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^RCHlBALD R obertson has been known for many years 
auth leadinS exP°nent of Rationalism, and as a prolific 

aor> notably in the special sphere of religions—in 
jocular, Christian history. In which capacity he has 
froayS Pursued a i'ne that marks him out rather sharply 
a m the general run. Mr. Robertson has always been 
r Jllan of the political Left, and has usually buttressed his 

*°nalist critique with arguments of a sociological char- 
er based upon a Marxist

aPPtoach. (In a review in 
these columns of his fine

Socialism and Religion. This basic attitude may, I suggest, 
be summarised in these terms: —

Religion is, from the Marxist-Leninist attitude, “ the 
opium of the people” (Marx). As such, it represents a 
social necessity in and to any society marked—as all 
societies have been hitherto since prehistoric times—by the 
exploitation of the masses by a ruling-class, and by result
ing poverty and misery. Religion, says Marx, represents

“the heart of heartless con

on the Reformation. Ihook 
drev/
¡ J 1-) Mr. Robertson, who 
â ned author late in life 

a long career in the 
Sj * Service, recently re
st ih i lom h's Lectureship

-VIEW S and OPINIONS?

Socialism and Religion
By F. A. RIDLEY

^  ,, •»'-'.in tua
For .̂oudl Place Ethical Society, Conway Hall, London. 
Phr ^ llcd reason> perhaps, as being now (in the famous 
ari[]asc of Gladstone) “in a position of greater freedom 
u,kl responsibility”, his latest production, Socialism 
fro Religion (Lawrence and Wishart, 3s. 6d.) is written 
rgp1 ar> avowedly Communist and Marxist angle. It 
of efnts an open and unqualified defence of the policy 
onIvnt?rnati°naI Communism in relation to religion. Not 
Posit’ °es it differ widely and fundamentally from the 
a|js *°ns taken by more “orthodox” brands of Ration- 
Put • ’ s?me of >ts assertions are difficult to reconcile (to 
C  mildly!) with the standpoint taken up by the Ethical 
„ lin ^ m . Since Mr. Robertson explicitly describes the 
pe0 ? c|a.s.s of this, as of other capitalistic countries, as 
cheat "wh° liave degenerated from mere thieves and 
etfjj/f into homicidal and suicidal maniacs” , to preach 
eqtinS t0 suc*1 Pe°ple would be much like presenting man- 
ancj ^ dgers with recipes for a vegetarian diet! Homicidal 
of SU|cidal maniacs would appear ipso facto incapable 
of „ ^Prehending, let alone practising, ethical behaviour
C o 2  s?rt-j, niumsm and Religion
lhis °'Vever> the booklet is undoubtedly of interest, and 
ledg n°t only on account of its author’s remarkable know- 
rep)! e 01 religious and social history, but still more as it 
C oun ts the (more or less) official line taken up by 
^obeniInisni everywhere in relation to religion. Mr. 
Partyr-Son wntes from the standpoint of a Communist 
hut tl -n aPParently permanent opposition in this country, 
¡u acjlls. resembles very closely the point of view embodied 
are ¡^"listrative practice in lands where the Communists 
hpuJ Power. And, since around one thousand million 
H *  beings live under such regimes, that official attitude 
^ r e l i g i o n  is surely of great importance? When I 

f 116 German Democratic Republic (August, 1957), T 
Prob]e°rtUnate enough to be able to discuss this precise 
•V]|g ni with the Deputy President of the East German 
S°c*Plkmnt ?nd die Lord Mayors of Leipzig and the “all- 
all°\va citV °f Stalinstadt and others. Making due 
^  for the differences that must exist between 
C°rresn n'St Pardes in power and in opposition, their view 

Ponded pretty accurately with that expounded in

ditions” and, as such, will 
only finally disappear when 
the social conditions that 
cause it have disappeared. 
Or, in other words, when 
a class-divided social order 
has been superseded by the 
classless “co-operative com
monwealth” of international 

Communism. From which it follows logically that the 
struggle against religion is normally subordinate to the 
struggle against class society, in the present instance, 
capitalism. Robertson explicity endorses this point of 
view. It would be “idealism”, he tells us, to put the 
struggle against religion before that against capitalism. The 
correct tactics against religion must be viewed from the 
standpoint of the class struggle: e.g. if the Churches or, 
more likely, individual Christians are prepared to co
operate in the struggle against war or for socialism, their 
help must be accepted, and their religious views must not 
be unnecessarily antagonised. In lands like East Germany 
and Hungary, where Communist parties are in power, 
subsidies are paid to the Churches and Freethought propa
ganda is specifically forbidden: as in Russia, the old League 
of Militant Atheists was suppressed during the war on the 
ground that to promote religious strife is to endanger the 
regime upon a secondary issue. At the same time, educa
tion in the state schools is secular, and some types of 
religion are illegal as inimical to human welfare: e.g. 
Christian Science and Anti-Semitic cults are both illegal 
in the G.D.R. Historically, Communist theory distin
guishes between official Churches, past and present, which 
represent the ideologies of contemporary ruling classes, 
and the rebellious religious cults that spring up amongst 
the submerged masses and tend to represent the stand
point of the exploited classes. Mr. Robertson goes into 
this division in some detail; viz the Roman, Anglican and 
Lutheran Churches are all in the first category: the 
Hussites, Lollards and Anabaptists, in the second. The 
original Christian movement itself, is held by some Marxists 
to have started as a revolutionary movement against the 
Roman Empire, a point of view learnedly endorsed by 
Archibald Robertson, both here and in previous books. 
(Mr. Robertson believes in an historical Jesus, but Lenin 
himself was a mythicist!)
Will Socialism Finish Off Religion?

Well, that is briefly and broadly, the Communist thesis. 
And certainly Mr. Robertson’s colleagues may be con
gratulated on having acquired the services of this able 
writer and erudite specialist to put over their point of view 
in this Socialist monograph. Naturally it raises many



186 T H E  F R E E T H I N K E R

highly controversial questions which it is impossible to 
discuss adequately in a brief review like this. Some 
criticisms appear obvious. Since the author himself admits 
that earlier class revolutions, which began by opposing 
religion, ended by supporting it (e.g. the Fiench Revolu
tion), how can he guarantee that the proletarian revolution 
won’t similarly end by either watering down, or even by 
totally abandoning its present materialist principles? “Past 
and present” political opportunism does not encourage too 
much optimism in such matters. In my opinion, the real 
problem before the Vatican today is how to do a deal 
with Communism. I think that its “Left” critics, including 
Mr. Robertson, tend very much to underestimate the 
political flexibility of that very worldly-wise organisation, 
the Roman Catholic Church.

Thoughts on Stoicism
By G. I. BENNETT

(Concluded from page 180)

But it was in Marcus Aurelius that classical Stoicism 
attained its finest expression. In him are exemplified pure
ness of life and a completely developed social con
sciousness. To make one’s word one’s bond, to honour 
private obligations, to fulfil personal responsibilities, to 
steal no mean advantage of another, to be honest and 
upright in all things—these with him are of a piece with 
living as a good member of society, of being truly a citizen, 
not merely of this or that city or state, but of the world. 
With him, moral obligation begins in the home and 
radiates outward in ever-widening circles to encompass the 
whole earth. In imperial times, the good Roman was a 
universalist by political conviction. The Stoic of retiring 
disposition and studious life who became emperor was 
more: he was a universalist also by philosophical and 
ethical conviction. Believing in world community he came 
near to accepting the postulate of the brotherhood of man. 
Yet the private cross he had to bear was the frontier 
warfare in which his last years were perforce spent and 
which seemed to cut at the roots of man’s brotherhood.

Seventeen or eighteen centuries have elapsed since the 
time of such men as these. Possibly no thought has been 
more sublime and certainly no ethics have been purer than 
theirs. I dare say that the Stoicism of old still exerts an 
appeal to some as it does to me. But I doubt whether it 
has ever moved men to throw off the jacket of theistic 
faith. Few will submit to the passionless rule of reason, 
alike in thought and life, and the philosophy that enshrines 
that rule is not calculated to make converts among the 
votaries of conventional religion—even the more ethically 
spirited of them.

I had been a rationalist some years when I made my first 
acquaintance with Stoicism. And I remember very clearly 
my sense of delight—and of wonder—that here was a 
moral philosophy, a moral conception of life, so similar 
to my own. Having much the same belief in reason as the 
Stoics of antiquity, I had arrived independently at an out
look upon the world, an attitude towards men, that had a 
lot in common with theirs, although they had lived nearly 
two millennia ago in an age greatly different from ours. 
But I feel less wonder now.

It is almost platitudinous nowadays 10 say that ethics 
are relative to the time and place in which we live. I 
admit there is some truth in this. Standards of judgment, 
conceptions of right and wrong, change. Ideas of propriety 
(especially, perhaps, as regards the relationship of the 
sexes) are not fixed and static generation following genera

Again, how can one possibly be sure that Socialism will 
eventually create the conditions for the disappearance botn 
of human misery and of its religious opium? It 
but can one say definitely yet that it will, or that religmj1 
may not succeed in reconciling its continued existence v/m 
a future era of prosperity for the masses, as incidentally, 
it appears to be doing in present-day America? In atl' 
case, where Socialist parties are neither in power, no 
opposed to religion (as here!) and where a monolithic 
alliance of Church and State confronts rational critiques 
of religion, presumably even Communists will admit that, 
say, the National Secular Society does useful work in 
attacking religion? Archibald Robertson’s long and d'S' 
tinguished career in the Rationalist movement can surely, 
itself, be cited in proof of such a contention?
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tion. As we better understand the human mind, criminali 
covers a less and less extensive sphere. Views apo 
whether a man should be judicially punished or psychiatr 
cally treated for certain acts or tendencies are undergo111» 
continual modification. But fundamental thinkers m a 
ages have held to what has well been called the Gold 
Rule (behave towards others as you would wish them
behave towards you); and integrity, truthfulness, and
honourableness in all human relations, are virtues that ha 
been esteemed as such by men the world over since tn 

These things have timeless andawn of civilisation
universal validity. . g

It was in the timeless and universal that the Stoics, bc‘ - 
ethical thinkers of a high order, were interested, and upo 
them that they took their stand. But the essence of P1 
thinking was wonderfully realist. They saw the thing 
of which the human will is capable, but against 
enormous canvas of the cosmos where man aPPfjL. 
infinitely small, insignificant, and lonely. They knew n 
short are our years and how soon are we all swept aW^ 
like leaves before the wind. They believed and tau® | 
that man has at best but limited control over cxtcf 
nature and events, but that within and over himself he & 
be a sovereign. That is a grand if austere concept'^ 
When it is united and fused with the other Stoic view , 
human citizenship is not local or regional but univc^ 
and world-wide, I think it represents a high-water nia‘ 
of thought. It is truly “the winter seed of the coming we 
civilisation” . . \

From these ultimate reaches of ancient philosoph* 
thought I return to my starting-point: and there, on j 
immediately personal level, we see that Stoicism will alw ^  
have a place in human life wherever there is n?ec ¡ng 
courage, of moral conviction, of seeking out and a^ r^ th  
the truth, however unpalatable, and of accepting 
simple dignity facts and circumstances that cannot 
changed.

ofle
READER WARNED

“ A ll religions are not the same. There is only ^  
true religion—Christianity.” “He (Christ) showed _>» 
correct beliefs, and it is from that Christianity ^ ^ ¡ s s
These two infallible pronouncements came from
Janette Flynn of Glasgow, and “L” of Fife. 
them in a letter to the Scottish Daily Record (2/ , ¡re. 
F reethinker reader Mr. S. C. Merrifield of Renfrews 
managed to point out that “Anyone who has st j, 
religion will find that Christianity is a hotch-potch of P ^ g  
beliefs common to countries round the Mediterranean ^ 
before Christ was born” . For his pains, Mr. MCIT'ute$ 
received an anonymous warning lest in his last mi 
he “die in terror” .
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Religious Conversion in Childhood
By A. W. A’HARA

fading D r. Sargant’s Battle for the Mind recently, led 
,e consider in detail the technique used in the case 
my own childhood conversion. Previously I had looked 

^P°n it as a pre-adolescent result of the emotions of 
t 'Vl moment and insecurity which plague the boy of thir- 
a, ■n> but on considering Dr. Sargant’s book some ten years 

er my conversion I realise how it could be explained 
ln °ther terms.
„ pm summer of 1950 1 was persuaded by a friend to 
I? ,w*th hint to a summer camp run by the Scripture 

mon, [ think, or it may have been the Scottish Christian 
a *?Sl°n. The terms, if I remember rightly, were moderate,
I no doubt my mother would be glad to get me off her 
soo'S ôr a fortnight, especially since the camp was 
§ Cla,ly very U, the majority being public schoolboys. 
a *Jle “campers” , incidentally, came from as far as Orkney 
f I the Western Isles. The camp itself was at that beauti- 

East Coast University town in Scotland, St. Andrews.
sta/1 ^le ^ r- Sargant’s book I can understand the
s te of mental disruption which the first arrival in a 
¡t an2e atmosphere creates, particularly in youth. There 
exl!-fS’ course> a sense of excitement and of childish 
, nuaration, coupled with, in my case, as a secondary 
J*ranimar, in England) schoolboy, a sense of loneliness, 
Cl ’ might say, “ lostness” . Thus at the very outset the 
or» -h hrain has its behaviour pattern altered just as the 

®̂niSers, whether they knew it or not, would wish, 
to» Were three other features of the camp life which 
a °ejber produced the necessary physiological changes for 
first °PS convers‘on to be successfully carried out. The 
tin ^h ich  it would be an exaggeration to call the debilita- 
^ 8  factor, but had a similar effect, was the use of games. 
0r rn!n8 and afternoon inter-tent competitions were 
^garusec] (with religious books as prizes) of specially 

■sect games; one> a mixture of baseball and rounders, 
0j S called, believe it or not, “puddox”, another, a type 
v ^ b y  free-for-all, rejoiced under a similar esoteric name 
tiUii * have now forgotten (I don’t think it was so 
s *iane as scrummage-ball). Fortunately, football and 
aSs5Pn*ng allowed a withdrawal from the group verbal
i s a t io n s  of the others. Such strenuous exercise in the 
thg 1 a*r reaped a substantial reward for the organisers in 

next feature of camp life which 1 will describe.
the er l*ie evening meal attendance was compulsory at 
$tra Marquee, where the leader of the camp, called. 
Thinly enough, the Commandant, preached the gospel. 
^ P r o v e d  to be the climax of the camp routine. It 
tiredk ^bink, for about an hour and a half: sixty or so 
The b°ys at the mercy of the sonorous Commandant. 
TfyJTe Was singing, of course—not from the Authorised 
$a„. n book, but from the organisers’ own brand of 
f°r̂ y .  I cannot remember a single line of them, un- 
givi^tely, but I recall they were fiercely passionate songs, 

the perfect excitatory introduction for the Com- 
its i rant’s exhortation. Here group suggestibility was at 
the ipbest. Tired anxious minds, momentarily exalted by 
tye '^n,n singing, were now told of their guilt and sin. 
Very fSt bnow we wcrc sinners—a sense of sin at thirteen, 
fathe tcn thought of as what you get smacked for by your
h Was not hard to arouse in the most virtuous school-'0y T . --------------------— - ........... —------------ --------
there lills did not all happen on one night, of course: 
°ns *as a meeting every night for a fortnight, and twice 

ndays. But once the Commandant’s powerful oratory

had the boys dangling in a state of nervous tension, the 
outlet was given. “The way to Salvation lies in being 
Born Again, Born Again . . —on and on went the list
of joys that awaited us once we were “Born Again” . 
Hell was not very seriously stressed: it was only Judgment 
Day that we had to worry about. “When you face your 
Maker, and give an account etc, etc” . As Dr. Sargant 
pointed out in the case of Billy Graham, the alternative 
to acceptance was left to the individual’s imagination— 
perhaps an improvement on Wesley before a (potentially) 
intellectual audience. It took one convert, after about 
five days, before there was a group-reaction, and eventual 
hundred per cent conversion.

One feature is left to discuss—that in which consolida
tion took place. This was very competently done, on 
similar lines to class-meetings in Wesley’s scheme of con
version. After “Prayers”—I think now that was the name 
given to the nightly performance in the marquee—the boys 
retired to their respective tents, where their leader, an 
older boy usually at University, encouraged them to discuss 
the various doctrines implanted at “Prayers” , and of course 
repent for their sins. Being the youngest in the tent I was 
spared by a genuine ignorance from the heart-felt mis
givings about masturbation (to the neophytes “ lust of the 
flesh”), which comprised the most frequent confessions of 
guilt. I must admit, however, I sincerely repented for my 
previous artistic representations on lavatory walls. We 
were assured in a hushed voice that nocturnal emissions 
were not our fault. I did not know what they were (in 
such phraseology) and being too shamefaced to ask, 
accepted Christ as my Saviour despite them.

From reading Dr. Sargant’s book I think this conversion 
success could almost be guaranteed, in the case of a school
boy living in such an atmosphere for the first time at any 
rate. The imperturable temperament, which Dr. Sargant 
considers necessary to refute brain-washing, is, it seems, 
seldom found in thirteen and fourteen year olds. Hence 
the success of the system, though of course I was told it 
was the Holy Ghost at work. That my conviction did not 
remain secure presupposes some state of mental disruption 
when the beliefs were implanted. In fact I attended a 
shorter Easter camp less than two years later, and then 
approaching the age of reason, had the confidence to be, 
and had the distinction of being, the only person not saved 
from whatever nameless torture awaited my non-material 
soul.

I should have liked before writing this to have met 
some of the boys who had been at the same camp to sec 
whether these types of implanted beliefs have any lasting 
efficacy. Unfortunately I only know the whereabouts of 
two, one of whom is now a Church of Scotland minister 
(but he is a minister’s son in any case, and can hardly 
be taken as a typical example), the other being a friend 
who introduced me to the camp in the first place. I hope 
he cannot be taken as a typical example either1 he turned 
a Roman Catholic two years ago. One minister, one con
verted Roman Catholic, one Agnostic. A strange record.

- NF.XT WF.F.K— —  
ROMAN CATHOLIC DELINQUENCY

By COLIN McCALL
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This Believing World
The members of the Lord’s Day Observance Society must 
be by now livid with anger at the Football Association’s 
permission to allow football to be played by anybody on 
a Sunday. This day may not after all be the Biblical 
Sabbath, but it is the day of the Lord—even if the Lord is 
the Sun! So it must be kept holy. And this goes for the 
Royal Family too who have been bitterly criticised by the 
General Assembly of the Free Church of Scotland for 
actually travelling on a Sunday! And the BBC has the 
nerve to tell us that Christianity, which is the champion of 
the Lord’s Day, in this “triumphed” over the outworn 
Paganism of Rome!

★

We can hand it to a Community of Roman Catholic nuns
—they have just raised £15,000 by selling prayers. As the 
Sunday Express says—“they pray, the faithful pay” . This 
is just like a heaven-sent repetition of the famous mission
ary trick so well practised in Africa. The missionaries went 
there with their Bible and taught the natives to kneel and 
pray with their eyes shut. In time, the natives found on 
standing up and opening them that it was they—the natives 
-—who had the Bible, while the pious missionaries had the 
land. There is nothing known so effective for raking in 
money—or land—for nothing as our Christian religion.

★

It would not be unfair to say that most of our newspapers 
are afraid to criticise religion; but the London Evening 
News the other week drew attention to the remains of a 
“stone age man” found near the river Jordan who lived 
500,000 years ago. In spite of this, most of our Bibles still 
have the date of “Creation” printed in as 4004 B.C.—a 
date always taught in our religious classes in schools. The 
theory of Evolution has now been actively publicised for 
over 100 years—yet a national newspaper like the Evening 
News seems astonished that primitive man was living on 
the earth 500,000 years ago. It would no doubt still prefer 
to believe in the 4004 B.C. myth.

★
Just as the sun danced about the sky when some little 
Portugese children saw the “miracle” of Fatima, so we 
should not be surprised of its similar gyrations when a huge 
statue of Jesus was recently erected at Almada near Lisbon. 
In the Irish Independent, there is an account of the erection 
by a priest, and he vouches for the truth that the sun really 
did “dance in continuous rotations” . It “turned to the 
right and left” , and even “changed colour” . Of course, 
a “dense black cloud” also took part in the miraculous 
happenings.

As the “Irish Independent” piously points out, “the pheno
menon of the dancing sun was first seen on October 13, 
1917; then in the Vatican Gardens by Pius XII on October 
30, 31, and then on November 1, 1950; and also on May 17 
last” . So who can doubt all this Divine proof of the way 
God Almighty—who alone can cause the Sun to dance— 
helps his Own True Church!

★

In its Annual Report, the Society for the Prevention of 
Crultv to Children regularly gives cases in which thousands 
of parents torture, ill-treat and even murder their children 
—but they never refer to one significant fact. This is that 
they are nearly all, if not all, Christians. They were 
baptised and confirmed and taught the Christian religion 
in our schools. Perhaps the Society will now tell us—of 
what use has Christianity been to them? And why is it 
that we never or very rarely get non-Christians as child 
and animal torturers?
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We are again pleased to record the public exposition in 
Malta of another marvellous relic. This is 12 links or 
the chain which bound Paul when he stood trial nearly 
2,000 years ago. Paul was shipwrecked on the island—or 
rather, we are told so which is quite a different matter 
and the only comment we can make is to express our 
sorrow that, as Paul was a tent-maker, we have never seen 
one of his original tents. But perhaps one or more wn* 
be found later. The Roman Church is always in a position 
to oblige its faithful sheep.

★
ITV gave the other Sunday a particular good boost-up of
the incredible superstition of Fatima in Portugal with the 
commentator, Anthony Brown, almost, if not quite, 
believing every word of it. He presented a film of the 
thousands of pilgrims visiting the shrine which now out
does Lourdes for sheer credulity—and he seemed rather 
sorry that it was not all quite true!

“Spiritual Healing”
This journal of ours has been almost the only one i® 
England which has for years strongly criticised the hopej^. 
nonsense of “spiritual healing” ; and time after time ask j 
for genuine evidence. It may interest some readers that 
myself tried to find out what it could do in my case whe 
I was seriously ill for some time. I attended a well kno' 
healer, and for sheer impudence and credulity, I think t® 
“healer” would take a lot of beating. Needless to add, 
was not cured—but the experience was worth having- 

In a couple of articles in the widely circulated D&v 
Express, Mr. Merrick Winn recently gave the results of h1 
own special investigations, and his conclusions are devas
tating. He did not find thousands of literal cures of c°nj' 
pletely incurable diseases which all our Spiritualists journa 
have for many years past so confidently reported. JI 
fact, he found even among the best “healers” , an appalujjS 
ignorance. Mr. Harry Edwards, for instance, actual J 
called the prostate the “prostrate” , and told Mr. Winn tn® 
cancer of the prostate was commoner in men than 
women! And this, be it noted, after years of “success!® 
healing not merely of ordinary people but of many doctor^ 

Mr. Winn watched some of the cures and described ho 
Mr. Edwards worked. He saw bt

some (patients) who had very grave complaints, others 
they had. Some were desperate, all were pathetic. Many 'V , 
hospital chuck outs and this was their last hope. All n 
waited months for these magic afternoons. . .je

It is true that one or two of the patients felt a Jjtl 
better after the “laying on of hands” , but, said Mr. W<n ’ 
“neither I nor two independent witnesses could see am 
difference whatever” . In fact, he adds, “Mr. Edwar 
and his 2,000 healers have, in my view, no outstand'®- 
gifts beyond a complete and possibly dangerous belie! 1 
themselves” . tt-.

But Mr. Winn thinks—and I agree with him—that 
would not be right to turn them (the healers) out of ‘  ̂
hospitals . . .  it might be cleverer to let them in”. r 
course. Nothing else would show not only their utt 
incompetence, but their utter failure to cure anyb® - 
seriously ill through mythical “spirit doctors” or, as a1 ' 
Edwards insists, “through Jesus Christ” . . ¡s

This has been the position of T he F reethinker, and n 
something of a feather in our cap that a journal with su 
an immense circulation as the Daily Express reaching 0 
to people who have never heard of us, has so many e 
after we pioneered our protest, come to the sa® 
conclusions.

H.C
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Lecture Notices, Etc.
E(1. OUTDOOR

Ribufgh Branch N.S.S. (The Mound).—Sunday afternoon and 
LonH11111®’ Messrs. Cronan and Murray. 

t>,,0n (Tower Hill).—Every Thursday, 12—2 p.m.; Messrs. J. W. 
and L. Ebury.

dav i ter ®ranch N.S.S. (Deansgate Blitzed Site).—Every week- 
1 p.m.: Messrs. Woodcock, Corsair, Smith, etc. Sunday, 

'■arM ' : Messrs. Woodcock, M ills, Smith, etc.
Sunn Branch N.S.S. (Marble Arch). — Meetings every
VwJray’ from 5 p.m .: Messrs. L. Ebury, J. W. Barker, C. E. 

North0? ar|d D. T ribe.
Eve Lon<J°n Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).— 

T  Sunday, noon: Messrs. L. Ebury and A. Arthur,

South p , ,NDOORSunA ace Ethical Society (Conway 
Afinl ay.’ . June 12th, 11 a.m.: J. 

°sticism and Religion”.

Hall, Red Lion Sq., W.C.l), 
H utton H ynd, “Atheism

Pn ^
Notes and News

Jarlh 11 th, we published Mr. Colin McCall’s exani- 
que 0ri of two American (Catholic) Professors’ answers to 
ih ><»s on the possibility of a Catholic President. The 
t a ^ n e  Look, has since (May 10th) printed “A Protes
ale p ew a Catholic for President” , in which Presbyterian 
Oxjj ev- Dr. E. C. Blake and Methodist Bishop G. B. 
S *  answered a number of questions on this all- 
ab)e . nl subject . The two clergymen were very reason-

a n eat WouId “probably not” use his office to promote 
State. !/0rnan Catholic relationship between Church and 
S  ¡A??y regarded it wrong to inject the religious issue 
*9sid **CS 111 orc*cr to st' r UP prejudice and bigotry, but 
lio\y .,ercd that “when any citizens honestly worry about 
S in  *  re,igi°us affiliation of a candidate may affect his

Ĵpeet llc candidate honest questions, and the right to 
S n -.^ ad id  answers from him” . They admired Senator 
flip . . y S “candid and  fearless”  renlies fn m iestinns nn
P̂poin? Public money for parochial schools and the 

iIPp0rt1rnent °f an ambassador to the Vatican but, it was 
■''Korrmn/  to notc> lbey said, “that Senator Kennedy was 
]°Urnai y at,acked by many important Roman Catholic 
C°PcluJf tj]e United States for just those views” . They 
A*c'nL ' “Our votes are not dictated by our religious 
K*encaS> °r ol,r Church. We do not believe that any 
I} thP 11 s ,vote should be. Our votes will be determined 
1]ii PoljrUality °f the candidate himself, by his campaign, 

,cal record, his platform— and, no matter what his

The Freethinker Sustentation Fund
Previously acknowledged, £129 12s. 9d.; W. Scarlett, Jnr., 15s.; 
S. C. Merrifield, 3s.; A. Harvey, 5s.; J. Barrou, 2s. 6d.: D. Parting
ton, £1 Is. 3d.; Anon, Is.; O.A.P., 5s.; In memory of Wm. Ingram, 
Canada, £2. Total to date June 1st, 1960. £134 5s. 6d.

faith, by his position on some of the matters discussed in 
this article” .

'k
The Church of Judas which has been set up in Kensing
ton, describes itself as being for “the Judases of this world, 
who are not afraid to acknowledge that they are weak, and 
who can gather together and jointly attempt to do a little 
better” . “First Missioner”, Mr. Kenneth Saunders, has— 
according to The Kensington News (27/5/60)—undertaken 
a long walk across England in the form of a cross. He 
started from the North of Scotland on April 17th and by 
May 13th was in Carlisle, bound south for Portsmouth. 
Then he intends to travel west—east from Glastonbury to 
Speakers Corner, London. Mr. Saunders is carrying a 
white cross and, not surprisingly, “has already aroused 
considerable interest in Scotland . . At Marble Arch, 
of course such sights are commonplace.

★

We have just received a most interesting letter from Dr. 
Walter Rose of Cape Province, South Africa. It is about 
55 years—Dr. Rose writes—“since I co-operated with Miss 
Edith Vance in founding the North London Branch of the 
National Secular Society, and my ideas have remained 
unchanged” . At about that time, he goes on, “I had the 
honour of meeting the late G. W. Foote, and still vividly 
remember the really beautiful manner in which he 
‘christened’ the baby of one of our members in Kentish 
Town” . Dr. Rose enclosed a copy of a letter that he had 
printed in the Cape Argus (12/3/60) from which the 
following excerpts are taken: “In my humble, but carefully 
considered opinion those articles supporting the idea of 
immortality boil down, on critical examination, to a farrago 
of illogical special pleading based on man’s natural egocen- 
tricity. As to each of us the world has existence only by 
its impact on our own consciousness, we find it difficult, 
probably impossible to conceive of its existence without 
that consciousness and so reject the idea. Actually the 
only rational, indeed the only tolerable, immortality is that 
carried on by our children and their children, to whom, by 
our example , we may pass on the desire to leave the world 
just a little better than they found it, to show a preference 
for what is honest and upright: footprints we can all leave 
on the sands of time” . South Africa being so largely under 
the influence of the Dutch Reformed Church, we can well 
appreciate that Dr. Rose was surprised to find his letter 
printed. We offer him our congratulations and our best 
wishes.

★

Two items in the same issue of The Universe (6/5/60) 
referred to the very serious decline in the Roman Catholic 
priesthood. “Latin America’s dearth of priests has made 
it difficult to find men, fitted for episcopal office from 
among the local clergy” , and, as governments are reluctant 
to allow foreigners to be bishops in their countries, the 
Holy See has revived the system of independent prelatures 
—“territories governed bv priests who have virtually all the 
powers of a bishop except that of ordaining” . In Spain, 
a priest’s work has doubled in the last 40 years, said Bishop 
Eijo of Madrid. In 1920, there were 34,420 priests to 
minister to over 21 million people: one priest to 619 
persons. Now, with a population close to 30 million, the 
number of priests has dropped to 23,372: one to every 
1,264 persons.
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The Tongue o f Angels
By GUSTAV DAVIDSON

In Jubilees, a pseuoepigraphic work of Jewish lore (c. 
100 BCE), as well as in Targum Yerushalmi, an Aramaic 
version of Old Testament scripture, there are state
ments to the effect that Hebrew was the language God used 
at the creation of the world and, later, in the Garden of 
Eden. In other writings of the period, Hebrew is said to 
have been the language of all mankind up to the “con
fusion of tongues,” an event which occurred during the 
building of the Tower of Babel in the year 2247 BCE, 
according to the “authoritative” dating of Archbishop 
Ussher in lóSOf). That the Torah was originally set down 
in Hebrew is likewise a generally accepted view. The latter 
fact alone makes Hebrew, in the eyes of many, a holy 
language)2).

As far back as the 3rd century BCE, Ptolemy 11, reign
ing in Alexandria, was “moved by divine compulsion” to 
order a translation of the Hebrew Law into Greek. The 
translation became known as the Septuagint)3). In the long 
centuries that followed, and throughout the Middle Ages, 
and even down to our own times, orthodox Jews and 
Christians have regarded scripture as an “exact dictation 
from on high.” In the United States, in the early settle
ment days, Hebrew was similarly looked upon as a sacred 
language. In 1776, for example, when the Colonists de
clared their independence from the mother country, many 
here advocated substituting the language of the heavenly 
King Jehovah for that of the British King George)4).

More recently, in 1861, in a sermon preached at Oxford 
University by Dean Burgon, that eminent theologian de
clared the Bible to be “none other than the voice of Him 
that sitteth upon the throne. Every book of it, every chap
ter, every verse, every syllable and letter of it is the direct 
utterance of the Most High”)5). Dean Burgon was refer
ring, of course, not to the King James version (as some 
of his rapt listeners naively supposed) but to the Bible in 
the original tongues.

That Hebrew is the official language of the Celestial 
Court was also, once, a widely held view)"). God, naturally, 
being All-knowing, is conversant, ipso facto, in all lan
guages. He is reliably reported to have spoken Egyptian 
(Hamitic) at the Exodus and in the Wilderness)7). Why, 
one may be permitted to ask, did the God of Abraham, 
Tsaac and Jacob speak to his Chosen People in a heathen 
tongue? The answer is simple: the Hebrews themselves 
spoke it. It was the language they had learned during 
upward of 200 years’ sojourn in the land of their masters. 
Be that as it may, the Chosen People must have acquired, 
or re-acquired, the use of Hebrew after they crossed the 
Red Sea, for the commandments conveyed to Moses were 
in that language: of this there can be no doubt since ten 
of the commandments, the famous Decalogue, were “writ
ten with the finger of God” and in Hebrew, as the Tables 
of Stone attest)8).

While God is omnilingual, angels, like demons, with 
few exceptions, are strictly monolingual: they speak and 
understand Hebrew exclusively)9). Hence, prayers in any 
tongue other than the holy one (possibly also Aramaic) have 
little chance of being acted upon, unless they are addressed 
personally to the three angels especially designated to 
“weave acceptable prayers into garlands for conveyance 
to God,” the three being Gabriel, Zagzagael, and Metatron; 
or, according to another view, Akatriel (Kitriel), Metatron, 
and Sandolfon. Tn Catholic liturgy, Raphael is the angel 
designated)10).

Angels not only speak Hebrew, they write it. This j® 
vouched by Emanuel Swedenborg, the Swedish mys 
(1688-1772). In Chapter 29 of his Heaven and Hell n 
avers that “a little paper was at one time sent to me iro 
Heaven on which a few words were written in Hebrew t ; 
This remarkable document was never produced for P1' 
scrutiny or, as far as anybody knows, preserved. Sweu 
borg adds: “In the speech of angels there are no >iâ o 
consonants” (sic) and “angelic language has nothing to 
with human speech” (are we to conclude that the He*> 
spoken by angels is not the same as the Hebrew sP°:Lt 
by men?). In a preceding chapter we are assured 
“angels who talk with man do not talk in their own )*■ ” 
angels’) language, but in the man’s own language ■ • ‘ 
because, when angels speak with man, they conjoin me 
selves with him; and this conjunction of angel with n 
causes the two to be in like thought: and as the Ilia. ¡s 
thought clings to his memory, and this is the source 01 ‘ 
speech, the two have the same language.” All this is o°L1 ̂  
lessly derived from Thomas Aquinas’s lucubrations 
angels, or takes its authority from Acts 2, 2-19: u  - 
suddenly there came a sound from heaven as of a rust} 
mighty wind, and it filled all the house where they ('•  ̂
the followers of Jesus) were sitting. And there an!7011' n 
unto them cloven tongues like as of fire, and it sat UP? 
each of them. And they were all filled with the Holy. ’ vc 
and began to speak with other tongues, as the Spirit ga 
them utterance,” etc. lC

Not until we get to the book of Daniel do we c0 ^  
upon a named angel, Gabriel. And it may be prop®r t 
ask, in what language did Gabriel hail the Hebrew pr°P. £e 
with the words: “O Daniel, I am now come to giv® . y. 
skill and understanding.” The meeting took place in 1̂  ' 
Ion around the 7th century BCE. Originally from Ju 
but raised and educated in Babylonia, Daniel must Uj_ 
spoken Aramaic (in supposedly its Chaldean dialect) i° a jv 
tion to his native Hebrew. So it is likely that the strang 
met pair used Hebrew or Aramaic. . ^

As for Raphael, alias Azarias, who served Tobias 1,1 . j  
role of guide, philosopher and friend, and later reve t 
himself as “one of the seven holy angels who offer up ... 
prayers of God’s people,” )12) this most “affable archang^g 
(so called by Milton) in all probability spoke Aramaic to 
young man, since Tobias was a Jew living in exile in e_ 
veil. Had Tobias been a learned Jew, a priest or a sc 
Raphael would have spoken to him in Hebrew.

{To be concluded)
of **16('lArchbishop Ussher also figured out that the creation 

world occurred on October 23, 4004 BCE, at 9 o’clock 
morning. In this he was confirmed by the calculations of a , (fie 
eminent divine, Dr. John Lightfoot, vice-chancellor ? fltiii' 
University of Cambridge. Lightfoot and Ussher helped to 1 
late the Westminster Confession. .„¡iiai

(2)Only a few, Philo among them, maintained that the 0 
language of the Torah was Chaldee (Aramaic).

(:,)The translation comprised at the time oniy the first fiy’ f i\\e 
books of the Old Testament. Subsequently, in the course 
next hundred years or so, other books of the O.T. were ' 
in the steadily expanding Greek version. Sec Harry

silt

•e i"'" i.iis
_______  ______ o .................... ............7 .... Orlu f̂n-

The Septuagint (Union of American Hebrew Congregation*’ f g 
cinnati 1950) and Moses Hadas’s Aristeas to Philocrates (H 
Bros., New York, 1951). y eft’

(4)See H. L. Mencken's The American Language (New 
1938). Trattn°f

(r,)See Unravelling the Hook of Books by Ernest K- 
(Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1929, p.32). „raI)'P,

(s)“Hcbrew, the speech of God and the angels” — ^ tfia t ^  
of Paul. The Muslims are convinced, on the contrary.

tc
fc
]}
ir
«Iol
C
(f

“]
Je

W;
at
na
Sr
th
th
an
of

Tc
se’
Pr
tai
Gi

Tc
th,
2e

Ca
of
Gc
Of
an|
an,
the
the
«Ol
ch;
Bel

Me
»
t> e

h t
the
tttic

1
tin,
o f
t\yj
the
hvj

hai
tfet,
<nu
cha
thr,
th0

F
rep-
Hsi
tfot

f t
bi
hi
'to]
0u



THE F R E E T H I N K E R 191Fric*ay, June 10th, 1960

faih\Ue Giod (i-e-> Allah) and the angels is Arabic. A Dominican 
y ¡c[’ »onaventure Crowley, professor of theology at Fordham 

basing his view on the Roman Catholic tenet of the 
sDiHt •riaIity of ar|gels. contends that the “speech” of such pure 
of * l„s soundless and, therefore, does not enter into the question 
Crnii Cn language. To convey their thoughts, says Professor 
({„11 ley> angels simply orient themselves toward the person 

py^'angel, man or God) with whom they wish to communicate. 
"pY  {I was not a Hebrew word but an Egyptian word (Anoki, 
led uat Israel first heard from God at Sinai.”—Legends of the 

(8V‘i l"ou's Ginzberg, Vol. I.
w ' ,  legend has embellished the story, adding that the Torah 
at m. engraved by Joshua on the unhewn stones of the altar 
natii „Ebal, not only in Hebrew but in the languages of every 
prî  n' . Bible Translation in Progress by Edith Brodsky (Con- 
lhe !| 'Weekly, Nov. 30, 1959). It should be noted here that in 
the ■ s Joshua the nations totalled 70. So Moses’s successor, 
amom>ghty sun-and-moon stopper, must be numbered not only 
of .,n®.dlu great generals of all time but among the great linguists ail timc.
J’arp 6 laXltla 16a. The exceptions were, as we learn from 
Severn11 ^  Chronicles, (a) Gabriel, “who commanded the use of 
Princ 'an8uaSes including Chaldee and Syriac”; (b) Zagzagael, 
tauchf -°̂  Torah, who not only knew seventy languages but 
Greet la lhem; and (c) Metatron, who was adept in Aramaic and 
by ln addition to mishnaic Hebrew. The seventy languages, 
Jow. WaJi’ were those spoken at the time of the building of the 
the Babel. Gabriel taught all of them in a single night to 
''-eitr riarch Joseph, according to a legend quoted by Solomon 

(ioyJln Jhe Jewish Quarterly Review, October 1955.
Gath r l*lc postcommunion of the Feast of St. Raphael, the 
of ]:.a ,c Church makes it clear that “prayers are by themselves 
God’, ?,Wo.rth> so may the archangel (Raphael) present them for 
(HaJiu essin§-”—See Pie-Raymond Regamey’s What Is an Angel? 
anSel ° rn- Books 1960). When the Church started reprobating 
anpe]S’ as it did in the 8th century—when the manufacture of new 
th^ ^threatened to glut the market—it recommended that prayers 
them3 , r Be addressed to Mary as the one most likely to answer 
cona:. *n this quarter, Mary rated higher even than her divinely 

(inucd son.
chap ^o?Vc'1 and i,s Wonders (Swedenborg Foundation, 1956, 
Edcp . )• Among animals that spoke Hebrew were the snake in 
expand Balaam’s ass. Mohamet’s horse. A1 Borak, spoke Arabic 

fi2\mtc,y> also a holy tongue.
Hhe Book of To bit.

Science News
FWo H arvard U niversity  biochemists, Dr. Julius 
i Ja r  and Dr. Paul M. Doty, recently published reports

k
0n * A tAV*X ATX. X̂ WIJ , puuuonvu 13
t)6o ^trand Separation and Specific Recombination in 
-ic0X,yribonuc,eic Seijis” ¡n the Proceedings of the National 

of Science (U.S.A.), but 1 take my data from 
then ^ a8az‘nc (2/5/60). The title is not likely to attract 
anH ^'Specialist, but behind it lies a story of fascination— 

p 'hiportance.
tiny°r ^^yribonuclcic Acid, DNA for short, is found in 
of Quantities in every living cell, and it carries the traits 
twiQQity- In normal cell-division, the complicated,
theq Molecules of DNA, untwist and separate. Each 
UviQttracts bits from the surrounding fluid to form a new. 
¡h (v .• rope-like structure. And, as Time expressed it 
ha|vQ cahy dramatic terms: “Apportioned between the 
deters 9* the dividing cells, the duplicated DNA molecules 
hinQ'hc whether the new individuals will be men or 
diararats; pine trees or pineapples. The hereditary 
three kq^tics tFc next human generation—of about 
th0u„. b'Flon lieople—will be controlled by one fifteen- 

fjQ d th  of a cubic inch of DNA’’. 
feri^Qy01’’ back to Doctors Marmar and Doty. The 
^ista a ^e aci1ievement of these biochemists and their 
fr°ni h?tS’ Fas Fcen the extraction of solutions of DNA 

an.dt,ie heating of these extractions to boiling 
if ik. ° r ten minutes. With the most interesting results.
r f ^ ,Uti°n was cooled quickly, it lost nearly all its 
houfY Q  potency. When cooled slowly, given several 

0 return to room temperature, half the DNA

regained its activity. When it was applied to living bacteria 
it changed their hereditary characteristics by a process of 
“ transformation”, a test of the potency of DNA.

Marmar and Doty discovered what happened in this 
heating and cooling of DNA. When the solution neared 
boiling point, the twisted strands of the DNA molecules 
untwisted and separated into single strands with no bio
logical potency. If the solution was cooled quickly the 
strands stayed that way—separated and non-potent. But 
when the solution was cooled slowly, the separated strands 
had chance to come together, twist again and regain much 
of their power to transform living bacteria.

Moreover, DNA from related species of bacteria can be 
mixed together, heated so that the strands separate and 
then slowly cooled so that strands from the different species 
come together, producing chemical hybrids. And these in 
turn can be used to transform bacteria into living, fertile 
hybrids. The full implications of this work cannot yet 
be imagined, but it is clear that the possibilities are 
enormous. Biochemistry has made tremendous advances 
in our time and has banished any “vital principle” , any 
“life force” forever from the scientific scene.

C.McC.

Report on Austria
A ustria  is  still  one of the foremost Vatican colonies 
where it can happen that the two ruling coalition parties— 
the Dcmo-Christians or “People’s Party” and the Social 
Democrats—can haggle about the problem whether the 
Concordat concluded between the late Pope and the late 
Hitler is still valid for Austria.

The League of Austrian Freethinkers—before Hitler a 
mass organisation has been virtually ground down in its 
vain effort to serve two masters—freethought and the 
Social Democrats, who as bed-fellows of political Christian
ity have made their truce with the Church. In Graz, how
ever, a group of nationalistic civil servants have formed 
the “Koerperschaft der Kirchenfreien”, i.e. a corporation 
for the protection of those who renounce allegiance to any 
denomination or organised Church. They are by no means 
atheists, but in a state where the Roman Catholic Church 
reigns supreme it is essential for all groups of dissenters 
to have their body of mutual protection.*

It is gratifying to hear that both groups, the Freethinkers 
and the “Kirchenfreien” have agreed to join forces against 
the Catholic moloch.

In 1782 Joseph II—the only liberal Habsburg (he died 
soon)—sequestrated unused Church property (the so-called 
Dead Hand). A news item in Salzburger Nachrichten 
(23/4/60) divulges plans of the Coalition government to 
propose to the Holy See the restitution of 10% of these 
estates and to indemnify the RC Church for the 
remainder by [laying indefinitely 100m Schillings rent per 
year. The next items on the agenda are “reforms” of the 
laws on school education and matrimony, that is, revision 
in the interest of the curia.

Tn contradistinction to this, it must be stressed that, 
unlike West Germany, Austria has not yet seen fit to 
indemnify the victims of Nazi persecution. As far as these 
have become Allied citizens, the State Treaty would com
pel Austria to grant some payments. This undertaking has 
so far been shirked by a Jesuitical stratagem: the necessary 
Bill has been passed in Parliament, but not the comple
mentary regulations, and in case of a complaint they retort 
* The Church of Rome is the shock troop of political reaction 

and any RC politician is its tool, whether voluntary or under 
spiritual pressure.
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with a sweet smile: Everything is OK, we have only to 
wait for the Regulations to be published.

There was a rumour, these legendary Regulations would 
come into force at long last on the 15th anniversary of 
Austria’s liberation: everybody thought that meant May, 
1960, i.e. 15 years after the Nazis were thrown out. How
ever, the authorities seem to have the nerve to twist it to 
mean after the liberation from the Allied Occupation 
Armies! On the other hand, Acts and Regulations were 
very quickly produced for the benefit of other parties: 
3,000m. were paid to indemnify Austrian Nazis who 
“suffered” through “Denazification”; 2,000m. is the value 
of assets in Germany whose restitution has been foregone, 
and 200m. was paid to the Catholic Church as a first instal
ment on claims for war damage done to their property.

O. Wolfgang.

MR. RIDLEY IN YORKSHIRE
Mr. F. A. R idley, President of the National Secular 
Society, recently made two visits to Leeds and one to 
Hull, giving two lectures and taking part in a debate.

We have good reports of all three meetings, Mr. Ridley 
earning tne respect even of his Roman Catholic opponents 
at Hull University, where a procession of students wearing 
clerical collars filed into the lecture room singing a papist 
hymn. They stayed to listen and presumably, in their way, 
to admire. At least they remained silent thereafter.

On his first visit to Leeds (May 1st), Mr. Ridley spoke 
to the local Humanist Group. On the second occasion 
(May 16th) he represented the Group in debate against 
Dr. D. A. Norris, Lecturer in Chemistry at Hull University, 
a Christadelphian, at the Leeds City Museum, with Dr. 
P. P. Townsend (Leeds University) in the Chair. The sub
ject was: “Objective study of the Bible provides no 
evidence of Divine Inspiration” , and Mr. Ridley spoke first 
and convincingly.

Dr. Norris began by reading disdainfully from The 
Freethinker—obviously not of Divine Inspiration—and 
spoke impressively, but humourlessly. Despite a majority 
of Christadelphians in the very large audience, most of the 
questions were directed at Dr. Norris. Then each speaker 
wound up for 5 minutes. It was a most interesting contest 
—and contrast—between two very different speakers.

C O R R E S P O N D E N C E
MR. STANLEY PUZZLED

As a graduate in Latin and Greek, I think I know more of the 
use of such words as crux and stauros than Mr. Cutner. But 
I am content to advise Mr. Stanley, as I did Mr. Cutner, to defer 
to the knowledge of the experts whose dictionaries of Classical 
Antiquities I mentioned.

Mr. Stanley has read my Jesus Not A Myth so inattentively 
that he thinks I was putting up a plea for the divinity of Jesus. 
If in a work on Islam I referred to “the Prophet”, should I be 
regarded as a Muslim? If I call “the Buddha” the founder of 
Buddhism, does this make me his follower?

A. D. Howell Smith.

It is quite reasonable that questions should be asked in clarifi
cation of publicly expressed ideas or opinions but it is surely not 
necessary to ask clarification of an author who has published his 
opinions in detail so clearly as the author of In Search of the 
Real Bible, Thou Art Peter, and last, but certainly not least, 
Jesus Not A Myth, which Mr. Stanley says he has read. If the 
reading of this book docs not answer his question, I take it it is 
hopeless to try to do so. I have not the honour of knowing A. D. 
Howell Smith, although a native of the town of his youth, but 
I regard his books on the “Bible” and the “Myth” theory as the 
most scholarly works from a rationalist standpoint, of any present- 
day writer.

In Search of the Real Bible contains more in a small space

than any book of comparable size. In conclusion I say th 
Mr. Stanley is interested to know, my opinions are not neccss fflC 
those of Mr. Howell Smith. I am an atheist and an ext 
mythicist, but I hope that criticisms of those with when  
will be on more important issues than the use of “capital let

James H. Matson.
CONSTRUCTIVE CRITICISM uch

It is a pleasant change for a writer of my style to meet 
constructive, temperate and sensible criticism as that of 1 
Sidney H. Hoddes (The F reethinker, 15/4/60). ,eajt

In my original article, for space reasons, I deliberately 
with general patterns of function and his commentary 1S ( 
pletely correct. I know that Catholic canonical opinion on 
marital modesty has been modified. But my young coupdriest 
female half of which had been advised by the Jesuit parish 
to remain as modest after as before marriage had been rna■ ,  
over a year and they, particularly the husband, were intenveÍ! 
neurotic as a consequence. But not nearly so much, how ’ 
as the couple who had expected the Holy Ghost to do j .̂ay 
of impregnating the wife: they wanted a baby and the only 
they had heard about was that of the Holy Family. , a(j

On the question of libido, 1 confined myself to the B' 
general average of women. One of the most remarkab e 
I had, though, was a wife whose iibido was almost wholly 
fined to the last week of a normal cycle, the maximum occur 
about the 23-24th day. In her case complete apparent inten^., 
occurred. They wanted a baby but in their case the “safe Pefl , gr 
ineluctably worked. The wife was not keen about any 0 (0 
time for intercourse but on adopting my advice for the wu j 
try the 10th to the 16th nights, they became happy parents.  ̂
found too, like Mr. Hoddes, that a surprising number of 'S° 
had strong libido just after the period about the 5th or 6th ^  
But my original statement on the average pattern stands, 
experiences spread over many hundreds of women.

(Dr.) J. V. DU«10’
RELIGIOUS NEUROSIS niantsMr. Colin McCalls description of the wedding of P°st9c,ry, 
to Jesus Christ resembles that shown in the film, The Nun’s 5f j 
which is showing in British cinemas at the present tirnfe'i;fe, 
recommend the film as giving a good insight into convent 
and it will be particularly interesting to the careful obser 
When, for instance, the heroine is told she must in no circ 
stances “touch” a fellow nun.

J.  A ndEBS-

IS SPIRITUALISM TRUE? By C. E. Ratcliffe.
Price 1/-; postage 2d- 

(Proceeds to The Freethinker Sustentatioii Fund) 
CATHOLIC IMPERIALISM AND WORLD FREE
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