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Î? 1834 there appeared in Paris  ̂ P which he
priest Lamennais, Words of a Be > cause o{ the 

demanded that the Church should take P p Gregory 
Ç°Ple in opposition to the ruling cl ■ , j^;ng the 
^  flatly burned down the proposal -•«
I t̂aphlet as “small in size, immense I*- 
Proceeded to condemn the 
VVllhin the French Churchan J '

_____  , and
to condemn the whole democratic movement

and cWori ,* *vu'-u '-nuren 
The down its journal, 

e future. Lamennais

a century earlier, the breach between Rome and the demo­
cratic movements had become absolute. Under Pius IX 
(1846-78) the R.C. Church had pursued a consistently 
reactionary policy in every sphere. However, as Pereire, 
the writer of the letter, and a Catholic convert, had seen 
clearly, this policy was a boomerang which must one day 
recoil on the head of the Church. After the middle of the

19th century the process of

Social
e

t f f i  Iro,n the Church,
>848 rpvaiCtl-Ve part in the 
an extr 0 utlon and sat as 
french T® Social'st in the 
All ,h„ nSembly ^ t  year.
P'thlicanc • dlĈ s . and Re’
°Ut at tf m Paris turned 
He funeral in 1854.
NeVer(h j led as a heretic under the ban of the Church. 
Church tf S be bas Possibly had more influence inside the 
t° learn i*an outside it. A characteristic of the Vatican is 
heretiCs r°m ds enemies and to borrow ideas even from

In Warning
bility, p c‘Sht years after the proclamation of his infalli­
ble! *Jpc P'us IX, Gregory’s successor, died in Rome 
SUccess(T ^pPears destined for posthumous sanctity. His 
the ab|,r’ beo XIII, statesman and scholar, and probably 
nuiPbeCSt m?dern Pope, had a long reign marked by a 
n̂open i°  ̂ important pronouncements. He found an 

french r  . er in his predecessor’s study, written by a 
c°ntaj .u'seiple of the Socialist Henri de St. Simon, and 
create l'vf a s°Iemn warning that the new class of workers 
Pletelv r  tbe fueh'Strial Revolution was becoming com- 
itsclf- a Ienated from the Church and from Christianity 
thejr’ ni0reovcr. tflo future lay with the workers, despite 
tion -i '^erable lot under a system of unrestricted competi- 
opgL pu for Christianity to survive in the new world being 
ttiasse dle Church had to win the confidence of the 
prevj py taking an active interest in their welfare. The 
Would h ^  uuirticulate masses were entering history and 

Su h 'aVe tbe bna* wol4d *n determining its course.
Pr0v a )Vas the gist of this remarkable document; it was to 
field a e 8emi °f important developments in the social 
pre(|’ Mutually Leo was probably as conservative as his 
dip]0 CCSsor, but a man of superior intelligence. As a Papal 
^  he had visited England and Belgium, then the 
tlie i .vanced industrial lands in Europe, and had seen 

-bl® conditions in which the workers lived in the 
at o Ul(Justrial age. Nearly 70 when he became Pope, he 
?°UhCe set to wol4c considering what changes of policy 
in<juU l?rcvent the current rift between the Church and the 
that p al workers reaching impassable extremes. It seems 
¡{er Creire’s letter was the germ of the famous Encyclical, 
infl "» Novarum (On New Matters), possibly the most 

ential ecclesiastical document of modern times.

Situation before 1891
c lhe condemnation of Lamennais and his paper half

VIEWS and OPINIONS?

Catholicism — 1
By F. A. RIDLEY

industrialisation began to 
develop very rapidly in 
western Europe and North 
America and the new class 
of industrial workers, the 
Marxist “Proletariat,” in­
creased in number and 
importance, and as it ex­
panded in Catholic lands it 
found the Catholic Church 

inseparably allied with its political enemies and economic 
exploiters. In theory the Church preached resignation to 
the disinherited, while in practice it fiercely opposed all 
efforts at social reform and stood solidly on the side of the 
status quo. This was the situation in 1891 when Pope Leo 
made the first overture by the Church of Rome to the 
industrial workers.
Social Catholicism
The encyclical was not solely the work of a talented Pope, 
but the combined effort of a group of Catholic sociologists, 
including Cardinal Manning, whose intervention in the 
great London Dock Strike of 1889 was perhaps the first 
open declaration of the new approach of the Catholic 
Church. It was recognised that the latter must now take 
account of the of the great and growing industrial class in 
the social field. Already, in 1870, the Catholic historian 
had referred to Marx’s Capital as the Koran of the Socia­
lists. The workers were going after other gods! They must 
be brought back and the Church must meet them half way.

Two Great Encyclicals
This attitude took effect in the two great social encycli­

cals Rerum Novarum (1891) and Quadrigesimo Anno 
(1931, Pius XI, to mark the 40th year after Leo’s). They 
together form the authoritative basis of Catholic social 
policy and of the world-wide movement. Catholic Action, 
which now exists to propagate it.

Nor has their influence been confined to the Catholic 
Church; it has also been considerable in Protestant circles. 
The late Archbishop of Canterbury, Dr. Temple, publicly 
stated that these two Papal pronouncements were the most 
important issued by any Christian Church on the mutual 
relations of Christianity and modern society. In social and 
political affairs Rome has always been opportunist and 
adaptable. A brief summary of the two documents will 
form the subject matter of the next article.

V O L T A I R E  C E L E B R A T I O N S
Mr. F. A. Ridley represented the National Secular 

Society at the recent Voltaire Celebrations in Geneva. 
Readers will be pleased to note that his report of the pro­
ceedings will appear in a forthcoming issue.
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Problems oj the H eart
By COLIN McCALL

It is gratifying to have one’s views authoritatively con­
firmed. In these columns on October 22nd, 1954, I wrote: 
“ But there is, of course, much that is vulgar in Catholi­
cism. Think of the garish pictures of those selfsame saints 
and the gaudy ikons that are prominently displayed in our 
large stores prior to ‘decorating’ Catholic houses and 
schools.” The confirmation comes from Father Anthony 
Lauck, c.s.c., teacher of art at Notre Dame University, 
U.S.A., writing in The Catholic Digest for June 1956. 
“ Whatever sculptural form may exist” in the “ traditional 
church-goods statue,” he says, “is buried under a maze of 
garish colour, heavy drapery, and naturalistic details. 
There is no chance for a supernatural or assthetic note to 
come through.”

Father Lauck is searching, in particular, for good images 
of the Sacred Heart of Jesus; and he quotes some responses 
to his inquiries. “I don’t think there are any good images” 
(Head of Notre Dame reference library); “You will have 
great difficulty in finding good examples of the Sacred 
Heart” (“one of our best-known makers of stained glass”); 
“There are no good Sacred Heart pictures” (“A religious 
who helped organise the largest body of Catholic artists 
and art teachers”); “The usual image of the Sacred Heart 
has become almost a synonym for religious vulgarity” 
(Graham Carey). And Maurice Lavanoux, long-time editor 
of Liturgical Arts, declined to speak on the subject because 
“ it was so hard to find images worth talking about.”

Father Lauck describes a holy card which he has carried 
for years in his prayer book. “I seldom notice what it 
represents,” he writes. “If I do, I observe what a weak, 
effeminate face our Lord has, and what sickly colours 
cover the card. The figure has the hands and heart of a 
child. It emphasises details which repel. . . this effeminate 
image will appeal to few men.” From this, the writer goes 
on to some general comments. “Notice how few men 
attend parish devotions,” he remarks, and asks: “Could 
this be in some degree the fault of the pictures and statues 
which men find in church?” “Sentimentality and forced 
emotions drip indiscriminately from the statues,” he says, 
whereas men “need awakening images, quickening images, 
absorbing images, in church” and, whilst the pictures of 
the Sacred Heart “may please a young girl,” they “may 
nauseate a grown man.”

This is plain speaking, and it is clear, from an accom­
panying photograph, that Father Lauck is not merely a 
glib talker: he is capable of putting his own advice into 
effect. A Sacred Heart carving executed by him has the 
strength and nobility which is lacking in most of the others. 
Aesthetically, it must be judged far and away superior to 
them. But it is a completely unrealistic, stylised, figure 
with, I think, Egyptian affinities. Indeed, it might well 
serve as a mummy-case. The head is dignified, and the 
hands are beautifully simple, the palms being circular and 
concave, thus suggesting the nail-wounds. Whether it is a 
fitting ikon, is open to doubt. And there is one aesthetic 
flaw, too; one that, so far as I can see, is unavoidable: 
namely, the Sacred Heart itself.

What can an artist do with so essentially unaesthetic a 
thing as an exposed heart? A heart, moreover, that must 
be the focal point of the painting or sculpture. All kinds 
of devices have been tried yet, not surprisingly, none has 
proved successful. Sometimes, Jesus has been represented 
opening his robes at the neck to reveal a heart with radiat- 
iny rays; in others it is painted on or, as it were, through

2 l l / ar ™ S S i a b v 'p T h  Ita,',an b a s ...... -
above the clothma 'n  h,Cr Lauck> ><- protrudes 
sculpture,” savs Fati 10̂  } tke work has quality as 
father has certainh!her Lauck>.tfie heart is too small. The 
carving the heart ; / r t 0t e[recJ in tb,s direction: in his own 
,s quite unsuccessful. 6 a arge fosette high on the chest. If 
- - s o  far as an ath' a .n iesthetic flaw, as I  have said,
Sacred Heart akn \ v l •can judge — unsatisfactory i 
° f  the car vine i ?re,11 removed, the genuine eloquence
doubt its generaJTnt '!1Cn be unimpaired. Yet 1 wouM 
bulk of Catholics t Z ^  t0 an unartistic person; and ii]t 
a fact which Father 1°° a,S vve,) as women) are unartistic-

“Bad art han Z  LaUck ™ust face. ,P rs devotion,” he says. But is it true■
' ' vitality and

and 
as a

“We seek figures of our Lord which have But
animation, as well as good construction,” he a h r̂s, 
“we” means “he” and his fellow artists and art-. mood 

-or even the Catholic Pj ŝtr0vic,

n  is  w i^
same problem of the Sacred Heart. Here again, “  j,!#

in

not the Catholic laity 
— as a whole. The Croatian sculptor, Ivan ¿his
created an over-lifesize plaster in an attempt to so 
same problem of the Sacred Heart. Here again, i 
the heart itself that he most noticeably fails: h re t0 
a somewhat misshapen orb held in the left hand c j 
the chest, so that one looks for the non-existent sc \ 
the other. Failures, failures, all the way. . * this

I have devoted some space to consideration 0f 
matter because it seems to be a particular illustra 
what I think has been a Christian vulgarisation of a ^  
indeed, of life. (Vulgarisation should not be confuse ^  
popularisation: great art can withstand popularisatio > ^  
ness the Venus de Milo). The heart symbolises 1° an 
affection, and does so most beautifully as an ‘ ide 
idea which has had sublime expression in prose and .*j 
but an idea which, expressed pictorially, is vulgar^ 
love you with all my heart” is a hackneyed but leg1 , }t 
poetic statement, with a meaning that we all apprelff, were 
would lose both its poetry and its meaning if “heart naflt 
taken literally to mean the organ; it would be as repe 
as Father Lauck’s holy card mentioned earlier. Now, g 
visual arts it is only possible to portray a heart in( jt js 
likeness to the organ — with disastrous consequences- s
possible to portray love (in its different aspects) in va, ^  
ways but never, I hold, by pictorial representation 0 
human heart. The Roman Catholic Church has tried ^¡j 
so — unsuccessfully, as Father Lauck concedes, rlc ^  
hopes for success in the impossible task; the bulk 0 ^  
fellow-religionists, in fact, care very little. What docs 
garisation matter to them? They have been surrounds ^  
vulgarity from birth; their religion is vulgar — even 
gusting—-and it will remain so to the bitter end.

•nted
Voice of Freedom, the  A m erican F ree though t m onthly  U a|isil1 
partly  in E nglish, partly  in  G erm an, thinks th a t anti-clerl. ¡t 
am ong Spanish workers in increasing. In  su p p o rt of this( 
quotes a report in  the N ew  York T im es  from  B ilb o a—  a 
where the  C hurch  has a tigh t hold on the  m inds of the Pf 
T h e  report states th a t “R om an C atholic priests said anti-clef1 
am ong the  industria l workers in  this area had reached ‘tru ly  y ^  ¡a 
ing’ dim ensions.” W hat constitu tes “ tru ly  a larm ing” dimensi 
the eyes of priests is difficult to say, bu t the  news is encourag
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The Expanding Universe
By G. H. TAYLOR

A MKNTai pmay peru 11C7IURE of what an expanding universe implies 
fish, pj aPs °e gained by considering it as a tank of gold- 
and the i more goldfish are added the greater the density 
pensate f CSi| sPace f°r each fish. Thus, in order to corn- 
tank, jn oss °* sPace it may be necessary to get a larger 
able> ea . Is ,way the density may be kept steady and work- 

The <i j®“ retaining its quota of space, 
the voic|(f p the universe are galaxies of stars. In
c°l|ect • oetween them new stars continuously appear and 
^ c r o w l , 8^ ^ ’ ^et the universe does not become 
spread th> ^  *s as though the “goldfish” automatically 
their eniselves to make way for newcomers, and create

°Wn. water” (space) as they go.
their

It is .1 • m uicjy g<J.
‘n8 Universe t*le galaxies” that makes our expand-

?0ltieih[nUeŜ Oa AVhat does it expand into?” makes space 
irrelevant ^*ach exists prior to matter, and is therefore 
needed u .,Pace- or space-time, is a conceptual tool not 
ftient i,. , there is something to measure and some move- 

T, t0 calculate.
every\vh '8ht °*: l*lc galaxies is truly universal. It happens 
c°n)n]()ne!C' And there is something else that is equally 
lion 0f | ah regions of the universe: that is the distribu- 
thr°u„h C cnients. The universe shows the same pattern 
all the •°Ut' • e do 1101 had all the hydrogen in one corner, 
on. 'pjlroij.In another, all the uranium in another and so 
app^r^ distribution is consistent. The proportion also 
hydrogp cons'ster,t. too, the lighter elements, such as 
elenif>,,fn and helium, being plentiful, and the heavy 

‘. i ts  a rarity.
eIcmLn/aCtS 'nd'ra te, then, that in some way the lighter 
We q. 8et a start on the heavier—pre-date them, in fact, 
element i dleref°re expect the lightest — the one-electron 
the an . ’ydrogen — to have been the first in existence, and 

H o t t e r  of all other forms of atom, 
galaxj ’a en, did it all begin? What caused the flight of the 
derouTf How did .lhc universe evolve? The first thun- 
rea]jnS lat °f the Biblical Jehovah was heard only in the 
answer? ancient myth-making. What is the scientific

calig^y tWo iaval theories hold the field, and they may be 
schn̂ l PCrhaPs not too loosely, the British and American 

)J0 s respectively.
tfie nr*10 da^s Eddington, a quarter of a century ago, 
*W)n°P° ■ s°lud°n °f the problem was, very roughly,
of a , °r fusion? In other words, is the universe the result 
cess . 'ng down process (fission) or a building-up pro- 
detl|ai|llSl0n)- Lemaitre, a pupil of Eddington’s (and inci- 
giatl| y a priest) saw the birth of the universe from one 
0jn„ Iadioactive atom, whose explosion meant the begin- 
c°unt . time and space. The theory failed on several 
eletri s> f°r one thing it would not explain why the lighter 

J'lj nt.s Predominate to such an extent, 
from C ldca °f sudden creation of the many forms of atom 
by s d common ancestor has not, however, been given up 
5,Oo0me American astronomers. They postulate that about 
ne,,,„ adllion years ago matter consisted exclusively of
racija°ns' these being under the influence of compressed 
% 1 'U energy. (A neutron, like a proton, has a standard 
IiqC] a °f one but no electric charge. It is, as it were, an 
tq, aigcd proton.) The spreading radiation providing the 
its a rature, this nucleus gave rise to a building process 
t io '^ u l t  of which, in half an hour by our clock, “crea- 

Was accomplished, the temperature being estimated

at 15,000 million degrees Centigrade in the first second of 
the explosion.

What is meant by “creation” is not, of course, some­
thing coming miraculously out of nothing, but the rapid 
integration of a great dust of all the known kinds of atom 
from a neutron ancestor. The half-hour is arrived at by 
considering the fact that free neutrons lose half their num­
ber in 15 minutes, so the job would have to be done 
quickly, if the various elements had to be built up step by 
step. After about 250 million years — so the theory goes — 
the flying apart process would spend itself and then the 
dust would begin to draw together into stars, and the stars 
gravitate together into galaxies. This presumably could 
take place piecemeal while the flight of the galaxies con­
tinued.

The British school (Thomas Gold, F. Hoyle, etc.) prefer 
the theory of “continuous creation” to that of suddenness. 
The raw material of all existence is hydrogen, which is 
being continuously formed. Single hydrogen atoms, accord­
ing to Gold, a cosmographer at the Royal Observatory, 
come into being continuously in the voids between the 
galaxies. Only a thin gas at first, they gravitate together 
and finally become new stars, and the latter then form into 
galaxies. Thus a star, in its beginning, is nothing more 
than a hot ball of hydrogen. Nuclear processes then build 
up other elements; by fusion of its atoms hydrogen will 
make helium, and,later, carbon will arise from the fusion 
of helium atoms, and so other atoms will be gradually 
built up.

As the universal ancester in continuous “creation,” 
hydrogen will naturally be the element most frequently met 
with in the universe, with possibly uranium the least fre­
quent. In these fusions there is a loss of mass, released as 
energy. The loss may be of small proportions, but enough, 
it may be noted, to give the hydrogen bomb its power.

From Bulgaria
O ur contributor Mr. D. Shipper has succeeded in estab­
lishing correspondence with Freethinkers and groups in 
Scandinavia, Switzerland, Austria, Hungary and Finland.

Half in jest, Mr. Taylor sent him a Chad captioned 
“Wot! Nothing from Bulgaria?” Not to be daunted, Mr. 
Shipper used as his medium the Bulgarian radio informa­
tion service. His latest letter, addressed to Mr. Dave Ship­
per, 66 Tudor Road, Cardiff, South Wales, England (sic.) 
is as follows: Re publique Populaire de Bulgarie

R adiodiffusion Bulgare,
Sofia, July 26th, 1956.

Dear Sir,—
No, Mr. Shipper. We do not have any anti-religious 

societies in Bulgaria and I do not think their existence ' 
would be justified. Religious problems have never been 
acute in this country to the extent they arc, for example, in 
Italy, and the need of an organised struggle against reli­
gion has never existed. Although freedom of religion is 
fully guaranteed, the churches are open and the priests are 
free to preach, religion is gradually dying out with the 
advance of scientific thinking and discoveries. You would 
find few believers among the young generation, but after 
all, this seems to be the case in Britain and most other 
countries too. Actually, I may say that for many years 
now, even before the war, there have been few real 
believers in this country.—Yours sincerely. N ina Robeva,

In Charge of Listeners’ Letters.
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This Believing World
Two very religious shows our ITV recently held are worth 
noting. One was the now famous 64,000 Quiz in which a 
student of the Bible (over many years) completely failed 
to answer an elementary question on it. He was asked to 
name the New Testament book in which the 11 names of 
the Apostles of Jesus were given — excluding Matthew, 
Mark, and Luke. It was, of course, Acts, but he said John, 
which, curiously enough, does not give the list. Not even 
the Pope knows why. It was an unexpected lesson to the 
contestant, who thus lost the £800 which he had previ­
ously won.

Whether this particular question was really taken out of 
the Encyclopedia Britannica, as he claimed, by ex-inspector 
Fabian or not, we do not know. But we are prepared to 
give 100 questions on the Bible so difficult that not one 
Bible student in 10,000 could answer. Anybody who gets as 
far as winning £800 answering questions on the Bible 
ought to have the humility to be content. Especially if he 
is still in the elementary stage.

The other show was a picture of three “young people” 
asking a Christian priest questions. Two of them were well 
dressed and courteous. The third was a young gentleman 
whose principle qualifications were an incredible vulgarity 
and ignorance. He was, of course, “agen” Christianity, and 
no doubt was a godsend to the organisers as a splendid 
example of “unbelief” — the others being quite obviously 
examples of whole-hearted believers. Isn’t it about time 
that TV or ITV organisers understood that “unbelief” does 
not depend on bad English and illiteracy and bad manners?

★

While it is true that the Rev. Dr. W. E. Sangster, of the 
Sunday Times is striving for a whole-hearted return to 
Fundamentalism, quite a number of his readers are fighting 
for a “Christian message” which has “reasonableness, sim­
plicity, and Truth” on its side, and they claim that the only 
way this can be accomplished is “by adjusting religious 
dogmas to the results of science and scholarship of this 
day.” One correspondent to the Sunday Times points out 
that it was “scientists and reformers, heretics or modern­
ists” who have exploded “Christian myths” and who were 
in consequence “subjected to the most fierce opposition 
and even persecuted.”

It is as well that this should be stressed for naturally it is 
about the last thing that a Fundamentalist like Dr. Sang­
ster would want anybody to know. A “reasonable” Chris­
tianity would have to do without many pious characteris­
tics of the Original Message of “our Lord.” Modern Chris­
tianity indeed is ready to throw overboard the Virgin Birth, 
and even a “physical” Resurrection. But it will have to do 
much more than that if it is going to survive. Whether a 
watered-down Christianity is worth saving is another pro­
blem altogether. We think the Old and the New are com­
pletely out-of-date. They are anachronisms.

Five hundred years ago (in 1456) the Roman Church
decided that it had done a grave wrong to Joan of Arc — 
and, as Mgr. R. A. Knox recently told us, “reversed the 
sentence by which she had been burned as a witch.” The 
Roman Church takes great pride in this reversed judgment 
— but surely the original must stand? The poor girl was 
tried by a bench of bishops, who presumably knew their 
Bible. The evidence proved to them that Joan was a witch. 
The Bible says that all witches must be put to death, and

the Church faithfully followed this Divine *nstr̂ .w  the 
and no “reversal” can change the Bible nor
Church did.

The Roman Church followed the burning of 3oa> . aS
burning of hundreds of thousands of other P°.°ri  j  good 
witches or wizards. In following the Bible it ' ¡tcjjes
authority, and even at this day it fully believes in ^ 0je 
and wizards — as indeed even John Wesley did. I -ana wizards — as indeed even John westey u , crCj ulity. 
atmosphere of religion breathes superstition and 0f
and Joan of Arc was a victim to them, as were fiieUI1U v-'dll VJI / ilk' Wdj d VlVlllIl ID lllClilj lxj t |vg ill*'
others. No amount of word-plugging can abs 
Church, and even Mgr. Knox will have found tha
now.

The Rising Generation
X — T H E  S T O R Y  O F  S A M S O N

on®
No ONE CAN DENY that in the story of Samson we l>aV̂  the* • 1 1 L11CIL 1X1 LlICs OlOl J ---  ,
of the most picturesque and romantic in the wholev/i. aiiu luinaiiut m < »vdllH
Bible. It has formed the subject of some splendid P ge(j 
ings, music, and drama, and his very name has P 0f 
into our ,o" '------------ --------L- ' ~e ------- as ^language as the symbol of strength just as , ^  

— Delilah, that of perfily. But when all IsfScaI1ison 
done, the real question must be — is the story of _ teiy-
as related in the Bible true? The answer is very he 
it is not. aVi,ay.

The meaning of the word Samson gives the show ^  
■ » i :i__ n ______ i.. „n ___in the p ivIt is “solar.” Like all or nearly all the names in hie^ulTian

it is quite artificial. Samson is the Sun 
delineation of the Sun — just like Hercules.

-or a

The Twelve Exploits of Hercules belong to cLn,oiis 
mythology and can be explained in terms of the > . jgS 
Signs of the Zodiac; but, of course, when pagan glljt
were adapted for the Bible they were “transmuted ¡n
the Israelite story. This is admitted by Prof. Gold21

cal

his Hebrew Mythology, in which he says that “Th® ^ jj 
complete and rounded-off Solar Myth extant in Hcb ifVcomplete ana rounaea-oir aoiar jviym extant m ■ ep* 
that of Shimshon (Samson), a cycle of mythical c0 <• 
tions fully comparable with the Greek myth of Hercn ' 

Samson’s “exploits” are some of the most thrill1 b
the Bible, and it is not surprising that, as so many Pj^le 
nations had their “strong” or “mighty” men, the . ejr 
writers endowed one for the Jews. The Hindus callea 
strong man the Strong Rama, the Assyrians called ■ ^ 
Sandon, shown to be like Samson, a lion killer. In N*n ¡̂ig 
they also had a great king and famous lion killer, ^  
the Babylonians had a mighty strong man called Izd ujes, 
who killed wild animals and, like Samson and H ^  j^h
had long hair. It is easy to guess that the long haH '  ‘ 
distinguishes Sun-gods really represents the sunSf-reek 
Two other strong heroes in ancient religions are the D ¡s 
Bellerophon, and Thor, the Scandinavian God. T ‘l0 
certainly the Sun personified — like Hercules. tpe

The Hebrew writers of the Old Testament tnade 
history of their nation (if ever there really was a He aS 
nation-»; and as their one wish was to be considère y 
warlike as the Assyrians, Babylonians and Egyptians^ t
invented the stories of the battles of the Israelites aga1
the “Philistines” and other races. In addition, like ['lC -lioh
they had to have a hero, a strong hero, a mighty 
killer, as well as a great lover. So was Samson invented ^  
but he was nothing but a paper hero — a myth Iik® 
many others, and merely a representation of the
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Coi T°  CORRESPOiNDENTS
P nm J°ndentS ,nay  like to note that when their letters are not 
stin h 0r wl,en they are abbreviated, the material in them  may 

e of Use to ’’This Believing World” , or to our spoken 
propaganda.

L- W,
rection” i ' ,  ̂F>e Quiz answer was correct a fte r all, and the  “cor- 
Mr, Tavli?»1̂ he issue of A ugust 10th  was done erroneously during  
Het at r. r s  aosence on holiday. T h e  W orld  U nion  of Freeth inkers 
i f ® » '  L ondon’.' in 1946, exclusively un d er the  aus- 
and orKa C “ rHish section, it being difficult a fte r the  w ar to contact 
v‘s‘(ors n *SC dle European bodies, though  there  were som e foreign
11 a "resent.
J°under^ofM] ( ^ ^  T h e  “Yankee M essiah” w ould be Joseph Sm ith,

Wer
A t i i m .c c  w u u i u  u c  j u a e p u  c u i u u ,

Vlormonism. (2) Brigham  Young, his polygam ist fol-lls a CilrrtoT-,R. a carpenter. . . .
in V(1, r?LE''—W e cannot supply  you w ith  addresses o f F ree th in  ers 

your locality, b u t we can supp ly  them  w ith  yours if  you  wish.
; £ •  Heru 

Kion,
differen i i 1'’(1!1:rtson .— T here  is usually  considered to be a slight 
¡Oh j,»» oetween T heism  and Deism . Both reject doctrinal refi­

t’s p  j  T h eist’s G od is personal, th e  D eist’s im personal; the 
God, that is, can be prayed to. T h is  distinction , however,

? heist 
’? only

G od is personal, the  D eist’s im personal; the

of literary  consent, and not a hard  and fast dic-
Mrs. g I, s‘
Von to deatu I(LOW— T h e  film Leather Saint w ould probably  bore 
P i p ’ We hear it is Catholic propaganda of the  m ushy type. 

—We ‘Dead's„. o hoPe soon to have a review  of the  new  work on the  
G„„ a Scrolls.REGory q c
you irienti" . ELTERS (Sydney).— T h e  journal Befreiung, w hich 
p ethinl< °n’ ’s the Swiss Freidenker, to w hich nam e the  Swiss 
Forman i\7s reverted  in  January  this year (they were allied to the 
G. A M onis‘enbund).

/UMMER.- -See B .M .A .’s R eport on “ Sp irit H ealing” pub-

i8sue GE'— F>ee article on  “T h e  E xpanding U niverse” in  th is
A §

°ne t., .r~ ^B  rival sects m ust m ore or less be “blasphem ers,” the  
10 the other.

Lecture Notices, Etc.
Bradforri n OUTDOOR

Messr. r ? nc^  N .S .S . (Broadway C ar Park).— Sunday, 7.30 p.m .: 
Kin».. S' Uay> N ewton and Sheppard.

Hranch N .S .S . (C astle S treet, K ingston-on-T ham es).—vngston -..m ien 
E v e ry  S u n d a y , 8 P ' m  

blanch J. W. Barker and E. M ills.
day C,stcr B ranch N .S .S . (D eansgate Blitzed Site).— Every week- 
7.45 p ‘m -: M essrs. Woodcock, Smith and F inkel. Sundays,

Mi
•45

Platt FH j  M essrs. M ills, Woodcock, Smith and F inkel.

oSeVside the
p.m .: Messrs. Woodcock, M ills and others.

.,,c , e Branch N .S.S. (Pierhead).— M eetings m ost evenings of 
M o c / t (°*tcn afte rnoons): M essrs. T hompson, Salisbury, 

t\[0r Barry, H enry and others.
Fverv 2ndon B ranch N .S .S . (W hite Stone Pond , H am pstead).— 

No, ■  ̂ Sunday, noon : L. Ebury and A. Arthur.
T. ^  Branch N .S .S . (Old M arket Square).— Friday, 1 p.m .: 
and i> Mosley and R. Powe. Sunday, 11 a .m .: It. Morrell 

K- Powe-
day W estern B ranch N .S .S . (Bristol Downs).— Every Sun- 
<\st * p.m .: Dave Shipper.
from ^nc ôn B ranch N .S .S .— Every Sunday at the M arble  Arch

âle,

X
°m 4 p.m.: Messrs. Arthur, Ebury and others. West J-

Shepherd and others
¡ y ^ r t  Branch N .S .S . (V ictoria Park).— Every Sunday, 7 p.m .:

Notes and News
N ews of progress made by the N.S.S. continues to be 
encouraging and, as foreshadowed some weeks ago in these 
notes, we have now to report the formation of yet another 
branch, to be known as Wales and Western Branch. The 
new branch is at present based on Bristol (where a 
Humanist group has been struggling for existence) and 
Cardiff. The President is Mr. S. M. Caines, of Bute Town 
Community Centre, Cardiff; and Mr. P. E. J. Jordan, 18 
Pembroke Road, Southville, Bristol, 3, Vice-President, and 
Mr. D. Shipper liaison officer between the two centres. 
Four N.S.S. speakers have already been in operation on 
the Downs speaking site, Bristol, and the question of some 
winter activity is under consideration.

★
There was a good attendance at the inaugural meeting and 
some members of the new branch, owing to their isolated 
position up the Welsh valleys, had never before met a 
fellow-Freethinker. It was decided to hold meetings on the 
last Tuesday in each month at the Bute Town Community 
Centre, Cardiff, and the first of these will be on Septem­
ber 25th.

★

The Martin Luther film has certainly upset Manchester’s 
Catholics, and when recently shown at the Gaiety Cinema, 
in the Cottonopolis entertainment centre, it was picketed 
each evening by sorrowful Catholics with copies of an anti- 
Lutheran pamphlet. Shown again in Eccles, on the out­
skirts of Manchester, the local Catholic Actionists tried a 
different plan. Instead of the usual picketing, a copy of 
the leaflet was distributed to every Catholic home in the 
parish.

★

The International Catholic Auxiliaries are a group of over 
200 girls from 15 different countries, religious fanatics, 
thoroughly indoctrinated and pledged to work for Catholi­
cism in underdeveloped countries under the command of 
the local Bishop. The Society was founded in Brussels in 
1937, under the inspiration of Father Vincent Lcbbe, a 
Belgian Missisonary in China. Soon after World War II 
the scheme was enlarged to admit girls from other coun­
tries with the same illogical ideals. It now has members 
front all the countries of Europe, the United States and 
Canada, and the East. They work in teams of from three 
to eight girls and are an addition to the well-disciplined 
international Catholic army.

Q U I Z
1. Who was the first Director-General of UNESCO?
2. What sort of an electric charge has an electron?
3. Sterilisation was banned by a Papal Encyclical of 1930, 

except for one purpose. What purpose?
4. As a young man Chapman Cohen crossed swords in 

controversy, first in the open air and later through The 
Freethinker, with one who became a Bishop. Who 
was he?

5. What is the correct missing word? “A little---------is a
dangerous thing.”

6. How long has the Church been separated from the State 
in France?

7. “God give you better health — and more sense.” Who 
spoke these words and under what circumstances?

8. When and why did the Pope rebuke the Catholic Party 
in Italy?

(Answers on  page 284)
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The Imposture o f Lourdes — 3
By H. CUTNER

O n e  o f  t h e  q u o t a t io n s  given by Dr. Guy Valot in his 
book, Lourdes et l’Illusion, is from Prof. Pitres of the 
Bordeaux Faculty of Medicine — “If ever anybody tells 
you about the so-called miracles of healing at Lourdes, you 
must see in them only the shameful exploitation of human 
stupidity.” And it is as well to remember that in accepting 

■ the thesis written by Dr. Thérèse Valot on Lourdes — the 
first part of the above work — the jury of the Faculty of 
Medicine at Paris conferred on it the highest mention, and 
thus implicitly recognised that there are no miracles in 
Lourdes. In this, the President of the jury, Professor Paul 
Chevallier, had with him, in full accord, his three col­
leagues and publicly said so.

Now, as it happens, one of the books which helped to 
propagate the story of the Lourdes miracles was also a 
thesis written by a Catholic apologist, Mme. Bon, whose 
husband, Dr. Bon, was always a strong supporter of the 
“miracles” of healing at the Shrine. It was at first accepted 
by a medical professor who appears never to have read 
the book itself, but only its “moderate” conclusions. When 
his colleagues found out what it really was about, after the 
thesis had been printed, it was unanimously rejected by 
the Faculty. But this did not prevent a speaker at a 
Catholic Conference in 1955 (attended by Dr. Guy Valot) 
from proudly declaring in answer to the query, “Are there 
miracles at Lourdes?” that there were, and in proof 
showed the thesis of Mme. Bon without declaring that it 
had been rejected by the Medical Faculty at Paris. Dr, 
Valot was not allowed to speak, and as it is most 
unlikely that any Catholic ever challenges any declaration 
by another Catholic, especially at a Catholic Conference, 
everybody there must have believed that the “miracles” 
were backed up by the Medical Faculty of Paris. Thus is 
Catholic truth circulated.

Dr. Valot, in exposing the way in which Catholic apolo­
gists like Dr. Boissarie wrote up the “miracles,” points out 
that they were not acting as doctors but as apologists for 
Catholicism; and in a note he adds:

Wc arc no longer in 1912. Since then, wc have had two wars. 
Churches used to be empty in 1914 but they arc now full in 
proportion to the fear of atomic bombs. In fact, thanks to this 
fear, to votes for women, to the cinema, to TV, all religions 
have benefited in this year of grace 1956. If Catholicism is 
doing so well, Islam and Buddhism are doing even better. In 
India there have never been so many sacred cows and monkeys. 
What should a rich Hindu do to merit the praise of those 
around him? Should he give food to any of his neighbours 
dying from hunger? Not at all, our Hindu would much prefer 
to help a hospital for old rheumatic cows—-indeed, if at the 
moment of death a cow would urinate on him, his family 
would jump with joy. Religious rows and the movements of 
populations in India, due to the creation of two Islamic states, 
have been responsible for more victims than World War II, but 
nobody appears to have minded. Renan well said: “Human 
stupidity by itself gives us an idea of the infinite.”

The two authors of Lourdes et l'Illusion worked in perfect 
accord, going through the Lourdes archives, not at Lourdes 
where they are not housed, but at Paris. They could not 
tell all, but they read all they could, bored most of the 
time, often discouraged, and glad to find a rare pearl 
missed by a propagandist. They were lucky in the fact that 
once they had gone through a painful phase of Agnosticism 
they felt at last free, outside all religions; and however 
strong their convictions, this was at least a guarantee of 
their absolute impartiality.

Already this book has had numerous appreciations, one 
from an ex-Presidcnt of the National Order of Doctors, 
Rene Leriche, whose researches in abolishing “pain” in

illness brought upon him not only the thunder nts. 
Catholics, but also the angry denunciations of Fro ¡̂ ¡ng 
Did it not say in the Bible, “In sorrow thou sn' ĵin-
forth children” ? And how dare any doctor take: u]W 
self the task of making childbirth painless? And so. and 
ing on the French TV, Dr. Leriche said, “Pain is s t o  
helps no one. Do you know that I have even w ^  
abolish the sufferings from pain of priests and a ^ caf.
— well, how pleased they were no longer to suffer. ¡0. 
ing these words, comments Dr. Valot, “the spotless . ^ 
gians should have shuddered with horror, tore t'iejr ^nest 
and buried their heads in ashes, thus following tn ^  
biblical traditions — but they didn’t; which ProV 
dogmas vary.” s0me

It is a great pity that space forbids me to fiuu j the 
writers like the great French neurologist Charcot, (|ie 
famous novelist, Huysmans, both of whom ral*y vSnians 
superstition and trickery reigning in Lourdes. 
became a convert to the Trappists, and his synlP £S t0 
were with Catholicism; but he saw enough of Lou 
recognise its crudities and credulity. . tpeir

But here is a specimen of both these qualities fro ^  
book, Modern Miraculous Cures, by the Drs. Leur 
Bon, published in 1950: . Sacr»;

Mile Malgogne followed the Procession of the y . 
ment and, as in the case of the sacred Pool in B^tn ’ jg
heard the “Get up and walk.” She had been bedndd cf,ed
months, yet she walked at once. Unfortunately, she had ( 
her skirt to a body-belt which became loose and sheL.cnt, t6e 
skirt, with the result that she followed the Holy Sacram a 
doctors, and their Holinesses the Bishops, attired .01 CÎ iotic,0j 
chemise and with her legs unclothed—causing a certain a]l

The two doctors, comments Dr. Valot, must have J ^  
sense of proportion in their apologetic delirium, t° ^ s. , 
should have realised that the Holy Virgin could n° ,eSty. 
sibly have cured Mile. Malgogne at the cost of her mo 

The two Drs. Valot were astonished not only tcurj es 
that there was nowhere a reasoned criticism of L° 
from the medical-rationalist point of view, but a s0T-j1eir 
often the myths of miracle cures varied in details, 
well-documented book supplies that “long-felt-want ■ .flg 
it must be translated into English. Already it 1S 
translated (or has been) in some European languages- p f 

But there is a trade seouel — the untimely death 0
Thérèse Valot. She was killed in a motor car acciident
April 4th this year. Her husband is heartbroken an ^  
course her death, according to the Catholic press, waŝ  ^  
entirely to an angry Deity having his revenge 0 w. 
impious writer, an unbeliever in the miracles of Lon ^  
One is reminded of the death of Zola, put down to ^ 
unbelief in exactly the same way, though there are ,lUr- 
people who are convinced that Zola was in reality 'l g. 
dered by some very pious Catholic deliberately stopP 
up the chimney of his room. to

All his readers must send their sincere sympathy .je 
Dr. Valot and wish him all the success his remark 
book so thoroughly deserves.

on
of

O B I T U A R Y
W illiam Pf.ter Adamson

W e regret to announce th e  death, on Ju ly  4th , 1956, of *v 9jijr 
Peter Adam son, retired  chem ist, of Portsoy, Banffshire, f° r . 0a< 
years a m em ber of the N ational Secular Society. W e exten 
sym pathy to M r. A dam son’s widow and relatives.
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An Industrial Chaplaincy
By LEON SPAIN (U.S.A.)

Secularists have been vigorous m ^ ^ ‘"^^em rtm ents 
hon to the existence of a chaplaincy 1 eni0yed by the 

Public life. The prestige and prerog useful services 
chaplains is above and beyond wha die divine
'hey perform. However, despite the nr;ncinal bone of 
services which the chaplain renders, 1 maintained 
intention is that such an office should not 
at the taxpayer’s expense. , n :rt;nmry a chap-

lu Webster’s Universal Unabndge lo a ship of
'a"t is defined as “a clergyman who y ic  insutu-
'yar. to a regiment of land forces, or t ergyman who is 

for performing divine service, .. „ j^ e  defini- 
retained to perform divine service in a tan . irl the

is an exposure of the contradic divine service, 
tf lce of chaplain. Apart from periodm j  aid for the 
'he chaplain is supposed to beseec jor the “souls” 
armed services to which he is attache_  n warring armies
m his charge. We have seen, m Pr^ ~ ’ -n„ to the same
employing the services of chaplains Almighty God to 
church, imploring aid from the san
'dp their respectives armies and navi • ^  armies> navies, 

Chaplaincies have been commo P jJowever, 
schools, hospitals, and legislator . arnval on tv*«. — * 1 a new» -------y v».*u IUIVU, XXWIT vy VI, u *1VII
use of tu 1 lc soc'al scene is considering the thoroughgoing 
routine, a chaPIairicy as an instrument in its everyday 
the powprn industrial chaplaincy is bidding fa'“c Pow “‘“>«uiai ciiapiamcy is uiuumg fair to reach 
tutions Cr| anĉ  Prestige enjoyed by the chaplaincy in insti- 
'"dustriai ufe '^oy have become firmly established. An 
effects il chaplaincy’s activities will have farther reaching 

Ihe f'an l̂e activities °f chaplaincies in the army, etc. 
“Firm. , l ,0 w in g  is an item which should interest readers:Firm, »-“ "»us is an item wmen snouia interest reaa 
the cant,nSta^ Chaplains, Take Time Out for Prayers, is 
I'he / ' ° n which appeared at the head of a news item in 
news j’(l<n"}8 Bulletin, Philadelphia (July 20th). In the 
scale h^i1 ls.a detailed account of the activities of large- 
ejjipio ausfrial managements to bring religion to their 
PanjCs ] s 'n the course of the day’s work. Many com- 
out cacilaVie 'nstalled chaplains, and other firms take time 
tpateiy ) cday ôr devotions and prayer sessions. Approxi- 
ÛU-tini, cornPanies are now served by chaplains on a 

°Pcrati ° 0r Part-time basis. In many firms, industrial 
exCe!)( ?ns and office duties are suspended completely — 
for j ev °f switchboard operators—during periods set aside 
half u ° 'lonalism, which may last from one minute to one- 
d a ^ .  course, one is always reminded that atten- 
furthe at SUĈ  devotionalisms is not compulsory. The article 
do n()̂  states that some services are lunch-time affairs and 
'he .sc .necessarily take place during company lime, that 
°'her.s r/C-eS widely, that some are held weekly, and
'Ucluri c a|ly. Some services are for employees only, others 

•p.uc customers.
Course ^ ev‘ Anthony Monteiro, who conducts a special 
giGt| <, °n. the industrial chaplaincy at Bloomfield Theolo- 
Cou,- culinary, and who also serves as chaplain for nine 
itterit niGS. ^as sa*d> “Ever since the war both manage- 
s° and employees have begun to realise they needed 
Uiakin ln® ’n their work besides just earning a living, 
thai, ni°ney and production — spiritual values could fill

\Vhacuutn”
to are termed “spiritual values” will in due time lead 
'vhich mci!,cation and dissemination of sectarian dogmas 
by ai, aie in no way related to the social virtues esteemed 
at u who have the best interests of the vast human family 

art- The spiritual interlude inaugurated during the

day’s occupation, and given countenance and support by 
pious congressmen and industrialists, has all the signs of 
being the biggest mental soporific offered thus far to hard 
working wage earners who have neither time nor strength 
left to raise themselves culturally after a gruelling day’s 
work. Undoubtedly such a chaplaincy will be an invalu­
able and useful adjunct to management in conditioning 
employees to accept unpalatable features of their work, 
and to confide to the chaplain problems which they would 
do better to take to properly qualified sources in medicine, 
law, social services, etc. If religious services are introduced 
on a wider scale in the realm of American industrial enter­
prises, the mental inertia which will set in will be difficult 
to calculate, considering the other distractions which have 
done their damage, such as televiewing, cheap reading 
matter, long sessions at the taverns, and the exclusive 
attention to the day’s sports results. Population has 
reached a new high level in the U.S. and the religious 
affiliations of the majority of its huge population is also 
at an all-time “high” . Despite the fact that, nominally at 
least, memberships of religious bodies are reputedly at 
their highest, the total prison population is also at its 
highest. The fact that more than sixty million Americans 
do not profess denominational ties or membership in the 
numerous sects studding the religious horizon, is played 
down by the spokesmen and representatives of the more 
powerful corporate religious bodies, who maintain that the 
increased membership is indicative of an innate craving for 
religion.

With the institution of prayer sessions preceding cabinet 
meetings, the engraving of the motto “In God we Trust” 
on postage stamps, the contemplated construction of 
chapels in state and federal houses of legislature, where 
legislators can retire for “prayerful consideration” of issues 
facing them, the coming into existence of an industrial 
chaplaincy follows well nigh inevitably. However, despite 
the sham reputation and prestige conferred upon the clergy 
and the chaplaincy, pious palaver will still be pious palaver, 
whether intoned by a primitive mumbo-jumbo specialist or 
by a clergyman officiating at a modern religious service.

The “ Religious Revival ”
By HTBERNICUS

Unless you are blind, deaf and dumb, you will know 
that we are suffering from a “Religious Revival.” Up-to- 
date as ever, the Churches in their study of psychology 
have reached Emile Coué, who taught that if you told 
yourself a thing often enough, it would come true. Hence 
our “Religious Revival.”

This revival exists only as things exist for idealist philo­
sophers, i.e., in the mind. If we, who are not idealists in 
this sense, are so crude as to examine the facts, we find 
that all social surveys show that the decline in church 
attendance continues. The I'apists, of course, claim large 
numbers of conversions, especially in their controversial 
literature, but in more private publications priest after 
priest testifies that the great majority of young people 
abandon their religion at the first opportunity. “Religious 
Revival” and “Leakage” are the official names of the 
façade and the reality.

In the non-Catholic sects, we have the same picture. 
Doctor Billy Graham was thought by some to lead in 
the Day of Enlightenment, but some embarrassingly frank
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parsons have announced that his converts were nearly all 
schoolgirls, who soon forgot Billy for some new idol. The 
Modern Churchmen’s Union was recently told by one of 
its leaders that Billy had seriously harmed thinking reli­
gion, and we can certainly see what they mean.

Some years ago, the Churches had, in men like Inge, 
Barnes and Temple, thinkers who did honestly try to 
reconcile modern knowledge with something like Chris­
tianity. Now there is no one like them. They have been 
replaced by ignorant demagogues. Now (according to 
them) if science and religion differ, so much the worse for 
science.

In all this we see what the “Religious Revival” really 
means. What has revived is the crude and intolerant reli­
gion in whose name were burnt witches and Protestants, 
heretics and Freethinkers. And it is the Liberal Christians 
who have suffered. The present Bishops, with few excep­
tions, are intellectual nonentities whose names are hardly 
known. The writings of modem theologians are known to 
few; the writings of some pre-war theologians contained 
something of interest to all, but the mounds of outmoded 
metaphysics and moralisings of their successors are worth­
less to all who are not prepared to make the enormous 
assumptions demanded.

Whether we are preparing for a new Dark Age where 
theology is Queen over the Sciences, or whether the 
reactionary tendency in modern religion is a last desperate 
effort to save what remains of this profitable racket, 
remains to be seen. A young man of my acquaintance has 
recently decided not to become a clergyman; he and his 
family weighed up the situation, and decided that the 
Church was neither a safe nor a profitable career compared 
with the Civil Service. Some people, apparently, are decid­
ing that the churches are declining in spite of propaganda. 
It is the purpose of the Freethought Movement, I think, to 
ensure that some sanity is kept in the world while know­
ledge knocks away the foundations of religion.

A N S W E R S  T O  Q U I Z  
1. Dr. Julian Huxley. 2. Negative. 3. For a punitive pur­
pose. 4. The Bishop of London, A. Winnington-Ingram. 
5. Learning. 6. 50 years. 7. Charles I of England, when 
touching for “king’s evil” (scrofula). 8. In 1926 to please 
Mussolini, who then dissolved it. G.H.T.

CORRESPONDENCE
NIGERIAN PRACTICES
Re M r. A nderson’s letter in  your issue of Ju ly  27th regarding 
fetishism  in N igeria, as a seam an I have had contact w ith N igerians 
and I know m any are enlightened people w anting  to get rid  of 
superstition-spreading C hristian  m issionaries.

W hat is the  difference betw een p ro -ra in  w itch-doctors of 
C hichester and an ti-rain  w itch-doctors of Africa?

W hat is the  difference betw een oil to make ordinary  people 
god-like m onarchs and libation pouring  o f blood or gin in  N igeria?

W hat is the difference betw een certain  bush  ceremonies in  A frica 
and drinking th e  blood and eating the body of C hrist in Catholic 
churches? K. Lidaks.
SCOTCH DRINK
In  M r- M cC all’s in teresting  article "S co tch  D rin k ” there  is one 
inaccuracy —  the sta tem ent th a t Scotsm en can drink  in  th e ir own 
country  towns and villages on Sundays “only during  licensing 
hours.” In  fact there  are no licensing hours in Scotland on Sun­
days for the  sim ple reason that public houses and licensed res­
tau ran ts cannot open on th a t day. T heoretically  therefore at least 
“ travellers” can obtain  drinks at any license hotel from  one second 
past m idnigh t on  Sunday m orning till a second before that hour 
the  same night. N o r is it necessary according to  the  law to “ book 
in ” for the  day at the  hotel of one’s choice; one need only be a 
bona fide traveller. M oreover the  law does no t clearly define the  
w ord “ traveller.” If  a m an leaves his hom e a t any tim e on Sunday 
and goes to his local hotel for the purpose o f having a drink  he 
w ould seem to be breaking th e  law, hu t if he ventures out for a
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• i refresh-
stroll and happens to drop  in  a t th e  sam e hotel for lC*9!vetl! 
m ent because he feels th irs ty  he  can qu ite  legally be se ^  ^ ^ort 

In  fact, of course, m ost alcohol-seeking Scots trav s(,en in
distance ou t of tow n for safety ’s sake b u t they can ¡Jarky
hotels all over the  country  on the  L o rd ’s D ay quaffing J® midni6'lt 
corn to their h eart’s content from  the  earliest hour n  neigh" 
chimes w ithout a break, while th e ir u n fo rtunate  ,
hours have to  keep to the  s ta tu to ry  hours. By a great it ’g 
tore, Scottish Calvinist prejudice, w hich forced the Pu sUlted 'n 
on Sundays, has, by leaving the  “ travellers” loophole, v̂orld » 
Scotland’s being one of the m ost liberal countries in 1 ie, j]n00jl' 
far as Sunday drinking is concerned. (Rev.) JoH ' usabl*'
[As a non-alcoholic F reeth inker M r. M cC all’s error is ctj0n *s 
as a m oderately alcoholic F reeth inker M r. Broom  s co 
acceptable.— Ed.]

there-
close

P O I N T S  F R O M

to be addressed by the  President was approved. M r- D inwas appointed  to  act as a “ contact m an ” for the Society . »»' 
travels about the  country . Solicitors’ finding th a t the  Rules ¡vCd 
been passed at th e  C onference was given; and the  E.C. Lotion 
and approved the  T rustees report —  d raw n up  after cons ,lCtiol>s 
w ith the Solicitors —  confirm ing certain  financial t r a n • rnceI" 
betw een the Society and the  Secular Society L td . T h e  ne- 
ing was fixed for W ednesday, Septem ber 19th, 1956.

AN ATHEIST’S APPROACH TO CHRISTIANITY-
A survey of positions by Chapman Cohen. ,

Price 1/6; postage 3d-
CHALLENGE TO RELIGION. A re issue o f f°hr 

lectures by Chapman Cohen. Price 1/6; postage 30-
MARRIAGE SACERDOTAL OR SECULAR? W

C. G. L. Du C ann. Price 1/-; postage 3d.
MATERIALISM RESTATED (Third edition). W 

Chapman Cohen. Price 5/6; postage 6d.
PAMPHLETS FOR THE PEOPLE. 18 of Chapman 

Cohen’s celebrated pamphlets bound in °ne 
volume. Indispensable for the Freethinker.

Price 5/6; postage 6d. 
Or at 2d. each, postage 2d. Comprising; Did Jesus 
Christ Exist? Morality without God. What is 
the use of Prayer? Woman and Christianity. Must 
we have a Religion? The Devil. What is Free- 
thought? Gods and their Makers. Giving ’enj 
Hell. The Church’s Fight for the Child. Deity and 
Design. What is the use of a future Life? ThoU 
shall not suffer a Witch to Live. Freethought and 
the Child. Agnosticism or ...?  Atheism. Chris- 
tianitiy and Slavery. Christianity and Ethics. 

WILL YOU RISE FROM THE DEAD? By C. G. L- 
Du Cann. Price 1/-; postage 2d.

. l e t t e r s  ^
O f course parsons live on th e  Cross —  their greatest asse 
should they  lose it their occupation, like O thello’s, wou £ Re 
U nlike racecourse fools, the parson  is on a w inner eveIY-ii vVe ar< 
issues tickets to  Heaven, bu t as th e  tra in  does no t start i 
dead we cannot get our m oney back.— Paul Varney. gccf£'
T h o u g h  regretting the  a ttitude  of the  BBC in  excluding ntuaHy be 
tary  s talk, perhaps the “ two m inu tes’ silence” will eve 
been.— C. E. Ratcliffe.

N.S.S. EXECUTIVE MEETING _ chair-
Wednesday, August 15th— P resen t; M essrs. F . A. RlJle5' kghep' 
m an), A lexander, A rthu r, Barker, Cleaver, G ordon, 
herd , T aylor, M rs. G ran t, M rs. V enton, th e  T reasu rer ( 
fithsj and the  Secretary. Apologies from  M essrs. E bury  burghi 
brook. N ew  memhpr« adm itted trt Dnii-enham. L • .11),

.en»
brook. New m em bers were adm itted  to D agenham , i 
Fyzabad, M anchester, N ottingham  and Paren t branches ( L 
R eports of m eetings in Bristol and E dinburgh , and announ ¡veJ. 
of forthcom ing m eetings in  B lackburn and D um fries were ^ c'c
H um anist Council and W orld U nion of F reeth inkers activi . „¡¿[V 
also reported. A new  W ales and W estern  B ranch of spoD"
was in process of form ation. A m ong m any item s of c0 crTip' 
dence was a reply from  H uddersfield  T o w n  Clerk regarding gQCjety 
tion  of vicarages, presbyteries and  m anses from  rates. I he ^ t J 
w ould m ake application for sim ilar exem ption. I t  was hope (or s 
M altese contact w ould prove useful to the  Society. 1 *a£  q ¡¡!\i 
Rules and S tanding O rders C om m ittee com prising three clasSeS 
four provincial m em bers were agreed. A course of 12 study pt-r

tu»

S.E.9. T e l.:  E L T  1761.

F R IE N D L Y  inform al in ternational house. P lentifu l food, coÇRpg,,], 
M oderate term s.— C hris & Stella R ankin, 43 W est Park, I’-h
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