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1 'verb asked what was the most distasteful reading I 
•ave ever encountered, I should unhesitatingly declare
ChiWas the- appalling lies and libels circulated by pious 
^ 1°rnasnp -*n k°°ks, tracts and articles dealing with

the na*n® wh°le of the nineteenth century at least, 
to Se ? e °f one of the greatest of Englishmen was enough 
all thp Very religious people almost into a fit of apoplexy, 
almn "’ore so if, as was 
had n a‘Ways the case, they 
writi"ever read a line of his 
one fP ' They just copied 
the n0ni other, and in 
al\va v ar? e  °f Christ Jesus 
'"thJu °Ped for the best 
AlmLu * being that God 
their" t̂y would Put it to 
drnni,Cre<Tt that they lied for his Glory, in attacking “the 
Pio,,, e.n, and immoral infidel” .

^  hatred
Hleiu an example of the kind of thing with which the 
Diag °f Paine has had to endure, one should look at the 
theSATcent stand Ingersoll made in his honour against 
retjjg 9^ York Observer in 1877. It must however be 
the i  ereil that Paine became famous for three things— 
Arpe ^  bis books and articles helped the colonists in 
depê ?a to fight against England in their war of In- 
his r < ence—they included Common Sense and The Crisis; 
The nril0Us reply to Burke on the French Revolution 
readv Sflts °f Man, for which the British government was 

to hang him, and The Age of Reason, one of the 
“reVeiSt .an(i rnost devastating attacks on the Bible as a 
tote ttatl°n” from God ever written. (It is interesting to 
on p "at Harmsworth’s Encyclopedia, 1910, in its article 
of y ,lne> and ignoring the lies and libels against him, said 
tetupp6 ^ se °f Reason “that it expressed in singularly 
< r rate language and in a style of great clearness and 

’> an attack on the beliefs of orthodox Christ­
as  y  Needless to say, of all his books and articles, it 
Street,e °f Reason which aroused in the pious their 
it ¡s and vituperation. They found it unanswerable. 
attacinot surprising therefore that they began a personal 
kt'du .0n him, couched in the vilest language, and never 

v5'ng a shred of evidence in support. This was the 
New York Observer, and Colonel Ingersoll 

fWtfe« t lcir bluff. He challenged them to produce the 
®east] Ce !hat Paine “died a drunken, cowardly and 
°̂Har - •^eafh” , and offered to give the journal 1,000 

N  ln gold if they did so. It accepted the challenge, 
phbijg. ^  Vindication of Thomas Paine which Ingersoll 
laCpK, will be found the whole sorry story.ISfs D^ence
S | ersoll.was a great lawyer, and he demolished every 

^gainst Paine by sheer weight of evidence. The 
^es$ed °f* Observer backed down as soon as it was 
j^ntiat >, y declaring “we have no intention to sub- 
ri^snn hes it had circulated. It did not believe that 
^Uar, seriously intended to put down a sum of 1,000

their own words” . He added that he “would rather dine 
with Ezekiel” than with the N Y Observer. He proved as 
far as it was possible to prove anything that its charges 
against Paine were “cowardly and beastly falsehoods” . 
And the journal did not get the 1,000 dollars.

Some of us thought that these lies would eventually die 
out, and in this age of much more tolerance and less 
religion Christians would at least remain silent whatever

they thought, but not a
V I E W S  A N D  O P I N I O N S

Paine Still Libelled
By H.  C U T N E R

iars
% e»and called the money and the challenge “bun- 

• And Ingersoll made the journal (as he said) “eat

bit of it.
Some years ago that 

valiant fighter for Free- 
thought, Joseph Lewis of 
New York, managed to 
erect a statue to Thomas 
Paine in Paris. After all, 
Paine was one of the great 

“foreigners” of the French Revolution. He had the 
highest hopes for its success, and was elected a Member 
of the Senate. All would have gone well with him—per­
haps—but he strongly opposed the execution of Louis 
XVI and thus incurred the hatred of Robespierre; and 
only escaped the guillotine by a “miracle”-—not of course 
a theological one. The French Government gladly allowed 
the statue to be put up, and thus honoured itself as well 
as Thomas Paine.
“An Insult”

But Joseph Lewis was not content with this success. 
Thomas Paine has always been one of his heroes, and 
now he wants to put up a statue to him in the town of his 
birth—Thetford in Norfolk. To make sure that it will 
be worthy of Paine he has commissioned Sir Charles 
Wheeler, the President of the Royal Academy, to sculpt 
it, and it will be finished in bronze and covered with 
14-carat gold leaf. And what has now followed? Accord­
ing to the Sunday Express (May 26th), Thetford is “split 
over the memorial to a ‘scamp’ ” , A gentleman called 
Mayes, who is a Tory councillor in Thetford, calls putting 
up the statue “an insult” , and says that “Tom Paine, the 
renegade, fought against everything that is England” ; and 
a lady called Oliver said, “This is a shocking thing to 
happen” . She added, in the best tradition of Christianity 
“Tom Paine, a philanderer and an unmitigated scamp, is 
the last man we should honour in this way” . Note how 
both these godly people of whose piety there can be no 
doubt, say “Tom” Paine—“Tom” being their mark of 
contempt. It always has been with the Christian liars 
and libellers in the past, though it is true that their names 
are now completely forgotten for the most part.
Strong Objections

On the other hand, Lord Fisher who is the chairman of 
the council said, “I know there are many strong objections, 
but Paine was a famous man, and we should be grateful 
for the American offer to honour him. I know Paine 
was said to be an immoral man, but he died many years 
ago, and his good work still lives on . . .” . If Lord Fisher 
had read the monumental Life of Paine by Dr. Moncure 
Conway, he might have been just a little more severe to 
liars and libellers. It is obvious that Mr. Mayes and Mrs. 
Oliver have never read a line of the great man’s work.
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(Incidentally, we offer either or both the hospitality of 
these columns if they could substantiate their libels with 
evidence.)

In the meantime, it would be as well to remember that 
most of the calumnies written against Paine were the work 
of ignorant nobodies—though there always was a sprinkling 
of better-educated evangelists and parsons of all kinds 
who helped in the great cause and who were perhaps a 
little better known, though even their names are nowadays 
forgotten. Dr. Watson, the Bishop of Llandaff, who 
did not join in the Christian chorus of defamation, and 
who did his best to reply to Paine in his Apology for the 
Bible (which made George III ask why should the Bible 
be apologised for?) is about the only one of his opponents 
who survives by name. His book has been out of print 
for decades—it was such a ghastly failure.

On the other hand, literally hundreds of famous people 
have admired the work of Thomas Paine, not only on the 
sociological side, but also on the anti-religious side. Many 
of these tributes were culled from historical works and 
encyclopedias as well as from famous authors and pub­
licists by John E. Remsburg (1917). Let me quote a few 
examples.
Tributes

The American president, Andrew Jackson, said of the 
Rights of Man that it “will be more enduring than all the 
piles of marble and granite man can erect” . In an early 
edition of the Encyclopedia Britannica will be found, 
“Those who know the Rights of Man only by hearsay . . . 
would be surprised at the dignity, force and temperance 
of the style” . President Woodrow Wilson said of its 
sentences that they are “as direct and vivid in their appeal 
as any sentences of Swift” . The English poet, 
Ebenezer Elliott, declared “Paine is the greatest master 
of metaphor I have ever read” ; while Walter Savage 
Landor gave us the couplet:

Few dared such homely truths to tell,
Or wrote our English half so well.

With very few exceptions, Paine’s vivid and easy writing 
has won the admiration of famous writers for over a 
century and a half. It was this quality which was most 
conspicuous in his analysis of the Bible. He exposed 
its fallacies and absurdities, and made The Age of Reason, 
not only a “best seller” for over 150 years—it still is—but 
did so in a style which could be and was easily understood. 
Paine’s “crime” was that he brought the truth about 
Christianity and the Bible direct to all who could read.

Paine called his own religion, “the religion of 
Humanity” , and he wrote The Age of Reason as a Deist. 
So highly was he thought of in America, that in 1792 at 
the great celebration in New York of the Third Centenary 
of the discovery of America, the first man toasted 
after Columbus was Thomas Paine, and next to Paine was 
his Rights of Man. In fact, he enjoyed, as Dr. Conway 
pointed out, the personal acquaintance of “nearly every 
great or famous man of his time in England, America and 
France”. As an example, we are told that the dearest 
friend of Thomas Jefferson, President of the United States, 
was Thomas Paine.

But he wrote The Age of Reason and made all the pious 
nobodies in the world, especially those who considered 
themselves super-Christians, his sworn enemies. They 
proceeded to blacken his personal character with a mass 
of foul and obscene libels and vituperation simply because 
he told the truth about the Bible. And here it should be 
added that most of Paine’s positions are commonplaces of 
modern Christian theology. Even a Bishop can now dis­
place God from his position on a cloud “up there” , and
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get away with it; while Paine’s criticisms of the Bible a 
these days called “Higher Criticism” and as such accept^ 
by the scholars in the Church though not of course by 

rank and file who have barely advanced beyond j 
position held by primitive ignoramuses. No wonder Paine 
was, as Walt Whitman declared, “doubly lied about’ .

The famous Marquis de Lafayette said, “To 
America without her Thomas Paine is unthinkable”; W*1/A iiic i mu. w im u u i ner i i iu m a s  m in e  is  u in i iu w * " -  . ,
Sir Hiram Maxim, a century or so afterwards, saworld 
regard Thomas Paine as one of the greatest men the 
has ever produced, and all ought to be proud that ^  
longed to our race” . And it is almost needless t 0f 
that Abraham Lincoln admitted that he never tir ^  
reading Paine. For Lord Brougham, “The most fe 
able spirit in pamphlet literature was Thomas Paine ■ 
his style was a model of terseness and force” . ^

Paine’s “crime” I repeat, was writing The AtP ̂  
Reason. The reader should study what Dr. Conway^ 
to say about this remarkable work, and let the ^  
ignoramuses expose their own stupidity. It represen 
said, .,t

as no elaborate treatise could, the agony and hl°oily. .. 
of a heart breaking in the presence of crucified Human 
the unfettered mind may hear the wail of enthralled & (rjed 
sinking back choked with its blood, under the cham 1 ¡̂ud- 
to break. So long as a link remains of the same nd
ing reason or heart, Paine’s Age of Reason will live. 1 
a mere book—it is a man’s heart.

Thomas Paine is immortal in his books, but Y® an 
cherish his memory are more than grateful tha ^  
American, Joseph Lewis, can give us also a statue  ̂ j 
mind the people of Thetford that Paine was born tbere’orid. 
that he was an Englishman but also a citizen of the ' ^  
It is a great tribute long overdue. We hope that, 
the statue in Paris, it will be inscribed with the ^  
“An Englishman by birth, a French citizen by decree. 1 
an American by adoption”. A hero of two worlds - ^ ^

A Surly Gesture
“A surly gesture to the Americans coming so 
after they have honoured Sir Winston Churchill.” $  
was how “Cassandra” described the objections 10 J ’’ 
Thomas Paine statue by “the good Burghers of Thet ( 
(Daily Mirror, May 27th, 1963). A local Tory uie apd 
had “blasted off”, saying Paine was a renegade, as 
that this private life was a disgrace. Another “vocit ^  
objector” had denounced Paine as a philanderer afl 
unmitigated scamp. ^

“Yet a third lady,” said “Cassandra” , drawin^ ofp 
Union Jack around her, and announcing that she was; (i
at the Britannia Barracks, Norwich, says that her i eld' 
who was a regimental sergeant-major at the bar 
would turn in his grave at the thought of a statue to 
Paine” . aS

Paine—as “Cassandra” pointed out—“began life 
Exciseman, but got dismissed for raising protests 
grievances in the Service” . He was “one of tpe,, 
Radicals of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, ^
the Americans are rightly proud of him. “If the 
burghers of Thetford insist on complete moral P 
they had better disown William Shakespeare and y  
Nelson at the same time they they reject Tom PainL

,0$

Pope John XXIII $
As we go to press news has reached us of tbe 

of the Pope. A special article will appear next vV



Friday. June 7th, 1963 T H E F R E E T H I N  K E H 179

Lea on the Inquisition
By S. D. KUEBART

has^ IEw a book that was originally published in 1887, 
WorE Ce servc(J generations of scholars as a standard 
prajSe?n lbe papal Inquisition and which at the time was 
ing t some of the most eminent historians, inciud- 
the g:?, ^ cton. seems almost as pointless as reviewing 
of (L. e- However, on the slim chance that some readers 
Lea’s s Publication may not be acquainted with H. C. 
of jts ^sterpiece I shall endeavour to give a brief resumé

Th4ge e. Present edition of The Inquisition of the Middle 
chap t & Spottiswoode, 25s.) is a reprint of those 
esta^r1? the three volume original that deal with the 
i n ^ m e n t ,  organisation and methods of the medieval

Lea1 f 2 ^rst chapter headed “The Inquisition founded”, 
in th uS01?e length describes how the papal inquisition, 
d'vich , e8lnn‘nS rather haphazardly implemented by in- 
the zealots, often opposed by the bishops who “for 

¡1 0st part were indifferent as to the matter of heresy,

contents.

tvhii
§radu ,S|0rne even protected heretics for filthy gain”, 
entfuj 7 grew into a powerful organisation after it was 
and r? the Mendicant orders, i.e. the Dominicans 
Iation ranc|scans. Even then there was no uniform legis- 
t° L'r r)a"?'nst heresy which, ironically enough, was left 
Papaeder'ch II, an arch-enemy and constant mocker of the 
that h'’ to Provide. However, it must be remembered 

1220 the Church had usurped almost absolute

Papa uenck II, an arch-enemy and constant mocker of the 
that v?'’ to Provide. However, it must be remembered 
p0\y Dy 1220 the Church had usurped almost absolute 
Henrr’ rand the humiliation suffered by the unfortunate 

^  served as a warning to ambitious successors. 
thjnT lag Frederick’s caustic sense of humour, I do not 
critic- • at L*ope Gregory IX was altogether wrong when, 
eriek’S'n® inquisitorial methods employed by Fred- 
Was s .officials in Sicily, he complained “that Frederick 
and US'n® Pretended zeal to punish his personal enemies, 

Tt'VaS burning good Catholics rather than heretics” . 
eVent ,incIuisitors- at ^rst under episcopal jurisdiction, 
f°rceda 'y §ained such supremacy that John XXII waswas
iudfje to CUfb their audacity in a decretal “forbidding all 
ap(f s and inquisitors to attack in any way the officials 
of p Unc*os of the Holy See” . The reason for this show 
QuipP^ displeasure was the excommunication of one 
anj aUfne de Balet, archdeacon of Frejus, papal chaplain 
Cajpp^Presentative of the Avignonese papacy in the

Ipqjj ?he whole, papal interference with the work of the 
c°iriDSltl0n was rare an(d arose mainly when questions of 
V a len c e  or jurisdiction had to be settled. Lea gives 
iiig / I s 'nstances of bishops and secular authorities clash- 

■p 'th the inquisitors over judicial or financial issues, 
thg n̂ :irds the end of the chapter the author characterises 
Vl 3(:hinery of the Inquisition thus: “The Inquisition 
aHdea on8 arm, a sleepless memory and we can well 
of jt r̂stand the mysterious terror inspired by the secrecy 
and a 0Perations and its almost supernatural vigilance” : 
Vas a8ain “To human apprehension the papal inquisition 

6 * n'Sh ubiquitous, omniscient and omnipotent” . 
¡Oqqj®. hallowing chapters deal in great detail with the 

jts Itorial process and the fate of the victims enmeshed 
li$he(j nets- Lea shows how the Inquisition, once estab- 
H icl; |°on discarded the principles of the Roman law 
assanv *ar r̂om being perfect was at least equitable) and, 
of theln8 the role of God’s avengers, made a mockery 

m°st primitive concepts of justice.

Trained through long experience in an accurate knowledge 
of all that can move the human breast; skilled not only to 
detect the subtle evasions of the intellect, but to seek and find 
the tenderest point through which to assail the conscience 
and the heart; relentless in inflicting agony on body and brain, 
whether through the mouldering wretchedness of the hopeless 
dungeon protracted through uncounted years, the sharper 
pain of the iorture-chamber, or by coldly playing on the 
affections; using without scruple the most violent alternatives 
of hope and fear; employing with cynical openness every 
resource of guile and fraud on wretches purposely starved to 
render them incapable of self-defence, the counsels which 
these men utter might well seem the promptings of fiends 
exulting in the unlimited power to wreak their evil passions 
on helpless mortals.
Evidence was accepted from all sources as long as it 

was adverse to the accused. Less evidence was required 
for conviction in heresy than in any other crime, and 
inquisitors were instructed that slender testimony was 
sufficient to prove it. Lea castigates another malpractice 
of the tribunals: “the crowning infamy of the inquisition 
in its treatment of testimony was withholding from the 
accused all knowledge of the witnesses against him” . 
Ostensibly this was done to shield witnesses from the 
malevolence of those who had suffered by their evidence 
and the author rightly concludes: “Yet that so flimsy 
an excuse should nave been systematically put forward 
shows merely that the Church recognised and was ashamed 
of its plain denial of justice, since no such precaution was 
deemed necessary in other criminal affairs” .

The last chapter headed “The Stake” , deals the death­
blow to the time honoured Catholic hypocrisy that blames 
the secular authorities for the execution of the heretics, 
as throughout the whole book, Lea proves on the basis 
of contemporary documents, that the secular powers had 
no alternative but to obey the demands of an omnipotent 
Church, were they to escape excommunication and inter­
dict. The book is extremely well written and gives 
numerous references to the documents on which the 
author based his statements. As befits a historical work 
it is free of bias. Indeed, Lea sometimes goes out of his 
way in order to be fair to the Church, although the reader 
is left with little doubt which side had Lea’s sympathy.

Dr. Walter Ullman has written a historical introduction 
to the book, in which he starts off by giving a fair assess­
ment of Lea as a historian, and it is only when, in sub­
sequent paragraphs he comes very near to being an apolo­
gist for the Papacy that I think Dr. Ullman carries his­
torical detachment too far. I do not hold that one should 
apply present-day ethics to judge medieval institutions, 
but one should not overlook that the barbarism of the 
Middle Ages was largely brought on by the Papacy itself.

From the days of Nicaea, Christians had resolutely 
turned their backs on Hellenistic thought and culture. 
The Roman bishops, having by treachery, forged decretals 
and sheer coercion usurped temporal power to the extent 
that emperors had to curry their favour, proclaimed 
theology the queen of “sciences” with the result that 
Europe was turned into a pious madhouse. Hence the un­
flattering epithet “the Dark Ages” for what to Christians 
are the ages of faith. Quite understandably the popes 
meant to perpetuate a status quo so beneficial to them­
selves, and I partly agree with Dr. Ullman when he writes: 

By striking at the root of medieval Christendom the 
“heretic” was held to be assaulting Christendom itself. Seen 
thus, the efforts made by the papacy through the inquisitorial 

(Concluded on next page)



180 T H E  F R E E T H I N K E R Friday, June

This Believing World
It’s a long time since our Divine Blasphemy Laws were 
invoked so heartily as when Tottenham Hotspurs came 
back with the European Cup, and marched in a victory 
parade through the streets of Tottenham with banners 
flying and enriched—horror of horrors!—with Biblical 
texts. Some of these read, “They shall reign for ever”, 
“Hallowed be their names”, “Adore them for they are 
glorious” , and so on. One outraged parson, the Rev. C. 
Hill, wanted the Home Secretary to take action through 
the Blasphemy Laws immediately.

★

But the real point in this hilarious if blasphemous incident,
is that we still have Blasphemy Laws, and parsons—who 
have never had it so good either in money or publicity—- 
want them applied whenever their tender Christian feel­
ings are hurt. In this particular case however, the 
blasphemers were believing Christians, and not blatant 
or horrid infidels. We wonder what a Roman Catholic 
judge would give a Christian blasphemer? Would he let 
him off?

★

Our contemporary “Today” (May 4th) makes a big splash 
with an “amazing visionary” , Madame Ludovici, who 
“can read the future” in a crystal ball. The lady herself 
proved this by telling Peter Finch—who gave us such a 
superb piece of acting as Oscar Wilde some years ago— 
when he consulted her, “Several years ago”, that “I see 
you near to danger” . She told him about some “cata­
strophe” supposed to come to him and when he asked in 
what form, she answered “I cannot say” . Still, there 
cannot be any possible doubt whatever that she can read 
the future. (Italics are ours.)

★

Why, asked the “Daily Mail” some weeks ago, “Should 
it always be black?” The question was raised by a Roman 
Catholic priest who claimed that “black clothes worn at 
funerals are melancholy and unnecessary” . After all, the 
Chinese wear white for funerals so (we suspect) he would 
like to advise the same. But why was black chosen in 
the first place? There seems little doubt that it was to 
frighten away evil spirits which were so devoutly be­
lieved in by all Christians in the early Church. The ringing 
of church bells by making—on occasions—a hideous noise 
accomplished the same purpose. Even these days the row 
made sometimes by church bells and the garb sometimes 
worn at funerals are enough to frighten anybody away, 
let alone evil spirits.

★

Id the House of Lords where all should be sweet and 
sound with unity reigning supreme, a clash recently arose 
between the Labour Leader, Lord Alexander of Hills­
borough, and the Bishop of Chester over a Bill to reform 
Church courts. The noble Lord thought that some of the 
proposals would be welcomed by members of the Church 
of England while others were much too controversial. 
He wanted the matter discussed much more, but was 
defeated by the voting. But, in these reforming days, 
why should it always be bishops of the Church of 
England? Why not a few heads of our dissenting sects, to 
give spice and variety to the well-worn subject.

★

A Seventh Day Adventist, a Plymouth Brother, a healing 
Evangelist, a Mormon, a Witness from Jehovah, a Christ­
ian Scientist, and representatives from many other well 
known Christian sects, all shrieking in the House of 
Lords—what fun it would be! Even a humourless

Roman Catholic defending the latest pronouncement^ 
the Pope would add that much-needed gaiety we all ‘ 
welcome. Why can’t reform of the House ot 
bring them all in?

7th, 1963

LEA ON THE INQUISITION
(Concluded from page 179) ^

machinery were efforts dictated by the demand be
preservation: if heresy were not halted, the result
the collapse of the papacy and herewith Christena •
But one has to bear in mind that the vast I? î?7.:stiaD 

the heretics had anti-clerical rather than anti-cm . _ 
tendencies and, much later in history even Lvithcr J?, Ĵ ch 
ally merely rebelled against clerical abuses, not the L 
or Christianity. I think one is underestimating t ^ ey 
telligence of the medieval clergy in assuming that 
were unaware of these sentiments. -uC)2e

Dr. Ullman constantly urges the reader not to J ^  
or measure medieval inquisitorial proceedings bJ' -¿l 
yardstick of modern ethical and wholly unecclesia ^  
norms” and referring to modern persecutions, he 
eludes his introduction with this observation:—; ¡torS 

The results of both the medieval and the modern infftt the 
arc identical. But whilst the medieval Inquisition w ¡¡o 
unadulterated offspring of the prevailing ideas and vie > 
such explanation will suffice for its modern scieeessor • ‘ jy. 
This comparison strikes me as somewhat feeble. a 

besides organising crusades, usurping power, ania 
vast fortunes and murdering her opponents it was 
sumably the mission of the Roman Church to sprea~. j0l) 
follow the teachings of the nominal founder of the re L ^  
who implores his followers to extend love even to . j 
enemies and who, when Pilate inquired into his P0*1̂  
aspirations, almost contemptuously, replied: My W  .p. 
is not of this world! The Catholic Church stands ( 
demned by her own teachings; we do not have to r 
to modern ethics to pass judgment.

IT’S THAT WOMAN AGAIN!
Every now and then, or so it seems, the Virgin Mary *’‘"C'J1ave 

bored with the ineffable joys of Paradise and decides , jjggbl5 
a holiday on earth. Throughout the years this indcpatiltt3' 
space-woman has “hallowed” such places as Lourdes, r  fer 
Guadalupe, La Salette, etc. Not only docs she apparently I zjog 
to “appear” to credulous peasants, but she also has the an j( is 
ability to speak their language (yes, local dialects too • )• .ants> 
noticeable that she never presents herself to Atheists, Pf? ju0lk5 
Jews, Buddhists, Mohammedans, etc., but only to pious Cat ^  

According to the Scottish Daily Express (May  ̂ ap’pcifj 
Blessed Lady’s latest descent to earth has resulted in her 
ance in Alice, South Texas. Mrs. Tony Botello, a 35-y red 
housewife, claims that “a vision of the Virgin Mary aPfotell̂  
on an old water tank and spoke “to her in Spanish”. Mrs. °  0ye ■ 
said “she was afraid of snakes on the farm and planned to (pis 
The vision told her: “Do not leave. Happiness will be 
place”. 19,®,

How correct the heavenly prophetess has been, because , yet, 
people have visited the “sacred” spot (no cures report 
but they will come!) since April 17th! and<

And, says the Express, “the Botcllos have found 11 , pe‘ 
happiness, at least. They charge one dollar (seven shilling 
car”. What arc the local Catholic priests doing about m1 rj 
they open up a new “goldmine” by creating an A .-p. 
“Lourdes”? Time will tell.

HAVE YOU READ IT?
HONEST TO GOD 

by the Bishop of Woolwich 
Available from T he F reethinker Bookshop 

5s. plus postage 6d.
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S.£ i a. the General Secretary, 103 Borough High Street, 

Inquiries regarding Bequests and Secular Funeral Services 
should also be made to the General Secretary, N.S.S.

Lecture Notices, Etc.
e OUTDOOR

even’1®*1 ®ranch NSS (The Mound).—Sunday afternoon and 
L°n(ioln8: Messrs. Cronan, McRae and Murray.

(¡q n, branches—Kingston, Marble Arch, North London: 
Babv e Arch), Sundays, from 4 p.m.: Messrs. L. Ebury, J. W. 
( T R’ F- E. Wood, D. H. Tribe, J. A. M illar. 
r .d, er Hill). Every Thursday, 12—2 p.m.: Messrs. J. W. 

Man!'CER and L. Ebury.
evpnester Branch NSS (Car Park, Victoria Street), Sunday

Mer, ln.gs-
1 ^ys'de Branch NSS (Pierhead).—Meetings: Wednesdays, 

North'1? '' Sundays, 7.30 p.m.
Even Snc*on Branch NSS (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).— 

Nfottin L nday.  noon: L. Ebury 
1 n gtlam Branch NSS (Old Market Square), every Friday, 

Pm-: T. M. Mosley.

H< INDOOR
cOrri1Urĉ  Humanist Society (Harold Wood Social Centre, 
Juno , ?/ Gubbin’s Lane and Squirrels Heathy Road), Tuesday,J u n e  t . |  M C U V ,  „ v u u ,  m. --------J  ,

of n. u th > 8 p.m.: D r. Arnold Elliott, The Improvement 
South n, Health Service”.

L0 /  lace Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
D a00!]’ W.C.1), Sunday, June 9th, 11 a.m.: H. J. Blackham, 

•• ‘The Disestablishment of the Christian Faith”.

ĤE
Notes and News

%erC,HURcH England, someone remarked to us the 
Can„ ^ m s  to be going to the dogs! This was after 
the 3q ^° .̂n Pearce-Higgins’s protest against assenting to 
and y A rt*cles as a condition of being installed as Canon 
certa- fCe'Prov°st of Southwark on May 25th. And it 
Robj'H'y does seem to be one shock after another: Dr. 
col] J 1500’8 Honest to God, Dr. Vidler and his Cambridge 
C a f e s ’ Objections to Christian Belief and now the 
acceD, The 39 Articles, he said, “are not capable of 

h nce anc* ’ncomPatihle with modern knowledge” . 
thiniZ added, “There is too much dishonesty and double-

>n the Church today” .

eithe? S I)qn ’t  seem too good for the Church of Scotland 
/9gQ ■ In seven years it has lost 38,000 members; since 
“fan, ^Undav School and Bible Class membership has
^ . s h a r p l y ” (Sunday Post, 26/5/63) and there were
]q(., • flPU l TYX i mr't/vt»p In I>f tiani* u i l l i lo  ^ A m i n i  c to rc  m o ra

^  IVj *
j>rid 24th we cited a Sunday Times report of a Cam-
Nsor .future on “The Church and Freedom” by Pro­
wling jrans Kiing of the University of Tübingen. Dr. 
r  S/63̂ S now sa'd (in a letter to the Sunday Times, 
!jd n !  ’ that the report “gave a wrong impression” . “I

st tLH new ministers last year, while “ 136 ministers were 
r°Ugh retirement, resignation or death” .

?id Hot " L11̂  ga vu  a w iu u g  un
if °nlv c°mPare ‘Rome’ and the ‘Kremlin’ ”, he writes. 
°rir,ej. r̂ Pcated the statement of Fr. Gustav A. Wetter 

Pektor of the Pontifical Russian College) who

described in his book Dialectical Materialism, some ex­
ternal similarities between the Catholic and the Commu­
nist systems” . Having thus denied that he made the com­
parison, Dr. Küng goes on to say: “My answer, developed 
during a whole hour was: ‘According to her external 
nature, the Church may in many ways resemble Com­
munism in its enslavement of men. In her inner nature 
she is radically the opposite pole from that pseudo-Church 
with its pseudo-faith. In her inner nature she is. despite 
all external signs to the contrary, the dwelling place of 
freedom’ ” . How these modern theologians try to con­
vince us that things are contrary to what they seem! 
Well, we wish Dr. Küng luck in his efforts to convince 
slaves that they are free.

★

T he R oman Catholic Church in Malta may be “in her 
inner nature. . .  the dwelling place of freedom”, but if so it 
is certainly “despite all external signs” . Archbishop Gonzi 
of Valetta recently suspended Father E. T. Borg, QBE, 
from hearing confessions for “treating lightly” the Arch­
bishop’s instructions for dealing “firmly” with Maltese 
Labour Party supporters {Daily Telegraph, 27/5/63).

★

A merican babtists are spending  $1.5 million on a 
“New-Life Movement” crusade to Japan, complete with 
cowboy band, Metropolitan Opera singer, the Vice- Pres­
ident of Liberia and 570 clergymen and lay leaders. But 
Newsweek (29/4/63) reported little response and said: 
“The Baptists have a long way to go in Japan, where 
there are but 800,000 Christians (less than 1 per cent of 
the population), and only 14,000 are Baptists.” And the 
Rev. Shouchi Matsumora, the Japanese clergyman feat­
ured at the rallies held in the cities added: “In Japan, 
very few influential people are Christians. Usually Christ­
ians are poor people, lonely, suffering with problems, 
ashamed to admit they went to a mission school. They 
have an inferiority complex.”

★

W e have just heard that the enterprising New York pub­
lisher Lyle Stuart is bringing out an English translation of 
Paul Jury’s Journal d'un Prêtre at the suggestion of one 
of our contributors. Jury, an ex-Jesuit who died a decade 
ago, translated Freud into French, and was a trained 
psycho-analyst who treated many French priests who were 
in sexual difficulties that their confessors couldn’t cope 
with. He was therefore in a unique position to report on 
the sex-life of celibate priests. When The Humanist re­
viewed Journal d'un Prêtre some years ago it expressed 
the hope that the book (actually a collection of long notes) 
would appear in English. Now, thanks to Mr. Stuart, 
it will. We shall inform readers when it is available.

★

L ord M ilford , the first Communist peer to take his seat 
in the House of Lords, affirmed, or—in the words of the 
Daily Telegraph wit (24/5/63)—“denied God but acknow­
ledged Caesar” . The affirmation read: “I . . . do 
solemnly, sincerely and truly declare and affirm that I 
will be faithful and bear true allegiance to her Majesty, 
Queen Elizabeth, her heirs and successors, according to 
law”.

★

Congratulations to Barnsley (Yorks) Freethinker, 
Henry Irving, on attaining his ninetieth birthday. Mr. 
Irving, a prolific writer to the press, enjoys good health, 
due no doubt in part to his serious cultivation of physical 
fitness. He gave gymnastic exhibitions, gained a gold 
medal in a competition of strength and the diploma, 
bronze and silver medals of the National Physical Recrea­
tion Society.
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Bayard Simmons as Historian
By F. A. RIDLEY

T he numerous admirers of the late Thomas Bayard 
Simmons knew and respected him as a Freethinker and 
Socialist of the finest vintage; as a scholar and as an 
English gentleman in the vest best sense of that often 
misapplied term. If, in addition, their tastes ran to 
literature, they also knew and admired Bayard Simmons 
as a poet of considerable stature, who expressed the point 
of view of an elevated Humanist ethic in fluent and digni­
fied verse. It was with pleasure, if hardly with surprise 
in the case of this many-sided man that I recently met 
Bayard Simmons (though alas, posthumously), in yet 
another capacity; that of an historian, as a specialist in 
Russian ancient and medieval history.

I was already aware of his deep interest in and know­
ledge of Russian literature; indeed I believe that he has 
actually translated the great Russian poet, Pushkin into 
English verse. But I was both surprised and pleased 
when soon after Bayard Simmons’s regretted death, which 
has left an irreplaceable gap in the ranks of contemporary 
Freethought, his life-long friend and alter ego, Madame 
Valentina Manousso, was kind enough to send me an un­
finished paper of Bayard Simmons, some 10,000 words in 
length, which a detailed perusal soon revealed to be act­
ually the unfinished opening chapters of a projected book 
on ancient and medieval Russian history, upon which its 
versatile author was evidently engaged during his last 
years. I am particularly grateful to Madame Manousso 
for this most instructive and interesting unfinished opus, 
in the effective composition of which, no doubt, her own 
expert knowledge of the Russian language and literature, 
combined with Bayard’s own literary talent and keen 
interest in all that appertained to that great country, which 
during his own long life-time had opened a new era in 
the evolution of human civilisation.

When I was in Leipzig in 1957, I was shown amongst 
other items of historical interest in that famous city, the 
original printing works of Lenin’s pioneer journal, 
The Spark, originally printed in that city, an event 
usually regarded by present-day Russian scholars as 
the starting point of Bolshevism. It so chanced that a 
few minutes before I arrived, the Leninist relic had been 
visited by a far more famous visitor, none other than 
Lenin’s present successor, Mr. N. S. Khrushchev. I 
signed my name just opposite the great man; obviously 
a great honour for some one! When Mr. Khrushchev 
saw the modest printing works, the rivulet from which had 
initially emerged the tempestuous torrent of Bolshevism, 
he turned to his entourage with the significant comment, 
“From what small beginnings do we come! ”

Upon reading this unfinished MS of Bayard Simmons, 
I also was impressed by the same thought. For if the 
origins of most mighty empires are shrouded in a primitive 
obscurity, if the Roman Empire began with the legendary 
Romulus and Remus and the English Empire with the 
perhaps hardly less legendary Hengist and Horsa, ancient 
Russian annals as here vividly portrayed, were born 
amongst blood-drinking, head-hunting savages, who wor­
shipped primitive gods with ferocious rites on the vast 
Steppes of what is now Southern Russia and amidst the 
gloomy pine forests of the North.

In the case of Russia, as emerges early and clearly 
from Bayard Simmons’s vivid narrative, its determining 
feature from the most remote times has always been the 
immensity of encircling nature. For everything in the

Russian landscape is on a gigantic scale, the adj ,eS. 
beloved by our German friends kolossal, appears to ^  
cribe every natural feature: the interminable S°u 
plains, the vast forests of the gloomy North and the  ̂
rivers, Volga-Dnieper, Dneister, et al, as compared 
what our author aptly terms, “ the tiny Thames” an 
other rivers (or by Russian standards rivulets) of Wes 
Europe. With the perceptive intuition that one natu 
expects from Bayard Simmons, this all-pervasive dom ^  
tion exercised by the huge brooding landscape_ over ^  
Russian soul, is forcefully propounded; one might 
add by way of a further suggestion that the *lUSe 
personal contours exemplified by the Russian lands f  ̂
by dwarfing the individual and depressing the ego in • te 
relative insignificance, directly prepared the approp’ -st 
background for the eventual emergence of a collec 
civilisation upon Russian soil. . f a

It would have been interesting to have had the view u
Socialist like Bayard Simmons upon this conjecture. ^  
whilst he did not, alas, survive to treat of modern RaS jy 
problems, his opening section does bring out both c
and forcibly that constant factor throughout st
history, namely, that Russian history even more than f 
has been effectively dominated by its overwhelming  ̂ af 
physical immensity. After all, was it not a modern * 
(Nicholas I), who declared that his best generals 
“General January and General February” . ni-

Unfortunately, our author’s original plan for a ^  
pleted history of medieval Russia, never eventuated. , 
what has survived arc merely his opening chapters pn 0f 
in the Dark Ages, at the time of the Norse invasion j 
the Varangians, the Vikings who simultaneously haj_ ¡t 
the coasts of England and of Western Europe. Sin ^  
was from the “robber states” established by theseIs' te$ 
free-booters, that the earliest historic Russian f e u d a l >$ 
eventually emerged, it is clear that Bayard Sini'110̂ , 
surviving narrative stops well before written Russian j, 
tory began with the monastic chroniclers of the ^  
century during the epoch of the Tartar invasions 
successors of Genghis Khan and by the later 
Horde” (13th century). veIjts

The narrative stops short of these memorable e to 
as also before the conversion of the medieval RusSi? ŷ fd 
Christianity by Byzantine missionaries. As ^ - 'lv
Simmons remarks, written records in Russian °rl“jctef 
arrived along with Christianity; it was indeed a o ^  
mining factor in Russian cultural evolution. t̂ant*' 
original Russian civilisation was derived from Cons ^  
nopie and not from Western Europe, the medieval • aofi)ry 
chroniclers being usually monks as in conternP ^  
Western Europe. The (as we may term it) _ pre11 
“history” of Russia to which this extant MS is c° ^jeP1 
is that of successive pagan tribes from the i V 5
Scythians—nomadic savages to whom Herod°] 

to

jiy

the
(c. 450 BC) and other ancient Greek authors refer .̂¡¡o 
medieval Slavs, the ancestors of the modern RuSSj‘1,)Ut ^  
seem to have arrived from the East perhaps ab  ̂ jaiv 
beginning of the Christian era, speaking an AO J i ?  
guage. Of these primitive Russian races, our kn ^  #  
is impersonal and mostly fragmentary, as is 
case with pre-literary cultures. In the case of the ' 
Scythians, wo do, however, possess the still cxtan. 0 W  
tive of Herodotus—the “father of history”-"'^  0f li'1' 
some personal experience of them and of their way
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to h0ni ^ er°d°tus also, we derive an account that seems 
fo in at least partly historical of the first of Russia’s 
i„ 8“. evaders. King Darius Hystapes of Persia, who 
CUr e<a Scythia around 500 BC, when this ancient pre- 
Ru -r °J Napoleon and Hitler similarly got lost in the 
rC(re lan wilderness and eventually had to beat a hasty 
]0n at> many subsequent invaders were to tread the same 

r°ad home. We also hear first from Herodotus of 
Sv̂orrt an cu't the war god personified by a naked 
(jgg a> a cult which was later to strike terror into the 
of ,>nerate Romans of the 5th century during the invasion 

In un’ Attila, “the Scourge of God”.
^ean ‘•Case tke post-Christian Slavs (the word “Slav” 
civil;s , glorious”), who may perhaps be called semi- 
'i^cr'K ’ rather more *s known. Their pagan rites are 
Us b̂ed in some detail by Bayard Simmons, who reminds 
°n j at the primitive Russians remained pagan until well 
e g *0 the Middle Ages. At this era also, there emerge 
SUrvivH USS*an folkways a°d social institutions that have 
spirit h d°wn to modern times. Our author gives us a 
nature tr?nslation of the old folk-songs sung at the 
tally t^ d v a ls  of the pagan animistic cults: more topi- 
nir ae refers to the medieval Russian institution of the 
Hu’Ss-r COmmunal council of the village as the cradle of 
medi an demc^cracy. pointing out very appositely that the 
"soviet” n'r Was t*ie knea* ar>cestor of the modern 
.This

ended with the advent of the Norse Vikings who
îstorv an<̂  reIativeIy little known era of Russian pre-

ff».„ Gilded with thp advpnt nf thp TNlnrcp \7ilrincyc whn

S ia n ab0U*
900 AD on) began to found the earliest 

(lO ^“ Principalities. One of these Vikings. Haardvada 
ca^e and all that!), went on to Constantinople and be- 
g0ar. captain of the Byzantine emperor’s Varangian 
the Whilst it was from another Norse invader, that
anf0rtars modern Russian claimed descent down to the 
in Ku<.U?ate Nicholas II. But at this initial historical era 
abru JiSlan history, Bayard Simmons’s interesting fragment 
furnish stoPs- He has however, done quite enough to 
Harc] a r̂esh evidence for the remark of Maximilian 
of as recently quoted in the correspondence columns 
find Freethinker : “read Russian history for you will 

It1 very edifying!”
iiiiab]IS much to be lamented that Bayard Simmons was 
tribiif *° hnish what promised to be a valuable contri- 
Perbu'p11 to medieval Russian historiography. It is 
Cor>tinS eYen more regrettable that he was unable to 
Pp toUe his lucid interpretation of Russian history right 
4 sUch°Ur °Wn ^a^’ when that great country has arrived 
?cietltiJ  a leading role in both the social, political and 
into p c ^Pheres. For Simmons’s obviously keen insight 
Perien Ussian evolution, combined with his own wide ex- 
b°astitM n?°^ern leftist movements, would surely have 
Kev°lut' ^ 'm as a notahle interpreter of the Russian 
t'iirrlan.tlon anci °f the great experiment in the evolution of 
able "ty that is now developing from that ever-memor- 
W « « .  As it is. we must now recognise in Bayard 

all if’ not only the scholar, humanist and poet whom 
aPd in, ew and respected, but also an historical writer 

erPreter of indubitably authentic talent.

TfiE “THE SAINT OF RATIONALISM”
Es s e n t ia l  w o r k s  o f  jo h n  s t u a r t  m il l

vtUit,

Hu*

in One Volume 
Containing:

arianism, On Liberty, The Utility of Religion 
and Autobiography 

6s.
Postage, from The F reethinker Bookshop

The “Holy” Nail of Milan
By JOHN W. TELFER

T he R oman C atholic Church persists, in this age of 
science and technology, with such superstitious rituals as 
the procession which takes place every May 3rd in Milan.

On that date, feast of the “Finding of the Holy Cross” , 
Cardinal Montini, Archbishop of Milan, is hoisted up 
more than 100 feet into the dark recesses of his cathedral 
roof, where he secures “the reliquary containing one of the 
nails used to fasten Christ to the Cross” (The Universe, 
26/4/63).

The reliquary is then carried in procession and, after 
40 hours of veneration, re-suspended in the cathedral 
heights for another year.

The report in The Universe informs us that the first 
mention of this “nail” was made in the eulogy which 
Saint Ambrose delivered upon the death of the Emperor 
Theodosius on February 25th, 395, in which St. Ambrose 
“recalls the donation of the nail by Theodosius to Milan” , 
and “also harks back to Constantine and to his mother 
Helen famed for having found the true Cross in Palestine, 
and with it the nail" (my italics).

When the new cathedral was built in 1461, Archbishop 
Charles of Forli ordered that the nail be placed high in 
the vault for safekeeping, and sovereigns have contended 
for the honour of carrying it in the May procession. Maria 
Joseph even journeyed all the way from Vienna in order 
to carry the “holy” nail, and was specially spared the 
elevator trip on the “nivola” . Nivola is the Latin for 
cloud, but the cloud on which Cardinal Montini floated 
on May 3rd was devised by Leonardo da Vinci, and is 
“moved by a complex system of pulleys and ropes; it 
sways even though there is not the slightest movement of 
air in the cathedral for everybody is holding their breath” .

Considering that the Church of Rome already possesses 
such “authentic” relics as the Holy Shroud of Turin, the 
actual chains which bound St. Paul, a phial of the Virgin’s 
milk (surely now dehydrated!) her chemise and chamber­
pot, and enough pieces of the “real” cross to renovate the 
Vatican’s furnishings, does anyone have the audacity to 
doubt that Cardinal Montini’s “nail” is anything but 
genuine? It only remains now for the Pope to announce 
that Vatican archaeologists have unearthed Jesus the 
carpenter’s trade union card—and millions of credulous 
Catholics would surely flock to revere it!

CORRESPONDENCE
The Editor welcomes letters from readers, but asks that they 

be kept as brief and pertinent as possible.
“THE BIBLE HANDBOOK”

A small point. You referred in “This Believing World” 
(24/5/63) to “Foote’s Bible Handbook". I was a great admirer 
of Foote, but it is as well to know that his only connection with 
The Bible Handbook was that he wrote an excellent preface. 
The whole of the work of the book itself was conceived and 
carried out by W. P. Ball. G. J. F inch.
ATHEISM AND MORALITY

I fully appreciate Mr. Broom’s important dilemma. I oiler an 
explanation that I find satisfactory. The following is an over­
simplification, but I hope it conveys the meaning.

If my emotional reaction to a moral principle is of a certain 
kind I define the principle as “right”. Other people, because 
of different feelings about the principle, will define it as “wrong”. 
Such people are entitled (a moral judgment of mine) to have 
different feelings to mine. They are not entitled (another judg­
ment) to translate these feelings into actions. Only I, and 
and those who feel morally as I do, are so entitled. My feelings 
are the sole criterion of what I believe other people arc enti led 
to do. Naturally some people argue in a similar way, but from
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different feelings. But for me their feelings are not the correct 
ones on which to base a morality. Mine are the only correct 
ones. I am defining my position as right, so alternative positions 
are wrong by definition. It does not matter that other people 
use a different set of definitions. This does not effect my attitude 
to my set. Their set is mistaken, being motivated by the wrong 
feelings.

I hold that this view of morality is the only one which is 
consistent with scientific fact, and which gives me rational grounds 
for behaving in a certain way. It is not arrogant simply because 
there is no other possible view of morality that accords with 
fact. A man can only be said to be arrogant, when it is logically 
possible for him to be otherwise.

Nothing in the above interpretation is incompatible with my 
holding that tolerance is right, which I believe. Socially this 
entails allowing people to behave according to moral principles 
which I hold are wrong. One cannot generalise about the right 
degree of tolerance, which depends upon the case under consider­
ation and the issues involved.

With regard to Mr. Broom’s second point about whether it is 
obligatory for a Catholic to believe that the existence of God 
can be proved. I quote from a letter to me from the Rev. 
Gallon of the Catholic Enquiry Centre:—“A Catholic who 
knowingly and deliberately repudiated the teaching of the Council 
of Trent and said that the existence of God cannot be demon­
strated by human reason, would be guilty of heresy and mortal 
sin”. (I have also had a letter from Mr. Rittner of he Catholic 
Truth Society which said more or less the same as this.)

The following quotation is taken from the booklet, God, by 
the Rev. Ripley:—“As Catholics we are bound to believe that 
God, our Creator and Lord, can be known with certainty by the 
natural light of reason from created things”. (Italics in the 
original.)

Father Ripley also writes:—“Canon Eaton wrote this: ‘Let 
us be quite clear at once that we cannot prove the existence of 
God . . .’ That is heresy. It follows . . . Kant . . . who . . . 
influenced Prostestant theology to reject the rational foundation 
of religion in favour of the idea that religious truths must be 
received not by reason but by feeling . . .”. (My italics.) Good 
luck Mr. Broom. G. L. Simons.

Mr. John L. Broom has spoken of the Atheist’s dilemma, but 
there is none such. There is only Mr. Broom’s dilemma, due to 
his hankering after the impossible—an absolute set of moral 
standards.

Mr. Broom “would like to believe that something more than 
my own personal opinion is involved when I judge that Danilo 
Dolci is a better man than was the Commandant of Belsen”. 
Well, in a sense, more is involved than just Mr. Broom’s personal 
opinion: a humanitarian tradition is involved.

Morality is not merely “a matter of individual opinion or 
taste”. To talk thus is to talk as though human beings lived 
in isolation and traditionless. Robert Dent.

The foundation of Christian Morality is the “Will of God”. 
This “Will” causes an immense amount of moral confusion here 
on earth, by “willing" things which are mutually incompatible, 
e.g. War and Peace, Grace and Sin, Heaven and Hell, etc.

The foundation of atheistic morality is human judgment which 
is much more simple and much less confusing that the “Will 
of God”. We do not claim that human judgment is infallible, 
but it can be fairly reliable. There is no real reason to doubt 
the human judgment which condemns the gratification of sadistic 
and anti-social impulses and strives to promote the practice of 
those domestic and civic virtues which facilitate the peaceful 
enjoyment of life for the large majority of people.

7th, l963

The fundamental objection to Christianity or ^any^ °lies
orthodox 
There

ox religion is a purely moral objection to : •figments 
lucre is however no reason to believe that our moral J & 
derive from a different origin from other human

A HUMANIST’S DECALOGUE „ .mnressed
Dr. Ronald Fletcher’s “Ten Non-Commandments 1” gSent a 

me as the most significant attempt I have yet seen to p ^¡¿n- 
genuine Humanist Decalogue; an alternative t° . “j? te the 
vaunted religious codes. It is not sufficient to 1Ildl . tjjeir 
deficiencies of the latter. “What are you going to put ^  p r. 
place?” is a legitimate question here, and now, thanKS 
Fletcher, we have a positive substitute to offer. p\viN-

two
Congratulations on your issue of May 24th, contain! § ^  

remarkable reprinted articles, “Ten Non-Commandmen nage 
“Frank Sinatra on Religion”. These seem just right i°T ) 
consumption. F. M.

With reference to Dr. Ronald Fletcher’s repeated P'ira ̂  n0t 
which we agree with Moses”, it seems to me that Moses c},es, 
only a sublime example of not practising what one Pr , t]ic 
but also of changing the teaching to suit the exigencies ¡t6 
moment. To do Moses justice, it is related that he was n0' ¡j0ns 
so sanquinary as Jehovah, and indeed, on several oc ,jng 
dissuaded the Divine Ruler of the Universe from PerPl' unll;nt 
massacre upon his Chosen People, using the expedient arg ^ oUt 
that the Egyptians wouldn’t half have something to , )ys 
him if he was caught at that lark. However, Moses start 
adult career by murdering an Egyptian, and in later hte, uS]y 
on a hilltop blessing his army, which, forsooth, were mlI,rdC, . ¡jis 
successful while the old man held his arms aloft. MaX,,,rted 

' ' - '  - ' he in s t e p
ipleisen » -Cy

had chosen their own God. The massacre of St. Barth° d n0t

greater crime in our eyes would be the massacre he H»1 n<J 
his loyal disciples to commit, after breaking the Ten Coni 
ments in his anger at one fell swoop, because the Chosen j e-> 
had chosen their own God. The massacre of St. Bartho ^  
had nothing on the massacre of the Golden Calf. It doc 
appear, cither, that Moses did aught to prevent the Lord 
the murder of all the Egyptian first-born. , ocate

Thou shalt not covet!—well, again Moses was a poor ad to 
for that philosophy; did he not instruct the Chosen Pe°P fae 
steal the jewellery of the Egyptians? Did he not °.rdfgney 
Exodus; to take over the land flowing with milk andj til!^ 
belonging to seven great nations; who presumably had 
and planted and stocked their country until it became the 
of coveteousness of the Wandering Jews?

No, do not let us go to Moses for moral instruction. v
Eva Ebub

OBITUARY lltb-Robert Green, who died in Newcastle-upon-Tyne on May jrjS!i 
at the age of 76, was born in Co. Down of Scottish and ^  
parents and received a strict Presbyterian upbringing. He --¡¡g 
to have real doubts, he said, when he was 25, and the *u ^  
point came in the first world war. He was shocked to s e aftei 
number of soldiers who were killed in battle immediately j f̂t 
attending religious service . Though wounded himself, K 
Green survived—a Freethinker. . b1'1

He was a kind man who never tried to force his vl?'v p-re®' 
relied on reasoned argument, and his four sons share his 
thought. He was also a keen Trade Unionist. ,cUl3t

Aware that he was dying, Robert Green asked for 
service and this was conducted by Mr. F. R. Griffin at Ne" 
Crematorium on May 16th.
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