is a security based on
By'" e capitulation.

,CcePta°ntraSt, Nationalism offers adulthood with its frank 
K L nce pf responsibilities; it is an attempt to measure 
Criterjams with a straight yardstick, using only relevant 
t()u](j "criteria which had they not been applied to science 
V  Vv,n.°t have produced the cars, televisions, telephones, 
% c ‘ch we have to-day. One does not make scientific 
r oth?S to'day by referring back to Galen, or Pythagoras, 

^  Sreat scientists of previous ages. Religion is 
JPprL 'P°king over its shoulders to see if its forbears
KisitiQe ils course.
Î 'cllect sc'ence—looks forward, exploring with a free
*Cii

Rationalism—the theoretical predis- 
tploring with a free 
People often attackenCe' ar>y possibility of advance.

¡9 es v  Potubug weapons of destruction, but these 
°r° uKht ° utwpighed by the enormous advances it has 
[°rkt * Certainly it will be freely admitted that were the 
Vs; ruf> on a completely rational basis there would be no 
'̂ e bay»'S °bv‘ously more sensible to divide equably what 
111 the e 'ban destroy part of it by fighting over it. Religions 
1,1 hiSt Tast have been responsible for the most bloody wars 

The°[ y: e-g- the Thirty Years War in the Middle Ages. 
h < e >s little doubt in my mind that religion in our 
H it?P°rary society does fulfil a useful role. To the 
h$y des tortured by the dilemma of choice, it offers an 
Silo y out- From their earliest childhood people have 
V  , Verpowered by authoritarian modes of thought. They 

een offered the alternatives of being good, law-abid­

ing, Conservative (or Labour) Christians, or sinful, self- 
willed agitating heathens. In either case they accept a 
group of criteria, some useful, some bad, but with no dis­
crimination. They are like a bookseller offered a book­
case of books to sell; unlike him, however, they are not 
allowed to reject the torn and outmoded ones.

The pressure of parental beliefs plus the severe tensions 
of the outside world are so great that the average person 
must succumb; he seeks moral “ guidance.” This may be 
necessary when young—and this brings me to a most im­
portant point—in a rationalist opinion, the direction of 
education is wrong. Instead of encouraging and strengthen­
ing children’s critical faculties, so that they can make their 
own value judgments, they undermine the child’s confidence 
and ability to think. The cumulative effect of this is to 
make him more and more dependent upon his parents and 
society’s moral system. Personally speaking, I feel this 
attitude is nothing short of criminal. One cannot conceive 
of the creative potentialities of a free society. Even 
Christians agree that what distinguishes man from animals 
is his knowledge of Good and Evil; yet it is the spontaneous 
unmodified exercise of this faculty which they so severely 
deprecate.

Thus, in short, what Rationalism offers is encouragement 
to think freely, self-confidence based on mature judgment, 
release of creative energies, pride in initiative, ready accept­
ance of responsibility, realising a duty of every man for 
deciding his own morals—and above all. the supreme 
assertion of man in his responsibility for his own lot.

The Question of 
Marriage in Spain

The Franco’s Original Solution
By H1SPANICUS

CATHOLICISM, as a religious matter, at Spain and in 
foreign countries, is a body without soul, a hobgoblin, a 
corpse. Give me the good schools and this hobgoblin 
will flee as body which the demon carries away. That is 
so, because Catholicism, a religious matter, is a question 
of culture. The history of mankind is an eloquent demon­
stration of our thesis. The history of Spain is also 
categoric proof of this assertion.

But Catholicism, as a political question, is, in Spain and 
in foreign countries, anything very different and very diffi­
cult. The Franco’s Spain, my loved country submitted 
to the Vatican’s dictates, is to-day the most rabid enemy 
of democratic mankind, the most rabid opponent to the 
progressive forces all over the world. With the Catholicism 
as political power the progressive men cannot live.

Frequently, we can read in the books, in the papers, 
and we can hear in the radio, that in Spain the religious 
belief is private matter. Thus is certainly in the written 
law. But in the real life things are thus by no manner of 
means. And we can offer to our readers some examples.

At the times of Franco’s revolt our good friend P.P.M. 
was imprisoned because he married in 1934 according to 
civil law. The liberty was offered to him if he would marry 
according to the Catholic law. Our friend, infirm, married 
canonically and then was liberated.

Another friend was expelled from his post because he 
married in 1933 according to the civil law. To-day, there 
is not one public official, that is to say, a worker of the 
Franco’s regime who is not married according to Church’s
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laws. If a Spaniard marries only according to civil laws, 
then lie must go away because his life will be impossible 
in Spain. I hus, at our days all Spanish people is catholic, 
because our Mother the Roman Catholic Church has 
murdered all non-catholics. That is the true question of 
Spain.

II a Spaniard goes not to the mass of Sunday, then he 
will not attain work, and he with his family will die away 
by hunger.

If a Spaniard goes to a non-catholic Church then also 
he and his family will die away by hunger because none 
will oiler to him work. But . . . the Franco's humbug 
is well prepared. The Loyola’s sons are the best swindlers 
all over the world. And the Jesuits are the corner-stone 
of Franco’s Spain. Thus, the Loyola’s sons know how 
made the comedy ad usum externum. And in the big cities 
members of the Catholic Action, the SS of Vatican in 
Spain, are present at the divine ollices, at the prayers of 
non-catholic churches. But if a true non-catholic is at 
the prayers . . .  he will be black-listed. Peoples all over 
the world know very well what it represents to be black­
listed by Roman Catholic Church in Spain.

How Franco has solutioned the question of marriages? 
Simply. In Spain there is to-day one only marriage—- 
the Catholic marriage. In my city there is a man married 
in 1934 by civil law. He has four sons. He has married 
for second time according to the Catholic law. His first 
wife lives with her four sons. But the parish authorised 
the second marriage because he does not accept the non­
catholic vinculum. Perhaps people in the foreign countries 
will consider all that as mediaeval events, as facts of the 
times of Torquemada. Thus it is. My loved Spain— 
paralytic, crippled—moans, under the most heavy chains 
of the most monstrous of the tyrannies, the Vatican’s 
tyranny, as denominates it the great thinker, A. Manhattan, 
who has penetrated the hidden designs of this greatest 
enemy of mankind.

The world must consider this real danger for our 
civilisation.

The freethinkers all over the world must work and 
struggle elbow-with-elbow with the Spanish freethinkers 
against the Franco’s dictatorship. The Franco’s regime 
and the Catholic Church are indissolubly united by the 
same responsibility, by the same murders. Both Franco 
and Catholic Church will fall down at the same time. They 
will be judged by the same crime, by the crime of high 
treason. ___________

Correspondence
AN AMERICAN TESTIMONIAL

Sir,—In a letter I have recently received from a correspondent 
in the U.S.A. there occurs this comment in which you and your 
readers will no doubt be interested:

“ I consider the Literary (iuide and Tlic Freethinker superior 
to any similar periodicals on the American scene. The Uritish 
Frccthought and Rationalist publications have a scholarly touch 
and style of expression so sadly lacking in the American. . . .  1 
have a number of Pioneer Press and R.P.A. books on my book­
shelf, which eloquently testify to the quantity and the quality of 
British Frcethought literature.”—Yours, etc., G. I. Bennett.

MR. WOOD REPLIES
Sir,—It is a pity that Mr. Warhurst’s stout champion and 

fellow-traveller prefers to hide behind the initials “ J.W.B." He 
accuses me of being dogmatic, over-hearing, bombastic, and on 
the lowest level of political illiteracy (1 have intentionally 
employed the use of italics here because they seem to annoy him), 
but whatever I may be, at least I have the courage to write under 
my own name.

I am not surprised that “ J.W.B" disliked my suggestion that 
anyone who calls the liritish Empire “ a huge slave camp ” is 
under no obligation to live under its protection and would certainly 
not be missed if he betook himself behind the Iron Curtain.

a n n o t a i>mmunists , 0pen :lin, ; ,
naratively clean an® 

n beimi sagged

That is one thing our liritish Communists j _ „
To cry “ stinking fish ” in a compar . v c 
sphere is so much healthier than being g t  wor|d's
where the air really smells! fitths of '"Tr.ring-'

1 would like " J.W.H.” to localise the three*,11' d mass j 
inhabitants “ experiencing constant starvation a, ^  ^ a n s .;experiencing constant statv..,.^„ mean» , ¡nl 
as he states without any supporting facts. H ®  (e win' 
totalitarian Communist countries then 1 entirely_ o0lishncSS.¡s
but they have only themselves to blame for thu ray. If , j 
electing to be governed by a cruel and ruthless^  ̂ <atlly P1!?;,!,uthiess nrn'.v
is what he calls true democracy, then 1 hayc Tyself "!,. 
by the term. Also 1 have no wish to identity ' j,rac£ 1 
Rationalism if- to be a true Rationalist—one 11111 dcllts seen1 1 
Communistic ideology, as many of your correspon 
think. •ronv’’ inn

Lastly, I fail to see the “ obviously unconscious 1 jrc*
article “ Rationalism and Tolerance,” unless, ol co , 'c;ln nc'.( 
lies in the assumption that Rationalism and Toler® cjaim ' 
exist together. I still maintain that if FreethinK tj0naij1, 
right to think freely, they cannot logically refuse no ¡j|,oli t11 
the same privilege. To insist that all people must, tot3]itarj:‘ 
choice, embrace Rationalism, is to make the latter ^  ol ' 
system as arbitrary and dogmatic as Christianity, .¡0n, t|"\ 
other religious beliefs. If this is “ J.W.B.'s” c0®, q, Wll( 
he has no right to call me dogmatic.-—Yours, etc., vv>

THE TOWER OF BABEL ,e with ^  
Sir,—I was very interested in your leading aru ^  cl®’ 1 

above title, in which you arrive at the conclusion tn gngiisj> -1 
of a secondary language for the world lies between 
Esperanto. .. ty spaffj 1

It is, of course, quite true that English is jrnag'nf,,i I 
although perhaps not quite so much as one ,01? ¡vcs allttlL 
but so is French, Spanish and even Russian, which &■ ,
languages an equal claim from a numerical point,01 s. is L j

th« “
tl
t
it

to all our European languages. Esperanto can be ^D^ths*1

Park Avenue, London, W .ll.—Yours, etc..
Basii. J- Ed° ec0

ell»'

ACTION AND THOUGHT ,lC3d $ "
Sir,—Your correspondent, Mr. C. E. Berry, hits the 

good metaphorical nail (issue November 11). . -n|o.T ,jj
In my view the “ secularist ” use of the word “ freetni (̂#1 , 

served its purpose and is now an anachronism. (,rl any lL 
certainly think freely (hence freethought), but to he 0 j  st> '• 
such freelhinking should be logical. Unfortunately, ® .,s apP.f, 
as 1 can appreciate, the average “ frecthinking ” secular! li,( 
ciation of that which is logical is almost non-existent • iw, 
most of his fellows. This reminds me of the story 1 ,,f Jf.
who was considered to be highly intelligent by rca. t,us'I,iiii 
"obvious fact” that he had made a lot of money ,n . nU, 
A logically inclined friend deflated him in an argub1, | 
Life, so much so that, in despair, he said: “ After th® \  ytOU 
believe in anything.” Most people in such circumstance IL 
make such a “ natural,” “ fair-minded ” remark as 11‘,u Je 
to that remark his logical friend said: " I  sec, so L .jof 
believe in unbelief then.”—Yours, etc., Frank A. ’v

The only real solution available, by peaceful — . tnt - 
adoption of a neutral medium of which Esperanto , by, 
standing example. One need in no way be deter êtn1'-
thought that Esperanto is an “ artificial ” language, eCt tn 
inevitably inferior to a “ natural ” tongue. A more c co'11"',;- 
would be "constructed,” as it is built on root-woKJ cn 
to all our European languages. Esperanto can be sp 
such case and fluency that it is impossible to rcalis 
language is anything other than natural. cl®1"1’ c

All Freethinkers are invited to investigate the ,|y c|' ' 
Esperanto, and information on the subject will be g • q,tllJ 
on application to The British Esperanto Association. 1

THE LATE JOHN KILPATRICK ilKr 
We regret to report the death of the above-named nw jt.j 

the N.S.S. at his home in Belfast on Monday, Novem1’ ,|V. f 
the age of 81. At 16, he began to study the Bible crlt,L’1|. "wh'j 
turned away from a career in the Protestant Ministry L-pd'j, 
he was intended. From that time his Secularism never ;
He founded a Pets’ Feeding Store and studied Airedab j .1 | 
(his breeds winning championships in Ireland, Scot'® ¡3|e‘ 
England), canaries and pigeons. His articles in the SI \  L. 
press were practical and authoritative, and his h°‘ ,,, t ( 
Thoroughbred Facing Pigeon, is a classic work. Owl11® |y IL 
absence of cremation facilities in Northern Ireland, the j 
to be brought to England to meet the wishes of the dece® 
a secular cremation service. This took place at Golder pê 'j 
Crematorium on Wednesday, November 25, an addre-, ai­
de I ivered to members of Mr. Kilpatrick’s family and b‘ 
by the Secretary of the N.S.S.
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