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Catholic Action — 
Public Enem y No. 1
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A Corporation of Priests
One constant feature, however, can be discerned in pre
vious changes of Catholic policy; the initiative always 
came from above — from the Hierarchy. Even in the 
Crusades (the “Catholic Action” of the Middle Ages) the 
initiative came from priests like Peter the Hermit, St. Ber
nard, etc. Successively the Benedictines, Franciscans,

D om in icans and Jesuits 
have played leading roles in 
the Church, but all these 
were, and are, corporations 
of priests. The Catholic 
laity were not asked for 
anything b u t obed ience . 
“Their’s not to reason why.” 
Only blind submission was 
required of them, as per
petual minors under perma

nent direction. The essential significance of Catholic Action 
lies in its being a movement in which the Action comes 
from the laity — the first of its kind in the long history of 
the Church!

reason.

tyfiat it, r>
Cati1()]j adl,d'c Action?

CathorĈ 2r bas bcen defined by a leading member of 
ahy ¡,, , 'c Hierarchy as “the active participation of the 

Hie pi :„c secular life of the Church under the direction 
Nek t h / ^ . y ”- Whatever view one may hold about the 
,nS m ab, 0ilical acEyities of the R.C. Church, it seems 
°rganjsa‘ ; e that, as and when considered as a political 
lil0ve with m tbe Church of Rome has known how to 
j*.nd divers m t‘rr!es an<-l how to adapt itself to succeeding 

atitohin hmtorical situations. In his penetrating monas- 
V vCahe ], 8raPhy, Twelve Years in a Monastery, Joseph 

chari as |tven a lucid account of some of these histori- 
"rtlier 8 s- Since “Father Antliony” wrote 60 years ago, 
■vPe 0f amples have been piling up showing the same 
■ eat w Y ateSic manœuvre. When, for example, the 

c‘Sfn Sompan Published his book on The Papacy and Fas- 
kn, the v  . years ago, it was broadly true to state that,

I §itties 0p ai'tran was collaborating closely with the Fascist 
fast 'Hi t ler  and Mussolini; whereas nowadays, at 
- ''Evark f . l h e  Iberian Peninsula, Rome poses as the 
gainst “t , î. Eree World and the ally of Democracy 
(>l|t Seel» l , a rian Communism” . A clear case of casting 

The ^ bub with BeeJzebub!
vaJu writer has often considered that one of the 

Oi a deta’i j  acHuisitions to anti-clerical literature would 
> rch, . study of the political evolution of the R.C. 
fapitaij’ ’lch has successively backed Feudalism and 

U is . autocracy and democracy. What it will back 
e'ü Vabc, °hy’s 8uess- The current political attitude of 
WPressecl ? to changes in the social sphere was aptly 
p0*iUrnecl ex-Bishop Talleyrand — who incidentally 
luting „ „ . t he  Church before his death. Watching the 
ih hinwi1 l lc Paris barricades during the 1830 revolution, 
le;*nt and saitl, “We are winning.” Asked whom “we” 

lc replied, “I don’t know yet.”

The Century of the Common Man
Our century, the “age of the common man”, marks the 
end of the adolescence of the masses. Until the French 
Revolution, Democracy was merely a verbal theory 
which did not extend beyond the narrow circle of the 
educated and ruling groups. Today the masses are enter
ing history, and even the reaction in Church and State has 
to take account of this fact. Hitler staged the German 
counter-revolution under such radical disguises as “The 
National Socialist Workers’ Party”. And Rome, whose 
ecclesiastical fascism is the prototype of the secular brand, 
is forced to enrol the laity and to rely on their active co
operation. Will this eventually become a boomerang, 
recoiling upon the head of the Church? For an institution 
whose basis lies in the unquestioning submission of its 
laity to the commands of the clerical corporation, to 
encourage Action on the part of the formerly submissive 
laity is playing with fire.

The Assault Guards of Rome
However, we live in an age of mass movements and Rome 
has to move with the times. If one may describe the 
Jesuits as the Brains Trust of the Vatican, which the Order 
founded by Loyola probably still is, it is nowadays correct 
to describe Catholic Action as the Storm Troops or assault- 
guards of the Church. More and more, Catholic Action 
assumes the role of the aggressive and insidious spearhead 
of the Church. In Catholic lands it acts openly. In lands 
such as this, where the Catholic Church is still only a 
tolerated minority, yet becoming increasingly restive in this 
subordinate position, it works underground, burrowing like 
a mole, so that it is difficult, perhaps impossible, to trace 
its movements in precise detail. Only occasionally does 
Catholic Action come dramatically to the surface, as in the 
recent bold move to get rid of Dr. Evatt, the present 
Protestant leader of the largely Catholic Australian Labour 
Party. For the moment this particular plot has miscarried,
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but in Australia, as generally in Anglo-Saxon Catholicism, 
proletarian elements predominate, and Catholic Action 
burrows persistently in working class organisations with an 
energy that emulates that of its Communist rivals within 
these same organisations. Before the war, a detailed study 
of Catholic Action in the English Trade Unions (by Mr. 
A. Flanders) actually appeared; it is hoped that in the near 
future the newly-formed T.U. Committee of the N.S.S. will 
be in a position to publish factual information of a more 
detailed character and of a contemporary nature. No more 
useful service could be rendered to the anti-clerical move
ment at the present juncture.

Public Enemy No. 1
Catholic Action represents a chameleon. In the Anglo- 
Saxon world — or, perhaps more accurately, in a world 
affected by the Irish immigration — Catholicism is mainly

demo-
cratic character r^°nt)ca Catholicism assumes a «*»- 
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present dav G m J?eois’ 'i1 bodl> Fascist in tendency, 
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disguises i l  ' r  In France and ¿ t y .  Catholic M  
Chris Ln r £  reactl0nary  character under the cloak f

H?-WeVer’ the “woier-priests” n.aj
letariat and the fi,t& trad?ilonaPy anti-clerical French P 
reaction But el U1i? dn^  w*d probably be towards op 
Catholic Ac nn r f Where’ and under manifold d isg f s’
the Black In terna tin^  a consistent world strategy, 
disguises anrl n„ iv  °,n.a ias carried on under success 
first emerged i^sFnments since the Roman Chur
political instrument pad]0,ic Actl0n represents its rail

menace o r a ^ o u r ^  ^  N° ^

Church Bells
By G. H. TAYLOR

The ringing of bells in connection with religious cere
monies pre-dates the Christian era, as also do so many 
other rites now associated with Christianity.

The original purpose behind bell-ringing is to scare away 
evil spirits. The festival of Osiris in ancient Egypt was pre
ceded by bells; in Athens the priests of Cybele used them 
in their rites; and the Jewish high priests wore golden 
bells dangling from their ornate vestments. In Exodus the 
priest enters the temple to the accompaniment of bells, lest 
he should fall victim to the devils lying in wait.

It was probably not the original intention that the sounds 
should be in any way musical or pleasing to the ear (and, 
one may add, it is even today difficult to discern such 
intention). It was the noise of a metal instrument which 
kept the Evil One at bay, and in Greece and Rome the 
clank of bronze or iron was supposed to put goblins to 
flight. These and other superstitions survived pagan forms 
of religion and became incorporated into the Christian 
tradition.

In the Middle Ages of Christendom the church bells 
were still avowedly the means of warding off demons. The 
First Council of Cologne (Catholic) stated it as

an opinion of the Fathers that at the sound of bells summon
ing Christians to prayer demons are terrified and depart, and 
the spirits of the storm, the powers of the air, are laid low. 

The Roman Pontifical service book acknowledged the 
power of bells in “affrighting evil spectres” , silencing the 
gibbering ghosts and stilling the tempest fiends.

Canon Durandus (13th century) states:
For when they hear the trumpets of the Church Militant; 

that is, the bells; they are afraid, as any tyrant is afraid when 
he hears in his land the trumpets of the powerful king, his foe. 
And that, too, is the reason why, at the sight of a storm rising, 
the Church rings its bells, in order that the demons, hearing the 
trumpets of the Eternal King, may be terrified and flee away 
and abstain from stirring up the tempest.

Hamlet dwellers of the Middle Ages would be kept awake 
sometimes right through the night, on such occasions as 
the “Festive Nights” of witches and warlocks, whose malig
nant arts were more effective during the hours of darkness. 
Nocturnal pealing was even more common in France, Spain 
and other parts of Europe, during the “sacred nights” of 
the warlock fraternity, when their alleged dander was at 
its height. Among the peasantry of Eastern Europe the 
terrors of “Walpurgis Night” survived until compara
tively recently, and grotesque religious clowning was per
formed “to expel the baleful, though invisible, crew by 
making a prodigious racket” .

th was toThe purpose of the Passing Bell, at or near dean , ^
scare away the soul-snatching goblins or spectres (l, 
employ of the Evil One. In northern lands, aCC0IueSpeak 
one antiquary (Capt. Goie) the Passing Bell was to 
the prayers for the departing soul and also , ,o0t

to drive away the evil spirits who stood at the beds fnoliSl 
about the house, ready to seize their prey, or at least 
and terrify the soul in its passage. a his bd

The average vicar today would, of course, defend ¿¡jg 
as a means of reminding his customers of the inlU^afjc 
service and would perhaps like to forget the 
ancestry of this time-honoured rite.

An Angry British Israelis
Some kind friend — or perhaps it was the Editor l̂y 
— has sent me a copy of The National Message, a p' „£0 
journal which, no doubt, keeps those Britishers 1 
who firmly believe that they are Israelites; though* ^  
Heaven, not Jews. Three-quarters of a column are if 
to me and not a line to the arguments I recently n . 0f 
some articles. I am a “freethinker" and the sole 0 
our own journal is “to make nasty asides on the cf^eiy 
of Christians” . Let me hasten to assure our c<? p0t to 
humourless Israelite that my own object is really 
make “nasty asides” but to push forward as coUP 
frontal attack as I know how. fea|JThe Editor is quite upset that I deny the historic ĵ t 
of the twelve tribes of Israel as well as the 12 apof1 Atilt1
he appears so thoroughly bewildered at this that he

fed;biy

asks me “ to go back to school” , or at least read
It is quite possible that I read “Kenyon” before gut 
bom, but as a matter of curiosity, I looked up ,| siif 
Bible and the Ancient Manuscripts and was not at 
prised to see that the Twelve Tribes are not evch utei 
tioned in the Index. Of course, “Kenyon”, the ** p/ 
may be some other person than Sir Frederic G. KCI'

tunity to let himself go on my ignorance. He kno^^fk 
well that none of his readers dares read The FREEih îit);
without a shred of humour, they never face up 
They still live in the ignorant world of Richard Broi ^ t 
some lunatic like him.
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The Sacred Cow o f Controversy

_ _____ _ ~
thftiTTunng and suppressing those views and trends of 

Sht which are adverse to their vested mteres 
Questioning loyalties. Sacred cows, unable to defend 

p e lv e s ,  have ,v ,r  ------ -------------------------- -

tlle Presen1MENT ‘n the highway of intellectual progress is 
Pr°ponemCe od a sacred cow of controversy, erected by the 
age, pj ^ n d ,  devotees of the predominant views of any 
cows hav ®uard‘ans of the exclusive rights of such sacred 
of CP,K„ c arrogated to themselves the unhmited privilege 

nught 
unquesti

wW ’f have‘ ever relied upon ruthless champions 
controver atra‘d 10 mcet their opponents in a fair and open 
consistent ’̂• Qnd •w 1̂0 dealt w‘dl them in methods hardly 

Fro Wltn fair play or human decency, 
the pa<ietlef dawn °f human history down to the present 
those wh ° history are studded with the wrongdoings of 
any tjnic 0 Were the watchdogs of the prevailing views of 
views an,|°r P*ace- If the champions or defenders of vested 
c°Uvince ,!nterests did not employ violence to persuade or 
s*Ionce th ey r?s°rted to the method of the conspiracy of 
Such an ”e ,Veritable trade mark of intellectual poverty. 
Precedin«attltUde was not on*y characteristic of the ages 
ŝtances °Ur own; the sacred cow attitude is, in many 

a^s today"1 ex'stcnce in many acknowledged civilised

neWsPuDc ’̂ri while reading the section of an American 
fo ile d /  t ev°ted to religious notices and activities, the 
Policy JL ut’tice struck me rather vigorously: “It is our 
aUacp ,ot to permit advertising columns to be used for an

y one religion« faiti-* linnn QnntUar foitU t/,
i,

. . .
ilectUtti " piece °f sophistry on a par wit 

damafift ^.dishonesty. In this instance can be seen the

By LEON SPAIN

Co °y one religious faith upon another faith, or to 
This KUpon the religious beliefs of persons of any faith. 
exp0’ asides expressing the policy of its publisher, can be 
intenp as a piece of sophistry on a par with the worst in 
dania ciUaI dishonesty. In this instance can be seen the 
the ?C wf?tch can be done to the media of information by 
Uum„ °mbined pressure of the representatives of the 
less |.,°Us religious groups in the United States. It is, need- 
tecrin • Sta!e> that, in the American press, accusations and 
Publiomations °f one political group upon another are 
n w ^ d  and given ample space. In political issues neithci 
Howo nor 3 uartcr is asked, and the battle goes on merrily. 
With i f 1"’ *n issues bordering upon, or directly concerned 
vail a i religious, an attitude of solemnity begins to pre- 
troy-Hd a new set of rules pertaining to intellectual con- 
hnjp.QQ c°me into effect, for the pulpit must enjoy an 
platQQQy from criticism not bestowed upon the political

The quotation above, a double significance is present. 
ciSm y°rd “attack” is applied when perhaps a mere criti- 
activii.as 011Iy been levelled in an issue pertaining to the 
fraunû  °f. a religious group. And the word “reflect is 
banur, w'th more ambiguities, because the intellectual 
tali« .p,J.cy °f the dogmas and tenets of all the Fundamen- 
their lc"gions will be interpreted as a “reflection , since 
ScholnU|lltCnabihty has become evident. To expose the 
and • Vcneer of the theologians, in their pulpit rhetoric 
for tl/ UtCn tracts, will also be construed as a “reflection , 
aiUst *1 f’tans of organised religion and their pretensions 

sustained at all costs. However, the cries of 
lea« a . 0r “attack” are not of recent origin; they are at 
‘7Cai„s,°Id as religious controversy. The champions of the 
■ortiiT rchgions have been the outstanding culprits in 
cq,11® fp the most open violence and basest subterfuge 

ients the questionings and doubts of their oppo
s e  al h°se who questioned their unfounded assumptions 

1Ways greeted with the choicest epithets.

rev,
res,
¡it

Copernicus, in his presentation of the heliocentric theory 
versus the geocentric theory, cast more than sufficient 
doubt upon the Christian scriptures and the founding 
fathers of the Church, for he reduced their cosmology to an 
absurdity. Giordano Bruno, in maintaining the existence of 
the plurality of worlds, incurred the implacable hatred and 
malice of the ecclesiastical inquisitors, for speculating upon 
the probability of a universe beyond the intellectual scope 
of the medieval scholastics. Galileo, in his well-known 
recantation, which was wrung from him by his interro
gators who were concerned over the welfare of his soul, 
truly “reflected” upon the doctrines of the Church fathers 
and their hollow commentaries upon scripture. Charles 
Darwin, the patient collector of facts pertaining to natural 
history in all its ramifications, was denounced with the 
vilest epithets by the apostles of “meekness” and “love”, 
as reducing the image and likeness of the creator to the 
level of the brute. Darwin’s logical inferences were more 
than the champions of human vanity could stomach, and 
similar instances can be presented, within a range of 
variety, to expose the hollowness of the thin-skinned reli
gionists who cringed lest their sacred personages should 
fall from their pedestals, and their dogmas be exposed.

It has been maintained that religion has a legitimate and 
useful sphere as a pillar of western civilisation and an ally 
in the struggle against totalitarianism; that it is the best 
agency we have in the fight against juvenile delinquency, 
and that a thorough religious training is the best safeguard 
against criminality in later life; that “families who pray 
together will stay together” ; and a host of other conten
tions that will fall apart upon a rigid analysis. However, 
without desiring to “reflect” upon the sacred cow, I should 
like to remark that “families who pay together will most 
certainly stay together”. With crime on the upgrade, and 
supposedly at the critical level, the services of the various 
religious denominations are proffered in the war upon the 
evils of crime. Seemingly, the sacred cow has a nose of wax 
which can be moulded to meet the needs of the time, or to 
mean anything and everything, depending upon the 
situation.

Thomas Jefferson, one of the founding fathers of the 
American republic and a great scholar in many depart
ments, wrote to his nephew, Peter Carr, from Paris, August 
10th, 1787:

“Question with boldness even the existence of a God; because, 
if there be one, he must more approve of the homage of reason, 
than that of blindfolded fear. Read the Bible, then, as you 
would Livy or Tacitus. . “But those facts in the Bible which 
contradict the laws of nature, must be examined with more care, 
and under a variety of faces. Here we must recur to the writer 
to inspiration from God. Examine upon what evidence his pre
tensions are founded, and whether that evidence is so strong, as 
that its falsehood would be more improbable than a change in 
the laws of nature, in the case he relates.” “Do not be fright
ened from this inquiry by any fear of its consequences. If it ends 
in a belief that there is no God, you will find incitements to 
virtue in the comfort and pleasantness you feel in its exercise, 
and the love of others which it will procure you.” “In fine,
1 repeat you must lay aside prejudices on both sides, and neither 
believe nor reject anything, because any other persons, or 
descriptions of persons, have rejected or believed it.” “I forgot 
to observe, when speaking of the New Testament, that you 
should read all the histories of Christ, as well of those whom 
a council of ecclesiastics have decided for us, to be pscudo- 
Evangelists, as these they named Evangelists. Because these 
pseudo-Evangelists pretended to inspiration, as much as the 
others, and you are to judge their pretensions by your own 
reason, and not by the reason of those ecclesiastics.” 

(Concluded on next page)
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This Believing W orld
Scotland always stands where it did, especially on religion, 
and it is with gratitude that we read the closing words of 
the Rev. M. Campbell who, as Moderator, recently told 
the General Assembly of the Free Church of Scotland that 
“the divine authority and trustworthiness of God’s Word 
continued to be vindicated”. Science had been compelled 
to recognise “a more spiritual conception of the universe”, 
and scientific men “could no longer explain” it without 
reference “to a supernatural cause and mind”. And of 
course, evolution “is without a shred of scientific proof”. 
In fact, “in every field indeed science confirmed scripture”.

★
As for the Precious Word, needless to say that when “truth 
was met in human investigations is never ran contrary to 
what was written in the Bible” — and so, thank God, we 
are where Scotland always stood, four square against 
horrid infidelity and unbelief. What a blessing to a world 
steeped in sin are holy men of the calibre of Mr. Campbell, 
who now ought to be a Godsend for the BBC. Nowhere 
could his championship of (as he says) the “inerrancy and 
authority of the Bible” be put to better use. In that home 
of pure and unadulterated Fundamentalism, Mr. Campbell 
might well bring more souls to Christ than even the 
renowned Billy Graham, and what greater praise could 
there be than that?

★

We da not always agree with a Bishop, but how thoroughly 
are we in accord with the Bishop of Chichester, who, talk
ing on “Religion in the Air” the other week, pointed out 
the “Church’s immense debt to the BBC”. We don’t think 
the Church of England indulges in the merry game of 
Saint-making, but nobody deserves a Saintship more than 
Lord Reith, who insisted from the first that “the BBC 
programme must contain at least one religious service on 
Sundays”, and thus helped to bring about a remarkable 
interest in religion all over the country. The BBC has even 
out-Reithed Reith by proudly presenting at least six reli
gious services every Sunday.

★

No wonder Dr. Bell in heartfelt gratitude insisted “we 
cannot be too grateful for the immensity and abundance 
of religious broadcasting in this country”. And he wants 
plenty more. “What a Godsend it would be,” he cried, if 
only “half a dozen dramatists steeped in the Christian 
tradition” could broadcast and televise plays. But is he 
quite sure this would help the Church? Leaving aside the 
spectacle of Jesus always going about “doing good”—how 
would TV deal with Jesus flying around in the arms of the 
Devil, Zacharias struck dumb by an angel, the Spirit of 
God looking uncommonly like a dove descending upon 
Jesus, “our Lord” evicting unclean spirits, seven devils 
coming out of dear old Mary Magdalene, Jesus riding on 
two donkeys, and similar lovely gems from the Gospels? 
We ourselves even have to give that one up.

★

That heavenly Christian body, the Lord’s Day Observance 
Society, got a bitter attack recently in the Illustrated 
Chronicle, the writer of which objected to the “Thou Shalt 
Not” attitude of this bunch of the Lord’s elect. And other 
provincial newspapers are admitting even attacks on the 
Roman Church as scathing as anything printed during that 
heyday of Protestantism, the 19th century. It is true that 
the antidote to all this — more or less — unkind criticism 
of Christianitiy is provided by the BBC, but that august 
Corporation is not having its own way all the time. Look 
what a hornet’s nest has been aroused around its devoted 
neck in its encounter with the N.S.S.!

Even that hotbed of devout Christianity, free-
inhabitants of which appear never to have heard ,jng a 
thought, must have had an atom-bomb shock on , fflaD’s 
letter by “Tarquin” in The Cornishman. This ge ^ ¡ s. 
championship was for Freethought against not on. ^
tianity but against all totalitarian creeds — secuia us 
as religious. We extend our greetings to these a11 ^urage 
warriors and hope their splendid example will e 
others to do likewise.

We note that Prof. J. B. Rhine, whose experi^11̂  
telepathy have mostly been failures, is now aski 0 ^o0k 
tions about reincarnation, the result of reading se.
called Bridley Murphy, which tells how a Colorado ^  
wife, Ruth Simmons, was hypnotised, and bega n , 
about her previous life in 1806, when she was in jr , ye 
a girl of 15. As soon as this kind of “data” is colie 
can be quite sure that some eminent professor vvi . $  
diately jump into the fray, and tell us that there is
“something in it” , or how can it be explained. ¡¡-¡ts.
no more evidence for reincarnation than there is r°r ' 
Both are freaks of credulity.

^  rrreg0̂A London lady tried desperately to defend P°P®  ̂ of 
XIII against the charge of congratulating Charles j^(er 
France on the massacre of St. Batholomew. In ,.ue di<i 
to the Evening Standard (7/6/56) she insisted that  ̂ ¡nt- 
not write” . The Standard’s reply was brief and tow  J x  ad 
It was: “The Pope’s letter sold at Sotheby’s for £6 ^
American dealer, said: ‘We rejoice with you that " ¡cked 
aid of God you have relieved the world of those 
heretics ’ ” We wonder if the lady is convinced no'v-
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QU1Z
of t|ie1. This year we shall be celebrating the centenary 

birth of a brilliant freethought scholar. Who is I*
2. What is Panpsychism?
3. What is the religion of Tibet? $e
4. What is the formula for affirming instead of tak*11-

°ath? . ,v ye*
5. Joseph Smith, Madame Blavatsky and Mrs. Eddy

the founders of what religions? ĵ t
6. The Zenda-Avesta were the sacred writings of '

rdigion? cb
7. Who were the first and last English monarchs to

for “King’s Evil” ? .flt0
8. In which book did the late Prof. Eddington entcl 

controversy with the late Chapman Cohen?
(Answers on page 212)

THE SACRED COW OF CONTROVERSY
(Concluded jrom page 207)

The quotations culled from the letter are inimical to.^ovV 
who, consciously or unconsciously, adopt the saĈ f 0n'l,s 
attitude or the attitude of uncritical conformity. 
Jefferson’s forthright statements follow in the truest 0[ 
in the footsteps of those who subscribed to the R ^

(S 0»Man and the formulation of the articles separating 
from State. There was no holiest of holies in Jedc
intellectual closet. , $

Any Sacred Cow of controversy, regardless 0 
department of thought, is an obstruction in the free dj Jd 
of ideas and opinions in which unfettered thought s 
prevail.
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Notes and News
Wte Yand Cardiff arc two of the places in which theDa . * l̂rnatir\r» /-*C_XT o o r>____ I____  ____ x!__

S c
definilv< _ _ _ ____  4________________
SCcriiecl 'i?1 lnat'on °f an N.S.S. Branch has for some time 
ht0,18 e p i c a l  politics, though neither has been quite 
> c!les ®Rgh to put the idea into operation. Most new

to »  of
S tl • *  LIJCU liiw cp iiu ii, u n  u n c  l iv e  w ire  
its % *me> encrgy and ability to get things moving.

V ., V* U C S  1 -----j a v u ,  i m o  u j ^ v i u u o u ,  u w * »

I’ll? *las nmP*Cnd- at ll'd r inception, on one “live wire”

Hsi 
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b*P C l SUc'h a branch might eventually result in division 
"Rol. SeParateIy functioning branches at Cardiff and

- - --CPJ ---- ------- j — O-*---- o------  O'
I urist0] Shipper from Cardilf across the water
( 'VlR sY Vdlerc lle has began speaking on the famous 
» Ihe e’ 9Pen up the possibility of a new branch based 
Y'Wth of° cities, to be called “Wales and Western” . The

M r . Sh ip p e r  is new to the platform, and decided that the 
best way to overcome lack of experience was to get some. 
At the time of writing we have only news of his first effort, 
in which he held the platform for over two hours, and was 
subjected to much questioning. Bristol has long been with
out N.S.S. speakers and there is much hard work ahead. 
The speaker quite enjoyed the “baptism” and is eager to 
continue. We ask Freethinkers in Bristol and the vicinity to 
support meetings as advertised in our Lecture Notices. Mr. 
Shipper is prepared to travel from Cardiff every Sunday; 
others will find it well worth their while to go a few miles 
to hear him and, perhaps, sell T he F r eeth in k er  and help 
Mr. Jordan, our Bristol organiser.

★

F urth er  west — in Cornwall— Mr. E. J. Hughes of Fal
mouth and Mr. D. J. Crowle of Helston continue their 
correspondence in The Cornishman, taking turns to demo
lish the Christian opposition. And in Scotland, Mr. James 
Gibson (like Mr. Jordan, trying to form a branch of the 
N.S.S.) of Lockerbie regularly finds his way into the 
columns of the local papers. N.S.S. Executive Committee 
member, Mr. J. L. Shepherd, supports Mr. Gibson from 
London. In many different places, Freethinkers are using 
the local press to disseminate their ideas, and they often 
pay tribute to the fairmindedness of editors. Why not 
“Have a go! ”

Under Christian Rule
W hat a picture is drawn by Professor Draper of the 
squalid life of our ancestors only a few hundred years ago. 
In Paris and London the houses were of wood daubed with 
clay, and thatched with straw or reeds They had no 
windows and few wooden floors. There were no chimneys, 
the smoke escaping through a hole in the roof. Drainage 
was unknown. A bag of straw served as a bed, and a 
wooden log as a pillow. No one washed himself; the very 
archbishops swarmed with vermin, and the stench was 
drowned with perfumes. The citizens wore leather garments 
which lasted for many years. It was a luxury to eat fresh 
meat once a week. The streets had neither sewers, pave
ments, nor lamps. Slops were emptied out of the chamber 
shutters after nightfall. ¿Eneas Sylvus, afterwards Pope 
Pius II, visited England about 1430. He describes the 
houses of the peasantry as built of stones without mortar; 
the roofs were of turf, and a stiffened bull’s-hide served for 
a door. Coarse vegetable products, including the bark of 
trees, were the staple food; bread was quite unknown in 
some places. Is it any wonder that famine and pestilence 
raged periodically? In the famine of 1030 human flesh was 
cooked and sold; in that of 1258, fifteen thousand people 
died of hunger in London; in the plague of 1348 all 
Europe suffered, and one-third of the population of France 
was destroyed. Nor was the moral prospect a whit superior. 
“Men, women, and children,” says Draper, “slept in the 
same apartment; not unfrequcntly, domestic animals were 
their companions; in such a confusion of the family, it was 
impossible that modesty or morality could be maintained.” 
Sexual licentiousness was so universal that, on the intro
duction of the dreadful disease of syphilis from America, 
it spread with wonderful rapidity, and infected all ranks 
and classes, from the Holy Father Pope Leo X to the 
beggar by the wayside. G. W. F o o t e .
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How the Bible Rates Women
By KENNETH ROTH

In recent times in the more advanced countries women 
have been seeking social and political equality. They have 
met with considerable success, and Christianity has been 
quick to try to grab the credit for it.

Since Christianity is supported overwhelmingly by the 
ladies, or so it appears to the writer, it seems proper to see 
just what would be the position of women in a truly Chris
tian society; that is. one based on the Bible.

The writers of the Bible, inspired and prophetic as they 
were, did not foresee that one day men would have a hand 
in governing themselves. Even if they had they would have 
been horrified by women wishing equal rights of any kind 
with men.

Paul, a considerable writer and lecturer, and the real 
founder of early Christianity, had a lot to say about 
women. In 1st Timothy 2 : 11 to 13 he sets the tone when 
he writes, “Let the woman learn in silence with all subjec
tion. But I suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp 
authority over the man, but to be in silence. For Adam 
was first formed, then Eve.”

He furthers the same idea in 1st Corinthians 14 : 34 and 
35: “Let your women keep silence in the churches: for it 
is not permitted unto them to speak. . .  . And if they will 
learn anything, let them ask their husbands at home: for it 
is a shame for women to speak in the church.”

1st Cor. 11:9  puts Paul’s belief quite neatly and clearly. 
It says, “Neither was the man created for the woman: but 
the woman for the man.” In a number of places Paul went 
on record about marriage, family life, and sometimes sex. 
He did not much favour any of it. He plainly considered 
marriage as a moral weakness to be condoned only in dire 
need. In 1st Cor. 7 :8  he advises the unmarried and 
widows to “abide even as I” . But in the next verse he says, 
“But if they cannot contain, let them marry: for it is better 
to marry than to bum.” In verse 36 he reluctantly permits 
marriage “if need so require” , but in verse 38 he makes it 
plain that, while marriage is all right, no marriage is better.

This, though, is a long step forward from the position 
taken by Christ on several occasions. Christ did far more 
than tend to low-rate marriage. The plain implication of 
his remarks would seem to make marriage and family life 
most unlikely. In Matt. 19:12,  18:8,  9 and 5 :28 to 30 
he seems to suggest a strong remedy for the sex urge. It is 
a historical fact that a Christian sect in Russia at one 
time practised castration in obedience to the implied com
mand. I have no record of what the women thought of this; 
probably there were some cheaters. The sect seems to have 
died out; couldn’t perpetuate itself, no doubt.

As for those men who wished to follow Christ but 
already had families, he asked them to desert them forth
with. (Luke 14 : 26 and 33. Also Matt. 19 : 29 and 8 : 21, 
22.) Generally animals were more highly regarded than 
women, socially speaking. In the 10th commandment 
women arc thrown in with the servants, oxen and asses. 
(Exodus 20 : 17.)

In Numbers 31, verses 14 to 18, 35 and 40, the story in 
brief is that the children of Israel were on one of their 
usual slaughterings of a neighbouring tribe. In verses 7 and 
9 the Lord’s people had massacred all the males but saved 
the women, children and animals. When the brave warriors 
returned to camp they found Moses very “wroth” . He 
rebuked them for their policy and ordered another. This 
new order from the Lord’s right-hand man is found in 
verses 17 and 18. “Now therefore kill every male among

by lying , '" d M  «very woman (hat lialh l » “ ' ?  
not known a  i  n®“, ' 1“"  lhe » « «  children, that I»* 
selves.” Even ffi , ,byJ yi.nS with him, keep alive for J
a share of thevfrJr°rd’Am v e r s e  40> is o n  I c c o r d  P f S S  
2 1  : 1 0  to 1 4  e x c e n t S 'thA  sim.l,ar incident occurs i n  
after the slaimluo ] j lat on.ty 400 virgins could be f‘ 
have had none * ^  subsided and the Lord appear

fid, be tried out t0 ^  raptured foreign women, if beâ s 
chosen. If t;le "  a sorti of trial marriage by the Lot
could be sent m ot" foULd '‘no delight” in his choice 

One chapter of o f  w4latever her condition by then. 
Purification of J  ’C Leviticus 12, is given to 
unclean tw ic e ^ r T “  -after chi,cJhirth. She is said to ,  
and 5.) As for fiL - f  ,n glv,nS birth to a girl. (V{rS L  
said the better n lusUce vv°men obtained, perhaps the 
raid to have beer?1]6 CXa,mpIe must suffice Lot’s
a round to glance u.rnedm l°  a pill ar of salt for tu[ 
T ' -  t„i„ he,r burning home. (Genesis 19 W^  t “ with child

ment!?n is made of rebuke or punishment, 
c m°ther had been killed for turning around. . 
So much for justice and morality in that perfect div 

inspired Book, the Bible.
[7 he Liberal, May (abridged).]

Two Poets o f  Freethough1
By H. CUTNER

It was impossible in a short article dealing ■ 
Freethinker over 75 years, to do justice to at ¡>-
tributors; but there were two who held a unique (lit

with
p i
cofl'

the thro’list, and in their various ways enjoyed 
years the unqualified allegiance of many readers, ^oiif 

Both were poets with widely different outlooks, pc 
both were Freethinkers in every sense of the wo i, 
older man, who wrote during the reign of G. W- 0ji 
was G. L. Mackenzie, and I am sure there must e tbe 
few of the veterans of our movement who still lrC.aS|lCd W 
well-printed volume of his collected verse publ>s 
Foote in 1899 with the title of Brimstone Ballads■ _ ^  > 

No happier title could be conceived. Mackenzie ^  
knack of verifying which should have put him in j 0ckd, 
of other writers of light verse like those collected in j oj 
Lampson’s Lyra Elegantiarum; that delightful an , < ĵ yi 
“Social and Occasional Verse” . And so he wou .gjjt. 
been if only he had not confessed to a sturdy Freet snbd1j 
The one crime not allowed even to a jx>et is to bla 
against the Christian Gods, and Mackenzie neVei i irjsti:i1’ 
pouring out his contemptuous laughter on the L 
story. <j

In this volume of nearly 200 pages will be found a 
and conditions of poetry and verse, for Mackenzie 
nothing better than trying out new ways of expressing ^  
self. His forte was humour, but he could be seriou jjp 
occasion needed. In any case, as Foote pointed out ''J 
very appreciative Introduction to Brimstone 
writer must be judged within the scope of his perfpr„ ^  
If he acquits himself well, let him have the credit- pn 
Mackenzie certainly acquitted himself well, for F ° ^  coV 
mean critic of poety — as distinguished from verse 
sidered one of the pieces in the book “a little masted



T H E  F R E E T H I N K E R 211
Frid

a?» an°ther, “one that very few have the right to sneeze 
,: ;nd certainly Mackenzie’s facility in rhyme, in satire 

de.itm? wit- may well have flown further and struck 
:  n ,p e r  l l ,l a n .  as Foote said, “missiles from a more prosaic 
renri Ufry ’ Perhaps The Freethinker will now and then 
n SI SOme of Mackenzie’s delightful verse, and show 
nf,7m waders, particularly those who have never heard 

TO, what they have missed. „  j
Sim I youn8er P°et is still happily with us, though Bayard 
wl '°n s 's not quite as active and productive as he 
2 ? «  the height of his powers. In those two slim 
£  eL of his- Minerva's Owl and The ^ o d a  of 
Z T bled Ea^ .  will be found a splendid representative 
he wU°?tof his Poetry—poetry as distinguished from verse 
an,uU d prefer call i t  If Mackenzie could be boisterous 
sSH -htU ing, Simmons was all for the more gentle and 
£ le approach, the iron hand in a kid glove. He could 
I ° >  witty and contemptuous of Christian P > » ° ns;  
$enI°LS0Ught out new forms to express himself, but one 
how ! hi?w hc tried to make his words give ns music and 
Itai, ,VeH he succeeded. In Minerva’s Owl will be c 
Jades, Kyrielles, Rondeaux, Villanelles Sonnets, and 
lea °n? Triolct — all forms of poetry which for me at 

|) "UlI c it so exciting. . lf t, t
o£ course, it was in T he Freethinker itself that 

rhvmrS Were Incky to get for nearly 30 years the poetic 
Cs and fancies, witty and hard-hitting, of this fine p c . 

Tui rPUgh°ut its 75 years of existence, the columns of 
tionVFreethinker have had many notable poetic contrib - 
l e i  -alas, mostly lost for the general reader. But Mac-
tw. 6 ln —  ............ ' “
h 0. flumes

- the work of our own Poets of Freethought.
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, -vou^ luiL iur me general reauer. r> 
brimstone Ballads and Bayard Simmons in those 

n ta ^ '^ s  of his I have named have_left us a poetic

Ten Years Later
V By DAVID SHIPPER
\ VPad
'Urenihu S AG? the Nazi war leaders were hanged in 

Words Urg’ B is interesting at this time to note their lastSq '
jpbrinein t£lem showed the effects of a sound religious 
S b t |1( g and went to the scaffold as good Christians, no 
1 Orejoj, P?.uj of making the acquaintance of Saint Peter. 

.J^unister RiKL^ntr r̂-» cried “God protect Ger- 
lUUl ill/ id merciful.” Ex-F.M. Keitel 

1 call on the Almighty. May He have mercy on____, U41
l'rah'i.JCl,nian people and show them tenderness . Hans 
receiv’ ^uic£'cr of Poland, mumbled “I beg the Lord to 
“Hen niercifully” . Jew-baiter Streicher screamed, 
holjfk . idcr! Now it goes to God” and ranted, Jewish 
the i?y' , Flic Bolsheviks will hang you all next ; and as 
fa C * d was thrust over his head, “I am widi God, 
diet A* Slave labour chief Sauckel complained, The ver- 
a8aiti T  V^just. God protect Germany and make her great 

W  1 dic innocent.”
apnoin! ,o£ the Germany ten years later? The newly 
Aiw !cd Catholic Chaplain-General of the W. German 
coin5 ils Bishop Georg Werthmann, who by a surprising«¿S*- - ' ' ..........a ,
Ht]' __ . —
cider,!? Biller, visited him in prison, struck him and 

ĉl ii . to swear the oath in the name of the Churcn 
l'l,!reatcned execution if he did not obey.

BovC P°st of Chief Press Officer of the W. Germant YLrrllv«---

VIpc occupied The same spiritually-satisfying posi- 
priejt i'ler’s Wehrmacht. It was Werthmann who, when 
[ce I(,c‘j?cd Fleischer refused to swear an oath of allcgi-

- bv 'i?nl with the rank of ministerial director is now 
ĈiUbcr jHiund Forsbach, formerly of the Nazi S.A., and!Cr  1 u x a u a u i ,  l U l l l l L U ^  U i  U1C I > a Z - l  O . / A . ,  ¿U1U

°i the first Hitler Reichstag in 1933, and also

leader of the Catholic Student Association. Flis election 
address contained the following:

On November 12th it must be shown that the entire 
German people support the peace policy of Adolf Hit
ler. . . . No doubt must be left that National Socialism 
and Germany are irrevocably wedded.

It is distressing to note the progress made by Catholic and 
other reactionaries of the old Hitler regime. In East Ger
many, on the other hand, Premier Grotewohl’s speech to 
the Third Party Conference of the Socialist Unity Party, 
held recently, defined clearly the attitude of the govern
ment towards religious leaders, thus:

“Our state of workers and peasants extends particular 
protection to the unhindered exercise of religion. The sup
porters of the Church enjoy all civil rights. No limits are 
put on religious practice in the Church. The State does not 
intervene in the internal affairs of the Church, just as it 
does not interfere in those of other associations.

However . . .  the activities of the Church must be within 
the bounds of the law. Our constitution states that religious 
bodies have the right to express their opinion on vital 
questions affecting our people. This clause must not be 
understood as allowing Church circles to intervene in a 
high-handed and negative spirit in the internal affairs of 
our State. . .  . The clauses of our constitution have been 
misused by some Church leaders to give support to the 
anti-peace policy of the NATO powers. . .  . We are con
vinced we can reach better relations with the Church 
leadership in the German Democratic Republic if this 
leadership does its part to respect the laws and interests of 
our state.”

The Indian Rationalist Association
The Indian Rationalist Association came into existence 
in December 1949 as a voluntary part of the World 
Rationalist Movement, already in existence and repre
sented by the World Union of Freethinkers since 1904.

The Rationalist Movement has its own history of 
development right from the ancient days of the growth of 
civilisation in India. There have been advocates of free- 
thought and champions of heretical philosophy in all 
periods of Indian history. Their precious messages wait to 
be discovered and gainfully utilised by us. The present 
movement, however, derives its inspiration not only from 
this ancient fund of rationalist philosophy and ethics, but 
also from the modern European freethought movement. 
Today there are rationalist societies operating in several 
big cities of India. Some rationalist journals arc also being 
published in different languages in some units of the Indian 
Federation. The I.R.A. has its own monthly journal, The 
Indian Rationalist. It is also a strictly non-political body. 
As yet, this movement is confined mainly to the English- 
knowing sections of the Indian people. It is our task to sec 
that it percolates to the common man.

Even on the basis of the little work that the I.R.A. has 
done during the last six years of its short history, it can 
safely and confidently be maintained that, starting with 
scattered individual rationalists and rationalist associations 
in certain big cities of India, the now co-ordinated and 
organised movement has come to stay in India, and is 
gradually but surely expanding. Much, however, remains 
to be done. Though rationalism is a crying need of modern 
India, the movement is faced with several difficulties. The 
movement ought to be made the harbinger of renaissance 
in mid-20th century India in close co-operation with other 
similar movements in our country and abroad.



The I.R.A. holds its General Conventions at different 
places annually. The first four conventions were held at 
Madras in December 1949, at Tenali (Andhra) in Feb
ruary 1952, at Delhi in May 1953, and at Meerut in 
January 1955.

The object of these Annual Conventions is to create con
sciousness among the Indian intelligentsia of an existing 
and expanding rationalist movement in the world, to pro
mote solidarity among fellow rationalists in India and 
abroad, to emphasise the necessity of the rationalist move
ment in our country, to spread the rationalist outlook and 
knowledge of science among the Indian masses, to throw a 
rationalist searchlight on the main problems darkening the 
horizon of modern India, and to produce freedom-loving, 
truth-seeking, self-reliant and co-operative individuals.

Without such a rationalist movement, Indian Renais
sance is not possible, and without renaissance we cannot 
have a new India as an autonomous region in a new, 
united and cosmopolitan world inhabited by rationalist 
humanists — mutually helpful and free individuals having 
the capacity and active quality of peacefully altering their 
philosophico-ethical, socio-cultural and politico-economical 
equipment and environment whenever necessity arises, as it 
is bound to arise in this dynamic cosmos of which change 
is one of the permanent features. P. J. Sa bnis .
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A N S W E R S  T O  Q U I Z
1. John M. Robertson (1856-1933).
2. The belief that matter is never present without mind.
3. Buddhism.
4. “I [give name] do solemnly, sincerely and truly declare 

and affirm that the evidence that I shall give shall be 
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth.”

N ote: The request to affirm may not be denied, how
ever troublesome the court officials may find it. The 
more trouble the better; they are the more likely to 
have it ready next time.

5. (a) Mormonism, (b) Theosophy, (c) Christian Science.
6. Zoroastrianism.
7. Edward theConfessor(1042-65);QueenAnne(1701-14).
8. God and the Universe.

CORRESPONDENCE
75lli BIRTHDAY GOODWILL GREETINGS
From my beloved Spain —  today under the most troublesome 
nightmare of Catholic dogma —  we congratulate T he F reethinker  
on the good work of human enlightenment which it has carried on 
for 75 years.

The religious gangs have lost in the spiritual, but they are yet 
very potent in the political, field. A great risk is over mankind if 
Freethinkers all over the world unite not their minds and wills in 
order to form a united front in the ultimate battle which the 
Vatican is preparing. Our house is burning and we must not lose 
our time with sterile disputes. Freethought has one main enemy, 
one historical foe: Catholic dogma. Whoever reads history with 
eyes without bandages must know that human history from the 
11th century is the battle of man against religious tyrannies, 
mainly the Catholic tyranny. Spain is grateful to T h e  F ree
th in ker  for its articles denouncing the risks which threaten daily 
all Spanish Freethinkers, particularly for those written by Mr. 
Ridley. Reading T he F reethinker , Spaniards will discover radical 
reasons for our history in this century. For this work we congratu
late Foote’s memory and make our vows for the greatest success 
of his disciples, the Freethinkers all over the world. HisrANicus. 
[“Hispanicus” is the nom-de-plume of a leading Spanish Free
thinker, and we congratulate him for his courage and forthright 
attack on Catholicism. We thank him also for his appreciation of 
T he F reethinker .—-Editor .]
THE FREETHINKER
I d id  no t begin reading T he F reethinker  in  1881 as I only began 
to exist in th a t year. In  fact, I only becam e aw are of th e  journal
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consef^f;ylittle  m ore th an  a year ago, w hen  —  I th in k  —  as a to >
losing control of m yself, I w rote to M rs. M argaret said
th a t I did not know w hich to adm ire m ost —  w hat she

„ visM l iher br° adcast or her courage in saying it.
Now that I read T he F reethinker  

freethought writing it opens up, I am very picao^ - 
As a criticism, I find the aggressive intolerance of s®IriCt1:ryiself ^

O ( a n  _____ ______ c  . 1 1  U  i l l  IS

and have a y ^ e s t e -  
pleased and

—  -------------------- ,  a. AAAI«, m e  ¿ I J ' f c i C d & i V C  i m u i w a n u c ,  n u i io v . -

dents (e.g., one goes for another because he calls . K  
atheist or an “agnostic”) is difficult to tolerate 

nothing like so difficult as the aggressive intolerance 
the variety of Christians, and I suppose it 
a world”.

himsier because ne . |y, u»-
difficult to tolerate c. oi

-'ntolerance ° p̂ke
takes all

FROM A EUROPEAN READER T „ lifetime* 1
I salute T he F reethinker  on its 75th birthday. In my . s sup- 
have seen the fall of empires ruled by “god-given ^  i pecHj11’ 
ported by the avaracious superstition-spreading priestho aflC{ tne 
of religion and decline of monarchy went hand in ban > ^^ges- 
freethought element was the best part of the revolution3** y PafiS 

As a seaman, I have contacted many Freethinkers in Fo°te’ 
of the world, whose minds were freed by Bradlnug > 
McCabe and Cohen. 1
SUNDAY DANCING
I was interested by the consternation caused in 
decision of the City Council to allow 0 ”~'4"

St. Albans W t̂hesea in -- .
Sunday dancing- - ' -  "  ar andme ^ity council to allow sunaay 

Market Hall. The law regarding dancing is ridiculous, ~eIit y*". 
laws interfering with the free use of Sunday for ^ :er<<p|ub,\
culture. Any com m ercial dance hall may open 
m em bers a t a nom inal fee and, from  th en  on, , 
admission for “m em bers” and “invited  friends” . T h is  is

a "C1U" nor^1
charg ten 4°nC oftm Car.

have
aam ission to r m em bers and “invited  friends . 1 uis ^  
m  spite councils w ith  s te m  Sabbatarian principles. n e ^,e 
diff, capital of W ales, th e  hom e of Sabbatarian bigotiTi c {II 
three  Sunday dance “c lubs” . v '
ANTI-SEMITISM
Referring to the letter by Mr. Shipper of May 4th, >■— t 

r t—- v- -ertainly u ,
m°st , con!11 

ot * is

- r  dse whatevfy.

- « 4
o    »»-H V .A  u y  AT A A .  KJ A ATJLCI J  • ■

the present Union Government may be, it is ce 
Semitic. On the contrary, Dr. Malan has shown a gf t>o> 
interest in Israel and is held in esteem by the majority j0,,i 
African Jews. There is no reason to believe that h 
different. He is far too shrewd a politician for that. I ] 
of no “anti-Semitic strictures” by either Strydom or ™a,t.

E. A. McDonald (Sout“
LIVING ON THE CROSS £ (jfl
In reply to Mr. Ottaway, how could the statement “Jesus 
the Cross and parsons have been living on it ever since» j 
atheist into the arms of God? What is the logical connec } i>5 6 7 8

Nor is he on firm ground in describing Dr. Schwel 
Christian. The BBC apologists would like to infer that nc „.„ttf5’TtvI rene J

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK (10th Edition). By G. 'f', 
Foote and W. P. Ball. Price 4/6; postage ^

GOD AND THE UNIVERSE. Chapman Co.henns 
criticism of Professors Huxley, Eddington,

Price: Cloth,4/6; PaperUjyand Einstein.
Postage 4d. and 3d. respecta ofGRAMMAR OF FREETHOUGHT. An outline 

the philosophy of Freethought. By Chapman Con
Price 4/6; postage ^

ROBERT TAYLOR — THE DEVIL’S CHAPE^I/
By H. Cutner. Price 1/6; postage i

SHAKESPEARE AND OTHER ESSAYS. By G. "
Foote. Price 3/9; postage4

ROME OR REASON. Ingcrsoll’s devastating re^ J  
to the late Cardinal Manning. Price 1/-; postage i  •

HISTORICAL JESUS A ND  THE M Y T H IC ^
CHRIST. its{. Christianity -. 

Price 1/-; postage 3“-
By Gerald Massey.

debt to Ancient Egypt. 1___ .
PRIMITIVE SURVIVALS IN  MODERN THOUGH1

By Chapman Cohen. .,
Price 3 /- (specially reduced price); postage 4 

HOW THE CHURCHES BETRAY THEIR CHRIS? 
British Christianity critically examined. By C. G'Jli 
Du Cann. Price 1/-; postage

-__________________________________ ______ — -ipi*
FRIENDLY informal international house. Plentiful food, c0S\(b>,f' 

Moderate terms.— Chris & Stella Rankin, 43 West Park,
S.E.9. Tel.: ELT 1761. z ' -
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