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a TflIS article I do not pretend to be original since on 
sad6 toP*cs P'at is impossible; everything has been 
ciar a^°ut them except one thing, a proper semantic appre- 
(ji ;l0n of the words. Few people realise to what a pro- 

extent they are ruled by words to which they are 
r • i°ned in the Pavlovian sense by a rigidly fixed reflex 

chon, usually of a type which reduces them to automata, 
t o e i n g  certain acts and thinking certain things to the 
3 *  exclusion of any 

'°nal estimate of the im- 
of the words.

0nje time ago, I wrote 
"luart*cJe *n this journal on 
a fatoriaIism” ; I had quite 

tan-mail, which unani- 
giv.Usly thanked me for 
en !n8 a rational and, appar- 
tio 'y> an acceptable defini- 
I °f the word in its three possible connotations. 
an>  to do the same for the present three. And I 
0f farther moved to do this after reading the letters 
F> n S-' ^hury and her unfortunate victim, the Rev. 
Path , s *n The Freethinker of September 30th. The 
lev |Cr's oh'ldish muddle greatly lowered the scholastic 
tyee| of our journal, but it is valuable in showing how badly 
■ need some semantic clarity in our terms. We want to 
“J 3w specifically, for example, how you “explain” a 
rHhlvtCry” anc* st‘h leave it a mystery. This slovenly 
a„3 sh, however, is passed off by Roman Catholic priests 

'aity with a great air of ponderous authority, and 
¡del nt Catholic spinsters of both sexes react to the mean- 
in® ess “tlieology” like Pavlovian dogs. These smug dupes, 
“3?,cakjng of Atheists and Atheism, usually refer to the 
tiCj ess”> using the word as a term of abuse, though statis
ts.. °f crime and delinquency show that Atheists and 
ge l0nalists are better behaved, and are better and 
latt'fally more intellectual citizens than religionists. These 
re3  affect to despise the godless, but recently the Press 

A  fd the establishment by the Vatican of a department 
keln leism> which is supposed to reconvert us all, God 
thê  Us* wc are at last beginning to make a dent in 
Sefi arni°ur of arrogance of Holy Mother and to count 
n ^ l y .  Old Jack 23 realises that Bertie Russell and
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Of

im„,7" (I am sure Rome has a dossier on me) have someri" ec
the bil
reljaj®ctual and scholastic influence. And I have been 
• .ly informed that about 1,000 priests a year leave

as Alillowy bosom of Holy Mother Church in USA ending 
is 3 .  sts, just as the French Professor Alfaric did. That
ÿïiScrious too; it counts; it fans a cold breeze into the
SivĈ e<J sacerdotal hearts.

No ,s
that3   ̂am an Atheist for the simple and sufficient reason 
To ,i cannot believe in something that does not exist. 
!itC.e charge of god-hating, I always reply that it is 
Theray nonsense to suggest hating something non-existent.

, >{re. s,x simple tests.
The'is deists have had many thousands of years to prove 
iS 'Her"’ !?ut are fartlier off than ever; relatively Atheism 
l.Ooo ea?'aS- In Russia and China alone there are nearly 

Million Atheists; in the former before 1917 there

were 100 million religionists, now I doubt if there are
100, 000.

2. Theists talk about a creator, thus involving the 
causation principle, but dishonestly repudiate it in the next 
breath when asked who caused or created the creator. 
Self-creation is nonsense.

3. They adopt the childish device of Revelation. Why 
was the god so capricious in his revelation? A human

would be thought contemp
tibly irrational in such an 
attitude. Monotheism seems 
to have been confined to 
the Eastern end of the Med
iterranean while prehistoric 
and pre-Christian belief was 
Polytheistic. Both cannot 
surely be true. I believe 
both are false. In many 

parts of the world, God seems to have forgotten to present 
a revelation of himself. Why the oversight?

4. Why is the Christian god so clumsy and cruel by 
human standards? Why is he dependent on the criminal 
acts of partisans for survival? Why does he expect 
grovelling worship in fancy dress? Omnipotent gods 
wouldn’t behave like that, surely?

5. A god is not necessary to Ethics. The reverse is 
true. Atheists and Rationalists are much superior morally 
and intellectually to religionists, especially Catholics. 
Evolved human ethics are superior to those of the Christian 
god, just as human statute and common law, improving all 
the time with experience, is superior to static Canon law, 
regarded by religionists as “God’s law” .

6. Historically it seems certain that gods were a figment 
of the human imagination; the extraordinary number and 
variety of types and functions of polytheist gods suggest 
that. But as Zeus (whom I was sorry to see go), Osiris, 
Tammuz, Mars, etc., have died, so the Christian god will 
die and is actually dying.

An Atheist then simply says there is no evidence for the 
Christian or any other god: Atheism is logical and rational; 
Religion is neither, and is unworthy of belief.

Religion has been an unspeakable curse to mankind. 
Why? the word religion inherent in any true definition, 
means a belief in the existence of a super-natural or extra
natural power who (or which) created the Universe and 
still runs and regulates it and can be influenced by methods 
peculiar to itself: prayer, ritual and sacrifice. Any defi
nition which excludes supernaturalism makes religion 
something which can be brought within the scope of oilier 
activities and is then not entitled to exist as a specific 
semantic entity. To me the phrase “To do good is my 
Religion” is nonsense. One can do good without belief 
in a supernatural agency. The huge variety of super
natural personalities, the gods, automatically led to strife 
which continued with the variety of forms of “worship” , 
that is, prayer, ritual and sacrifice under monotheism. 
There was probably no period of human history as savage 
as that from the end of the Roman Empire to the 
Renaissance. (The regime of the Catholic-inspired Hitler 
lasted only for about 15 years with equal savagery.) The
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maniacal religious intolerance and murder of that Christian 
time arose from the fact that religionists are aware of 
the flimsy basis of what they call their “faith” , and nobody 
is more touchy about a belief than the man who fanatically 
believes and cannot produce evidence for what he believes. 
And, as I pointed out in my articles on the Cost of Catholic 
Criminality, the savage revenges of the sects, with the 
loss of millions of human lives, have persisted into our 
own day to prove the wickedness and waste of religion. 
What is so terrible about Roman Catholicism is the 
inherently black villainy which corrupts every thought 
and act of this inhuman system.

Prayer is of two types, petitionary and grovelling flattery, 
an indirect approach to special favour. The idea of the 
latter seems silly, as an omnipotent power surely does not 
need all that slush; while petitionary prayer wants the 
omnipotent power to alter a plan preconceived from “all 
eternity” , a preposterous idea. And what the god does 
about a Presbyterian asking for the extermination of 
Catholics, and the latter asking for the same about the 
former, presents such a theological deadlock as Aquinas 
Tommy never conceived. In any case, what he might 
think does not matter; the situation is rubbish.

Sacrifice used to consist of slaying animals and cooking 
them, as the burning flesh seemed to be pleasant in the 
nose of the god. and the same thing applied when 
Christians could and did cook heretics like myself. Some 
people had the idea of killing the god himself and eating 
him, symbolised to this day in the Holy Sacrifice of the 
Mass, which is just a ritual theophagy, a disgusting idea. 
The cannibalism seems to be necessary to the godliness of 
the faithful but I do not believe that a man who goes in 
for even daily theophagy is any better morally than a 
person like myself. The facts lead to an opposite conclu
sion. As a class, Catholics are the most criminal on earth.

Now you cannot be a “good” Catholic—the main 
Christian religion—unless you have “Faith” . This 
religious faith is different from the faith which simply 
means confidence as, for example, “I have faith in my 
doctor” a common phrase the meaning of which is evident. 
Religious faith, however, means an effort of the will, in 
defiance of reason, to believe something for the truth of 
which there is no evidence, since if there were evidence 
there would be no need for faith. Religious faith enables 
people, usually gullible and uncritical, to believe the most 
preposterous rubbish, which brings huge revenues to the 
priests. A person who can believe that a man who mutters 
a bit of dog Latin over a piece of bread can thus change 
it into the body of a dead god and multiply the one body 
into limitless bodies, will believe anything, and these 
gullible morons are those who swell the huge ranks of 
Catholic criminality.

Religion is a cruel swindle which murders minds as it 
murdered bodies under the Inquisition and under Stepinac, 
and as pagan religion fed the bodies of living children 
into the furnaces of Moloch exactly as St. Joan of Arc 
died. It has wasted lives and treasure, wrung from the 
earth by the toil of men in silly prayer and useless ritual 
in fancy dress and on priceless vessels of gold encrusted 
with fabulous jewels, all to appease the wrath of an 
“angry” (non-existent) god and to exploit diseased minds 
as a source of wealth.

All the great Atheists of history have been humane, 
beneficent scholars. To all decent men they have handed 
down the task of wiping from the earth and from men’s 
minds the corrupt falsehood of religion, and to that I 
wish to add my humble contribution of providing perhaps 
some enlightenment of how to think and thus to sharpen 
our struggle for the ultimate victory of Atheism.

Friday, December 16th, 19$ Frj

Happy Christmas Chaps (and Virgins)
~  By ALAN O. SNOOK

n season OF peace, goodwill and what-have-y°u 
approaches—God help us. I have already counted 1,789V / t l V I l V O  V J V / U  l i v i p  U U ,  JL l i l t  » V  U 1 1 V U U J  v v / v . * . - -  .  -

Father Christmases. In fact, Santa appears to be hoverl =
in the doorway of every shop in the neighbourhood, 
would be interesting to know how many rationalists P°SS*L 
sufficient strength of mind not to send Christmas car >
give presents, celebrate (God knows what), and gene1 
play the fool. The dam’ fool. The prevailing truth > 
which the majority live in this year of grace 1960 is: 1. 
all right, Jack! ” The D. H. Lawrence version of tn 
watered-down phrase is much more accurate! , *

Some may ask: why get one’s few remaining hairs 
over a trifle like Christmas? Why not go along with t 
crowd? Be matey. Cheer up. I am willing to lay oo 
of 100-1 that most readers of this irreverent fire-eati = 
journal do, in fact, adorn themselves with paper chapeau ' 
booze themselves to a standstill, stuff their bellies with t 
products of Brazil and other un-Christian countries, an 
generally abuse their bodies in celebrating—I repeat, 
knows what—at Christmas- 

Harking back to Christmas cards: I have, over the yej*r  ̂
gradually reduced the number I send from 500 to 2. Wn^ 
two aged relatives—of whom I have minor expectations 
have shuffled off this mortal coil, in the words of 1 ,,| 
immortal William, then my out-going Christmas mail '*v

rally

be reduced to nil. I am living in hopes that when that
long-wished-for and happy day arrives, it will have the
effect of drying up the flood of cocky robins, seeming
pregnant black cats, haloed babes, doubtful virgins, pseu 
Lawrences of Arabia approaching the manger astnd 
impossible camels, unlikely asses, or on humble Shanks’ 
ponies—not to mention those astronomical wonders. Star 
of Bethlehem.

But what of the devotees of St. Cecilia? How to escaf1̂ 
them? Take that vulgar and moronic melody 
Night” , for instance. From my comprehensive record j 
dating back to 1922, I find that the Left Hand of H«1' 
Church—the BBC—has broadcast Holy Night on at1

kno'vl1average 769,471 times every Nowel—on every 
instrument, from the harp, sackbut, psaltery and g l ,  
spiel to the bagpipes and Bach trumpet. And the ch‘ 
who looked after the local squire’s sheep—as recorded 
Holy Writ—come a close second, with 769,201 I** 
mances. I have made a secret resolve, a solemn YovV’|1j$ 
assassinate the next shepherd I encounter watching 
flocks by night. As for those harpies, those crashing bo% 
the Herald Angels, my only hope here is that Com ^, 
Nikita will eventually succeed in exploding a rocket a*11 " 
them. The resulting shower of feathers will, doubt e ̂  
be impounded by the Pope, and sold to the faitn*11 
inflated prices. ns-

As for that fellow Wenceslas Rex. the sooner the •
culotterie take him for a ride in the tumbrils the b ^ )v u i v i i v w v  I U . . V  m i l l  l  V I  a  1 1 U C  1 * 1  U 1V  I U I I 1 U I I I O  «-**■ *' .

In fact, I herewith offer a reward of 5s. (Five Shm1 
for the person of his majesty, dead or alive. . tjic

Finally, I should like it to be known that T am 
process of forming the S(S)SCS, annual subscription J ^  
(One shilling and sixpence)—The Society (Secret) >° 
Slaughter of Carol Singers, open to all races and 

A few months ago I quoted a verse of Hardy’s in an<-a[-
t in n n l i c t  im i r n n l  TTric n n r f i r ' i i l ' j r  v p re p  ti/ill K e a f  Til .„i*rationalist journal. This particular verse will bear 

ing: it sums up the situation as this writer can 
hope to do.

Peace upon earth! was said. We sing it,
And pay a million priests to bring it;
After two thousand years of mass,
We’ve got as far as poison gas.
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Jesus Christ v. Joseph Smith
By F. A. RIDLEY

p Hls brilliant, though unfortunately little-known book, 
J eudo-PhHos0phy, H. M. Cecil (a pseudonym I believe, 

r one of the most eminent musical critics of our time), 
, aae some apt comments on the use of reason by religious 
. °dies. As he pointed out very pertinently, while Christ- 

11 orthodoxy frequently takes the line that heavenly 
7 steries such as the Trinity, or the Incarnation are out- 
,ae the sphere of reason, when it comes to defending 

against the attacks of rival religionists who dispute
otherlr authenticity, the Churches positively fall over each 

ler in order to display the reasons for the dogmas in 
I estion. Indeed nowadays, most theological systems at 

^t. profess a rationalist basis i.e. the dogmas of faith 
l be proved by recourse to human reason which is 
eJd to be adequate for this purpose.

Un ab°ve fact is clearly illustrated by the attitude taken 
P. by the more orthodox Churches in relation to rival 

/  ‘Sious cults, whether ancient or modem. I came across 
very apt example of this recently whilst reading that 

.pSt amalgam of learning and superstition, Vacdndard’s 
Lr.ench and Catholic) Theological Encyclopedia. The 
t| ,c’e on the Momions (or Latter Day Saints, to give them 

eir self-chosen title) might have been written by a 
ember of the French Freethought organisation; it 

Jciously debunked loseph Smith et al as fraudulent 
^Pastors, and ridiculed their scriptures, The Book of 
k°]'n°n as an obvious literary forgery, whilst it merci- 

yjy jeered at Smith’s “revelations” , the angel Moroni, the 
l Yen plates and magic spectacles, and the whole bizarre 
rei' .Sround to the appearance of this weird American 
I fiious cult. The most rationalist methods were em- 

t, 0yed throughout, nor were wit and sarcasm spared at 
0f6 exPense of this “Latter Day” American rival. Most 
t-1 tfle article would not have been out of place in ThePrE:̂

thinker.
Nor is English and Protestant Christianity lacking in

,j s Aspect. Mr. C. H. Hammersley of Leicester, recently 
the'r> my attention t0 a book by an Anglican clergyman, 
St \ cv- James K- Swinburne, B.A., Rector of Rockland, 
a ' ,ary and Hellington, Norfolk, who in 1911, published 
of f r,Cs essays collectively entitled, Beneath the Cloak 
1̂ gland’s Respectability. Under the cover of this some- 

st a’ unwieldly title, are included a number of separate 
/^aies the first of which bears the alarming title of The 

Monster. The entire study which follows is 
0f lcn in a frankly partisan spirit, with the avowed object 
g0 Earning the British people, and—as Mr. Swinburne 
’¡cut °Ut ’1‘s way a8a'n ancl again to emphasise—par- 
i '"arly the feminine section, against the wiles of Mormon- 

and against the blandishments of the Latter Day 
Particular of Mormon missionaries working on 

bad ̂ HSlish mission, two of whom, to add insult to injury 
d0 ’ s°  to speak, settled on the reverend gentleman’s own 
d *teP and were busily at work undermining the ortlio- 
t0 j, *aith of his Norfolk parishoners with deadly danger 
t0 .,1eir immortal souls and unmentionable consequences 
’be1 iu morals of the young women of the parish who were 

p Mormons’ most desired prey. 
den0r' °f all the sins, crimes and enormities so vigorously 
bot|°Unccd by our clerical author, the plurality of wives 
(tyjtL Cr>joined and practised by Smith and his disciples 
e*cit SOllnc’ warrant from the Old Testament) is that which 
don„c? bis liveliest wrath. Germany, he declares, has 

hs Christian duty in expelling the Mormon mission

aries as ravishers of innocence and seducers of youth! 
Then Mr. Swinburne and his clerical colleagues would no 
longer have to tremble for the faith and the morals of their 
flock against the incursion of these wolves from Utah into 
their English folds. Our author however> does not con
tent himself with mere denunciations of the “Mormon 
Monster” , though his vocabulary of denunciation is 
actually quite fluent. He, also, like a good theologian, 
produces reasons for rejecting the new American cult as 
an imposture entirely repugnant alike to sound reason and 
to true Christianity.

It is not really necessary to recapitulate what he says 
upon this theme for, with the exception of some rather 
peculiar Biblical exegesis, presumably put in to remind 
his readers of his professional status, his arguments are 
of a strictly rationalistic nature and, as such, are already 
familiar to our readers. Indeed, though perhaps for 
obvious reasons he never quotes it, Mr. Swinburne could 
probably have found most of them in the contemporary 
columns of The Freethinker—1911 vintage. Throughout 
this section of his pamphlet, our Anglican vicar argues 
like a dyed-in-the-wool sceptic. The forgery of its scrip
tures, the obviously bogus nature of its revelations, the 
dubious morals of its founder, the whole sordid story of 
the foundation of America’s most freakish religion, is 
narrated here in a manner to which (again apart from its 
peculiar Biblical exegesis), no freethinking critic could 
possibly take exception. Our author yet again illustrates 
the contention that religious cults arc always ready to 
resort to reason and to rational argument where rival 
religions are concerned. Actually, it is really rather 
comical that a Christian cleric should write in this scornful 
and sceptical way about his Mormon contemporary. For 
not only is the general proposition true that all religions, are 
at bottom, irrational (including under this heading both 
European and American Christianity as Mormonism 
regards itself) but in actuality one could draw quite a 
remarkable historical parallel between the creed founded 
by Jesus Christ in the First century and by Joseph Smith 
in the Nineteenth. Both were founded in frontier districts 
of contemporary empires; the Roman and American 
Empires respectively. Both drew their earliest disciples 
from a poor and illiterate personnel: both were founded 
by wandering preachers, semi-literate, and with no know
ledge of contemporary culture, whilst both owed their 
sacred scriptures to literate converts: Paul (or his im
personators) in the case of Christianity; Sidney Rigdon, 
author or editor of The Book of Mormon, in the case of 
the Latter Day Saints. Both cults eventually emigrated 
from their place of origin: Christianity to Europe; 
Mormonism to Utah and ultimately at least as far as Mr. 
Swinburne’s Norfolk parish. Both creeds, further, were 
persecuted and denounced as subverters of their con
temporary morality: in the case of Christianity, by the 
Roman Pagans: and in the case of the Mormons by the 
orthodox Christians. To crown this really rather remark
able parallel, Joseph Smith died by violence at the hands 
of orthodox Christians, as Christ is alleged to have done 
at the instigation of orthodox jews.

Neither Christianity nor Mormonism (both of which 
probably started as revivalist sects on the fringe of their 
contemporary Jewish and Christian orthodoxies) was in 
the least respectable when it started, and neither received 

(Concluded on next page)
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This Believing World
Obviously the “Ideal Christinas Gift” must be a “life” of 
Jesus, so those very religious publishers, Messrs. Hodder 
and Stoughton, have just reissued one by Greville Cook 
entitled The light of the World. As it must be one of 
the many hundreds issued every year, we would not have 
noticed it but for the fact that the Rev. O. Johnson, 
President of the World Baptist Alliance, has given it a 
soul-stirring “blurb” for an advertisement in the Daily 
Telegraph.

★

Mr. Johnson says the book is “decidedly the most imagi
native book I have read about the life of Jesus” . We 
always thought that the Four Gospels could beat any
thing and everything in the way of “imagination”, or at 
least in “imagining” things, but we are mistaken. The 
prize must now go to Mr. Cooke.

★

In the meantime, our own Archbishop of Canterbury has
had a long talk with the Pope, and both appear to have 
been very pleased that it did not end in a dog fight, but 
finished without settling anything whatever quite amiably. 
The only way it could possibly end in “unity” is for Dr. 
Fisher to consent to “union” with the Pope—meaning of 
course the complete disappearance of the Church of 
England.

★

On TV the other Sunday, it was a treat to see how the
Archbishop of York and the R.C. Archbishop of Liverpool 
(we often wonder whether it was the Pope or our Prime 
Minister who made him an Archbishop?) behaved so 
courteously to each other. But it must have been very 
difficult, for Dr. Heenan told Dr. Ramsey as bluntly as 
possible that he was not “a successor to St. Paul”—that 
is, there was no Apostolic succession either in his individual 
case, or in the Church of England.

★

All poor Dr. Ramsey could say in answer was that the 
Church of England was the ancient Catholic Church of 
this country. The truth is that there is no valid answer to 
the Roman claim that its Church is the one set up by 
Jesus Christ himself—if the story of Christian origins as 
given out by Rome is true. All “Churches” which break 
away are “heretical” and this includes the Church of 
England.

The shopkeepers in Bagulcy, Manchester, are very, very 
annoyed with Fr. J. Lyons who has decided to run “a 
vast cut-price Christmas Club” through his Roman 
Catholic Church, St. Peter’s” , according to The People 
(27/11/60). Fie has 5,000 parishioners, and they could 
save quite a lot through Ins club. This means that the 
shopkeepers have to cut their own Christmas orders and 
of course their own turnover and profits. As Fr. Lyon 
is selling everything he can at cut prices, it is estimated 
that he will make a profit of at least £1,000. In the art 
of making money, who or what can beat the wise, age-old 
Christian Church. ★
But when it comes to other people or Churches making 
“money” priests call the commodity “filthy lucre” . For 
example. Cardinal Godfrey, in spite of the fact that a priest 
praised Lady Chatterley’s Lover as great literature recently, 
claims that children are “done to death by the purveyors of 
evil books and pictures for the sake of filthy lucre” , no 
doubt referring to the recent notorious case. We wonder 
how many “children” have really been done to death 
through books? He also called books he didn’t like

Friday, December 16th, I960

“filthy reading” . We would love to learn how he wou 
describe some of the things in those very famous Monlfe'n 
des Confesseurs by Father Debreyne and Mge. Bouvief- 
Isn’t Lady Chatterley in the nursery stage compared vV! 
them?

Marcus and Montezuma
Like anyone who writes numerous articles, often on controvcr

................... - ' ■ gard to
allegesial themes, I come in for periodic criticisms both in regard to 

matters of fact and opinion. Normally^ I only refer to
errors of fact in my replies, since differences of opinion 
as inevitable as they are desirable. Naturally one has 
acknowledge some errors, since if even the Pope is not a ^ L  
infallible, it is quite clear that no writer in The FreethE™ 
is. Hence, during the past few weeks, I find myself confr°n 
with criticisms relating to historical characters as dissin" 
as Marcus Aurelius and Montezuma (or his Aztec subjects);

Since that erudite admirer of the Antonine Emperor, Mr. <-*. . 
Bennett, does not dispute the quasi-religious attitude taken ( 
by Stoics like Cleanthes and Seneca (to which I had reie51;n 
in a previous article), we seem to be left with merely a cert» 
divergence in our respective opinions about the historic person3-* I 
of the Emperor Marcus Aurelius Antoninus (161-180). And, 
students of classical historians and as Freethinkers, both 
Bennett and myself are obviously entitled to our r c s P '  
opinions. I can, of course, give him authorities for all sta n 
ments of fact made in my aforesaid article (e.g. Professor Bury0, 
Seneca’s responsibility for the British rising of Boadicea, ct t 
Personally, I consider that certain Victorian traits in the char30 
of Marcus, led him to be over-praised by such Victorian wrltej 
as Ernest Renan and Matthew Arnold, who consistently re*e/L<j 
to him in superlatives. As however, they used the same ki 
of language (and often the identical superlatives) about JcS 
Christ, it appears possible to doubt their critical acumen. u

However, as Mr. Bennett will probably retort that I mys 
am incapacitated by posi-Victorian counter-prejudices, Pcr*ia[j| 
we had better let sleeping dogs and defunct emperors, lie un
the Greek Kalends. „jsseo 

thatAs for my friend, Mr. Varney (with whom I have cros» 
swords before in these columns), I can only assure him
his view of the Aztecs is quite outmoded. Montezuma and hi*
subjects certainly suffered much at the hands of the Spam3rds!
but both their political and religious records were every whit
as ferocious as was that of their conquerors. It was Whi 
Imperialism versus Red. If Mr. Varney will read, or rere» ’ 
Professor Vailland’s book, or Jean Dcscoyle’s fine book on ' , 
Spanish Conquest of the Americas, The Conquerors, ptibl'S*1 
by Allen and Unwin, he will find ample proof of the a°°n0. 
statement, including (in Vailland’s book), a detailed chrod 
logical account of the Aztec ritual sacrifices, which 
nonsense of his statement that human sacrifices were urtkn0 . 
among the Aztecs of Mexico. One must not too hastily c0. . 
elude that because Spaniards and Christians were ruthless t 
they certainly were) their aboriginal Pagan victims had blame* 
records, an obvious non sequitur. F. A. RidleV-̂ ,
JESUS CHRIST v. JOSEPH SMITH

(iConcluded from page 403)
much attention at the start from its educated contemp0^ 
aries. But one will not find all this in Mr. Swinburne 
diatribe against the Mormon poachers into the LoM 
(English) vineyard. Neither will one find what f°H° J  
For, while both Christianity and Mormonism started am 
a haze of dubious miracles, it can hardly be denied C
the major Mormon miracle is better attested than is
Christian one. For, on September 22nd, 1827. three
American citizens of adult age, signed their names t0thejoint declaration in which they stated that (hey SOW j, 
angel Moroni deliver the golden plates to Joseph ?'1l0f
by the banks of the Sasquhannah river, near the 'l! vef 
Amorah in the State of New York: their names, O "^  
Cowdery, David Whitmer, and Martin Harris. They s e 
the angel and recorded their testimony. Is any evidejCj 
as good available for any early Christian miracle?
not; and until it is, and pace Mr. Swinburne, the sĈ 0jt 
is surely entitled to say to both Mormonism and o r j $  
Christianity, “A plague on both your houses” . ^  ¡[if 
sauce for the Mormon goose, is surely sauce f°r 
Christian gander.
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Lecture Notices, Etc.
OUTDOOR

nburgh Branch N.S.S. (The Mound).—Sunday afternoon and 
Messrs. Cronan, McRae and Murray.I evening;

°nd°n (Tower Hiil).—Every Thursday, 12—2 p.m.: Messrs. J. W.
ARKER anH I Phitdvanc]

Messrs. M ills and Woodcock. (Thursday lunchtimes, The

M' ' rKEr and L. Ebury.
REhester Branch N.S.S. (Platt Fields).—Every Sunday, 3 p.m.:

M Reetiunker on sale, Piccadilly, near Queen Victoria statue.) 
rble Arch Branch N.S.S. (Marble Arch). — Meetings every 
unday, from 4 p.m.; Messrs. L. Ebury, J. W. Barker, C. E. 

¡u °°t>, D. T ribe and J. P. Muracciole.
fseyside Branch N.S.S. (Pierhead).—Meetings: Wednesdays, 

Nn : Sundays, 7.30 p.m.
J 'h  London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).— 

NntrCry Sunday, noon: Messrs. L. E bury and A. Arthur. 
gl,ngham Branch N.S.S. (Old Market Square, Nottingham).—

Bi

ery Friday, 1 p.m., Every Sunday, 6.30 p.m.: T. M. Mosley 
INDOOR

¡biingham Branch NSS (Midland Institute Cinema, Paradise 
,.¿eet), Sunday, December 18th, 6.45 p.m.: A. R. W illiams, 

Con 0rc about the Christmas Myth”, 
nway Discussions (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, W.C.l), 
Ucsday, December 20th, 7.15 pm .: F. H. Amphlett 

I ^ 'O clewright, M.A., ‘‘Education or Indoctrination?”
ustcr Secular Society (75 Humbcrstonc Gate), Sunday, 

-J^embcr 18th, 6.30 p.m.: Film—-“Does It Matter What You 
j^'hink?”

arblc Arch Branch NSS (The Carpenters’ Arms, Seymour Place,
‘‘TkWarc Road), Sunday, December 18th, 7.15 p.m.: H. Cutner, 

N|ot,. c Myth of Christmas”.
l|ngham Cosmopolitan Debating Society (Co-operative Edu- 

. 'jonal Centre, Broad Street), Sunday, December 18th, 
SouVj" Pm.: Dr. J. C. Daniels, B.Sc., “Educational Segregation”. 

u/L Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
“Tk 1)’ Sunday, December 18th, 11 a.m.: Dr. H elen Rosenau, 

SuS(be Christ Child in the Creative Arts” (illustrated slides). 
c;iX Branch NSS (Blackic’s Restaurant, Church Road, Hove), 

^unday, December 18th, 3.30 p.m.: A Lecture.

In
Notes and News

(or1,,r- N ovember-D ecembbr issue of The Age of Reason 
t of The Freethinkers of America), editor Josephî Wls . i___  ... , ip . /.prints correspondence between himself and the
tk11Tector of the Port of New York Authority regarding 
bUjjc c*laPc's (Jewish, Protestant and Roman Catholic) 
arr at Idlewild New York Airport. “ I consider the 
pr̂ ngemcnt to permit chapels to be erected upon public 
of JCrty at the New York International Airport as one 
BubrC niost brazen an<I flagrant violations of the use of 
hay IC ProPerty, by a constituted legal authority, that I 
‘‘Ifc c°me across in a long, long time”, wrote Mr. Lewis. 
tU *ople want to attend church before boarding a plane 
Co/, should do so before coming to the airport” . He 
to L*5®rs the rental of $650 for one half acre per annum 

‘uttcrly ridiculous, and his attorney is considering 
egal action can be taken in the matter.

Ljjj ★
HawSTER Secular Society Secretary, Mr. C. H.amtnersley, has recently been involved in another con

troversy in the Leicester Evening Mail, this time on the 
subject of Lady Chatterley’s Lover, which he thinks “of 
less actual danger to our society than books which glorify 
violence or war” (22/11/60). One of his critics—rather 
typically we should say—hadn’t read the book. Another 
declared that “neither Lawrence nor Mr. Hammersley can 
alter” the great truth that “the wages of sin is death” 
(28/11/60).

★

Talking oi: books, Oldbourne, publishers of Fleet Street, 
advertised Our Lord’s Life (“His Story in Words and 
Pictures”) in The Guardian (2/12/60) immediately above 
Puss in Books and Aladdin. Quite unnecessarily, we think, 
they inserted a metal rule under the first item and above 
the sub-heading, “Favourite Fairy Tales” which included 
the other two books.

★

W riting in the Birmingham Sports Argus (3/12/60), 
former Irish international centre-forward, Dave Walsh, 
told how religious hatred interfered with his footballing 
career. Religion was certainly behind the threat he 
received after being picked to represent Ireland against 
Wales, in Belfast, in March 1949. “Play against Wales 
and you’ll get more than a broken leg”, he was warned, 
as were two other Roman Catholics who did in fact turn 
out for Ireland (now restricted to Northern Ireland) as 
well as Eire. None of these was hurt, but Belfast Celtic 
centre-forward, Jimmy Jones, had had a leg broken when 
the crowd stormed the pitch during a match with Linfield 
(the Irish equivalent of Celtic v. Rangers in Glasgow) and 
the threat referred to this incident. Another time, Mr. 
Walsh was “labelled a ‘traitor’ by several top Eire 
officials” , but his own view was that “I was a professional 
footballer and that politics and religion just didn’t come 
into the matter” , so he played for Ireland as long as he 
was picked.

★

“The cards are on the table. No one need be deceived. 
The battle is not between Washington and Moscow; it 
is really between Rome and Moscow.” The quotation is 
from a pastoral letter read last month in Santiago Cathe
dral, Cuba, by Archbishop Pérez Serantes (76). But the 
issue didn’t seem quite as clear as that. The Archbishop 
might have the support of the Jesuits, but. according to 
Time (28/11/60), “a score of liberal-minded Francisan 
fathers, mostly Basque refugees from Franco’s Spain” , 
were with Fidel Castro. And “Ardently pro-Castro 
Franciscan Father Ignacio Biain, editor of the important 
Catholic fortnightly La Quincena, was sent on a more or 
less permanent vacation”, as is the Catholic practice with 
priests who are “deceived” . Is it too much to hope that 
the battle will be won by neither Washington, Rome nor 
Moscow, but by Cuba?

★

W e were sorry to learn of the death last month of the 
Rev. Fred Hankinson, veteran Unitarian minister and a 
strong and active supporter of the Secular Education 
League for many years.

THESE TEENAGERS!
Entering his eighteenth year on Friday, Pope John XXIII referred 

again during the birthday audience to his eilorts to learn English.
— The Universe.

= —NEXT WF.F.K 
A CHILD IS BORN!

By H. CUTNER
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The Scandal of Sicily—3
By ADRIAN PIGOTT

Friday, December 16th,

In most R oman Catholic countries there is a very low 
standard of morals of every description. In Sicily many 
women — married or single — are so pressed by poverty 
that they are driven to sell their bodies to ward off starva
tion. An English visitor to Palermo recently passed by a 
cinema, at the box-office of which there was an argument 
in progress: an Italian girl of about 15 was excitedly pro
testing to the booking clerk, and she was waving a piece of 
paper in his face. The Englishman asked the guide to 
interpret what the argument was about. The guide explained 
that the film that was being shown was “for adults only” ; 
and that the girl was being refused admittance because of 
her youth. On this the English visitor remarked that this 
rule was in force in Britain and that the girl, who was 
obviously only 15, was behaving very stupidly. He 
enquired why she was brandishing the paper to the box- 
office and then he got the crux of the dispute. The paper 
was the poor thing’s licence to practise prostitution! She 
felt aggrieved—in view of her profession—that she was 
not allowed to see a saucv film.

Owing to the appalling housing conditions, (previously 
described), there is a very high death rate, especially among 
children. This is philosophically accepted by the simple 
islanders as being the normal state of affairs. In Palermo 
infantile mortality is 89 per 1000 births: in Britain it is 
only 21.

It is especially shocking that the terrible conditions of 
Sicily should exist only 200 miles from the Vatican where 
Pope John XXIII conducts his luxurious court. Many of 
our newspapers (even the highly respected Guardian) are 
flooded with Roman Catholic propaganda which often takes 
the form of a picture of the well-nourished pontiff under 
which appear the words “Pope John XXIII is universally 
admired etc. etc.”

From Rome, the Church organises missionary work in 
many parts of the world (Britain is considered one of these 
“mission fields! ”) but these activities seem extremely hypo
critical so long as the Sicilian cesspool continues on the 
doorstep of the Vatican.

Who is to blame for the Scandal of Sicily? To some 
extent the guilty party is the Christian Democratic govern
ment, which is always supported at elections by the clergy, 
who tell the simple electors that a vote for this party “is 
a vote for God” . The other chief culprits are the Roman 
Catholic landowners and, of course, the clergy.

Earlier this year a reporter of the News Chronicle 
questioned the daughter of a wealthy landowner about the 
backwardness of the Sicilian peasants. The lady merely 
shrugged her shoulders and said “Why talk about this 
poverty and disease? Let it sleep” . (Once again, the 
deplorable attitude, “I’m all right, Jack! ”)

The clergy are always powerful in a priest-ridden island. 
The Cardinal-Archbishop of Palermo has built 15 new 
churches in the city since the war ended—in spite of the 
serious slum situation existing. The clergy are some of 
the few local residents who have been out of the island 
(for their studies at Rome), so they are fully aware of the 
better conditions existing in the outer world. However, 
the hypocritical cold comfort which they hand out from 
their pulpits to the suffering Sicilians is to tell them “God 
loves the poor: you are very poor indeed—so God loves 
you very much indeed” . In brief, the Christian Democratic 
Government and the Romanist aristocracy and clergy have 
definitely failed the people who have sunk into the lowest 
depths of ignorance and degradation.

Can anything be done? The United Nations is only abje 
to intervene and help a country if its government definite 
makes a request for assistance. The Italian cabinet niin>s‘ 
ters are by no means desirous of drawing public attention 
to this skeleton in their cupboard, so UNO is ruled out

There does exist, however, one ¡ray of hope, in the
activities of Danilo Dolci of Trieste who, since 1953, h 
been conducting a crusade for improving conditions 1 
Sicily. This noble man is the son of a railway workc ’ 
and he qualified as an architect and engineer. But, whe j 
on a pleasure trip to Sicily in 1952, he was so shocked ) 
the situation that he abandoned his promising career, an 
he has settled down in Sicily with a few voluntary helper̂  
trying to remedy the social evils. He and his assistan 
(from various European countries) have already nia 
considerable advances in starting schools, combatting u 
employment and giving the miserable people the comfof 
ing thought that there do exist a few persons with Pract'L:r 
sympathy for them, and who are ready to assist in the 
social regeneration. Agricultural improvements are an

fid.important field for Dolci’s reforms: all over the wop 
farmers are noted for their conservatism, and the SicilF 
farmers have an unusually large dose of this deficiency 
aggravated by the ignorance prevailing locally. Steeps 
in incredible superstition and apathy the peasants &
believe in the power of the “evil eye” . The visiting Pan j  
asked 100 villagers why soil erosion occurred—and 30 
them replied that it was due to “a magic spell” ! Tn I 
are so ignorant that they burn large quantities of manu 
rather than use it as a fertiliser. , i,

As may be expected, the “Holy Church” looks vVI. 
extreme disapproval on the efforts of any reformer, cspN1,. 
ally if he happens to be a layman—and a “lapsed Catholi 
is doubly unpopular! This local struggle is yet anoth, 
example of the eternal contest between Progress a 
Stagnation. But the priests are now really alarmed 
find that Dolci’s workmanlike methods are proving 
effective than their own pious inanities. The method 
of improving the water supply provide an amusing c0̂  
Crete example. For centuries there has been a drOJjfL 
problem and, although there are plenty of rivers, W 
has been done to store or utilise their waters. It has be , 
the custom for the priests (attired in their gaudiest r<oo 
pompously to lead open air processions and to ut 
prayers to heaven for rain—with the simple peasants d 
fully intoning Latin responses, without having the s lig^ j 
idea what they mean. These prayers have not ah*f 
“delivered the goods” . In the cases where rain has foll°^ e 
the holy men have received suitable approval and PreS ^  
from the admiring peasants. On the other hand, ¡° m  
many cases where the rain has failed to materialise, \<s 
clergy have always had a ready answer—“It is not > . 
will that rain should be sent” . This shallow excuse 
been accepted for centuries by the peasants, with 
traditional resignation. But their dim wits are now 2r‘?-c]i 
ally waking up to the fact that the motor pumps ^ 
Dolci (the qualified engineer) has set up by the F 
never fail to function! Once again, the scientist ¡s 0 ${ 
coming the priest—and the Cardinal-Archbishop J 
Palermo is becoming seriously alarmed. He has ,sS t|,e 
as many as five pastoral letters this year warning ^ 
Sicilians about the dangers of Communism and Secular ̂  

Although Dolci is not a Communist, the Church ‘ ^ 
to infer that he is that way inclined, following the P®; ,̂ 
used by so many who have a weak case. Mosley, **
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^nssolini, Petain, Franco, Chiang-Kai-Shek, Syngman 
bee and Verwoerd have all harped upon the theme that 

bey were “bastions against Bolshevism”—in a plausible 
®*hpt to cover UP their own sinister designs, 
the Archbishop of Palermo (who must know very well 

I?! he is batting on a sticky wicket) has joined up with 
ry,S terr'ble coterie. Only a few months ago, the News 

nronicie reporter was received in audience by the well- 
bbrished Cardinal, who tried to dismiss Dolci as a 
arlatan. “Dolci just makes a noise”, he said. “He is 
e tool of the Communists” . His Eminence then handed 
e reporter a copy of the Church’s dossier on the reformer, 

,?ntaining such supposed offences as: —“He openly shows 
'̂biself friendly to Protestants and Trade Unionists” ; “He 

0fVorganised games in which children between 2 and 12,
, both sexes, play together” ; “He has joined the Italian 
^ancb 0f tjie Society of Friendship with Russia” . Few 
*vilised people would consider these actions wicked, but, 

, the point of view of a guilt-ridden Cardinal, they are 
IC|nous.
Vr?be Vatican is fond of proclaiming its jealous male
ic lence against the Communists, so it is interesting to know 
p w the “atheist Russians” have behaved towards Dolci. 
l9s»SOlne years they took note of his noble actions, and in 

they awarded him a Lenin Peace Prize for his praise- 
°rthy social efforts. Dolci turned over the considerable 

ofreceived to his rescue funds: yet another illustration 
j ttlc more charitable behaviour which “heathens” display 

comparison to professional churchmen, 
fo callous lack of charity shown by the Church, even 
a ^a,rds its own flock as demonstrated in Sicily, is typical, 

| is the root cause of the failure of Roman Catholicism, 
.significant condemnation was related on November 4th 
ret ^ r' A. Ridley. He told of a business man just 

llrned from the Far East, who remarked, “The Western 
truti 030,101 afford Roman Catholicism” . The vital 
th . \x°uSht to be trumpeted all over the world—not just in 
lifC ,cst- F °r every person desirous of enjoying a healthy

ay, December 16th, 1960

___________ _____________________ _________
Utf i?̂  cuIfure, in harmony and world-brotherhood is also 
futile to affor£j Catholicism. The miserable plight of 

C'biillion Sicilians is only one comparatively minor, but 
fn Crete example of the heavy price which has to be paid

Pqiv»«.. n __ r__¿„l u  c i-_j:_i_ ...i. ~ j :__ \ ----IVnI •
ja ¡cy from Rome may be able to say “We’re all right, 
Lu * but we ask: “Are the Sicilians all right,
^ o h n x x m ? ”

“Inherit The Wind”
By COLIN McCALL

to uUtting from the Canadian Weekend Magazine (not 
45 .c confused with its English counterpart) Vol. 10, no. 
fa ’ 'Hfornied me that John T. Scopes, the accused in the 
Sec °US "Monkey Trial” returned to Dayton, Tennessee (the 
*e]ne of his “crime”) recently, and was given a hero’s 
e i^ n c .  He was, in fact, presented with a key to the 
f0l: ’ thirty-five years after being convicted and fined $100 
of c cty’pg a newly-passed state law against the teaching 
/„/^olution, and his return coincided with the premiere of 
rp0eA/i the Wind, the film based upon the incident. As

pery. Comfortable Cardinals who direct Vatican

tk ....... .......... —  —  —  ---------  — —  —  ....... —
L, i PaPcrback version of the play (Four Square Books,

readers will have had the chance to see the film or
"°nd-p.u°n, I960, 2s. 6d.) it may be useful to reconsider it. 
atld if  ai‘tbors of the original stage play, Jerome Lawrence 
tlie • '° ^ crt E. Lee, have of course adapted and dramatised 

<lctual events. "Inherit the Wind is not history,” they 
theL and “does not pretend to be journalism” . “It is 
to0 ,rc” They altered the time from July 1925 to “not 

0nS ago” ; the names of the leading counsels from

Bryan and Darrow to Brady and Drummond; introduced 
other characters; took only a “handful of phrases” from 
the transcript of the trial; and killed Brady/Bryan immed
iately the trial was over instead of five days later. Then 
the scriptwriters did a screen adaptation, retaining—accord
ing to Time (17/10/60)—“almost nothing of the play but 
its flashy, trashy script” .

But Time is not, I suggest, a very good guide in a matter 
like this. It is possible that Spencer Tracy is not so good 
as Paul Muni, who played Drummond/Darrow on the 
stage; there may be other acting déficiences, and the 
direction, too, may be inferior to that on Broadway (all 
of which Time alleges). These are questions I can’t judge. 
But Time alleges, in addition, that:

The script wildly and unjustly caricatures the fundamentalists 
as vicious and narrow-minded hypocrites, just as wildly and 
unwisely idealises their opponents, as personified in Darrow. 
Actually, the fundamentalist position, even when carried to 
the extreme that Bryan struck when he denied that man is 
a mammal, is scarcely more absurd and profitless than the 
shallow scientism that the picture offers as a substitute for 
religious faith and experience.

which rather shows up the magazine’s prejudices. In fact, 
as I remember the film, “fanatics” rather than “hypocrites” 
would be more appropriate, while it was their religion that 
was “vicious” . And Brady is even a sympathetic charac
ter, particularly when he defends the parson’s daughter 
against her father.

Newsweek magazine (17/10/60), by contrast with its 
rival (and I think justly), sees Inherit the Wind as “ that 
rare combination—a thoughtful, honest movie that is a 
grand show besides” . It rightly praises the impressive 
opening to the strains of “Give me that old time religion”, 
and the climax as Brady cracks under atheist Drummond’s 
“relentless examination of whether Genesis is a work to be 
taken literally” . Moreover, it draws attention to the 
“cryptic scene suggesting that Darrow-Tracy is not really 
an atheist after all” ; and calls it a bit of “back-pedalling” .

Newsweek asked Producer-Director Stanley Kramer what 
was the purpose of those suggestions that Clarence Darrow 
might not have been an atheist after all, and it reports:

After a pause, Kramer said, frowning: “I know what you 
mean. ‘Cleaning up Tracy for the family trade.’ I don’t 
know. Maybe that’s because I read Darrow’s speech at the 
end of the Leopold and Locb trial and it seemed to me it 
wasn't made by somebody who believed in nothing.”

This reads very strange, for the play ends similarly, viz.: 
Ifc [Drummond] weighs the volume [Darwin] in his hand: 

this one book has been the centre of the whirlwind. Then 
Drummond notices the Bible, on the Judge’s bench. He picks 
up the Bible in his other hand; he looks from one volume to 
the other, balancing them thoughtfully, as if his hands were 
scales. He half-smiles. Then Drummond slaps the two books 
together and jams them in his briefcase, side by side. Slowly, 
he climbs to the street level and crosses the empty square. 
The curtain falls.
This episode apart, I found little to complain of in this 

film, and much to commend. Certainly I can’t agree 
with Time that it was “a sluggish, confused manipulation 
of ideas and players” . And I can’t see many others agree
ing that it was sluggish, either. It is just about the last 
adjective that can be applied to Inherit the Wind. I 
could understand fundamentalists being shaken by the 
terrible exposure of their psychological make-up. especially 
through the character of the Rev. Jeremiah Brown, who 
disowns his daughter and calls down a curse upon her 
because she defends the schoolteacher and I hope the

BETTER THAN EVER ! !
N ew Revised Fourth Edition

Adrian Pigott’s FREEDOM’S FOE: THE VATICAN
A collection of Danger signals for those who value Peace and 
Liberty. Now available. 3/- (plus 6d. postage).
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superb scene where he tries his “spiritual” blackmail upon 
her went home where it is needed. As for the delightful 
contrast between the singing, shouting, slogan-carrying 
mob (Don’t Monkey with Us! ” “Down with Darwin! ” 
“Godliness Not Gorillas! ” etc.) and the aloof, contempla
tive chimpanzee on the fairground; who could smother 
laughter then? Not I, at any rate.

No. And thirty-five years afterwards it is as well that 
we can laugh at the absurdities of the “Monkey Trial”— 
even in Dayton, Tennessee.

C O R R E S P O N D E N C E
VICTOR GOLLANCZ “FACE TO FACE”

On Sunday, November 27th, in BBC TV’s “Face to Face”, 
Victor Gollancz admitted that—although he had no religious 
bonds nor was a professing Jew—he still retained certain religious 
idiosyncrasies from his orthodox upbringing. If such an intelli
gent and educated man cannot entirely rid himself of superstitious 
traditions, it goes to show how virulent this poison, once instilled 
into the human mind, can be.

He also reiterated the inconsistent idea—so dear to Jews in 
general—that he had always felt proud of Jesus being a Jew. 
This notion is incompatible with the basic idea of the Trinity in 
which all participants must be equally divine; therefore Jesus 
could never have been a mortal, let alone a member of the 
Jewish community, but was from the beginning god or the “word 
become flesh” (logos).

Even educated people are unable to think logically when they 
talk of religion. P. G. Roy.

Christmas Carbsi
In response to many requests, we are offering two kinds 
of Christmas cards for sale, one of which is illustrated 
below. The size is 5" x 4" when folded, and it is printed 
in red and green. The greeting inside reads “Here’s 
Wishing You a Helluva Good Time” . The price together 
with envelopes and post paid to your address is 6/- per 
dozen. A second design, price 5/- per dozen, was 

illustrated last week.
Please order from The Freethunker office as soon as 

possible as supplies are limited.

^ a r m t ó t  < § m t m g ö
Printed by  G . T. W ray Ltd. (T.U.), G ojw ell R oad. E .C .l and Published by
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RABBI ADDRESSES SLOUGH HUMANISTS
Slough Humanist Group’s last meeting (November 14th)

well reported in two local papers, and by both accounts 
lively and stimulating. The speaker was the Rabbi of SloufU 
the Rev. Martin Miloslawer, and his subject was “The J®*1. 
Way of Life”. The Slough Observer (18/11/60) quoted £*• 
Miloslawer as saying afterwards he didn’t know most °f, L  
Humanist Group were Atheists and that they asked him “a 
of impertinent questions—they were very rude”, but the Chairnia 
and Secretary of the Group (Mr. J. Porteous and Mr. }} 
Radford) later wrote to the paper refuting these allegations. 
Rabbi “assures us”, they said, “that your reporter has complete. i 
misunderstood his remarks and that the impression of Human) 
discourtesy that your report gives is quite inaccurate”.

was

If not rude, at least one question was unanswerable, ho'*, 
ever, as Mr. Miloslawer himself admitted. “Why”, asl<e
Councillor Alfred Goodson, “did God allow the Jews to be s 
badly treated, as they were at the hands of Hitler?” “W e :» 
not know why” said the Rabbi. “But God is always right  ̂
Mrs. J. Neidrum wanted to know if it was true that Jewish boy 
had a prayer thanking God that they were not born wome(1' 
“The idea is a misapprehension”, was the reply. “The Pra)' 
means only that he who makes it expresses thanks for being bot 
to fulfil God’s special commandments to the Jewish male, 0 
which the woman is exempted”. It did not mean that a Je'vl,s.
woman did not have equal rights. The Jewish woman was Jthe
“priestess” in the hourse; she kindled candles and was responsible 
for keeping the family to the Jewish dietary laws.

Mr. Miloslawer thought that neither Elizabeth Taylor ^  
Sammy Davis junior, had been converted to the orthodo 
Jewish religion. “I think they became so-called Jews when they 
joined a section called Liberal Jews”, he said.

SPECIAL OFFER
THE AMAZING WORLD OF JOHN SCARNE

Published at 35/-; for 12/6 (plus 1/6 postage)
“In The Amazing World of John Scarne will be found scores 
pages devoted to unmasking swindles of all kinds.”—H. CuTNE11,

of

THE PAPACY IN POLITICS TODAY. By Joseph 
McCabe. Price 2/6; postage 5d.

A SHORT HISTORY OF SEX WORSHIP. By 
H. Cutner. Price 2/6; postage 6d.

THE DOLLAR AND THE VATICAN: Its Charae- 
ter, Methods and Aims. By Avro Manhattan.
3rd. Edition—Revised and Enlarged.

Price 21/-; postage 1/3. 
ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING. By Chapman Cohen. 

Scries 1, 2, 3, 4. Cloth bound.
Price 7/6 each series; postage 7d. each. 

PRIMITIVE SURVIVALS IN MODERN 
THOUGHT. By Chapman Cohen.

Price 3/- (specially reduced price); postage 5d- 
BRADLAUGH AND INGERSOLL. By Chapman 

Cohen. Well illustrated. Now again available.
Price 6/-; postage 8d. 

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK (10th Edition). By G. VV.
Foote and W. P. Ball. Price 4/6; postage 6d.

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

Cloth 4/-; postage 7d. 
RIGHTS OF MAN. By Thomas Paine.

Price 2/6; postage 6d 
A CHRONOLOGY OF BRITISH SECULARISM- 

By G. H. Taylor. Price 1/-; postage 2d.
THE THINKER’S HANDBOOK By Hector Hawton.

Price 5/-; postage 7d. 
WHAT IS THE SABBATH DAY? By H. Cutner

Price 1/3; postage 4d 
THE EVOLUTION OF THE IDEA OF GOD. By 

Grant Allen. Price 3/6; postage 6d
HUMANITY’S GAIN FROM UNBELIEF. By 

Charles Bradlaugh. Price 2/6; posage 5d.
IS SPIRITUALISM TRUE? By C. E. Ratcliffe.

Price 1/-: postage 2d 
ROBERT TAYLOR—THE DEVIL’S CHAPLAIN- 

By H. Cutner. Price 1/6; postage 4d.
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