
ReSistered at the G.P.O. as a Newspaper Friday, September 11th, 1964

The Freethinker
üle LXXXIV—No. 37

V w|M0RNING  ̂ received the record card for a new 
area inn '¡E'0 our ^  class. His family moved into our

Founded 1881 by G. W. Foote Price Sixgenee

, _ — -  i no lU iim j uivtvu  miv/ w . 1

l®st~sch '1'S mot*ier wanted him to come to us. His 
the tr l0° '’ a Church school, offered many objections to r„ . / ‘‘»ister. until h;c mntliAr cr>tt1or1 mo f l̂ »rc K\/ rrninato t,"u“ster, until his mother settled matters
r tlle Education Office. The Church scho , g
,as only two first year classes, hut I noted that tne jb

Cl̂ .  thVbackwird dass, in the Church school had 38 1on
20 roll. Cur IB has only
intake roT because our 
It w Was small last year, 
althon̂ i. s m a 11 because, 
children* t We draw our 
Hiarv / Iom Church pri- 
reCeL  ch(?ols. we did not 
W  a” the children,
Church * l"em going to the 

-secondary school.
It s jj^  °f the parents of course never enter a church, 
area happens that the only primary schools in this 
as heacf rUn ^  dle Church, who appoint good churchmen 
can 0n s ,and who get as many good churchmen as they 
sitions f e staffs. These schools, nice attractive propo- 
n°nconf°r amhitious young men, are of course barred to

0 r n U S tS  P v r > A n f  a c  o c c i c f o n f  f A o p l i p r c  T t  i l l c n

does not matter whether they go to church or not. We 
have evidence that in a family where there are two 
youngsters, one bright, and one not so bright, the Church 
secondary school will, if full, take the bright one and let 
us have the not-so-bright one. We, of course, are not 
in the happy position of having every parson in the area 
able to tell his congregation on Sundays that there are 
vacancies in the Church secondary school. We who work

in the County schools have
VI E WS  AND OP I NI ONS

Nonconformity Does Not Pay
By A H E A D  T E A C H E R

>Pens 1 new
. except as assistant teachers. It also 

that the Church authorities have plans to build
-ill. oflnd IarSer secondary school, the money for which 

course, largely come from the taxpayer. Whatth,JCy W 1 1 1 V I.AVU1 VUW V» • *• *- —

ffiere ; e to do to convince the powers that be that 
This mp a demand for a new Church secondaiy school, 
to tL ,i ns that they must prove that their school is full 
Ca,,‘e d?ors.

OnaS.|'Rg for Children
the on âce things this could have been difficult, 

nary sell catchment area from which the Chuich secon- 
out that°i?  ̂drew its children has largely been demolished. 
°verfun las not prevented the Church school from being 
s< W  at °ur expense and at the expense of every other 
.school Fy sch001 in the area. Each Church primary 
% y JP., the area received a letter pointing out that 
going t mldren from Church primary schools had been 
mat ]C,P County secondary schools. From the moment 

Each CE,Was sent out the “drumming up” began.
!>rinted f0Crhurch

r?reti^ ed the eleven-plus and which, when signed by a 
re<IUested for the admission of a child to the 

Eountv se.COnffary schoo'
difTbis nPfn„mary schools-
th -«*nt n̂ 1 « ¡f t to ourselves, for we all accept the principle 
- ut for

Pinter fV'llurcl1 primary school received a stock of 
fenfonns which were to be given to children who

were even sent to"°Untv Se.COndary school. Stocks 
(,This 0PfnmarY schools.
-lffcrCnt 1 c9Urse put the Church secondary school on a 

no basis to ourselves, for we all accept the principle 
forinSCao0̂  canvasses for children. We do not send 
sch ' This no doubt, in the eyes of parents, makes 

in Urch s° aPPear not to Ee as good a school as the 
? the ec°ndary. This school has come to be regarded, 
a ? ^ a reyes Parents> as the next best thing to a 
rfPlicatj sch°ol, because, when it is overloaded with 
0eSiw°ns f°r admission, it can sav “No” to those itin ‘°ns f°r admission, it can say

, S * Vam-lJtigstpXPcr'ence is that those it does not want are the 
rs who do not come from the good homes. It

to face the smear spread 
by the good churchgoers 
that we do not teach them 
“The Religion” in our 
school. This, in spite of 
the fact that we follow the 
Agreed Syllabuses that were 
drawn up by the religious 
leaders of the town. It 

does not matter that in my school both our teachers of 
Religious Instruction are practising churchmen. One 
indeed is related to a bishop.
Expected to Kneel

Nor is the Church school necessarily a happy place 
for teachers to work in—unless the}' “conform.” Once 
it was desperately short of a Housecraft mistress. Un
wisely I mentioned to the head the name of a married 
woman who was prepared to do supply teaching. I heard 
she had gone there. Then I heard she was working for 
another Authority, and she later told me why she had 
resigned after three weeks. “I used to go into assembly,” 
she said, “although I told them I was an agnostic. The 
head had no objections, when I went. Then, when the 
vicar noticed I did not kneel in the weekly service he 
conducted. I was told about it. He drew attention to it 
the next time he came. So I got a job where there was 
no fuss and bother.”

That school was without any Housecraft teaching for 
a term because the Housecraft mistress was expected to 
kneel during the service that the vicar used to take there 
once a week.

If I had any illusions left that denominational education 
was in the real interest of the children, I have only 
to study the state of affairs in a town not far from here. 
The bulk of the primary schools are Church schools. The 
majority are nineteenth-century structures with primitive 
facilities. Not a single new Church primary school has 
been opened since 1914. Nor have any been closed, 
because the local Church policy is a school for each 
parish. Population however has moved to new estates on 
the outskirts of the town. There County schools have been 
built. Instead of joining in and helping to cope with the 
educational problems of these new areas, the Church has 
left them well alone and taken the attitude, “What we 
have we hold.” Hence many of these schools are two-or 
three-teacher schools in a heavily built up area where at 
least it should be possible to have one-, two- or even 
three-stream primary schools.

Not long ago, the head of a Church primary school, 
which was condemned by the Ministry back in the 1920s, 
retired. The place was nearly falling down. When it 
rained, buckets had to be put all round to catch the
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rain pouring in through the roof, and the time was 
ideal for combining this school with the Church primary 
school in the next parish, five minutes’ walk away. This 
was a good building which once housed 400 and then, 
after a slum clearance, only about 70. Was the opportunity 
seized? A new head was appointed for the condemned 
building. He moved from a considerable distance to take 
over the job. He had been in office about three months 
when the old building was finally declared so unsafe 
that it had to be closed. The children were then moved 
into the other Church primary school five minutes’ walk 
away.

But the schools were not combined. Had they been, 
there would have been enough children for sepaiate 
classes for seven-, eight-, nine-, and ten-year-olds. 
Instead, the schools were kept as separate entities: two 
schools in the same building, each with a class of seven- 
and eight-year-olds combined, and a class of nine-and 
ten-year-olds combined. There are two heads and two 
assistant teachers in the same building.

This, of course, helps the Anglican-minded to get 
headships, for there are a mass of these Anglican primary 
schools closed to nonconformists.

Anyone who has studied the advertisement columns of 
the educational press in recent years, will have noted that 
practically all the small secondary schools in need of 
heads—and there are an increasing number of new ones

built largely at your expense and mine—are denon11̂ 
national. What often happens is that your ambih01 
young man, who secs the value of going to church, 
one of these headships and the experience which 
with it. This of course helps him later in life to " 
headships of County schools which are the only CI1 
open to nonconformists.

In one area littered with these denominational 
a divisional officer is reputed to have advised 
Methodist out for a headship: “Start going to 
Do all the jobs you can in the church. Get a }~- (0
Church school where the head is getting on and likey 
retire soon. Make yourself indispensable to the vlC 
Then, just when the old head is about to retire, threa 
to leave. You’ll get the headship.” This advice 
proved invaluable to more than one young noncon 
mist who valued the cash-in-hand more than his n . ( 
conformity. Other nonconformists who started out at ^  
same time and who remained loyal to their chapels, 
still assistant teachers. _

It is this sort of thing which makes denominations *  ̂
stink, just as in my view it is sacrificing the interest 
child to cram it into a class of 38, when there is an° ¡. 
school like mine, not run in the interests of a den 
nation, with a similar class of 20 on roll. Still perhap^. 
child’s immortal soul has benefited from the dene 
national teaching lie has had!

Friday, September 11th, 19^

Heretics and the Church in Medieval Europe
By JAMES D. YOUNG

The Reformation began in 1517 when Martin Luther 
denounced the sale of indulgences in Germany. But the 
roots of the Reformation sprang out of the soil of 
medieval Europe when artists, scientists, sculptors and 
astrologers came into sharp and open conflict with the 
Church. Moreover, the antecedents of pre-Reformation 
struggles were not to be found in the lives and work of 
typical men of the time, but rather in that of heretical 
representatives of their time who wanted to rid themselves 
of the stultifying institutionalism of the Church

Four very representative men helped to free the human 
mind from medieval superstition by opening up historical 
processes that led on to modern science and the nation 
state. They were Dante, the Italian poet, Leonardo da 
Vinci, the Italian sculptor. Galileo, the Italian astronomer 
and Spinoza, the Dutch grinder of lenses.

Dante was a bourgeois of Florence at a time when 
Florence and other Italian cities were self-governing 
republics, able to preserve their freedom only by playing 
oft the two great feudal potentates of medieval Europe 
(the pope and the emperor) against each other. In Dante’s 
time the pope was the stronger and set himself up as the 
supreme overlord. All through Dante’s work runs an 
intense hatred of the papacy, though knowledge was not 
advanced enough for him to reject Catholicism outright.

But Dante played a part in Florentine politics and 
opposed the papal party. Consequently in 1300 he was 
banished (with 14 others) and told that he would be burnt 
alive if he came back. He spent the rest of his life in 
exile, depending on the hospitality of Italian bigwigs, 
and hoping vainly that the emperor would come and 
restore him.

Dante was the spokesman of the Italian bourgeoisie at 
that early age, who wanted a government that would 
bring order to their country. His frustration found ex
pression in his great poems on hell, purgatory and

paradise, in which he vented his hatred of the J ■ ^4  
again and again, and put his particular enemies

He was eventually followed by Leonardo da 3 
Leonardo was the illegitimate son of a lawyer ^  
peasant girl. His father brought him up with his  ̂ ¡3 
children: so we may call him middle class. Floret '4  
the territory of which lie was born, was one Uj0’> 
greatest republics in 15th century Italy. In Leon ^  
time it was “bossed” by the Medici family, wn sc
merchant capitalists at the start, though they - - /•

1 roVilhe r 
,v** 1family of France: so the later kings of France had _i„nd>

high that two of their number were elected pope ^ '"4 
and Clement VII). Later they intermarried with thete #

,/I * lUllVVi CIW 111V IUVV1 V/i ft IU1IV«. -

blood. So had Charles II and James II of ^ ~  
through their mother, who was a French princes 
shows how thin the line had become between the n1(- 
capitalists anti the feudal landowners. #

Leonardo was employed as an artist by I^lV ttî ’ 
Medici, the boss of Florence (who also employed . J5 
and other great artists). That led on to other tn ^ 
the Medici recommended Leonardo to other r' Oog£', 
ployers. All his famous paintings were done 4
another 
ended up 
died in 1519.

Rom 
m

of them; and he also served as an eng" ^  4 
p in the employment of Francis I of I-ral 

-u ... .519. t-o"’,
Leonardo da Vinci did not, so far as I knoj  

into any open conflict with the Church; but he na^ j  L 
struggles with individual priests and disapp* 

oman Catholic dogma. He was, moreover. an . ^ r  3\j 
an painter, sculptor, architect, musician, eng s ^  

scientist—and he had his own private opinl 
criticisms of the Church, but he kept many (1 rncd 41 
himself. His ability as an artist and engineer e . '^ . l ^  
employment by the Italian princes of that ti,1.lC^viries 
century) but lie committed his scientific d|SL<

(Concluded on page 292)
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The Vatican and Atheism
By F. A. RIDLEY

Hp >
clie-?i ? NEWs- Pope Paul VI in the course of an ency- 
K0 etler to “his beloved brethren” the bishops of the 
maj an Church, has laid it down canonically that the 
one i eneniy religion today, and in particular of “the 
terni ft ^ u rc h ,” is atheism. We assume that by this 
Philo-—1-5 ^°i*ness nieans both atheism as a scientific¡5 5  f t  - ......., .........,
mov^Phy and atheism as a practically world-wide 
it, a ,lcnt- This constitutes, were one really in need of 
to0 c Urt*ler and cogent disproof of »he idea, still far 
Ch °nim°n in certain anti-Catholic circles, that the 
of conHiw ^ ome represents a rigid, an unalterable code

Oeve;
ti and belief. 

le Rom°*' 
r Was

^ 0̂  organisation, which has always consistently

nan Catholic Church is, always has been,
and fip^M so more lllan today, a supremely elastic

VY111C1I Held diwup
men ’> Pauline injunction to be “all things to all
deni0 * ‘lat this is indeed so, is being conclusively 
which Strated *n both the spheres of faith and morals to 
sec0ric] infallibility expressly extends. For the
fashion , ‘can Council (disregarding the protests of old- 
up^ Purists like Archbishop Heenan) appears to be 
law” 0 1C P°’nt of summarily altering God’s “unalterable 
summan,the suf,ject of birth control whilst simultaneously 
of (he pY throwing overboard the immemorial teaching 
of fahL . Urch upon the first and most important article 
Vet ther!n l*le Christian creed, the existence of God. And 
her fa„ e arc still people who persist in taking Rome at 

It j„c Value as semper idem—always the same.
ĥich \  rePeat, a veritable theological revolution with 

Pam>s i"f n-rc confrouted. For at least prior to Pope 
?/ God0 Pronouncement—for surely the existence
‘faith • i anything does come under the heading of 
expressand morals” in which sphere papal infallibility 
d°ctrine »P^tes—it was one persistent and insistant 
that ther̂  t*1C ^ oman Catholic and Apostolic Church 

.ngs Was and there never could be, in the nature of 
eXistê een f̂ SUch thing as a bona fide Atheist. For the 
argUmeni . God, the Creator, is self-evident: and the 
departni s that natural theology (i.e. that specialised 
^ ib i,itent °f theology which “proves” by reason the 
n 'ts fav l*1e basic dogmas of Christianity) musters 
klarihind °Ur are Pnrt of the normal mental furniture of 
h stated ant* are’ per se• self-ev'dent. They have only to 
r̂ticuiYr P W y  (as for example, Tlionias Aquinas in 

..rder lo U3s stated them in his classic “five proofs”) in 
lon. Produce immediate and overwhelming convic-

jj ê b^!?UEĈ ’ °f course, knows and admits that there 
c,a'vH 0p Since very remote times—in fact since the very 
a Ssica] C ral‘0nal thought amongst its originators in 
A Lre'Chr'r?eCe~~sclf-styled Atheists. For example, Cicero, 
3 e ists 'stian theist mentions several otherwise forgotten 
aie G0(/.. y name in his extant book On the Nature of 
J^ys tan , 0Wcver—or so the Church of Rome has 
Atk̂  be ; f fbere is not, and ipso facto, there never 
Pa u st- ' AUC1 a .Pcrson as a real convinced and authentic 
A,Slic , Ccordingly, it has always been the orthodox 
Crists Aching that people who called themselves 
eVj?enita||vCr? c‘ther mentally defective—and as such 

ar̂  ‘ncapable of even understanding the self- 
Or e fonrl!nicnts 'n favour of the existence of God 
(kel$e, an i  ̂ *n bis heart, there is no God”)— 

Pirate c- Pr°bably more often, atheism represents a 
^mouflage for depraved and immoral men

who tremble at the prospect of post-mortem divine judg
ment, and who accordingly pretend to believe that there 
is no God. Men who, as the French Deist, Robespierre, 
once dramatically phrased it, “will protect outraged inno
cence and punish triumphant crime.”

Atheism, accordingly, is merely a convenient subter
fuge for what present-day psychology terms the “guilt 
complex,” where it is not mere imbecility due to a total 
inability to comprehend even the most elementary and 
obvious processes of conceptual thought such as those 
which demonstrate the existence of the Creator. Such, 
we repeat, has always been the traditional Catholic doc
trine ever since the days of that early Catholic theologian 
who wrote the Pauline Epistle to the Romans.

The startling change in the current reactions of the 
Roman Church towards atheism, as exemplified in Pope 
Paul’s encyclical, reflects the spectacular expansion and 
diffusion of atheism throughout this present century and 
generation. For it appears indisputable that it is only 
since the industrial revolution transformed the immem
orial agrarian social order, that atheism effectively emerged 
from the cloisters and ivory towers in which it had 
hitherto exclusively dwelt, and became embodied in mass 
movements. Whilst predominantly agrarian societies have 
been religiously-inclined societies," the deterministic 
processes of an industrially-based social order induce a 
natural tendency towards atheism. As a French Atheist 
once observed, in a modern factory you don’t say “Let 
there be light” you just switch it on. Of course atheism 
per se is far older than industrial society; it is sufficient 
to recall such brilliant examples as, say, Spinoza, whose 
“God” turns out on investigation to be merely the 
universe, or Jean Meslier and Diderot. But these men 
and their kind worked in isolation; it was not until the 
advent of the modern era engendered by the French 
Revolution in the political field and by the industrial 
revolution in the field of technology, that atheism became 
a mass movement and, in time, a universal one.

Speaking chronologically, one might say that the 19th- 
century generation that saw such atheistic apostles as 
Bradlaugh, Marx and Bakunin—who translated Voltaire 
into atheistic phraseology by noting that “If God existed 
it would be necessary to abolish him”—appear as the 
spokesmen of mass movements, saw the first appearance 
of atheism as a world cult: a world cult, at that, power
fully reinforced by the startling contemporary progress of 
a materialistically-based science of which such widely 
influenced and at least de facto atheistic philosophies as 
Darwinism and Marxism represented the outstanding 
manifestations. But it was really only in this present 
century and in particular since 1945. since when the 
industrial revolution has become world-wide in its dif
fusion, that atheism can accurately be said to have super
seded such rival religions as, say, Islam and the Indian 
religious cults, as the major rival of Christianity, and 
very particularly so, of the most highly cohesive and 
dogmatic of the Christian Churches, the Church of Rome.

One can perhaps relevantly add that atheism would 
become a still more effective philosophy if its adherents 
were to devote as much trouble to defining it as Catholic 
theology for example does in arguing its hypothetical 
God. For example, is it possible to disprove the existence 
of such a hypothetical deity, or does atheism merely 

{Concluded on page 292)
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This Believing W orld
Everybody of course knows that England is a mere speck 
compared with the United States of America. Everything 
there is on a big scale—even spirit “materialisations.” 
Poor old England has to be content with a few miserable 
specimens a year. On the other hand, in the land of the 
mighty (we have Psychic News, August 29th, as our 
authority), no fewer than 150 materialisations took place 
recently in a three-hour seance! These are guaranteed by 
a London Spiritualist, Mr. H. V. Barker, who saw among 
them (fully clothed) Hannen Swaffer and Mrs. Duncan. 
Many of the spirits were clearly seen arm-in-arm, others 
were partly naked, or were fantastically dressed with 
feathers reaching the ceiling. There were some actually 
wearing chain mail. What more could even the most 
sceptical of us now need as proof of Spiritualism?

★

Of Buddhists in general, we have always been taught that 
one of their most famous tenets was the sanctity of life, 
be it that of a bug, a poisonous spider, or even a human 
being. However, in spite of this, we get a vivid picture 
of a “Buddhist mob” staging “ceremonial killing” (Daily 
Express, August 29th) of a young Roman Catholic during 
the recent riots in Saigon. A Buddhist boy of 10 stabbed 
the Catholic with a butcher’s knife, and other Buddhists 
“beat him to death with clubs and iron bars.” Now how 
did the legend that Buddhists never, never, kill any 
living thing, arise?

★

The religious genius who writes the “Saturday Reflection” 
for the London Evening News has, like so many other 
Christian geniuses, often to explain away the meaning of 
the Precious Words of Wisdom emanating from “our 
Blessed Lord.” He tells us that “Blessed are ye poor,” 
and “Blessed are the poor in spirit,” do not refer to 
“destitution and distress.” What he does not tell us is 
what they do actually mean. Instead, he quotes Paul— 
“Our sufficiency is of God”—which leaves the matter as 
obscure as before. Try telling strikers for more pay that 
belief in God is “sufficient,” though we suspect quite a 
number of employers would heartily agree with Paul.

★

The coloured messiah or prophetess, Alice Lenshina, 
whose Christian tenets were literally followed by her 
devout followers leading to the massacre of at least 500 
men, women, and children, was given over two columns 
publicity in The Observer (August 16th). The writer, 
Bryan Wilson, is of the opinion that if she receives any 
punishment now she is behind bars, it might “turn her 
into a martyr” and “worse trouble may follow.” She 
might even be “deified.” After all, “the Lenshina move
ment” is Christian in organisation with “a simple faith 
and pious hymns.” One of these seems to us most applic
able. “Wash Us Father, Wash Us,” and even more saintly 
is, “Teach Us Saviour, You Have Shown a Way of Life.”

★

Taken all in all, religion is perhaps the greatest “boy- 
cotter” in existence, always looking for something to ban. 
We notice for instance that Arab physicians want to ban 
all medicines and drugs touched by “infidel” hands— 
especially of course any of them made or invented by 
Jews. As Arabs have rarely invented anything, this will 
probably hurt their own patients more than the infidels. 
But does this matter? Not two hoots. When it comes to 
intolerance and slavery, Islam is perhaps at the top of 
the table. Yet Muslims believe it comes direct from 
Allah. What a breath of fresh air we get from Frcethought 
in comparison!

HERETICS AND THE CHURCH IN MEDIEVAL 
EUROPE

(Concluded from page 290) f
private MSS, which were not published for centuries 2‘ " 
his death. . .

Of the men who were more directly involved in s c i^  
the story is better known, partly because of the work 
Copernicus and Galileo. Copernicus had, of course, 
intention of attacking the Church, and the Church # 
not afraid of him. In fact, the Pope accepted the ded> ( 
tion of his book on astronomy. His theory was, in 'al. 
put forward to simplify astronomy, and therefore * 
calculated to assist seafaring, and the greatest sea-p°'v'' 
were then Spain and Portugal, both Catholic nations- 

Between the time of Copernicus and Galileo the F 
formation, and the defeat of Spain by the Protest 
Dutch and English, had badly shaken the Catholic Chur 
And the writings of Bruno had shown where the n̂ ; 
astronomy was leading. Bruno affirmed the infinity or ^ 
universe and denied revealed religion. He was burnt ^ 
the Inquisition in 1600. So when Galileo began his j  
the Catholic Church was on the alert. He was wafl ̂  
not to defend Copernican astronomy, and when , 
nevertheless went on defending it, he was summ0^  
before the Inquisition and forced by threats to deny 
doctrine that the earth moved. 0f

But the Catholic Church was not the only enenb^ 
science and progress, and much later, in 1656, Sp*n j0 
(with his war-cry of “Not to weep, not to laugh, bu ^ 
understand”) came into open conflict with the 
Church. Tn 1656 at the age of 23, Spinoza was exp0"’,, 
by the Amsterdam synagogue for unorthodoxy. 0f 
optician he became acquainted with the astronomer  ̂
his day and was led to philosophy. His contribution  ̂
philosophy must be judged by 17th-century standard’ ^ 
was the time when natural science was just beginning^ 
break loose from medieval fetters (Galileo was conden ^ 
when Spinoza was just an infant). Descartes had ifp 
to reconcile religion and science by drawing a s j[{f 
distinction between spirit (that which thinks) and ¡1 
(that which is extended in space): science could do a  ̂
liked with matter, but spirit was the preserve of re '^ s  
Spinoza advanced on this by laying down that there ^  
only one “substance,” which both thought and ft 
tended in space, and might have other attributes to 
all we knew. Spinoza called it “God” or “nature. ^  

Thanks to living in the Dutch Republic, Spino#1 L 
not persecuted, but even there his books had to he V n. 
lished anonymously or aftcT his death. He died jl‘ ¡4: 
His contemporaries and successors called him an a 
and as “God” to him meant simply “nature,” i-e- £ 
thing, they had some justification.
THE VATICAN AND ATHEISM

(Concluded from page 291) tt 
connote being (as the original Greek implied) MVVIIIIWIV LZVIIIC, yuo HIV* Ul IL IIIUI V * I V_ V. I\ lllipilCU/ i

a God?” Personally, I agree with Bradlaugh tha 
answer is the latter.

Be that as it may, the present Holy Father trv,<|nfal] 
agrees with Bradlaugh. From opposite angles the ^¡f
ibic Pope and the great English Atheist concur ^ it- 
past and present appraisal of the current situating pi1 
most fundamental ideological connotation For 0,
Bradlaugh assert a century ago that the final c°‘ # '
ideas in the field of religion would be between R ^ y .^  
reason, of which lie held atheism to be the m c]ea 
logical expression? In this year of grace 1964, ll.n{all̂ ( 
from Pope Paul’s recent encyclical that the 1 ¡„t1 
Vatican has now effectively come round to the I 
view expressed a century ago by Bradlaugh.
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obta/j-j3̂  tnembcrship of the National Secular Society may be 
S.£. | t fom the General Secretary, 103 Borough High Street,

ih n ? ? ‘r‘es regarding Bequests and Secular Funeral Services 
....  ... u‘“ also be made to the General Secretary, N.S.S.

Lecture Notices, Etc.
gd. OUTDOOR

evenin8*1 ®ranth NSS (Tlie Mound)—Sunday afternoon and 
*-ond n8' Messrs. Cronan, McRae and Murray.

(Marhi ®ranches—Kingston, Marble Arch, North London: 
J a Arch), Sundays, from 4 p.m.: Messrs. L. Ebury and a A- MILUr.

^an°^er Hill). Every Thursday, 12—2 p.m.: L. Ebury.
EvendfgJ ®ranc6 NSS (Car Park, Victoria Street,) Sunday

1 Branch NSS (Pierhead).—Meetings: Wednesdays,
< hmT: Sundays. 7 30 p.m.

Even, v don Branch NSS (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).— 
Njot(. y Sunday, noon: L. Ebury.

I Dni131® Branch NSS (Old Market Square), every Friday, 
n': T. M. Mosi-ey.

M

INDOOR
Slreet01«: c UITlan'st Group (The Saville, 436 Lewisham High 

\ tTR|BE ' 'r u  Friday, September 11th, 7.45 p.m.: David 
"a'dsto’np u  Blacc of Marriage in Society.”

?ePterr,u Humanist Group (Community Centre), Thursday, 
HutnjnjCr „'^h, '̂45 P m-: David T ribe, “Objections to

Notes and News
Pers^INVINo our education controversy, we print the 
Fng!aA  experiences of the Head Teacher of a North of 
the au.| secondary school. While, for obvious reasons, 
he holj ° r must rcma'n anonymous, we might say that
F>o

s an arts degree and is a justice of the peace.
JÏSNV T *

b Perfecti !; Psychopath beliave in wliat we might call 
*7'ofes l,y '“natural” way? This question was asked by 
% i0n r H. J. Eysenck in his address to the psychology 
l̂ UgUst °Ifi ^le British Association at Southampton on 
se]f,sfl ■‘°th. Aren’t young children psychopaths— 

fences ^ .^st'cal, cruel, without thought of cotise* 
ahie?’> -lY‘nS for the moment and without guilt or 

Hy ' The propeT question is, the Professor went on, 
Rhinal 6 Wc not a" behaving like psychopaths and 
p t gay^ • ?” Religious people spoke of conscience 
ft?r8ettin„ no cJue °f 'ts nature and origin, he said, cither 
| 'VeP us h°r 'Snorin8 that such people would say it was 
(]?-l°vian y God- Professor Eysenck then gave his own 
V̂ Oheq explanation. Conscience was in fact a con- 
°Phg ciF.c|lcx. Research had shown that animals and

n ain 'Wren could be conditioned—trained to follow 
%erJ‘ behf'^hcej “^“avioural patterns when pleasurable conse- 
0'l°We(j followed them and unpleasant consequencesi

another course of action.
*0 c ★
Prim a-1' 0UR present methods of dealing with criminals 

1Ve>” was to understate the case. Professor

Eysenck said (The Guardian, 29/8/64). “We are still 
doing what the Assyrians, Carthaginians and Romans did 
two and three thousand years ago. We avenge, but we do 
not reclaim . . . We believed that punishment deterred 
and . . . that the more severe the punishment the greater 
the deterrence.” But this was “not always true.” The 
effects of punishment were “extremely variable, very 
difficult to predict and often contrary to expectation.” 
The Professor suggested a reform of the prison system 
so that its chief aim would be to cure rather than to 
punish, with special drugs given to types of criminals 
likely to change their outlook.

★

On August 30th, the Sunday Telegraph said that, 
underlying most of the enlightened remarks about crime 
and punishment “in recent weeks” was “the complacent 
assumption that those who break the law are a class 
apart.” This couldn’t possibly apply to Professor Eysenk 
(witness above) but it gave the paper the chance to 
“contrast” the “Christian view” that “we are all sinners 
and could therefore become criminals;” that “There, but 
for the grace of God, go I.” This “old-fashioned doc
trine,” according to the quaint outlook of the Telegraph, 
“even when associated with severe punishment, implies 
both humility and sympathy on the part of the punisher.” 
It must be comforting, indeed, to know that the man 
who is flogging you is humble and sympathetic! Another 
point: surely receipt of “the grace of God” puts one in 
a class apart. The Sunday Telegraph really ought to 
think a little before it rushes to the defence of Christianity.

★

The July issue of Family Planning, journal of the 
Family Planning Association, contained an excellent 
review by Christopher Dunkley of Professor Ronald 
Fletcher’s booklet, Ten Non-Commandments (Pioneer 
Press, 2s. 6d.). Mr. Dunkley, a young reporter, was by 
no means uncritical. “God save us from the coming 
generation,” lie exclaimed, if all they want is “peace and 
quiet and happiness and love and a house with a garden 
and a sandpit at the bottom.” He asked for a little more 
romance, “a little more of “Byron’s ‘Manfred,’ ” but 
thought Dr. Fletcher’s remarks on love “rather dangerous.” 
Nevertheless Ten Non-Commandments should, Mr. Dunk
ley said, “be ordered by the gross by every secondary 
school librarian and left in prominent places on the 
shelves for students to find.” It could do much, he added, 
“to offset the dogma and cant called Religious Instruction 
which . . .  is drummed into pupils each week under the 
euphemistic title of ‘RI.’ ”

It is fitting, here, to record perhaps the best educational 
feature produced so far on BBC2—The Artist in Society. 
Three programmes of an hour and a quarter each, dealt 
successively with the Middle Ages, the Renaissance and 
the modern world, the film of the Sistine Chapel ceiling 
in the second programme being breathtaking, even without 
colour. There was sufficient time for each expert to 
develop his theme and to present relevant dramatic 
scenes, and the introduction and conclusion of each 
programme was by Dr. Fletcher, who has now taken up 
his appointment as Professor of Sociology in the Univer
sity of York, and whom we wish every success.

★

A new anthology, The Protestant Mystics, edited by 
Anne Fremantle and W. PI. Auden (Weidenfeld and 
Nicolson, 45s.) includes Swedenborg, Keats, Goethe, 
Thoreau, Emerson and Virginia Woolf. “Protestant,” 
has rather a wide connotation, it seems, for Miss Fremantle 
and Mr. Auden.
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An American Priest’s Complaints about his Archbishop
On August 14th, we reported that an American Roman 
Catholic priest, William H. DuBay, had been transferred 
to a surburban parish in California, after asking Pope 
Paul VI to remove Cardinal McIntyre from his office as 
Archbishop of Los Angeles for failing to give Roman 
Catholics a lead on racial issues. We print below (by 
courtesy of the American Freethought paper Progressive 
World) Father DuBay’s letter to the Pope and (from The 
Reporter, newspaper of the Kansas City Roman Catholic 
diocese) an account of the reaction of the Catholic 
Human Relations Council.

To His Holiness, Pope Paul VI Vatican City.
Your Holiness:

It is indeed regrettable that I must appeal to you and 
request that you remove His Eminence, James Francis 
Cardinal McIntyre from his office as Archbishop of Los 
Angeles. But the truth is that my obligation to my con
science, my priesthood, and to you, demands that I protest 
the Cardinal’s gross malfeasance in office.

Cardinal McIntyre has perpetrated inexcusable abuses 
in two areas: he has failed to exercise moral leadership 
among the white Catholics of this diocese on racial dis
crimination; and he has conducted a vicious program of 
intimidation and repression among priests, seminarians, 
and laity who have tried to reach the consciences of white 
Catholics in his archdiocese.

His Eminence has often protested that there is no racial 
problem in Southern California in spite of the fact that 
Negro groups here have often publicly demonstrated 
against racial discrimination and injustice, and in spite 
of the fact that non-Catholic religious groups have taken 
a stand in the fight for social justice for the Negroes here.

His Eminence has condemned direct action demon
strations on the grounds that they incite violence. But 
as a matter of fact he has contributed to the possibility 
of serious racial violence by depriving civil rights groups 
of responsible Catholic and clerical leadership necessary 
to encourage Christian forms of non-violent protest. His 
inaction has promoted the prolongation of Negro grie
vances by failing to mobilise the Catholic population 
against the social evils of segregation.

In addition to simple inaction, His Eminence has 
severely chastised priests for speaking cut against segre
gation. Los Angeles, the third most segregated city in the 
United States! Facts compiled from official census records 
show that housing restricticns against Negroes have 
steadily grown since the end of the Second World War.

A constitutional amendment to legalise segregation will 
be on the ballot for the voters in November. If enacted 
this measure will make California the first state in the 
Union to adopt segregation as an official constitutional 
policy. Similar measures will then be inaugurated in other 
states, duplicating the pattern of South African apart
heid. The Church must be free to speak out against this 
now!

His Eminence has refused to receive groups of respon
sible Negro Catholic laymen concerning their just grie
vances, in spite of his statement that, ‘'No representative 
members of their community have indicated that they 
desire a change in these [Church] policies.” He has 
refused to acknowledge the Catholic Council on Human 
Relations, a group of laymen whose objective is to en
lighten their fellow Catholics on the issues of race relations. 
He has even denied them the use of facilities for their 
meetings.

His Eminence has insisted that the civil rights issue in 
California is a purely political one, into which the Church

has no right to interfere. His policy is to limit the Church 
activity in integregation to her own institutions anC* 
the preaching of Catholic principles of justice and ehan - * 
But he has failed in not allowing both priests and *a! - 
to apply these principles of justice and charity to conC1/aj 
situations and forming a program of effective sod 
action. t

By using harsh reprimands, he has tried to preVt 
students of St. John’s Major Seminary at Camarillo fr ^  
learning of the Church’s social teaching in matters 
local concern. Just recently 60 theological students w? 
disciplined for their general commitment to racial jus,1 a 
and for taking part in an informal conversation with 
visitor to the seminary, John Howard Griffin, no 
Catholic author and spokesman for the civil rights n10 
ment. One third-year theological student was dismiss ’ 
another was recalled from receiving ordination to 
subdeaconatc. One student left the seminary f°r ^ ^ 
scientious objections against such policies. Many_ otl(\0l) 
were not given promotion and sent home on vacation . 
probation.” All concerned at the seminary and through 
the archdiocese are scandalised by such vicious attend., 
to isolate our future priests from real issues 
Christian solutions.

and thef 
tions

All of us concerned with giving Negro congreg31 
(such as St. Albert’s) positive leadership in their yepr Q̂i 
for full protection under the law, equal opportunities ^  
education, jobs and housing cannot reconcile the .y3 
teachings of Christ and the Church with the restn 
and nullifying policies of the Cardinal.

Our Caucasion congregations, too, are not free t ^ 
in a Christian manner unless they are told, not t0 
general principles, but also how these principles apP;-^,
their concrete situation and how to put them into Pra  ̂(p0 

Speaking for myself, for other priests and religion ^[C 
intimidated by threat to speak here, for the * 7 ^  
community in Los Angeles (one of the largest Ca to 
Negro communities in the US), and for all dedica o \ 
the advancement for the reign of justice and c*iar ôifl
1 vnn I l i . 'r .a 'i i r i -  t r ,  ppmnvi* G 'a r r l in 'i l  V1 ('1 n t\T Curge you, therefore, to remove Cardinal Mclnty 
office.

Most respectfully in Christ,
(Rev.) W illiam H- DU0aV

In the wake of a priest’s charge that his Caf. $lIoS 
archbishop had failed to speak out on m o m '^  
involved in racial discrimination, an unofficial ¡n 
Catholic group has called on the Apostolic Deleg? ^  
the United States to investigate civil rights issues 1 
Archdiocese of Los Angeles. . ^

The Catholic Human Relations Council here, 'n 
to Archbishop Egidio Vagnozzi, said: _ ,

“ Because the sin of racism and related sins 3= jj>s 
justice and charity arc being virtually ignored in 1 Jj0iiri 
Angeles archdiocese, the moral health of a' . 
is in peril and the faith of many Catholics is being 
mined.” nuP3''

The council supported Father William H. cr to 
29-year-old priest who recently charged, in a H  
Pope Paul VT, that Cardinal James Francis '  s 0° 
Archbishop of Los Angeles, had held there '  fi’“
“moral issue” involving race in the archdioces cf
priest, then administrator of St. Albert the Great ^  1P- 
of suburban Compton, called on the Pope to ren 
Cardinal. Cotb0 j

In its telegram to Archbishop Vagnozzi, the { tba 
Human Relations Council said it was conric v
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tioÎer DuBay’s charges were true and that “unless solu-
su(?S 3re f°uncF the image of the Catholic Church will 
of«-  The wire was signed by Emil Selma, president
01 the council. 3
aith e Vatican has not commented on the controversy, 
FathU n  newsmen heard from authoritative sources that 
Va„ er DuBay’s letter would be forwarded to Archbishop 
Stale°ZZl 'n ^ 'S F°st as Apostolic Delegate in the United

Conn^?ts rcPresenting the Catholic Human Relations 
Burr|C1 Albert’s (parish) Catholic Committee for
ofIicean Bights have picketed the Los Angeles chancery 
inclu ,.ancl several places visited by Cardinal McIntyre, 
at the graduation ceremonies of a school of nursing 

S '  Vincent’s church.
l(nn Fporting Father DuBay here is an organisation 
^°hnnRas Catholics United for Racial Equality (CURE). 
Bath “ ^ o ld t ,  a layman co-founder, told newsmen that 

r DuBay had decided to seek “canonical and civil

legal advice” before making further comments to news
papers, radio and television.

The priest, however, let it be known that he had 
received 300 letters on his action and that 90 per cent 
of the correspondents agreed with his stand.

According to one report, Father Arthur J. Lirette, new 
administrator of the parish, refused permission for the 
St. Albert’s Catholic Committee for Human Rights to 
hold a meeting in the parish hall. About 60 members 
gathered in the church parking lot for a period and then 
dispersed.

In Washington, D. C„ a Jesuit scholar active in the 
Catholic movement for interracial justice was quoted as 
having “no opinion” on whether Father DuBay had 
acted “wisely.”

“But,” said Father George H. Dunne, S. J., of 
Georgetown university, “I do think he acted courageously, 
and that he expressed grievances which many people have 
long felt.”

Tell Me the Old, Old Story
By D. F. M.

"Jw
a friend •>,'NTnR' knowing that his wife was away visiting 
his l cl1 *n the next village, left his workshop and entered 
a rCcell.Se' Fie had heard rumours regarding the wine at 
angry nt 'Jading, and also that his son had made a very 

H]s Ver°al attack on his mother at the same wedding. 
durin„ S*?n F>ad been behaving in a very strange manner 
home& 1 le last few months, and had threatened to leave 
tiiCr, 8° on some preaching tour with a crowd of 
carpcn’11 whom he was always having meetings. The 
either V- 0̂UnB him staring into space, as though he was 
Hat wg0lnS mad or seeing a ghost. The father asked 
•he w ̂ a,s . tFie matter, and questioned his son regarding 
a§ a i n J j . S  rumours, and why the angry outburst 
frighten T  m°ther? The young man jumped as though 
r°8uish Ct ’ - F’ut almost at once he smiled a sly, half 
Come ;ntSlT1''e and thanked his father for forcing him to 
about ,. the open—and for the chance to have a chat 

The llngs now that his mother was absent. 
n,inH°rng man explained how, over the past years 

'heir 0,i, la(t .changed regarding religion in general, and 
he as). n Jewish brand in particular. Must we forever. 
HiCh . • he bound by the ancient writings, so much of 
Parochj 'I examined critically, were but very petty and 
â sUrq 3 Versions of Jewish history all mixed up with 
the Vo- Vapourings of silly old men who claimed to be 
Belled God? He told his father that he felt com- 
jje Preach against all (his in the near future, and 

own41/ 0 I03''0 home came from a wish not to involve 
Oratory ,fami|y 'n what could easily lead to trouble. 
Cr0\V(j j he knew was in him, and usually, when a small 
!?°fe 0f | gathered at some secluded comer, one or 

t that crowd had met him later and said how, 
aHy. ’ would like to see so many foolish things swept 
|.°9nt’ry y ^ad promised him help if he did tour the 
h h of f • at was the reason for his rather odd collec- 
N  no(|r'Cnds- The rumours apropos the recent wedding 
e feh ,i!ng at aH to do with his views on religion, but 

t he y  his father was justified in asking about them 
C his nv>?iÛ  tdl everything. He regretted his rudeness

f;
Hie h>°f1Cr ant* would certainly apologise, the reason 
Feeen?i '° Un(J in the account of what really happened, 
thcr .... ^ he had heard—or rather overheard—his

V .  andttg ¡py.j mother having a slight quarrel over the wed- 
1 ation from the stonemason and his wife, and

had heard his father say in very strong terms that he 
would not attend that wedding at any price. He had 
always been against the mason and could see nothing 
funny in the many practical jokes that the mason had 
played on him. The young man told his father how he 
well remembered when the man had, in his father’s 
absence, mixed up the seasoned and unseasoned planks, 
and the angry customer whose table had warped so much 
and had to be remade. Before he left home—if he ever 
did—he wanted to have at least one practical joke against 
the mason and his chance had come at the wedding.

There had been a large congregation at the synagogue, 
and before the ceremony commenced, he had given his 
seat at the front to one of his friends and had 
pretended to go to the rear of the building and take a 
back seat. Actually he had left the building and, avoid
ing the wedding procession, had got to the mason’s house 
unobserved. He had found only one very old servant in 
charge of the house; he had told her some story about 
instructions from her master regarding the wine, and 
she had gone about her own business of attending to the 
food. The wine he had found in some cool outhouse, 
about a dozen jars only partially filled for easier handling. 
He had filled four, five, or six jars completely full and 
made the remainder up to their previous level with water 
from the well. The full pitchers he had carried into a 
dark corner and the diluted wine had been carried by the 
returning servants into the feast. As at all weddings the 
host becomes more and more generous as the wine flows 
and in due course, the host, the mason, was ordering 
more to be brought in. The servants reported that they 
could find no more and the mason was most embarrassed, 
and then—the son continued—he had ordered the servants 
to look at the back of the outhouse and of course there 
was more embarrassment when the real wine was served.

It had been about this time that his outburst against 
his mother had occurred. When his mother was about to 
say something, he had feared, for an instant, that the 
old servant had seen his trick and had told his mother 
about it all. It had been all too easy, and at the time he 
had had much fun watching his host’s embarrassment 
all through the feast. First, he had watched his host’s 
face at his first drink of the diluted brew, then, what fun 
to hear the polite guests, as guests will, praising up the



296 T H E  F R E E T H I N K E R Friday, September 11th,

vintage to their host’s face, and then saying to each other, 
what vile concoction is this; after that the shortage, and 
then the true wine being offered later. He had over
heard two guests express the thought that the mason had 
tried to get away with the wedding on the cheap.

The carpenter enjoyed the story and thought the turn 
about was fair enough. No one ever need tell the mason 
whose guests, no doubt, would chivvy him until his dying 
day about trying to marry his daughter off on some very 
inferior wine.

All the above I heard at an English wedding recently. 
It was another version however, and why, with a wearying 
monotony, must presumably able men recount the silly 
story in front of intelligent congregations is beyond my 
comprehension? That ordinary and sensible men do not 
rebel against all this drivel is proof of the terrible danger 
of indoctrination.

Portuguese W om en in Prison
Arrested in December, 1958, tried in March, 1961 and 
and sentenced to two years’ imprisonment, Maria da 
Piedade Gomes dos Santos is still in prison today. She 
has served her sentence, and an additional three years 
under “Security Measures,” which were extended for 
six months until September 19th, 1964—when they might 
well be extended for up to a further three years. The 
reason? She is still considered “dangerous”—because her 
imprisonment has not forced a change in her views, and 
because her husband escaped from prison some time ago.

Dr. Julietta Gandara, originally sentenced in 1959 to 
two years’ imprisonment, had her sentence increased to 
four years’ plus Security Measures, on appeal. She 
remains in prison today, a sick woman.

Fernanda Paiva Tomas and Maria Alda Nogueira are 
both serving sentences of eight years plus Security Mea
sures—which can indefinitely prolong the original sen
tence.

Portugal: Women in Prison, (published by the British 
Committee for Portuguese Amnesty, 30 Benson Road, 
London, S.E.23, Is. plus 3d. postage) gives some of the 
background to these women’s lives, includes letters which 
women political prisoners have smuggled out, and gives 
factual case histories of 22 of the women at present 
serving sentences or awaiting trial in Portuguese prisons.

These, and many other Portuguese women are detained, 
and face indefinite imprisonment because they have 
engaged in activities which would be quite legitimate in 
other countries—political opposition to the Government, 
because they remained loyal to their husbands, and 
because they have refused to denounce friends, or recant.

H.W.

D E B A T E
ALLIANCE HALL, CAXTON STREET, LONDON, S.W.l 

(nearest Underground, St. James’s Park) 
THURSDAY, 24th SEPTEMBER, 7.45 p .m .

D avid T ribe, President, National Secular Society,
and

Harold Legerton, Secretary, Lord’s Day Observance Society 
“That the Sunday Observance Laws Should be 

Abolished.”
The Crimes of the Popes (A chapter from The Crimes o f Christ
ianity by G. W. Foote and J. M. Wheeler) Price 6d. postage 3d.

C O R R E S P O N D E N C E
CALVIN .

Mr. F. A. Ridley surely cannot hope to get away with 
replies to what he rather pompously calls my “sequential con* 
plaints.” I never denied that Shakespeare was a Tudor court' ' 
I merely said that this seems to damn him—though presurn3D •' 
not Bacon, the darling of the Marxists—in Mr. Ridley eyfiS' 

Mr. Ridley complained that Shakespeare’s quatercentenjm 
had been commemorated but not Galileo’s. He now says ‘*r 
one of the reasons why he did not write a commemora11 
article on the latter was because “the subject itself has been 
often dealt with in The F reethinker." So, Mr. Ridley ans"'eP 
himself. ,

My principal complaint was, of course, against Mr. R^JfL 
fulsome praise of Calvin. It was not an argument a 
whether the Reformation was “on the whole” a “progress' 
event,” it was about Calvin and Calvinism ; about a ruth?? 
tyrant and a heartless creed. The last place where one expet

coi1'

such a man to be honoured is in The F reethinker. ecut6|Calvin not only condemned freedom of thought, he exec . , 
those found ‘guilty” of it. During the first five years of Cal'??* 
rule in Geneva, i,,,.t, a „Amr,,„,i„ni,, ji nnnulu'i ,leva, which had a comparatively small P°P'r\nci, 
thirteen persons were hanged, ten decapitated, thirty-five bur uJ. 
and seventy-six driven from their houses, Stefan Zweig tell 
while the prisons were overcrowded. ,jjo,

The men that Freethinkers should honour are the men ^  
at risk of death, opposed the dictator: men like Servetus 
Castcllio.

Robert M. VoU>°

“THE FREETHINKER” ’ . voUr
I was amused to read Mr. E. O. James’s letter m 

correspondence column of August 21st. Mr. James seems aP~nts 
to be shown how to think! I welcome the pungent corrlI?evef 
in your excellent paper. It seems to me that we can 
have enough of debunking the antics of Churchmen.

Thought by the readers should surely follow. The good (|,ey 
by religious bodies is far outweighed by the devilish hamt r; 
have done in the past, and would still do if they had the P° 
this is the whole point. i uistod

I can only suggest Mr. James leads J. M. Robertson’s rt 
o f Christianity in the Thinker’s Library.

(Miss) G ertrude E. RopE?__ „

OBITUARY j0
We regret to announce the death of Stanley G. Benmy 

Truro Infirmary, Cornwall, on August 17th. j tbe
Mr. Benncy, who was aged 79, had been a member 0y 

National Secular Society and a F reethinker reader for 
years.

NEW PAPERBACKS 
PENGUIN FICTION BY COLIN McINNES 

Absolute Beginners, 3s. 6d.
City of Spades, 3s. 6d.
Mr. Love and Justice, 3s. 6d.
June in Her Spring, 3s. 6d.

MORE NEW BOOKS
The Fire Next Time, by James Baldwin, 2s. 6d. . .
The Ago of Illusion: England in the Twenties and I**1 ,s. 6<>'

by Ronald Blythe. - 
The Aspirin Age 1919-1941, Edited by Isabel Leighton • 
Origin and Growth of Physical Science Vols. 1 and z> - encP 

by D. L. Hurd and J. J-.K'P'in%
Origin and Growth of Biology, a Penguin Original, o
New Slates of West Africa, by Ken Post, 4s. 6&-n u i uiMwa ui TTVtyi /in ivtif i>y t\ui i mai, u * . •

South Africa: The Peasants’ Revolt, by Govan Mbek*. gs. 
Modern Vegetarian Cooking, by Walter and Jenny Fncs> y/esh 
The Last Confuciani Vietnam, South-East Asia and t ef, S’’

by Denis 6à-
Sanctions against South Africa, Edited by Ronald Seg •

Plus Postage from The F reethinker

BIRMINGHAM BRANCH NATIONAL SECULAR S° Cl 
A N N U A L  D I N N E R  . hanl

New Victoria Hotel, Corporation Street, DirnxiDS ' jjj. 
Saturday, September 26fh Reception oA . i»ne- 

Tickets 17s. 6d. each from Mrs. M. Miller, 62, War)* 
Birmingham 29. Telephone : Sclly Oak
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