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The Freethinker
Founded 1881 by G. W. Foote Price Fivepence

One of th e  incidental bye-products of the Victorian age
3̂  1 *ts virtual monopoly of world trade and Income Tax at 
cla m dle P^un<J* was the tranquil existence of a substantial 
.^s of rentiers, people of independent means who enjoyed 

anl ê*surc- Members of this class produced quite a 
wd't Cr ?*■ scholars and literary amateurs who produced 
jljp  which, whilst it failed to make the grade of immort- 
Wh' u Was oftcn °f great value. One of the first articles 
w Ch struck the present 

her way back in the ’20s
en ]le flrst macje the ac_

h a 'n tancc o f T he F r ee- 
« * * * .  was a  rep rin t o f a 

arkab le series of articles 
Q l2h'a fiy w ritten  by the late 
that ' ^ o o le - f n this series,
(I , great man * of letters
aeaJt w ith

VIEWS and OPINIONS

tion continued, the critics of the corrupt Church and Clergy 
of Rome, tended to split into two clearly distinct sections, 
the Protestants, who opposed Catholicism and its corrup
tions in order to return to what they conceived to have been 
the virtues of primitive Christianity; and the wits, or 
scoffers, “The Libertines” as their critics sometimes styled 
them, who tended more and more to reject all dogma, 
Catholic or Protestant and to scoff impartially at all organ

ised religion. Etienne Dolet

Rabelais and the 
P ro testan t R eform ation

gr ...... « notable bio-
Phy of the French Protestant scholar, printer and martyr, 

g .° Was burned alive by the Church in the year 1546. 
bio?>nnc ^°Ict was closely associated with Rabelais and his 
En^raPhy, rev'ewed by Foote and written by a scholarly 
(>n̂  h Protestant, Mr. G. Christie, throws a flood of light 

that stormy but colourful era in European history.

*8Hce and the Reformation
Ijjl^her English scholar, Dr. Thomas Wright, published in 
sPe ' a c°hccti°n °f remarkable essays, an elegant literary 
ye Cles which seems to have fallen into abeyance in recent 

J s dealing with the life and literature of medieval and 
g 0rmaUori times. One of these essays deals with the 
lroi Knd Pohshod civilisation of medieval Provence with its 
Ji °ador poets and it unique “Courts of Love” ; an in-
l*tir

By F. A. RIDLEY,

Nation times. One of these essays deals with the

Sjj&F,_______ ,_____ __________
4 nwus culture of remarkable interest which was literally 
Van' halcd with fire and sword by the Inquisition and the 
M »lie Crusaders of Pope Innocent 111 and Simon de 
A]k- 0, t 'n their war of extermination against the heretical 

'Senses in the 13th century. Another of Dr. Wright’s 
subi deak w'th the, to Freethinkers at least, absorbing 
liter l tllc Protestant Reformation in France and the 
^ ature both controversial and satirical produced by the 
PrRotation. For, as our author does not fail to note, 
*e f<* represented the classic battleground between the 
O p t i o n  and the Counter-Reformation in the 16th 
IfC]j ^  For this was the ghastly era of “The Wars of 
for ^l0n” in which Catholics and Protestants fought fiercely 
(¡Supremacy; the era of the Massacre of St. Bartholomew 
ajj(j 7 . and of the Catholic “League” . It was also the era, 
t!)C p rance was the birthplace, of Calvin, the greatest of 

r°testant theologians, and of Rabelais, the greatest 
figu r’ at least, the most famous — satirist and literary

e ° f  his age.

ants and Scoffers
JjCrrible corruption wliich characterised the Borgia 

initĵ j cdici Papacy of the Renaissance which provoked the 
Uire revolt of Luther, produced an extensive satiric litera- 
\Vcre ° which the Rabelasian Pantagruel and Gargantua 

° nly the most famous characters. But as the Reforma-

appears to have belonged to 
this latter class, at least in 
I he sense that he went con
siderably beyond Protestant 
orthodoxy in extravagance 
which eventually conducted 
him to his frightful end at 
the stake. To the selfsame 
school of scoffers Rabelais, 

as Dr. Wright demonstrates, clearly belonged. More fortu
nate, or perhaps more prudent than Dolet, “the great 
original” of Rabelasian satire, escaped the executioner and 
eventually appears to have died in his bed as — ironically 
enough — a bencficcd cleric of the Catholic Church upon 
whose flagrant abuses the shafts of his Rabelasian irony 
had so often descended — at least we may presume that 
this was so — for though no record has survived of the 
place or manner of his death, the death of so famous a 
writer at the stake would surely have left some trace of so 
sensational an event.

Rabelais and the Reformation
Francois Rabelais, himself destined to add a new word to 
most civilised languages, was born about 1483 and — like 
his contemporary, Martin Luther — began his career in the 
Church. In this case it was the Franciscan Order — later 
to be adorned by a modern monk of a very dissimilar type 
except for the vast erudition that signalised them both. 
Father Anthony alias McCabe ! Like his modern antitype. 
Rabelais’ scepticism got him into trouble with the Francis
cans and, like another eminent Franciscan before him, 
Roger Bacon, he spent some time in the monastic prison, 
but at length received permission to join the more learned 
Benedictine Order. Rabelais did not leave the Catholic 
Church but actually ended up as curé of Meudon. Prior 
to this however, Rabelais had flirted with the French Pro
testants and was at one time on friendly terms with the 
redoubtable Calvin himself. Later, Calvin denounced Rabe
lais by name and to be denounced by Calvin was no pass
port either to a long or tranquil existence. But Rabelais 
was by temperament a sceptic; if he disliked the medieval 
dogmas of Rome and poured scorn on its corrupt priests, 
the grim puritanism and cast- iron dogmas of Calvin and 
his Geneva school were even less to his taste. Accordingly, 
whilst he lashed the personal vices and religious absurdities 
of the Roman clergy in his famous satirical romances, he 
never formally adopted the tenets of the Reformation. In
deed, it seems quite clear from Dr. Wright’s narrative that, 
like his equally learned contemporaries Servetus and his 
own personal friend and printer, Etienne Dolet, Rabelais 
himself was between the devil and the deep sea — between
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the official Catholic Inquisition and the unofficial, but 
equally ruthless Calvinist tribunal at Geneva. The learned 
Dolet was eventually burned by the Catholics after having 
been denounced by the Protestants for his apparently pan
theistic heresies whilst Servetus was finally roasted by the 
Calvinists over a slow fire at Geneva after Calvin himself 
had denounced him to the Catholic Inquisition for his anti- 
Trinitarian heresies. The era of St. Bartholomew’s Eve was 
neither a safe nor a pleasant era for sceptics. The Reverend 
Dr. Rabelais had good cause to know this, and it would 
appear that it was more or less of an accident 
that the most famous French writer of his age did not 
end up like his unhappy printer as fuel for a 
bonfire. One may perhaps assume that whether caused by 
Catholic or Protestant bigotry, his end would be equally un
pleasant. In the era of the religious wars, as later at the 
time of the French Revolution, it was no small achievement 
to keep alive ! As far as Rabelais was concerned, like many 
other contemporary writers, he indulged apparently deliber
ately in cryptic language no doubt inspired by a fully justi
fied fear of persecution. As a later French freethinker wrote 
to Voltaire — “The thought of the stake is chilling to the 
blood.” Similarly no doubt Rabelais’ famous Abbey of 
Theleme with its Anarchist motto, “Do as you please” 
represented in the age of the Reformation that kind of idea! 
to which, proverbially “Distance lends Enchantment.” 
There was precious little chance to do, or to believe, as one 
wished in that age of unreasoning fanaticism and of organ
ised religious murder in an age in which Europe has been 
aptly described as a Madhouse.

“Paris is worth a Mass” . ry
Dr. Wright describes with considerable detail the WeraJ 
controversies between Catholics and adherents of the F 
formation which continued uninterruptedly up to the end 
the 16th century when the accession of the Protestant leafl 
Henry of Navarre to the throne of France, put an end 
the frightful era of the French Wars of Religion. By ® 
time Rabelais was dead but the great satirist would suiei 
have appreciated the irony behind Henry’s . faI?i°a. 
comment, “Paris is worth a Mass.” A more solid juŝ  t to 
tion for Henry’s conversion to Rome lay in the fact that 
a land like France with a permanent Catholic major1 ̂  
it probably represented the only practical alternative to
indefinite prolongation of the generation-long fractnejj^

ost 
•est

Frenchmen of the time perished either on the scaffold-at

war between Rome and the Reformation. During 
shocking exhibition of civil strife, French society a^V̂ st 
reached the point of dissolution, and many of the

i ViiVlUllWll V/*. 1.11V J/Vl 1U11VV1 WJ. lA-XH/X lliv  

the stake or by the assassin’s dagger. The fury of this co 
flict is mirrored in the controversial literature which F _ 
Wright summarises in his learned pages. In scholarship-a 
one would expect, the Protestants were superior but 1 
Catholics excelled in scurrility. To a certain extent Rabeld 
himself must be regarded as a contributor to this cp*1®. 
meral controversy: it is due to other more permanent . 8® 
more substantial qualities that he and his books ha 
survived their vanished age and have now long been 
rolled in the selected corpus not only of French, but 
World literature.

Catholics and A m erican Public Schools
In th e  M arch 16t h  is s u e  of the Jesuit magazine America, 
the Rev. Thurston N. Davis, S.J., has sought to “improve 
the climate of Protestant-Catholic relations” by analysing 
several questions which have been a source of tension 
between the two major branches of Christianity in this 
country. Father Davis seems to be of the opinion that these 
“ tensions” will be resolved if non-Catholics will only learn 
and understand the “Catholic” position on such matters as 
birth control, censorship and parochial schools.

Father Davis then goes on to try to persuade the reader 
that Catholicism is not really opposed to free secular public 
education. He says: “Catholics are by no means opposed 
to our line American public school system. They support 
it, just as all sensible American citizens do.” But is this 
really the Catholic position on public schools? I think not, 
and have no better source for my opinion than a standard 
text currently in use in many Catholic colleges and univer
sities: namely, “Moral Guidance,” by Rev. Edwin F. 
Healy, s.J. Father Healy’s textbook, which bears the impri
matur of Cardinal Stritch, points that “Attending schools 
where there is no teaching of Catholic doctrine is generally 
injurious to faith and morals.” A more vicious “dig” at 
our public schools would be hard to find. And he goes on 
to point out that the Catholic student in a non-Catholic 
school “is apt to be corrupted by the example and teach
ing of his professors (e..g., by the false views and impru
dent discussions in courses on marriage) and by the evil 
influence of his textbooks and prescribed reading.” And as 
if this were not enough, Father Healy goes on to say that 
“If Catholic parents realised the disastrous influences at 
work in non-Catholic schools, they would never tliink of 
sending their children into the midst of such dangers.”

But to return to Father Davis’ attempt to reduce 
Protestant-Catholic tensions, we find him saying that “very 
many Catholic parents choose [implying voluntary action] 
to exercise their constitutional right to send their children

to other than the common tax-supported school,” and th. 
for the reason that “they seriously and conscientiousi 
want their children to have an education which cornbiU 
secular learning with religious knowledge.” But is a 
sending of Catholic children to Catholic schools real^0)c 
matter of free choice? I think not, and again we need Jo 
only as far as Healy’s “Moral Guidance” to find that ‘ I 
children should be sent to a Catholic school, for, accord1 
to church law (Canon 1374), Catholic children are f01r ‘ 
den to frequent non-Catholic schools, and this prohibit1 
includes grade schools, high schools, colleges, and unj^ 
sities.” Healy further enlightens us by saying that ‘ 1 
natural law forbids risking harm to one’s faith or 11101 „t 
unnecessarily. Parents would sin grievously if they s s 
their children to any school or college where there ^ 
evidently proximate danger to faith or morals.” js

One official Catholic source praises the public scho 
and says that Catholics volutarily prefer to send tj1 | 
children to parochial schools, while another equally 0 ,e„s 
source heaps abuse upon the public schools and threat 
Catholic parents with eternal damnation if they do , 
send their children to parochial schools. The explanat* 
is precisely this: officials of the Catholic Church ad*1 ^ 
to a strict “party line,” but suit their public utteran£e*. 
their particular audiences. The kindly remarks by Fa j¡n I 
Davis were intended to be presented over a national 
network, while the deprecatory comments of Father y 
were intended only for students in Catholic colleges 
universities. 0

The moral of this “story” is that non-Cat'10^  
interested in preserving religious freedom should n° 
misled by cleverly planned propaganda. Cathol'0 ^  
remains opposed to any educational systems or institute 
which do not teach Catholic doctrine. Any apparent dc 
tion from this “party line” is purely for effect.

[Reprinted from The Liberal (U.S.A.), July 1957-J
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In terview  w ith  A rth u r B. H ewson
it became known that the editor of the American 

Va l°P&list, Mr. A. B. Hewson, would be spending a 
thĵ lon in the British Isles this summer it was decided that 
an Presented a fine opportunity of personal contact with 
e ejttinent American freethinker. Mr. Hewson being 
Lo h y enthusiastic, he was entertained on his arrival in 

nd°n by a more or less informal “reception committee” 
C Mtmg ^ essrs- Wm. Griffiths, F. A. Hornibrook, 

■McCall, D. Shipper and the present writer. We met an 
a ’r .y charming, quietly spoken, knowledgeable veteran of 
thn nCan breethought who has sixty years of adult free- 
^  ught activity behind him. The handsomely produced 

Sazine he edits is now in its second year of publication 
^serves a wide area.

0 yyer a dinner in Soho we had the chance to exchange 
jPuuons and impressions and we soon found our new friend 

a some pretty clear-cut ideas about freethought and its 
opaganda today. The hours sped away, leaving their 

tii°F S *n our minds, and when the final reluctant Good- 
Dr t.came it seemed like the premature interruption of a 
 ̂u?ls‘n8 discussion.

r ” 9 have space for just a few of our questions and the 
chons they drew from our esteemed guest.

i Qp*? . y°u describe yourself as an Atheist ?
; that *n ŷ‘ * havc never come across any conception of God 

¡s 1 makes sense. We don’t need any such hypothesis. What 
<;t.ne,c^ed is to deal with the realities of life from a positive 
g tipo in t.
tnpS l^at mean y°u would tie up the freethought move- 
%»<with some political line of approach ?
Wh’i am thinking more on lines of organization. That’s the 
p °*e keynote. If we don’t develop the social side of our 
o^.Thought-Humanist work we shall inevitably fail in our 

We must compete with the Churches or go out of

Vg °UJ  °f existence ?
biss* J.ust that. Take a case. A man devotes pretty well all 
sPe ,ISUl!e time to Rationalist propaganda. He not only 
tygijpS his time but also his money. He has two children, 
eVc say. The boy marries a Protestant, the girl perhaps 
tole a Catholic. And because they have been brought up as 
be uant broadminded folk they will allow the offspring to 
°f fought up in accordance with the religious principles 
He -r Partners. And the old man’s life work is wasted, 
efjAti'ght never have been a Rationalist at all for all the 
d/7 / has had on posterity.
V0 answer is — ?
soc; , groups. We mustn’t let the Churches monopolise the 

w i °f the young. We must train our people socially 
lye as intellectually.
PUrpVe’. °f course, in London the Conway Hall for that 
<loti'?Se’ \n connection with the Ethical movement, but we 
It-S n°tice the young flocking there in their thousands. 
b6r matter of technique, and a big problem. I am a mem- 
ŝ y °t a Unitarian Church which has been, as you would 
In f i l t r a te d  by us Rationalists to such an extent that in 
sin»] ^ars, although we have had four ministers, not a 
th ^ .  Prayer has ever been uttered, nor any assumption 

here is a supernatural. Here then, is a thought. You 
h nl a Plant, what better way to get one?
It’s a Word ‘Church ’ a good name for you ?
^ater?uatter °f expediency. Do things gradually. Give them 
^oui j  ley can swim in.
hi ctu°U accept the term ‘Scientific Humanist' ?

called one of the “Mavericks” because I don’t wear

labels, you know. But I can wholeheartedly accept that 
term Scientific Humanism. It gets us away from the nega
tive attitude.
Don’t you see some purpose for the purely negative though? 
Look at the Catholic menace, even more serious in your 
country than ours.
Yes, 1 agree that’s important, but we can be positive and 
still be militant. But let us relate our militancy to the reali
ties of life and not to such things as Jesus and the Bible. 
You mean we keep the Bible alive by talking about it ? 
Exactly. Let it drop. The people are letting it drop. Who 
cares? It has nothing to offer modem life.
How do you rate the chances of an all-American unified 
Freethought organisation with local autonomy ?
The chances at present are nil. We are faced with radically 
differing ideas on how to propagate rationalism, and some 
of our groups are little more than personal ones. There is 
also the difficulty of the great distances.
What is your opinion of the change of front shown by orga
nised Rationalism in Britain ?
Well, I’m a member of the R.P.A. so I suppose I’m entitled 
to my grouch. The appeal of The Humanist has been 
narrowed by its pedantic approach. It should be broadened 
to take in a wider rationalist public like it once did.

★
Our visitor was of course equally interested in what we 
had to say about the situation in this country. The following 
day he entertained the Secretary and myself at his hotel 
and we had another “session” . Altogether his visit formed 
a most valuable contact and the American Rationalist and 
T he  F r eeth in k er  have already a growing common reader- 
ship in both countries. They have also a mutual writer in 
our contributor (or should I say our phenomenon ?) Dave 
Shipper who was responsible for suggesting our meeting. 
An article from Mr. Hewson will appear in these columns 
next week.

By the way, the word Maverick which our American 
friend used may not be familiar. It has some historical con
nection and refers to unbranded ranch animals. In literary 
parlance it would therefore designate one who refused to 
wear a label to describe his views.

I close with a quotation from the current number of the 
American Rationalist, by Mr. Hewson:

“We must rear our children with a full understanding 
of their personal responsibility for the establishment of the 
kind of world in which Life will find its finest flowering. 
Their understanding then will not be befogged by the idea 
that responsibility for that kind of a world rests elsewhere 
than within themselves, or that their potential capacities 
can be increased by prayers to non-existent ears.”

G. H. Taylor

Another Convert
Once upon a time a lion, a really magnificent animal but 
now too ill to do any more hunting, lay dying and before 
its fast-glazing eyes litle antelopes, gazelles, etc. played 
quite near but the lion was too far gone to pursue them. 
A traveller who happened to be a vegetarian came upon the 
lion and, thinking to relieve its sufferings, poured a little 
drop of milk on its tongue. The poor lion, being far too 
weak to spit it out, swallowed it with its last dying gasp.

The traveller, after making sure that the lion was really 
dead went around the world bragging of how he had suc
ceeded in persuading the lion to turn vegetarian before it 
passed to rest in the Great Unguessed ! W.J.D.
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This Believing World
More and more of our daily newspapers allow religious 
questions to be discussed — though most of them are 
entirely on the side of “our Lord” . What does emerge, 
however, is the uneasiness caused by the “divided 
Churches.” Christ of course is never blamed — it is always 
the Churches with their “dogmas.” They have failed the 
people. The truth is that it has taken the Churches centuries 
to civilise the teachings of Jesus with all its nonsense about 
demons and devils, and its myths and miracles.

★

In a Kilbum paper is asked — where would “our Lord” 
be if he was with us today ? The answer is quite simple. 
He would be with Father Divine the negro God, with Mrs. 
Eddy, and possibly with Joseph Smith the Mormon. No 
one outside a lunatic asylum would dream of calling him 
the Son of God. In fact one pious correspondent of the 
Kilburn Times admits that “his so-called followers would 
put him in a mental home” . Of course. It would be no 
use blaming the dogmas” of the Churches, but the actual 
teachings of Jesus Christ.

★

It was certainly a great idea for ITV to get Group Captain 
Cheshire, v.c., to talk about the “amazing” Turin “Holy” 
Shroud — about which he has written so much since he 
joined the Roman Catholic Church. He gave his viewers 
a photographic facsimile and pointed out how it tallied 
completely with the account of the shroud in the Gospels. 
If it wasn’t Jesus on the Shroud — who was it ?

★

People like Group Captain Cheshire appear to think the 
Shroud’s authenticity is guranteed because nobody has 
been able to say how the “image” appeared upon it, and 
because some 50 years ago an “Agnostic” asked if it wasn’t 
Jesus, who was it ? Exactly what qualifications even an 
Agnostic has for investigating something like this Shroud, 
we were not told. The Roman Catholic Church itself has 
not yet guaranteed its authenticity — probably because 
it knows its true history. That it is a fraud must surely be 
obvious to anybody who has read about it — otherwise 
why has not the Church pronounced in its favour ?

★

The results of some experiments on ducks recently by some 
French scientists will certainly upset believers in the Bible 
Creation Story. The scientists are asking “How far can 
scientists go towards creating life ?” for they have 
“created” an artificial breed of ducklings “never before 
seen on earth” — according to the Daily Express. Its 
science writer, Chapman Pincher, avers that “scientists have 
already gone a long way towards creating life itself from 
dead, inert chemicals.” That is, “certain chemicals auto
matically take on the properties of life if they are brought 
together under the right conditions.” Thus, in spite of the 
Catholic Pasteur who is supposed to have given the death 
blow to spontaneous generation, it can now be proven by 
scientific experiment.

★

In other words, the experiments have shown that “under 
the right conditions,” certain combinations of complex 
chemical substances can form living organisms — a tremen
dous proof in favour of the theory of Evolution. Of course, 
believers in God Almighty are horrified — how dare mortal 
man intrude into the domain where the Lord has always 
reigned so triumphantly ? Still, they have one consolation. 
Who created the chemical substances from which life 
emerged ? It must have been God himself. Thus, no blatant 
infidelity can ever shake the truth of the Bible !

1957

The Roman Catholic Archbishop of Liverpool :eceD 1 
begged the Archbishop of Canterbury to stop bickering 
to whether he (of Canterbury) was descended from ' 
Augustine, or his brother of York came down from Wim j 
What really mattered was “that they loved each other un 
they reached the truth.” No doubt Dr. Heenan mean*/, 
(or some of it) but when a Roman Catholic talks abo 
“truth,” meaning religious truth, the only truth he recOB 
nises is when it is buried in- the Church of Rome. * 
Church of England is “heretical,” and all good CathoU 
must shun it as they shun rampant Materialism. Dr. Fisn ’ 
of course, looks forward with “hope and promise for 13 
Christian Church in the whole of this land”—but this won 
never do for Rome. Only the Church of Rome must be  ̂
“hope and promise.” Hasn’t Dr. Fisher found this out yet'

The Rising Generation
X X V  — T H E  S E P T U A G I N T

O n e  o f  the books extremely difficult to obtain is an Eng^jj 
translation of the Septuagint which is the Greek translaU 
of the Old Testament. It is supposed to have been m3 
about the year 280 BC — but no one really knows • 
whom, when or where for certain. No one really l®3 y 
either from which Hebrew text it was translated for m ’ 
differ in hundreds, perhaps thousands of places.

Now, the interesting thing about the Septuagint is that 
was the Bible of the early Christians, and certainly even
the Jews for two or three hundred Ncarly- -s omeyears. i-.w v  (i,e
critics say all—every citation of the Old Testament in 
New comes not from the Hebrew Bible but from the
Greek one. In other words, if there really was a Jesus w' 
quoted the Old Testament in proof of anything, he qu° ,] 
the Septuagint; for neither he nor any of the G°SP\ 
writers knew any other Bible. Even if the quotations n° 
the Old Testament were merely put into the mouth of 
imaginary Jesus, they still come from the Septuagint.

The Hebrew language, in which the modern Hem 
Bible is printed, was a dead language in the time of JcŜ e 
except for priests and students. The language they spm 
was Aramaic, the language in which Jesus spoke in P3‘. 
tine. But there were Greek-speaking Jews in Alcxanm' ; 
and for them no doubt the Hebrew Bible was transit 
into Greek, for that was the chief city of culture and le3 
ing as well as for trade.

The real problem for critics is, from what text was 
Septuagint translated? Nobody knows, for there is . 
Hebrew text of the Old Testament as it was then in e*,y 
tence. The text of the Hebrew Bible we have dates 0 
from about the sixth century.

The problem is still more complicated because the l#  t 
text used by the Roman Catholic Church was, in the 11 
place, translated not from the Hebrew Bible but from . 
Septugint; though it is claimed that the present Latin 
known as the Vulgate, was revised by Jerome in the f°urjy 
century with the Hebrew in front of him. All the &^  
English translations were made from the Latin text, , j  
therefore have at their base the Septuagint. Our Author* 
Version, still the most widely used all over the Eng11” 
speaking world is really only a revision of earlier tr3 
lations. s-

It is only comparatively recently that English l Llis 
lators have used the present Hebrew text to correct obv* 
errors. -c jt

But the real point with regard to the Septuagint 
is a translation of an unknown Hebrew text—which q.
of what authority is the Bible? *’*’
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THE FREETHINKER
41 Gray’s Inn Road, London, W .C .l.

. T elephone: HOLborn 2601.
an^  Correspondence should be addressed to 

E d it o r  at the above address and not to individuals.
be !'f F r ee th in k e r  can be obtained through any newsagent or will 
rQt]0r}li (n'ded direct from  the Publishing Office at the following 

s (Home and Abroad): One year. £1 10s. (in U .S.A., $4.25); 
(jtj  half-year, 15s.; three m onths, 7s. 6d.

ers for literature should be sent to the Business Manager of the 
[)(l Pioneer Press, 41 Gray’s Inn Road, London, W .C .l. 
o b t ' S membership of the National Secular Society may be 
9 S ? d  from the General Secretary, 41 Gray’s Inn  Road. London, 

M embers and visitors are always welcome at the Office.

TO CORRESPONDENTS
Q

°rrespondents may like to note that when their letters are not 
s t V u  ° r wben they are abbreviated the material in them may 

u oe of use to “This Believing World,” or to our spoken 
____ propaganda.

j/f Luiveriel (California): Please tell us exactly what film
lrr*ng to.

you are
Cl
p'-MHNT Walker: It was an eminent geologist and osteologist 
Kil “ Liekland, who discovered that the “bones of St. Rosalia” at 
"e ^ l0’ wh 'ch f° r centuries had been associated with miracle cures, 
r, re me bones of a goat.
by prAVUS: IT>e problem of jealousy and its abolition is dealt with 
(]e r°f- J ■ C. Flugel in his book M en and their M otives. T he  ten- 
n,.rtcP.to Jealousy is aggravated in adolescence by the notion of pro-
C v ln 0̂ve â a'rs-
"h- M acInally : H ardy’s poem G od’s Funeral is an example of 
a at ,y°u have in mind. It depicts a slow procession moving across 
8e|y *n at twHight bearing a strange form which they have them- 

es created and which the mourners can no longer keep alive.

Lecture Notices, Etc.
Bb.Lt OUTDOOR

kburn Branch N.S.S. (M arket Place).— Sunday, August 11th, 
> P.m.—G. H. M ills and Mrs. H. M. Rogals (M anchester). 

BrnareratUre on saIc.
nU-1°rd Branch N.S.S. (Broadway Car Park).— Every Sunday, 

Edi'l p,m - : M essrs Day, Corina, and Sheppard.
oburgh Branch N.S.S. (T'he M ound).— Every Sunday after- 

Kin°°n anc* even‘niG Messrs. Cronan, M urray and Slemen.
.8ston Branch N .S.S. (Castle Street, Kingston, Surrey).— Every 

X (; urrday, 8 p.m .: Messrs. J. W. Barker and E. M ills.
'Oon (Tower Hill).—Thursday, 12-2 p.m .: Messrs. D. T ui.i.MAN 

Ebury.
j  coester Branch N.S.S. (Deansgate Blitzed Site).— Every week
l y .  1 p .m .: Messrs. Woodcock, F inkel, Smith or Corsair. 
g^nday, 3 p.m. (Platt Fields) Messrs. Woodcock, M ills, etc. 
. bday 8 p.m. (Deansgate Blitzed Site): Messrs. Woodcock, 

\ l e r"  LE- Smith or Wood.
seyside Branch N.S.S. (Pierhead).— Meetings most evenings of 

Ho 'Vecl< (° ften afternoons): Messrs. T hompson, Salisbury, 
J ^ an, Parry, H enry and others.

£ " Eondon Branch N .S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).— 
i\I0( .ery Sunday, n o o n : Messrs. L. Ebury and A. Arthur. 

a Branch N.S.S. (Old M arket Square).— Sunday, 11.30
'p R. P ow e. T hursday, 1 p .m .: R. Powk. Friday, 1 p.m.: 

Waig ■ M osley and R. P owe.
^  s and W estern Branch (T he Downs, Bristol).— Sunday, 7 p.m.: 

tyes' j Upper, A Lecture.
fr lj°ndon Branch N .S.S.— Every Sunday, at the M arble Arch, 

111 4 p .m .: Messrs, L. Ebury and A. Arthur.
0rpi INDOOR

B et ° n H um anist G roup.— Sunday, 11th August at Sherry’s 
il.rtaurant at 7 p .m .: Colin McCall, “A Secularist looks at

1%.
lhe Lf U(;URAL address to the International Congress of 
fl0y Humanist and Ethical Union was delivered by Lord 
^ich rr at l îe Conway Hall on July 26th, to an audience 
“ 1 contained many foreign delegates. Speaking on

anKind Today ” he considered the startling social

Notes and News

changes of our day when air transport had foreshortened 
both time and space. Similarly the problem of production 
had made wealth available on a scale undreamed of in 
previous centuries. The two major problems of our time 
were to get this wealth fairly distributed and to abolish war 
which, due to the new weapons, had acquired a suicidal 
character. The present United Nations was, in his view, 
a more efficacious instrument than the old League of 
Nations had been. The recent Bandoeng Conference had 
stressed the end of colonialism, and if mankind could get 
through the current crisis, a glorious future lay before us. 
He concluded by emphasising the prospects of a Humanist 
philosophy, the startling possibilities being ultimately due 
to the independent thinkers, the heretics of the past.

★

T h e r e  h a s  b e e n  a further development in the little drama 
in which Mr. Joseph Lewis, editor of the American Age of 
Reason, offered ten thousand dollars for a polio cure by 
Preacher Jack Coe, who was boosting himself as a faith 
healer. Not only did this would-be miracle-worker fail to 
cure anyone but he recently died from polio himself at 39.

★

O n  S u n d a y , 14/7/57 the Wales and Western branch N.S.S. 
combined with Cardiff Humanist Group for the first annual 
outing of the two groups. A train-excursion to Bristol was 
made and after an ascent of the picturesque Cabot Tower, 
a visit to Bristol Zoo followed. In the evening the party 
visited the N.S.S. platform on The Downs, and a large 
meeting was addressed by Mr. Caines and Mr. Shipper.

★

In acco rda nce  with the N.S.S. policy of seeking to remove 
religious privileges, the following letter was sent from our 
office on July 2nd.

The Rt. Hon. Peter Thomeycroft p.c., m .p ..
Chancellor of the Exchequer,
Sir,

We were surprised to read that you were considering 
giving “some assistance to clergymen, ministers of religion, 
and the Churches generally” in your next Budget.

We think it is grossly unfair to single out a profession 
for special privileges in this way, particularly a profession 
that already enjoys other privileges over the rest of the 
population. That religion should enjoy its present privileges 
is bad enough; that you should be considering increasing 
them is astounding.

The larger Churches of this country have enormous in
comes and should be in a position to support themselves. 
(In the case of the Church of England it owes a great part 
of this income to its formerly being endowed). If they can
not support themselves it is because the people of this 
country have found them wanting. The people should not 
be taxed to support the clergy; religion should not be kept 
alive artificially when it is intellectually dead.

We trust, therefore, that you will reject the idea of further 
concessions.

Yours faithfully,
NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY 

(signed) Colin McCall 
(Secretary)

The letter has been formally acknowledged and is to be 
“laid before the Chancellor."

---------NEXT WEEK---------
M I L I T A N C Y

H. CUTNER replies to critics
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You H ave Been W arned!
By COLIN McCALL

The Irish Catholic proudly declares that it has received the 
blessing of five Popes. It is one of those papers that induces 
nausea in the non-Catholic—and no doubt also in advanced 
Catholics like Mr. Bernard Wall. It is filled with sacred 
hearts and slushy sentimental pictures of saints and virgins. 
Its intellectual standard is fairly represented by the first item 
in a “Think it Over” column on June 13. “No matter how 
great the scientist,” it reads, “he can’t do what the cow 
does. Humbly he must watch her make green grass into 
white milk.” If that gem of fatuosity should deter you 
from reading more of this article, I really cannot blame you. 
But you will do so at your own peril. That same issue of 
the paper contained—in its own words—“Warnings of 
Universal Woe.” I feel it is my duty to pass them on.

These “grave warnings to mankind” have been given at 
various times since the early nineteenth century, and they 
have been published in a leaflet which has circulated widely 
throughout Spain and Portugal during the past year. The 
leaflet bears the imprimatur of the Archbishop of Salta 
and the Bishop of Corrientes, dated February 27 and Feb
ruary 7, 1956, respectively. So it is not to be treated lightly. 
Indeed, Mr. G. Leslie Baker tells us that there has been 
much speculation whether the punishments mentioned are 
“those next to be meted out to the world by God’s offended 
majesty” and about “ their possible connection with the 
secret of Fatima, which is widely believed to be due to be 
revealed in the year 1960.” Who would treat such matters 
lightly ? Certainly not the Catholic authorities at Fatima 
— or local hotel-keepers — who must be looking three 
years forward with relish. And who knows, perhaps a 
further secret to come in 1970 !

But what of the warnings themselves ? To the authors of 
the leaflet “It seems as if Our Lord through Himself, or 
the medium of the most Holy Virgin, or persons of great 
sanctity, has been warning mankind for several years con
cerning a major event to come.” One of the reasons why 
it only “seems” this way, is because the terrible prophecies 
have not all received the necessary official sanction of the 
Church. But they have all appeared in books or other pub
lications bearing “ the necessary ecclesiastical approbation 
which, at least, guarantees that they are not against 
Catholic faith and morals.”

In 1819, Maria Julie Jahenny de la Faudais warned of 
three days of continual and horrible darkness, during which 
blessed wax candles will give light. One candle will last for 
the full three days, but none will bum in the houses of the 
wicked. During the three days, “ the demons will appear in 
horrible and abominable forms and will make the air 
resound with terrible blasphemies.” Appropriate accom
paniment will be provided by thunder and lightning; “a 
cloud as red as blood will cross the firmament” and the 
earth will shake to its foundations. The sea will add its 
quota in the form of gigantic waves; all vegetation will be 
destroyed; but the blessed candles will burn on obliviously 
while the earth becomes a “huge cemetery” for the wicked 
and the just. Three quarters of the human race will perish. 
“The crisis will come suddenly and the punishment will 
be universal,” we are told. The last two prophecies seem 
contradictory (perhaps the latter should read “ the punish
ment will be three quarters universal ” !) but it is plain that 
terrible things are in store for most of us.

Anna Maria Catherine Emmerich’s message (1824) was 
succinct. “Satan will be unchained 50 or 60 years before the

year 2,000,” she told us. Presumably he is prowling aroun 
somewhere now, so keep your eye open for a cloven hoot • 
St. Gaspar de Búfalo (1837)—who was canonised just over  ̂
year ago — informed us that the three days of darknes 
would ensure the destruction of the impenitent persecutor 
of the Church.” The survivors would be scarcely better 0 
though, for they “will see themselves as if alone on ean, 
because in truth, the world will be covered with corpses-

The Blessed Ana Maria Tiaggi (1837) — filled in a fê  
details. God, she said, would send two punishments, °n  ̂
originating on earth and taking the form of wars, rev°' 
lutions, etc.; the other sent from heaven. Here again, it vva 
to be darkness for three days and three nights; so intens 
that nothing would be visible. The air “will become 
lent and poisonous, and will harm, although not exclusive*/’ 
the enemies of religion.” The faithful must remain in thel 
houses the whole time “saying the Rosary and pleading 
with God for mercy.” “All the enemies of the Churc 
(known and unknown) will perish all over the earth during 
the universal darkness.” Then — surely rather an an 1 
climax — “St. Peter and St. Paul will intervene in u1 
election of a new Pope.”

Sister Maria de Jesus Crucificado de Pau (1878) made n 
secret of her low opinion of humanity. During the dam' 
ness, she said, “those living depraved lives will peris'1'. 
“Only a quarter part of mankind will survive,” she adde »• 
Our Lord in Heede, Germany (1945) himself expressed 
similar view. “Mankind has not listened to my 
Mother, who appeared at Fatima to exhort people to 0 
penance,” lie announced. “Now I come myself at the Ia 
hour to admonish the world. I am very near,” he warn® j; 
and for those not in a state of grace “it will be terrible- 
This generation deserved “to be annihilated,” but he worn, 
build his kingdom “suddenly, sooner than people expecn 
with a small number of the elect. . ...

Berta Petit of Belgium was privileged to receive vis> 
from the Virgin (in 1943) and Christ (in 1945). Both visit0  ̂
saw an awful prospect which Berta generously passed 10 
for our benefit. They spoke of “lightning that will black0 
nations in fire and blood” (Virgin) and “a frightful huF 
cane” that will “let loose all the forces with fury” (Chns j 
“That is the moment to abandon yourself to the sorroM- 
and Immaculate Heart of Mary” added Berta’s—uninvited• 
—male guest. .

When Mary visited Adelaide Roncalli in Bonato, ItaR! 
on May 13, 1944, part of the information was “hush hus 
and was confided to the Bishop of Bergamo. This see . 
hardly fair if it concerns the destiny of us all, but the 
of Providence are not our ways. Perhaps it is for our o 
good that Adelaide should tell us only that “unimagi°a 
misfortunes” were planned for the second half of . -
twentieth century, if we do not listen to the petitions "of the

Virgin. The petitions — The Irish Catholic indicates 
were substantially the same as at Fatima.

I think I should — on your behalf — express our tha'.^j 
to the holy ones who have so considerately shared the g 
information they obtained at first hand. Had they not 
so; had Mr. Baker and The Irish Catholic not Pr.’nterant 
readers of T h e  F r eeth in k er  might have remained ig.n? -ng 
of their dark future. Now there is a slight chance of j° \ et 
the chosen few. Wait a minute though, there is a P1 ch> 
note ! “Private revelations, even if approved by the Cn 
are not dogmas of Faith. Only human credence 03
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l̂ Ven to them — that is to say, similar to that given to a 
“A?0ri whose knowledge and truth cannot be doubted.” 
not a^”—we are cautioned—“the end of the world is
Di . eing alluded to.” A h ! that puts a different corn- 
end 'f11 0n matter. The “last hour” doesn’t mean the 

of the world ! “Private revelations”; “human credence” 
risk a life of “ depravity ” !

The Emperor’s Clothes
By LOUIS MICHEL

su rf UP0N A time, there was an Emperor who was per- 
r ?ded by some unscrupulous rogues that he was wearing 
. °es which were invisible to the common herd, but which 
ever people could see quite clearly. All his subjects outdid 
e another in claiming to see the clothes until one day, 

Jien the King was strutting around in his birthday suit a 
L ’JPS bid cried out that the King was naked and everyone 
paused what stupid fools they had been. The story puts 
jje *.n mind of the very first man who, when everyone was 
owing down to the Thunder and Lightning, must have said 

su i I will not worship this stupid God of yours who puts 
fo i stuP*d people in charge of his affairs, and such stupid 

ms on Earth to believe in what they say.
According to the Gospel or Good News in the second 

g « ° f  the Bible, if any man accepts Jesus as the true Son 
God and has faith in him as the “Way” of salvation, 

ini a man *s changed in some subtle way and is drawn 
s to hie “Body of Christ,” which is his church, and becomes 

mehow different from all other men not having followed 
ls course. Chief among these people are Ministers, Rev- 

t ends> Bishops, Cardinals etc., who are in such close con- 
toct with God and his will for mankind, that they are able 
t|, make a full time job of directing men and women along 
dr? paths, and giving guidance and comfort when 

.'bt arises.
This is at least the theory
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diethi practice, not only do these “inspired” leaders contra-
i one another on almost every matter of importance, but 

- °claim such diverse notions that by choosing your par-'¡cular sect or “Church” carefully, you can live almost any 
ay you wish, and still be within the “Divine Law.” 

j A recent case in point was the controversy over the in- 
A ded marriage of Princess Margaret to Peter Townsend, 
fo rd in g  to C of E “Law” regarding marriage, Townsend, 
„ hough divorced, is still “spiritually” married and cannot, 

before, marry again.
He t however, the Princess had not been so directly con- 

with the C of E she could have found half a dozen 
pie r denominations which would have been only too 
'd to have marr‘C(J the couple, as many of them stated 
ids -e National Press. Both attitudes are supposed to be 
t| P'rcd by the same God, and we are supposed to believe 
man tFe Glcrgy know more about this than the common

anrn°tller even more serious attitude concerns War. The 
¡an VVar Christians generously state that the pro-war Christ- 
c]0 s arc none the less sincere Christians, even though they 
ity oppose all killing. Neither group can see the absurd
ly n c'a'ming that both views are the result of being guided 
Ide o  same God. And not even the “Inspired” leaders in 
by -Churches realise what slaves they make of themselves 
¡t toolieving SU£h rubbish, and teaching others to believe

a man can obtain a job at say £11 per week in any 
that^y  trade, he must satisfy his prospective employer 
dbk ae can do the job, knows what he is doing and is cap- 

$ T* a certain amount of initiative and progress.
le Ministers are paid, according to a newspaper report,

not less that £11 per week, and for this they are not ex
pected to be capable of anything except a measure of theo
logical knowledge. Even the tests contained in the Bible 
itself are completely ignored, it not being necessary to re
move by faith even a small pile of sand.

Lesser texts such as those in Mark 16-17 and 18 are not 
even imposed, although failure would help to reduce the 
large number of Ministers to more economical proportions. 
As it is, this body of completely unproductive individuals 
cannot even cure themselves when sick, let alone us, with
out turning to mortal means and medicines.

If a bridge has to be built across a river, any one of a 
dozen engineers will be able to give sizes, loads and 
materials necessary, and their figures will agree with each 
other. If, on the other hand, the man in the street wants to 
know if Capital Punishment is right or wrong, and is foolish 
enough to ask a dozen different Ministers for the Will of 
God as they know it, he will end up more confused than 
ever. Slavery existed in the world for hundreds of years be
cause the religious leaders supported it by Divine Law and 
opposed it by Divine Law. Witchcraft, disbelieved by every 
intelligent person today, was so feared by the divinely 
inspired clergy of the middle ages that they burned to 
death thousands of women and children in an effort to 
stamp it out and beat the devil.

Waving and thumping their Bibles, yelling about Heaven 
and Hell (which not one of them knows the slightest thing 
about from actual experience) and generally putting fear 
into the hearts of men (in the name of a God of Love) they 
rigidly opposed and still oppose every step forward, every 
scientific and material advance, yet they still get paid for 
it, still live in rent free homes (heated on Sundays by fires 
forbidden by the Bible which they insist every one else must 
live by.) Are we to be fooled by these self-appointed dicta
tors who try to tell us that the invisible suit of clothes 
is the real thing. What a pity the Emperor himself is so 
impotent in letting people know the truth. Or perhaps there 
isn’t any Emperor ?

It Occurs To Me
A progressive theologian solves an old difficulty by replac
ing it with two new ones.

*  ❖  *
The highwayman demands your money or your life: the 
Catholic Church demands both.

h« % *
Christian apologists occasionally stumble over the truth: 
then they pick themselves up and scurry off as though 
nothing had happened.

*  *  H:
Women often give themselves to God when the Devil wants 
nothing more to do with them.

H: H: H<
Religion is as helpful as throwing a drowning man both 
ends of a rope.

* H= H«
Confession is good for the soul and bad for the reputation.

* * *
The High Church cannot endure a gambler unless he’s a 
steady winner. D.S.

RELIGIOUS REVIVAL
Speaking in herndale, S. Wales, the Rev. Howard S. Stanley 
secretary of the Congregational Union of England and 
Wales, said : “We have been having lean and disappointing 
years. Every year since 1925 we have been going back
wards.”
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CORRESPONDENCE
GODS AND GHOSTS
T here is so much in T he Freethinker on the denial that God 
and Jesus exist. T his seems to me to be a mistake, because if a 
nervous child ran in from the garden terrified at having seen a 
ghost, it would surely be no good to assure it that there was no 
ghost there; but if it was taken out into the garden and shown 
that the ghost was only a pair of steps against a wall, the child’s 
fear would be gone entirely. Isn’t this a more thorough way of 
dealing with things “supernatural” ?

T he term Deity seems to have come down to us from Zeus, the 
sky god. T he sun and sky were supernatural to primitive man, but 
science has made them part of nature to us. God is something 
vital to us which we do not understand, and when we do, it is 
God no longer. I see that one derivation of the word is Sanskrit 
“gudha”—secret.

Jesus was one of the many hundred Messiahs which the Jews, in 
their agony, hoped would release them  from the Romans. A book 
called The Other Side of the Story  by R upert Furneaux was the 
first one to put Jesus and Christianity into a reasonable historical 
setting for me, and it did what finding the steps would do for the 
G host-frightened child.

Another theological concept, Hell-fire, has now been made an 
everyday affair in the H-bomb. Perhaps organised religion lost its 
trum p card when science took hell-fire from it? It no more comes 
from God, but from man. M an knows less about himself in the 
West than anything else, so we do not know whether we shall 
survive. W hen one thinks of the suffering that we have inflicted, 
through the ages, on animals and our less fortunate fellow crea
tures, it would not be surprising if this suffering at last boomerangs 
back to its creator. Ruth Poulter.
GILBERT MURRAY
Father Crozier, in his letter to the Daily Telegraph, said, “as far 
as hum an frailty can judge, the soul of G ilbert M urray entered 
eternal life at peace with G od.”

It is recorded of the American author T horeau that when, on 
his deathbed, he was asked by a clergyman whether he would like 
to make his peace with God, he replied that he had never quarrelled 
with him. If the same question had been put to Dr. G ilbert M urray 
before his mind was clouded over he might well have made a similar 
reply.

A. L. Schue

WHY BE MILITANT ?
If Mr. G. S. Smelters had read more deeply into my article I think 
he would have discerned that it was w ritten in the awareness that 
absolute knowledge is not and, in the nature of things, cannot be 
ours. If  God exists, he constitutes the principle and essence of the 
universe. How, then, with less than knowledge unbounded can we 
definitely show that God does not exist ?

We may feel moral certainty (as I do) that no being exists that we 
could call God; bu t moral certainty and actual proof are not the 
same thing. Such proof, as I put it in my article, “presupposes the 
possession of final scientifically established facts of the evolution 
of the universe and all that is in it.” I should have thought it 
sufficiently clear I was not referring to the (Darwinian) principle of 
evolution, which appears to me established beyond reasonable doubt. 
But M r. Smelters, assuming that I was so referring, goes on to 
make observations about evolution and monotheism that have no 
relevance to my case.

We may say, of course, that an anthropom orphic Deity in which 
the majority believe is demonstrably absurd. But this does not dis
pose of the idea of a good many thoughtful, well-informed people 
that perhaps there is in the universe an order of reality of which 
man knows nothing, if he ever will. I do not think it worth while to 
speculate on such a possibility; yet I cannot altogether rule it out. 
Anyway, there is in me what J would call cosmic piety, born of 
my consciousness of our inevitably limited understanding and ap
prehension of but partial truth. And N ewton’s words appeal to me 
as expressing the true scientific sp ir it: “ I do not know what I may 
appear to the world; but to myself I seem to have been only a 
boy playing on the seashore, and diverting myself in now and then 
finding a smoother pebble or a prettier shell than ordinary, whilst 
the great ocean of tru th  lay still undiscovered before me.”

G. I. Bennett

MILITANCY
I think the tendency is to resolve this problem into terms of black 
and white. T o  be, or not to be, militant? T hat, I suggest, is not 
the question. T he  problem is not whether to be m ilitant, but when 
to be militant. Let us eschew the general principle and consider 
the m atter from the standpoint of expediency in given cases. Let 
the tactic match the circumstance.

It is a m atter of psychology—and of common observation 
that matter—that the person who is verbally smitten is not ^  
verted; he is antagonised. I t is not a m atter of intellect, “U 
emotion. He simply will not permit himself to see the superio , 
of your argument. I once heard Chapman Cohen at LiverP j 
utterly demolish a reverend Welsh minister named Pugh, who 
brought a large following of young men, with whom I was 3*. . 
with a view to judging their reactions. I t is still keeping Vv"' , 
the bounds of accurate language to say that Pugh’s case was ilt c 
riddled beyond repair and that Pugh himself presented a so ^  
sight at the end of it, easily the smallest man, not in size bjj
prestige, I have ever seen climb down from a platform, 
phorically a wreck, his face and tem per showing the outward s*» 
of his ordeal, he had run the gauntlet of derisive laughter }r 
the audience for over an hour, and it probably seemed to hi 
lifetime.

T his was militancy at its brilliant best. But it d idn’t convert  ̂
young men. It merely riled them. T hey talked of “mere wit 
“arrogant debating tricks.” T he people who were made happy 
the debate were the Freethinkers. M oral: adopt militancy ' v (0 
you have a chopping-block as a means of getting the case over 
the spectators, but don’t expect to convert the chopping-block.

If you wish to convert your opponents or win over an audit' 1 1 • 

then the M argaret K night method is the best. N. F ,E

N  S S E X E C U T I V E  M E E T I N G
an)'Wednesday, J uly 24th— Present: Messrs. Ridley, (Chairm3 

A rthur,' Barker, Cleaver, Corstorphine, Ebury, Gordon, John3 , '  
Shepherd, Taylor, W arner, Mrs. Venton, the Treasurer ( j  
Griffiths) and the Secretary. Apologies from Messrs. Alexander ® ̂  
Hornibrook. Sympathy was expressed to Mrs. Venton on the de 
of her husband and regret at the death of M r. Brighton. 
members were admitted to Birmingham, Bradford, Dagenh» 
N orth London, N ottingham, Portsm outh, San Juan and West tl 
Branches. W ith new Individual members these totalled 21.'1 (11IL11LD, mill iltvy LUUIY1UU.II IllVIllUl/iO U1LOV IVTlttAlVVl

Letters to the Chancellor of the Exchequer (on likelihood ol ‘ , 
relief for the clergy) and the News Chronicle (on Edward 
were approved; the N at. Union of Ratepayers’ Association’s decisl
to take no action on rate relief for the clergy was regretted, .( 
problem of Disendowinent and N SS objects was considered an 
was agreed to retain the word pending further investigati“ 
Branch m atters from Bradford, M anchester, Portsm outh and V'1 ^  
and W estern were dealt with. It was agreed to advertise aga,n , 
The Rationalist Annual, A successful debate at Dagenham bet"1 
I he General Secretary and the M ethodists was reported by 1 
W arner. T he next meeting was fixed for Wednesday, 21st Aug

T H E  A M E R I C A N  R A T I O N A L I S T  
A new Illustrated — Militant — Informative Magazine 

with the international outlook (a bi-monthly)
Published in St. Louis, Mo. (U.S.A.)

Subscribe through T he Freethinker, 41 G ray’s Inn Road, 
London, W .C .l, at 6 /-  a year; sample copies, 1 /-  each

THE DOLLAR AND THE VATICAN: Its Charac
ter, Methods and Aims. By Avro Manhattan.
2nd Edition—Revised and Enlarged.

Price 21/-; postage 1 /-• 
CHALLENGE TO RELIGION. A re-issue of four 

lectures by Chapman Cohen. Price 1/6; postage 3d. 
BRADLAUGH AND INGERSOLL. By Chapman 

Cohen. Well illustrated. Now available.
Price 6/-; postage 6d. 

AGE OF REASON. Thomas Paine’s masterpiece 
with 40-pagcs introduction by Chapman Cohen.

Cloth 4/-; Paper 2/6; postage 4d. 
HOW THE CHURCHES BETRAY THEIR CHRIST. 

British Christianity critically examined. ByC. G. L. 
Du Cann. Price 1/-; postage 3d.

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING. By Chapman Cohen- 
Series 1, 2, 3, 4. Cloth bound.

Price 6/- each scries; postage 6d. each- 
THE BIBLE HANDBOOK (10th Edition). By G. W- 

Foote and W. P. Ball. Price 4/6; postage 4d.
THE POPES AND THEIR CHURCH. By Joseph 

McCabe. Price 2/-; postage 4d.
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