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5 It is solely in the field of politics that I make this reply to
~ Father Ryan.

Father Ryan accuses me of being “hypocritical” in my pre-
vious appeal for co-operation between Catholic and Communist
workers. Communists want the unity of all workers, Mohamme-
dans and Buddhists, as well as Catholics and Protestants. The
Communists want the unity of the workers of all lands, irrespect-
ive of race or color, as well as of creed. There is nothing,
therefore, “hypocritical” in a Communist stating the need for
united action with workers who adhere to the Catholic faith:
My “Appeal to Catholics” asked®for a united front in the struggle
against fascism. The Communists in every fascist-conquered
land are still working for unity with the Catholics in the struggle
for the overthrow of Hitlerism. Our sincerity in the endeavor
to unite the whole of the democratic peoples in this struggle
cannot be successfully challenged by Father Ryan or anyone
else. The majority of Catholics in Australia are working men
and women, and the Communists also want unity of action with
them in relation to our common economic and political interests
as workers, for the defence and improvement of working-class
standards, wages and conditions, and for the election of working-

class representatives to Parliament, and the winning of greater _

freedom for the workers as a whole. That is why the Catholic
masses must act in co-operation with other workers upon an
agreed-upon democratic programme. That is an obvious and
simple fact.

The Catholic worker suffers from economic injustice and
political oppression, unemployment, slums and wars, just the
same as any other worker. The Communists are quite sincere,
therefore, in pointing out to him that his ultimate escape from
the evils that accompany the capitalist order lies in the estab-
lishment of Socialism, a new order that will end these evils by
means of a planned economy. We Communists are quite sincere
in pointing out this fact to the Cathodic worker. That is my
reply to Father Ryan’s charge of a “hypocritical pretence of
friendship.”

Father Ryan asserts that I revived all the “discredited and
dishonest Communist propaganda about the Church in Spain.”

It is on this point, likewise. that Father Ryan bases his
statement about driving a “wedge between the clergy and the
daity™ / i

Certainly, the Communists are opposed to the policy of the
Hierarchy, and will continue to attack it in relation to Spain
and similar questions. There can be no doubt that the Spanish
Hierarchy supported Franco in the Spanish War. The Pope
recently said that of all the heads of State, General Franco
‘was the “most beloved” by the Vatican.
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Historically viewed, the Spanish War was one of the open-
ing rounds of the Second World War. The Spanish democratic
republic was destroyed by Ttalian fascists, Hitler's Stormtroopers
and tanks, Franco's fascist Falangists and his Moorish troops
from Africa. It resulted in a victory for the fascist instigators
of war. Only the resulting weakness of Spain and the opposi-
tion of her people prevented Franco openly joining the Axis.
He gave the Axis submarine bases and other assistance against
the Allies, and sent his fascist “Blue Divisions,” estimated at
70,000 men, to fight in Russia.

What is the present condition in Spain?

Allow me to utilise the book of a non-Communist writer,
“A Journey to Gibraltar,” by Robert Henry, reviewed in the
“S M. Herald,” August 28, 1043, as follows: “On to Spain he -
went . . . Franco’s Spain; and nothing in the book is more
poignant and abhorrent than some of his disclosures of the
Falangist (Fascist) rule of Fanco and his henchmen. The Civil
War in Spain, he reminds us, had been over for three years.
But was it over? Oh, yes, Madrid could look lovely in the sun-
light, but Spain, he knew, ‘was in the grip of the greatest politi-
cal vendetta ever known in history.” And suggesting the keynote
to Franco's rule, which will move all men, Mr. Henry con-
tinues: ‘One million two hundred thousand Spaniards, of whom
eight hundred thousand were intellectuals, languished in gaol,
together with six hundred thousand women. These people, whose
crime was to have obeyed their constitutional Government during
the Civil War, were gradually being exterminated by firing
squads. And, as one vendetta leads to another, these one mil-
lion eight hundred thousand Republicans were, from behind
prison bars, busy sowing the seeds of another revolution which
they believed would prove even bloodier than the first. . . . If
one sought below the surface one found a Spain writhing in
agony. ... And inasmuch as a Spaniard never forgets, one has
almost the delight of feeling that one day, perhaps sooner than
some people imagine, the wheel will turn full round again.”

And here are more non-Communist exposures of Franco:

H. J. Greenwell, Baltimore “Sun” corespondent, who recently
returned from Spain to England, says:—"“The Spanish people are
disillusioned, disheartened and extremely hungry. The poor who
lost their homes in the Civil War are still lodged in wooden
huts, and they look with considerable amazement at the restora-
tion of the churches—incidentally built with convict labour—and
at some of the houses which formerly belonged to the wealthy
classes. When I was in Madrid, I was asked not to accentuate
this point of view.” Contrast between rich and poor strikes
every observer. In a recent book published in America, Thomas
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‘ }Iain:;ilton says: “In few countries in the world is there such a
grinding, soul-destroying hunger and such luxury for the favored
of fortu.nt:. E\_’en in food-growing villages he and his wife
saw “children with emaciated limbs and faces like skulls gath-
ered around the car.”

énother writer, Gerald Bronan, states in his book, “The
Spanish Labyrinth,” that the Spanish prisons are still full of

political prisoners, and the executions still go on, A million and

a half people, he says, have to be fed on State charity. Plague
and chole%'a have made their appearance. But among the
almost universal want and, destitution, a small class of war
profiteers and absentee landlords, generals and Falangist chiefs,
crowd the bars of the Palace Hotels and night clubs. One can'
only guess the reaction of the Spanish people to the news of
the coming-out ball of the daughter of the Duke of Alba, Spanish
Ambassador in London, who flew home for the event, Full
accounts were published in the British press. A gossip columnist
wrote: “The bar was nearly thirty yards long. In charge of it
was Perico Chicote, recognised as the best cocktail shaker
in lSpmn. It was calculated that if Chicote served drinks aver-
aging £1 per head, the bar alone would cost the Duke of Alba
£_2000. And that, I am assured, is a modest allowance for a
thirsty grandee dancing all night.”

The veteran columnist, Hannon Swaffer, however, struck a
more sober note: “While Franco and the rest danced all through
night in a Ducal Palace, countless thousands who had fought in
Spain the first fight against fascism languished in gaol, and
millions went short of food. They say the party cost the Duke
£10,000. It came out of the rents, once lowered by the Repub-
licans, but now extortionate again, paid by the peasantry.”

Spain is bankrupt. An interesting comment appeared, sur-
prisingly enough in the Berlin technical periodical “Bankarchiv.”
Quoting from authoritative Spanish sources and statistics, and
from speeches by Franco and” Sorrano Dunor, the conclusion
arrived at was that Spain was “economically almost annihilated.”

The areas under cultivation are “extremely restricted,” and staple -

fom_istuffs are scarce, particularly wheat and olive oil. Railway
rolling stock has been reduced by nearly half. The export trade
“does not function.” Gold reserves are exhausted.,

. Mr. Philip Osner, a member of the Institute of British En-

ineers, recently back from a business trip to Spain, adds con-

_ firmation. Prices, he says, have gone sky-high. Part of the

g\ahm'tage of essential commodities is due to the “export to Ger-

many” policy. In Barcelona, for instance, out of 700 textile

mills, half are not working, and the goods produced by the rest
are almost entirely for export,
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Similar statements have been made in the House of Lords
in England, on the starvation and slaughter of the Spanish
people under the regime of butcher Franco, and the fact of
2,000,000 prisoners is verified from other sources. :

1 would like to put some questions about Franco and Spain
to Father Ryan.

Does he agree with the suppression of Parliament, free
elections and democracy in Spain? :

Does he agree with the outlawing and destruction of the
Trade Union movement of Spain?

Does he agree with the persecution and slaughtering of the
members of the democratic political parties in Spain?

‘Does he believe that similar measures ought to be taken
against democracy in Australia, when the majority of the people
really assert themselves against their exploiters?

Support for Franco’s Spain could easily imply the latter.

Already, the fall of fascism in Italy, and the weakening of
Hitler are further undermining Franco. Symptoms of his
approaching downfall are multiplying. A savage despotism, such
as that of Franco, cannot exist in the post-war world. Does the
Church wish to share in this downfall?

Ireland is also a neutral country in the world struggle
against fascism, to the disappointment of workers of Irish des-
cent, and all democrats the world over. How far is De Valera's
neutrality influenced by the Hierarchy? And how far is the
Vatican influenced by Franco, Marshal Petain and Vichy, the
Italian fascists and similar elements in its anti-Soviet policy?

‘Why did the Hierarchy for years support the “Corporative
State” of Mussolini-Franco, which is only a fascist “labor front,”
an enslavement of the trade unionists to the employer and the
State?

Does Father Ryan remember the destruction of the workers’
quarters in Vienna, with heavy artillery by the clerical Govern-
ment of Austria?

These are political questions that Father Ryan might answer.

I am certain that the Catholic masses would oppose the
Hierarchy’s policy toward both Franco Spain and its hostility
to the Soviet Union, if the true position were understood by
them. Father Ryan can believe that this is an attempt to drive
a wedge between the clergy and the laity, but the way out is
to adopt a progressive anti-fascist policy, and to cease misrepre-
senting the Soviet Union. The Communists will then have no
grounds for criticism of the Hierarchy. We would be the first
to welcome the change. .
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On pp. 5-6 of Dr. Ryan’s pamphlet, the following statement

is to be read: “And they will remain discreetly silent about their

.Co»rnn]unist record of persecution and murder in every country
in which they have gained, even temporarily, the ascendency.”

Qn page 30, Dr. Ryan excels himself in strong and un-
charitable language as follows: “We therefore spurn the ‘out-
;tretch?d hand’ of Communism. Reeking with hypocrisy, steeped
in sacrilege, dripping with the blood of murdered Christians, it
35 a thousand times over the hand of Cain.” Truly, a pur'ple
passage, Father Ryan!

Having read the above statements of Father Ryan, I then
carefully re-read the pamphlet to find out just when and where
the “murders” took place. It may astound you, reader, -but
Father Ryan did not produce one single murder! He did not
even produce a case where a priest was sentenced to death™in
the Soviet Union, and the sentence carried out, despite his own
loose use of the worder “murder,” and its continuous similar
misuse in other Roman Catholic publications. Father Ryan
quotes at some length the Official Year Book of the Catholic
Church on what it alleges happened to the members of the
Hierarchy in the Soviet Union.

”VVhllg I am not prepared to accept the ‘“Annuario Ponti-
fico version as being correct, yet it constitutes one of the best
refutations I have come across of Father Ryan’s allegations of
murder of priests in the Soviet Union. It apparently lists all
of them and alleges that some have been exiled, some imprisoned,
but none executed, or, as Father Ryan $erhaps would prefer to
say, murdpred." He is to be thanked for publishing the refu-
tation of his own sweeping statements in the pamphlet in which
they are made.

$ Pern_.qit me to re-quote Father Ryan's quotation from the
Annuario Pontifico,” at some length:

“The official year book of the Catholic Church, the ‘Annuario

Pontifico’ for 1041, gives the following information about the

Catholic Church in Russia,

“Of thirteen Apostolic Administrators in the country's
ecgies:ast{cal jurisdiction since 1926, eleven are in prison or
exile, while information is wanting about the other two, and
their place of residence is not known. The various dioceses of
Russia were entrusted to Apostolic administrators soon after
the Revolution, when the Communists refused to tolerate the
ar:sence off a Bltsllgpt.' Buft cl*.lveﬂ t};is provisional arrangement,

ppears from statistics of all the dioceses, h
liking of the Government. SESTRA g 1o the

“In the Archdiocese of Mohilew, four Administrators and

 one Auxiliary Administrator have been forced to leave the
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country. The most Rev. Bolezlao Sloskan, Apostolic Adminis-
trator in Mohilew and in Minsk, elected in 1026, was imprisoned~
on August 10th, 1927, then exiled to Siberia, and was last reported
resident in Riga, Latvia. The Apostolic Administrator in Mos-
cow, the Most Rev. Pieu Eugene Neveu, elected in 1926, could
not be exiled because of his French nationality, but he was not
permitted to remain in Russia, and is now in Paris. The Most
Rev. Theophilus Matulanis, Auxiliary Apostolic Administrator
in Leningrad, appointed in 1018, was imprisoned from 1923 to
1926, and agaih from 1029 to 1033, and is now reported in exile
in Lithuania. In the same Archdiocese, the Most Rev. Vincent
Ilgin, Apostolic Administrator in Kharkov, appointed in 1926,
was imprisoned in December of that year, and then exiled. He
has been in Lithuania since 1933. The Rev. Michael Jodokas,
Apostolic Administrator in Kazan, Samara and Simbrisk, was
mmprisoned in 1929 and has not been released. In the Diocese of
Zytomir, Mgr. Theophilus Shalski, Apostolic Administrator, and
the Vice-Adminstrator, Mgr. Casimir Naskrecky, were imprisoned
in 1926 and 1920 respectively, and have been exiled since 1932.
The Rev. John Swiderski, Apostolic Administrator in the
Diocese of Kamieniec, and the Vicar, the Rev. Alexander Wierz-
wicki, were imprisoned, the former in 1930, and the latter in
1932, Father Swiderski was exiled in 1032, but Father Wierz-
wicki, as far as is known, is still in prison.

“Two Administrators Apostolic in Tiraspol Diocese have hgen
in prison since August, 1930. They are Mgr. Augustine Baum-
trog, Apostolic Administrator of the Volga, and Mgr. John
Roth, Apostolic Administrator of the Caucasus. Of the two
Vicars and interim in this Diocese, the Rev. Dr. Stephen Demurof
and Mgr. Carapet Dirlughian, nothing is known. They are re-
spectively Vicar to the Apostolic Administrator of Tiflis and
Georgia, and Vicar to the Apostolic Administrator of Armenian
Catholics throughout Russia, the post of Administrator in both
cases being vacant. These facts add to the picture of the
Church’s condition in Soviet Russia, which might be gathered
from the fact that all resident Bishops have long since been
removed from their Sees.

“Since the post of Vicar Apostolic in Siberia and that of Apos-
tolic Administrator in each of the two sections of Siberia are
vacant, as the Papal Year Book also shows, the six ecclesiastical
jurisdictions of European and Asiatic Russia are left entirely
without Ordinaries, and all the provisional administrative posts,
with two possible exceptions, either have never been filled or
have been vacated by the imprisonment or exile of their Ad-
ministrators. In short, there is not a Catholic Bishop free in the
whole nation. 3,

“Only one priest is officially recognised by the Soviet Gov-
9




ernment, in the exercise of the Catholic ministry in Russia, He
s Father Leopold, Braun, a Franco-American.

“One Franco-American priest authorised by the Govern-
ment to exercise his ministry, from 110 to 150 priests of the
Archdiocese of Hihlev and Saratov, ordained before the Bol-
shevik revolution of 1917, and now in prison or work camps;
about 70 Polish priests deported in 1930-40, to the U.S.5.R, and
since distributed among the reconstituted Polish Army, with 11
of them looking after the families of these soidiers. That, ac=
cording to Rev. Joseph H. Ledit, S.J., in a statement made this
year, 1s what constitutes the Catholic clergy in Russia to-day.
Father Ledit, former professor of the Oriental Institute at Rome,
and a recognised authority on the subject, is now at Iaval Uni
versity, Quebec, Canada. In 1926 Father Ledit was sent to
Russia by Pope Pius XI to investigate religious conditions,

“The Franco-American priest, Rev. Leopold Braun, is a
member of the Assumptionist. Father Braun is now in Moscow,
at the Church of St. Louis of the French, where he has been
stationed since 1938. He is the only priest officially recognised
by the Soviet Government for the exercise of the Catholic Min-
istry in Russia—he happens to be Chaplain to the French
Embassy.

“There was also another Catholic foreign priest, Father
Florent, a Dominican, but he is reported to have been killed
at the beginning of the Russo-German war during the bombard-
ment of Leningrad. Father Florent had replaced at Leningrad
Bishop Amoudru, another Dominican, who lived in Russia before
1914. Bishop Amoudru once taught at the Dominican scholasticate
in Ottawa. Since the departure of Bishop Amoudru, there has
been no other known member of the Catholic Hierarchy in Russia.

“Since Polish troops have been fighting in Russia the Soviet
Government has permitted 52 Polish priests to serve as chap-
lains with the Polish forces. Bishop Gawlina, Ordinary of the
Polish Forces, recently visited Russia, and was granted exceed-
ingly wide ecclesiastical and pastoral facilities by the Holy
Father to help him to meet the important problems connected
with his mission. This fact, and the news that there are now
52 priests serving as chaplains with the Poles in Russia, were
given in a statement to the N.C.W.C. News Service in Wash-
ington by Mgr. Z¥gmunt Kacznski, chaplain to the Polish Pre-
sident, who recently flew to the United States with General
Sikorski.

“Mgr. Kacznski states: “I'he 52 priests who now enjoy free-
~ dom in Soviet Russia are all army champlains, although they

are permitted to minister spiritually to the civilian population of
~ Poland deported into the U.S.S.R. in the course of the occupation

_ of Polish territory from September, 1939, to June 22nd, 1941,
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“The number of Polish citizens thus in the U.S.S.R. is about
2,000,000, of whom 300,000 are soldiers,

“Not all Polish priests have been freed. According to the
list presented by the Polish Embassy in Russia to the Soviet
Government, some 150 are in the Solowiecki Islands in the White
Sea. They have not yet been released, because there have
been no communications with the islands during the winter.
These priests have all been subjected to hard manual labour.”

The question arises why are priests exiled or imprisoned,
even if the statemerits of the “Annuario Pontificario” are rejected
as insufficient evidence? In my youth, when I was a Catholic,
before T had made practical acquaintance with the hardships of
the working people under capitalism, before I had made acquaint-
ance with the works of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin, and
began to get a real, new, understanding of nature and society,
I recall it used to be said that Catholics followed the Church in
religious matters, but not in politics, and that the Church should
not take sides in politics.

The Hierarchy in the Soviet Union evidently forgot that
simple idea, and, like leaders of the Greek Orthodox Church,
took sides with the former exploiting elements, who conspired to
restore Czarism and capitalism. This brought them into con-
flict with the Soviet State, on purely political and not religious
grounds. The Soviet people support the Socialist system, and
will not allow anyone to assist their enemies destroy it. The
members of the Hierarchy were exiled for this reason, and not
because they insisted on saying prayers or practicing the rites
of the Church. It can only be hoped that Father Ryan’s belliger-
ence against Socialism will not lead him into similar error, if
Socialism comes to Australia in our time.

Certainly, he would not be allowed to tour the Soviet Union
accusing the leaders of the Government and people of non-
existent murders, in his lurid language, and branding them as
“Cain.” Neither would he be allowed to slander the Australian
Government in such a fashion because it does not grant all the
concessions to the Church demanded by the Hierarchy. :

Father Ryan says “he discreetly omits all mention of the
orgy of torture and murder inflicted on the Catholic clergy and
laity by the Spanish Reds and their Moscow Masters.”

The Communists, to the contrary, have often dealt with this
allegation. The Communist Party of Spain was opposed to
persecution of religious people. The Anarchists, who were
strong in Spain, had a different view, and retaliated against the
Church because of its alliance with the Moors, Hitler and Musso-
lini, against the Spanish Republic. The Communists are not
‘responsible for the actions of other organisations. And it would
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not be surprising if the people committed

) . | sOme excesse i
the Church because of its line-up with their enemiess a%a;]l;lst
excesses could bq Iavmded, in the future, if the Churéh alt 7
its 'polltical opposition to movements of the people, The wheli.s
?ollcl}’ of th_efSp.e}msh Communist Party was to win the Cathol?c:
or the anti-fascist struggle, and not to repel th iti
against the religious. i ; e by At

v Father Ryan “discreetly” refrains from mentioning Guernica

'itjn the atrocities by Franco and his Moors against captured

femoc_rats‘, as wg:li as making no mention of the hideous state
of affairs in Spain at the present moment.

Father Ryan again fails, in his pamphl i i
Euthethated. concrete instance of pallelgcst'otlc;rfé:i a.bsmtghle
Spanish Reds and their Moscow masters” any more th};n hg
did in re_gardvt_o the myth of the “murder” of Catholic priests in
the Soviet Union. Ts it the old story of flinging mud in th
hope that some of it will stick? It will be noted that he de?
fend_s Franco, the ally of our Axis enemies, and insults the
5_01'161 Union, our ally, which has done so muc,h to savé civili
tion from fascist barbarism. Father Ryan apparently is sa(;
worried over t}_1e soul of the people that he fails to- notice .hst
happens to their bodies under fascism. e
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PART II

Hierarchy is Anti-Labor and
Pro-Capitalist

Dr. Ryan denies that the Hierarchy believes in capitalism.

Fortunately, an important witness can be called against him,
in the person of Dr. Rumble, who conducts a question and
answers column in the “Catholic Weekly.”

In the issue of that journal of September 16th, 1043, he
replies to a questioner as follows:—

“THE A.L.P. PLEDGE.”

“Bewildered,” Summer Hill

Q.: During the elections I was sent a leaflet which said that
every member of the ALP. has to sign the statement: i
pledge myself to actively support and advocate at all times the
party’s objective—the socialisation of industry, production, dis-
tribution and exchange.”

R.: That is true.

Q.: Can that objective be harmonised with Catholic social
principles?

R.: Certainly not, if it be taken at its face value. If industry,
production, distribution and exchange were complete_ly social-
ised, personal rights to the ownership and use of private pro-
perty would be violated, individual enterprise would be crippled,
and economic dictatorship on the part of the State would be
established; and Catholic principles would be so violated tbat
no Catholic could in conscience support such a state of affairs.

Q.: If not, how is it that so many Catholic Labor men have
brought themselves to sign that pledge?

R.: They do not take it at its face value. If the pledge be
interpreted as meaning the socialisation of “every form” of
industry, and of “all” the means of production, distribution and
exchange, then they regard it as a chimerical dream, never likely
to become a practical issue. And they certainly do not intend
their own support of the Labor Party to include a guarantee
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to work actively towards such an end.

They interpret the
gocialisation pledge much more mildly, and intend only lawful
applications of the theory. They certainly reserve the right to
vote against particular measures which would violate social
justice.

Q.: Do you think that Catholics are morally justified in
signing such a pledge?

R.: Yes, since the wording of the pledge leaves itseli open
to various interpretations, Catholics are free to intend the sense
they put wpon it. I admit that it would be hetter were the
nbjectives so worded as to exclude explicitly the extreme sense -
Commuqists would attach to it. And if there were any danger
of such a sweeping application in practice, Catholic Labor men
would be obliged to resist it, and use their infiuence to get the
wording of the objective modified accordingly. But as things
stand, they can intend a limited application of State ownership
and control, work for that, and promote other lawful measures
of Labor policy.

Q.: The words have to be noted that the pledge promises
“active support and advocacy at all times” of the Party’s
objective.

R.: That does not increase the difficulty, so long as the
Party’s objective itself remains vague and undefined. Labor men
themselves are not agreed as to what it involves. If it were
brought up for discussion and definition, different groups of
Labor supporters would fight for their different interpretations.
During the election, Dr, Evatt spoke of the great development
awaiting private enterprise in Australia after the war. He was
not challenged by the A.L.P. with having violated the pledge
to actively support and advocate at all times the socialisation
of industry, production and exchange; nor was he conscious of
having done so. And Catholic Labor men are as free as non-
Catholic Labor men to interpret the objective in what they regard o
as a reasonable sense.

Q.: The wording of the objective does not suggest any
restriction.
; R.‘: I admit that it. would be better if it did, but, at the same
time, it does not positively exclude a restricted interpretation.
; Q.: But even granted a restriction, is there any sense in
which such socialisation could be defended?

R.: Yes. Catholic social principles permit State ownership
of what can be called key industries and public utilities, as
transport, the post office, water and sewerage provisions; or,
for that matter, of any enterprises essential to the general
welfare of the community, yet run inefficiently by private owners.
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isati 3 ion, distribution,
sonalisation of all the means of production, 0
t::lt r:v?ct:ll;)l?iabe another matter. That would violate moral prﬁn;
i iles and no Catholic could support it. And T am sure t at
J%ptho,lic Labor men would not be the only ones to protest against
: 'Eaand resist it. Many non-Catholic Labor men would join them
in doing so.” : : i
. Dr. Rumble’s replies are both instructive and precise. He
oppose.s Socialisation in any form, and states that mteréere:pe
with capitalist private propc—ll;:ty in bthl»_: means p?ifvalt)gooté:n?s
i principles.” eves in
“violates moral principles.” If one beli 5 ) m
i ieve in the hiring
in of the mines and factpries, one h‘as to be
?fllsvzfge workers to operate them, which means that these wggc
workers must have no real property of their own, o;lherth? lﬁa?é
toi ] italist owners have
ould not toil for others. The capi hav
‘]:,roﬁts, which can only be provided by the exploitation of the
workers. ;

If you defend capitalist private own;rs}_np, then you neces-
sarily defend capitalism and all that capitalism entaﬁs.. ,

f i forms in nowise alters

The advocacy of a numb(fr‘of minor re d
the situation, fundamentally. The Hierarchy thus defqnlc.l:.ncl:ap;?;
against the objective of the Labor movement, Soc;al i
by doing so is undoubtedly a prop of the present system. §

While agreeing with Dr. Rumble that the_]?f“.rote'stantslegne
the atheists in the A.L.P. als_o sign the SoelaﬁsagRoln %le gis
with the same “reservation,” it is p!m_n thatl dr. t;r:ctively
worried about the ethical aspects of signing a pl_e ge b
suppori an objective in which one does not believe a o ;
that if Dr. Ryan caught the Communists behaving in §|.ltc k?' 0[3:;
it would only confirm him in his illusion about our “lac
moral code. } :

The A.L.P. is not a Socialist workerls' Party, b_ut a le?ir:l
capitalist one, and has no-intention of 1mpleme§lh’ngs;tepglen!;
quch as that outlined in the ObJCCtl]:E; Dr. Rumble’s :
\ i he workers.
makes that only plainer to t <

The Hierarchy, however, goes further. It‘mstti;.lct;o:;:f}
organises its more fanatical followers to fight ahgam's':nd. :'nisleads
“ ists within the trade unions and A L.P. branches, ?)sals i
them into opposing all manner of progressive proposals, fe2
because the Communists may support them; a case in po;;ens.tilge
oppow}tion to industrial unionilsm which ol:_»w?lzls-lgr.:t;zgfls L

- uni ovement, as well as many simi 5 !
Phas un:t?]? ?ﬂe “Lettérs to the Editor” column's Qf ?hebdmlly
g:s:ffvith denunciations of Communism and specialise in "En;:m-
ipng nearly every progressive movement or measure as

munist inspired.” ;
15




promote religious sectarianism in the trade uni /

to keep religious denominational squabbling :tm:m;f t}xeLwEnt
movement, at all costs, as it divides the working class amczll Ps.r
tlﬁerefore. a bosses’ weapon. It is more a question of I:C.strainirlig‘
those wh_o are becoming hostile to certain Catholics, because of
the reactionary ro_le they are playing and who would therefore
brand all the believers in the Catholic faith as ;‘rualr:lionarier "
To the contrary, the overwhelming majority of ‘Catholic work:{'s
are among the most loyal supporters and fighters of the Labor
movement, and it is with them that the Communists want t
establish the closest comradely relations in the common stryj 10
against the exploiters of the workers. e

Despite Father Ry i§
yan, the “outstretched hand” is i
: : and will
:ver rgmam, a cardinal feature of the Communist I’ar,t\-"s polii:}:
i:v;arw:a;t)};i (]:Jat.ho}?lllchworkers, because the unity of the workers
y ‘which we can proceed achiev i i
B . iire. P to achieve the liberation

“It was not long before i
all power was in the hands of Leni
: g E s _enin
gt(l)c‘ldat(:en’}t:l Committee of eighteen Commissars elected by the
3 Bte, en there began a terrible time for Russia. Every-
thfgg was tg belong to the State, so all factories, land and every-
St;tg needed for production was taken from the owners and made
g f prgperty. The geeple were all like slaves, having to do
: ?everdwork was given to them to do. Churches, monas-
eries and convents were either destroyed or used for,thc pur-
E::zst%f t"}Il’f-l Party in power. Everyone who resisted was
whe:}leeel:c:.e hag people work‘_il%g in factories or the land or any-
no power. 1ey could not call their soul thei
] souls their
g::gilylio:?xfédd:fg St}c]) to’l’)Ject to 'ng]at was done, they were
G ot he’ Rnssians: are il
rt n : still ruled
bérrst;rror. . . . “During the first five years, about 1 701;)1]090:]
Eruelf;rs waT;i g:r(!?;utcgi. tMﬁny Lﬁ them were first torturc,d 11:105t
i priests, but all who dared to practice religi
. . ) % 5 £10
32:2 :penlf dc’}}arged “‘mtb being against the Government%ang
motherxecucf i Children were taken by force from their
st s and put into State nurseries and schools, where they
foibidactlt\}zll);;s&tghttﬁo doh whzﬂ: the commandments of Go}d
rbid. er, then, that there were soon plent i
1 of
i::—)n‘:{nailﬁa’; :f -th; They alwa&rs have been made to wollik 'f‘}l}ngg
they say or do anything against Stali ' i
?'%;tg’f;?sy wfillee Shﬂkt, and' they may first be tort:::e;:}’d i
rs of Russia know that no Stat 1d exi less it
took as one of its guidin inci o Ll
g principles the command 3
shalt not steal’ Conse i i g
: ; quently, stealin forbid i
Russians steal, the i impri gy
i y will be imprisoned or put t
1 ] o death.
Russians keep from stealing as long as they are afraid to stea?g
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Father Ryan makes the silly statement that the Communists

post
in t
these children, 1f suc
~ young minds, ho
they grow to ma
of thing is not a
concern of t
movement,
dangers for t
a consequence, new Wars.
When you add to thi
Soviet Union in
of the lies of t

Rather an .
47 Yes, gentle reader, I can mm
this fanatical slander o

Catholics, &
for the ga
welcome our 2
over fascisni, and
_war period.
his detestable way, against t

workers
“Some people,

the misery caused

owned all the means “of productio 3
made all the marketing arrangements. But

e enterprise should be helped and
hould be allowed to own land as

pook used in the Roman Catl
Jong with most

llant Soviet people and
ith them as the guarantee of victory

e hopes for a better world in the

banks, etc., and
most people t
encouraged,
they do in A

So you see

{liance W

he Australian comimuni
to oppose a teaching W
he future, of rup

he Trotsky-inspire
arine, Eastman and others, one is al
new generation of anti-Soviet st
our midst. And

hink that privat
and that people s
ustralia.”

objective way to teac
agine your surprise when you

¢ the Soviet Union is from a
1olic schools at the present moment.
Australians, are filled with admiration

as one of th

h history to children, isn't

their struggle to-day, and

Vet their children’s minds are being poisoned,

nestly support the

nhood and womanhood?

matter for the Hi

the R.C. press

: the significant thin
single reference to, let alone condemna

The children are turnc
Australia as well. The capitalist is
is what is saved to help peo
Kelly saves £50, and puts it in a ba
someone who will spe
ials or on the
Capital.” Just
profit at the expense O
* is not wrong unless a m
of the workers.”
dice the children’s min

occasional statements "
“chould have good wages. :
called Socialists, think that a great deal of

by competition wou

nd it on build

expenses of marketing. :
No mention of rent, interest an

like that!

to gild the

the Hierarchy not

industry against the Communists,

-
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f the toilers.
ean advantage is taken O
Many similar statements are
ds against anti-capitalist pr

he Soviet Union. How can
h a terrible falsehood is forced upon their

Anglo-Soviet Treaty when
I feel that this kind
erarchy alone, but it is the

ty, and particularly the Labor

hich contains such obvious

ture with the Soviet Union and, as

s the continuous attacks upon the
and elsewhere, the broadcasting
d Eugene Lyons, Krebs, Souv-

armed at the prospects of @

orm troopers being trained in

g is that there is not one
tion of, Hitler and fascism.

d against the Labor movement of

2 harmless fellow: “Capital

ple to produce more. Suppose Mr.

ak. The bank will lend it to
ings or machinery or mater-
All those things are

“But capitalism in itself
f the poverty
made to preju-
opaganda, with
pill, to the effect that the

1d be avoided if the State

n, namely, land, machinery,

only defends the owners of
but prejudices the minds of
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the children against the objectives of the mass of A.L.P, and

isation as well. The Hierarchy thereby sets itself i

sition to the whole of the Labor movement and itsugdblcrzlilgpgr?d
plans. It is time that the whole working-class movement
demanded that the Hierarchy confined itsclf to the teaching of
religion and left politics to the political parties. 5

The book I have been quoting is entitled the “Chj

Commu'nlst,” written by S. M. Dunstan \-\Iilsorl.C]lllltd}ilélsd ttgg
Churcl‘gs Imprimatur, and is used as a text book in the Roman
Catholic schools. It is printed and published by Pellegrini’s

Dr. Ryan quotes a passa i i
- ; ge from the “Communist Review”
qu E)qtobe_r', 1937, whn:h_refers to the numbers of “Irish Catho-
1(:3 in this country, their splendid role in the fight for freedom
and their strong irfluence in the AL.P., and which says tl'rat,

. every ally is needed in the struggle against fascism and for peace,

freedom and bread.

The article Stresses the need for united action with the R.C,
workers, and our desire to win the class-conscious c-ie:nerité
among them to the Communist Party. This arouses Dr, Ryan’s
}vrath anew. He sees it as some involved “tactic.” The st‘atement
is a clear one on the policy of the Communist Party. We make
no secret of the fact‘ that we want to recruit as many as pos-
sible, and to work with the whole body of Catholic workers for
the aim of the Labpr movement. It is true that the mass of
Catholics in Australia are workers, mainly of Irish descent.

‘No country or nation, perhaps, has suffer §
capitalism and capitalist imperialisnlz than Irdamx]egné'nfﬁg ltngli?
The commencement of Ehe rule of the capitalist class in England
dates frm:u the Great English Revolution, led by Oliver Crom-
well, which, although historically progressive, marked a new
period for Ireland. Cromwell undertook the re-conquest of Ire-
land and conducted a war of extermination against the Irish
From th;}t time onward, a capitalism developed in England £l1é
Anglo-Irish war received a new impulse and became more intjense
and gieadly,’as.Elre was transformed into the “first colony” i
English capitalist imperialism, et

Not only was there unparalleled mjilit i
pression, but the Irish industries, fa?guaagrey :;?llegfz?tuar!:ed xfrgpe-
largely destroyed. The seizure of the land and the exp]oitaticl;n
of the people reduced the peasants to I diet of potatoes, and
:iv.he_n the potato crop failed in 1840, 1,000,000 of the pea,sa&:'llrs
ied and 2,000,000 emigrated, Imperialism reduced the populati
grfh thlg ﬁll_and_ gromfmore than 8§, e e
'he Du in rising of 1916, led by James Connell 4 A
ties of the “Black and Tans” wrote a new chaJ;t:;mil;}liigtmc;-
old struggle for the land and freedom in Ireland, The stru:gl;
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rade Union workers who believe in nationalisation or Social-*

" has not yet ended, and will continue until the working-class
stablishes socialism in both England and Ireland, only then
‘can the two peoples fully co-operate, on an equal basis for the
welfare of both.

Karl Marx once commented that the existence of the Irish,
a non-Anglo-Saxon, Celtic people (whom Engels described to
Marx, after his visit to Ireland as nearly resembling the Italians
to whom they are closely related) “contradicted in the eyes of
the English bourgeois the laws of political economy.” The
capitalists believed they should be exterminated, and the country
made into a food and raw material appendage of English industry.

Such is the basis of the modern “woes of Ireland,” for which
capitalism is to be thanked. The effects of “the curse of Crom-
well” have been graphically described by Marx and Engels, the
founders of Communism. Engels, writing to Marx, after he had
visited Treland, said:

“Characteristic of this country are its ruins, the oldest from
the fifth and sixth centuries, the latest from the nineteenth—
with every intervening period. The most ancient are all
churches; after 1100, churches and castles; after 1800, the houses
of peasants. The whole of the West, but especially in the
neighbourhood of Galway, is covered with these ruined peasant
houses, most of which have only been deserted since 1846.
I never thought that a famine could have such tangible reality.
Whole villages are devastated, and there among them lies the
splendid parks of the lesser landlords, who are almost the only
people still living there, mostly lawyers.

“Famine, emigration and clearances together have accom-
plished this. There are not even cattle to be seen in the fields.
The land is an utter desert, which nobody wants. . . .

.. ."“The country has been completely ruined b)«[ the English‘ £
wars of conquest from 1100 to 1850 (for in reality b'oth the
wars and the state of siege lasted as long as that.) It is a fact
that most of the ruins were produced by destruction during the )
wars. The peaple itself has got its peculiar character from this,
and despite all their Irish nationalist fanaticism, the fellows
feel that they are no longer at home in their own country.
Ireland for the Saxon! That is now being realised. The Irish-
man knows he cannot compete with the Englishman, w_ho comes
with means in every respect superior; emigration w:ll_ g0 on
until the predominantly, indeed almost exclusively, Celtic ch‘ar-
acter of the population is all to hell. How often have the Trish
started to try and achieve something, and every time they have
been crushed, politically and industrially. By consistent oppres-
sion they have been artificially converted into an utterly demor-
alised nation.” )
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- This struggle left a lasting impression on the Irigh, their
“peculiar and passionate character,” Marx said, resulteq from
iving for centuries “in a state of siege,”

And it was only the revolutionary struggle of the Irish that
relieved thig hellish state of affairs, and one of its greatest lead-
ers was the Marxist, James Connelly! Marx paid the graatest
of tributes to this national struggle when he wrote that of gzl
the races who came face to face with British imperialism, the

pointed out also that Irish independence was a
the freedom of the English working-class itself,

The descendants of the Irish emigrants, who were forcegt
out of their native land by imperialism, are to-day part and
parcel of the Breat new nations, Canada, the US.A.
own Australia, [p the building of tha new lands th

ey have
played a tremendous part, and have alway

s been in the fore-
is but Necessary to
ho died at Eureka

The Catholic Church, to ap extent, functions ag “nation-
alist” organisation ip keeping alive Irish traditions, When the
Church tries to line these workers up with an anti-democratic
monster like Franco, it ig doing violence tq the Irish tradition
of liberty and democratic struggle,

Many men of Irish race have already
famous ag leaders of the revolutionary socialist movement of
the working class; men like Foster, Chairman of the American
Communist Party, while two of its Breatest martyrs ang leaders
were the never-to-be-forgotten James Connelly, leader of the
Duhiin.Revolt ‘in 1916, and the heroic Tom Moor

become inte‘rnationa]ly

Connell wrote the “Red Flag.”

Th_e Communist Party of Australia numbers in its ranks a
very h1g:h bercentage of the descendants of the Irish emigrants,
all fighting for 4 free, Prosperous, socialist Australia and, as a

all Oppressed nations, in-

corollory, for the independence of
cluding Treland.
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PART III

The Communist Attitude
to Morals and Religlon

I quote Father Ryan: ; .
“IE order to understand the ”curre?ﬁ tpr%%iﬁ'fnnud;isstmpriestenot
: ; s :
ists and fellow-trave lers P i
Of gs?é?intlgﬂ;e]igion, or that there is truelfreed;)rrtnhgf&%inu%ist
ORI:lpssia it is necessary to know something o
morality of expediency. B
“Here is what Lenin has to say on the ::bij:c;t;vhich e
sense do we deny ethics, morals? In the s;?Ch e
zlre preached by the bourgoisie, a sense w e ke
Is from God’s commandments. OFf cours P i
glora i believe in God. We kncm_f perfectl;r we it 00
t}? nf;:m]&d.: and the bourgeoisie all c‘iatm‘sd] izterests gt
e ¢ of God, in order to protect their c}.“ bt
glac:?terq .. We deny all mora}iﬂy }t]gkgsna a;ré;ption it
-class tions. We say that this i g itz
nmt:e(éligsgi;(gmg%pthe minds of the workers and‘;:a::}r: st,ha.t ok
i]terests of the landlorhds ;ndtcgplttoahtsﬁz. et g cIal:;.s
1 i rholly subordinate ol
n:nrahig- (;? t\‘r\'le prB;Ielariat. We deducef ?111.1; ;T—glr:tl;t:?;at. gy ;
?ntlggand needs of the class struggle o Mg Ry
n?grilitv taken from outside l]}lt:m-an :t?glredglated ey ot
. e . For us morali Y 15 subo { o Librai
E? .t}E:a i;rilfgtaali?an class struggle.” (Religion, Little Len

ies, Vol. VII, pp. 55-56.) i ; o
Ser]is' v?u be noted that Lenin (a) explicitly dgfu:; t;heo;:’ :
ence gtf vE—od' b) reD“diateshthe Tegercoflg)m::llb:)?dina'tes mor-

T murder; :
which lforb;?;hlygln% 3;fc:g°tt: rthe interests of the proletarian
ality, ie, '
class struggle. : 2o § inoralits. e el

& bordination of mor: t 1
\?}h;:eaiio"’es I:hilsS i;gntical with the anarchial doctrine that
e 5 ;
fltl-eu%ﬁd justiﬁeﬁ% :lhe :1;1;555 i aand sl lvitolal lqngla:._:il; 2
. 4 ; io
leads ﬁgytl:];e;tgainment of the end desired, namely, revolu ]
ca i
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and Communist dictatorshi
that the Reds will literal s
their ends.” o M

In practice, it
€ 1t comes to this
Op at nothing in order to gain

fromF:rtl-!nTaetrLRy?ﬂ r':Iraws exaggerated and distorted conclusions

o ol i a;gmet\;!-ote, and u}lregard to Communist conceptions

of u £ iIcs generally. Th i

Justifies the means” has no plbace ine Cconceptmn o “the“enld
is

attributed to the Jesuite: : -ommunist ethics,
: 168 ¢ 3 ‘
mention. I something that our critic fails to

In the above quotation from Tenin

g ’ -enin, Father Rvan 7 i
:f:izjiiﬁtteii;};e [,li"en Commandments, and he wor&;l its?ﬁj Ss&cehmg
o "lving ) e’;al eas can draw. the conclusion that Lenin approved
s ur ?r 45 a general rule of conduyct, This is a
i :upe:{yt m;arp practice; what Lenin repudiated was
e g an} i atura a.bt:_lut,i;‘he Commandments or morals, with-
¥ 'supporting” murder. .

Lenin i
» as all other Commu_msts, was irreconcilany opposed
ual assassination as a political

been known £

I 1 for thousands of years:

mto practice. Ienin sharplyy PR
licence.

ot ! :
regard S:glprlrfo;rstmlcii will suffice to show what Lenin meant in
ooty Mg S] ar(li the class struggle; in every strike the
R saset o : '%lu ed” by the employers and their presq' e
v e o alle;:i’ toasla?;k rep':f‘-esntegtative kof all the virtues
h . : : o the workers, 1

,ﬁmi’artt}}f Strf-hk;{bi:eaker.js ’ “SICIab," the most immg']r]althcere:ttgfg
o (s § a simple j; i . .

difference in the e moruasItsratlon of the irreconcilable

class and the capitalistic on the part of the workin
: s class. What ig Sl
bad for the other, and a refutation of Fath%;osyfor the one, is

that ghere is a general, fixed sys
c;mcewable conditions,
slavery, polygamy and witch-burg;

3 -burnings were on
ow moral ideas change zg society advances, =

] em is to put them
repudiated sexual looseness or

g:;zrty, f{om bad social conditions, and can
calle; tsl?madl order; that crime is not the work of an e il
€ devil, but the product of one called ”c'apifta‘i}s i
m.
anifesto of the Com i
_the munist Party,”
tded morality as a “bourgeois pfé—
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When Marx, in the “M
wrote that the worker rega

dice” it was because, he explained, of the conditions of work-
ing-class life under capitalism and, particularly, because the
capitalist talk about morality is a sham, "behind which lurk in
ambush just as many bourgeois interests.”

Those who often glibly use the phrase “bourgeois preju-
~ dices” in regard to morals in an effort to show that the Com-
munists have “no morals,” neglect to add that it was sham bour-
geois morals, behind which the capitalists exploit and oppress
the workers, and not ethical conduct in general, to which Marx
was referring. [

It is the old trick of tearing a sentence from its context
T .~ and conveying a quite opposite meaning to that the writer had
intended. It does not mean, therefore, that the worker is a liar
or an assassin because he regards a particular moral code as a =
defence of class interests. 5
Another favorite trick of this description is the distortion
of what Lenin said in "Leftwing Communism,” when writing
about the tactics of the enemies of the Communists to keep them
out of the trade unions, that they would use the police and the
courts and would insult, bait and persecute in order to suppress
Communist activities. Under fascism, detection meant torture
and murder, In these circumstances, Lenin wrote that “it is
necessary to be able to withstand all this, to agree to any and
every sacrifice, and even—if need be—to resort to all sorts of

subterfuge in order to carry on Communist activity.”

The latter part of this statement has been widely circulated
to show the “depravity” of the Communists, while the part re-
ferring to persecution has been suppressed by our enemies, There
is nothing to it, except that Lenin considered it moral to resort
to “evasion” and “subterfuge” to combat persecution on the part
of our enemies. There is no general endorsement of “immoral”
conduct, as a rule of life, in the way our enemies misrepresent it.

In Germany, for example, Catholics are fighting an illegal
struggle in defence of their faith, against the Hitlerites. Should
they, when the Gestapo butchers begin to suspect them of such
activity, tell the Gestapo just what their activities, and who

tect their cause by resorting to “evasion and subterfuge” to put
the fascists off their trail? I think reasonable people will agree
that morality demands that they act as Lenin suggested. A
morality which would hand fighters for liberty aver to fascist
torturers would be the “morality” of a sheep, too stupid to evade
or resist the butcher. That is the real meaning of Lenin’s state-
ment. And is not the whole campaign of the ruling-class in

stratagems, manoeuvres and illegal methods, to evasion and

-

their press, over the radio, their speeches and in a thousand f.

their associates are, or should they take Lenin's advice and pro- P




other ways, based on wholesale lyi
ying and slander?
;fl?gﬂi:s tsoo fcr;trjne-ups and persecution? When is ngeﬁo&{t};?
s i l:lertnf:cl about the morals of Communists, going to
g phlet exposing and denouncing this system of Ij
ander, aimed at destroying the workers’ n{ovement b

The Rev. Ryan has much to sa -

Let him answer these questions:

€ b vhen th t to the rowth
il g v

Ar the (:Ulllnlllﬂlst 1T €y po1 t g

of Slums that llﬂVC accon pal]lﬁ(l the dfﬂ-f‘.lopl 1ent of Lapltailsm

i Arlt: we lying when we point out the poverty
ent that beset the masses under Capitalism?

y about Communist “lying.”

and unemploy-

% 4
re we lying when we expose the growth of crime?

ag o

Are we fa.Isd ing when € point t ST ti of tl E
! Y we point to he dest uc

lﬂlld b} €rosion, Etc-y a5 a IESUIt of Capita]ist nl(.'tl’lO(';Ia‘

Are we lying when i
: v we explain that the fallin i i
due to the insecurity of the people under Capim];i;ml];lgt11»rate b

We o ;
revoluti;f-lstl:a?ldczf;lzyw;rﬁli;tscrliymg when they declared that w.

101 Im} S€s accompani itali
competitive and exploiting character? &

4 Has not the history of the world since 1
1 wars, economic crises and revolutions
ployment and insecurity?

How, then, do

; » then, does Father R justi i

i o ! van justify his ents

erst'?x-:xllint (ic;i&ngumcst propaganda? And {g not St?;eglg\r:iteét a(l;gut

s alwa:ys fulﬁlirledoilgm‘.\lrlc])l;fitsi;x 223 05 the few governments th:;
0 - ar i i 1

and treaties entered into by it wi%h Ot;%;nstgltlfst;onal Es

What grander, wha
: ) t i
Db i enir?:Ob]er moral ideal can man have than

“M ! - . .
£ ?)?Jf éi:?;eslfepc-ssessmn is life, and since it is given to him
ik witho't must so live as to feel no torturing regret
o il ut purpose. So live, as not to be seared - 'tl:
- amcsfo%?zd?ngndnt[wial past; so live that dyingrwhe
I all my stren v
finest cause in the world, the liberation ofgr?ant?t:g i G
That, surely, is one of the noble .
ever placed before the human race
worded sentences from the pen 6f

N z ST
e dop;zetst:ly;cmmd_lﬁnds it difficult to understand that moral
aiclbgs® essarily depend upon a religious faith 3

rewards and punishments in a hereafter s ety

Ihe prlestl
34 t most of he crime
mind cannot under Sta_ﬂd tha 1
QO‘dﬂY 18 due to fa“lti‘ social COHdInO]iS, and can be pIaCtICa"y
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ars,
sm and its

914 been the history
, with growing unem-

st and most unselfish id

L eals
conveyed in those few simply
the immortal Lenin,

" climinated in a high

er state of society; this mind attributes it to
the innate “wickedness” of man.

It cannot conceive ofsa morality such as that put forward
by Lenin, based on unselfish service to mankind, for the advance-

. ment of human society and the betterment of the lot of the people.

Father Ryan, in his efforts to discredit the “Socialist Sixth,"”
says that the Dean of Canterbury is not a Christian who is com-
petent to write on Christianity.  From the point of view of
Father Ryan, no doubt the Moderator of the Presbyterian As-
sembly and the General of the Salvation Army are likewise here-
tics. The Dean, however, holds an important post in one o
the major Christian denominations, so there must be not a few
Christians who dispute Father Ryan’s estimation of the Dean.

However, the Communists will grant Dr. Ryan his point
in regard to Dialectical Materialism when he said that the Dean
was incorrect in believing that it is non-atheist.  Dialectical
Materialism is a thorough-going scientific philosophy of Nature
and Socety, and excludes supernatural agencies or intervention
in the laws of Nature as established by science, that is, it in-
cludes atheism. Marx and Lenin made that abundantly clear,
and no Communist would dream of denying it. The mechanical,
bourgeois Materialism of the 10th century, we can agree with
both the Dean and Dr. Ryan, is dead, and the Dialectical Mater-
ialists have played a leading part in killing it. But Dialectical
Materialism is still Materialism, and it is robustly alive and grow-
ing, is on the eve on coming into its own. The Soviet scentists
who have already made outstanding contributions to scientific
thought and practice, are Dialectical Materialists. Professor 3
B. S Haldane and his group in Britain, and similar groups
throughout the world, confirm this. Millions of Communists
accept Dialectical Materialism as their philosophy, as the theore-
tical basis of Marxism. 1
rote that the religious world is the “reflex of
the real world,” and “religion is the sigh of the hard-pressed
creature, the heart of a heartless world, as it is the soul of soul-
less circumstances. It is the opium of the people.”

Lenin elaborated this core of the Marxian standpoint in
“Socidlism and Religion™:

Karl Marx w

“In modern capitalist countries the basis of religion is prim-"

The roots of modern religion are deeply embedde_d
in the social oppression of the working masses, and in their
apparently complete helplessness before the blind forces of
capitalism, which every day and every hour cause a thousa_nd
times more horrible suffering and torture for ordinary working
folk than are caused by exceptional events, such as war, earth-

quakes, etc.

arily social.
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the masses—a force which at every step in life threatens the
worker and the small business man with ‘sudden,’ ‘unexpected’
'acmder}tal’ destruction and ruin, bringing in their train beggary:
pauperism, prostitution and death from starvation—this is the
tap-root of modern religion which, first of all, and above all
the materialist must keep in mind, and if he does not wish to,
remain stuck for ever in the infant school of materialism.”

Primitive man was oppressed-by the forces of nature, fires
floods and droughts, etc, and having no scientific knowledge,
and a poorly developed economy, he worshipped Nature, whic};
algo could reward him with good seasons and comparative plenty
with sunshine, as well as “punish” him with tidal waves and voI-'
canoes. In the more developed societies, class oppression and
poverty gave the mass basis to religion, “the sigh of the hard-
{_:}1;1::;5;«11_::freal:ure.‘;1 Ilt became their “opium,” because it induced

e belief that the joys denied th i is
e g joy em in this world would be

e It th-elzefore deadened the struggle against the Oppressors.
The religious 1_'eﬂex of the real world can, in any case, only
then finally vanish, when the practical relations of everyday life
it::_ﬂ‘er to ‘:?an none but perfectly intelligible and reasonable rela-
ions with regard to his fellow men and to nature.” (Marx
Po1, Vol. 1. “Capital.”) g . ;

This concept of religion on the part of the Communists com-
pletely destroys Father Ryan’s thesis that the Communists think
they can destroy religion with “fire and sword.” To the con-
trary, it makes it plain that the Communists realise that only
the improvenient of the material conditions of the masses, the
dev_elopment of knowledge of nature through scientific invlesti-
gation and the construction of a just and reasonable social order
can cause the “religious reflex” of the real world of poverty
slavery and war, to “vanish.” To attempt to uproot it by force'
would but add to the strength of religion,

There remains the attitude of the Socialist State to the

. Churches and religion. Lenin defined the principlés upon which
the State in the Soviet Union acts in this sphere: “The State
must not concern itself with religion; religious societies must
not be bound up with the State. Everyone must be absolutely
!'f'ee to profess whatever religion he likes, or to profess no reli-
gion, ie, to be an athiest, as every Socialist usually is. There
must be no discrimination whatever in the rights of citbizens on
:e‘lfglous grounds. Even particulars concerning the religion of
c:!:lze’:.ls on official documents must be completely done awa
with,” (Lenin: “Socialism and Religion.”) ‘ :
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‘of capitalism, blind because its action cannot be foreseen by -

EEpNP s Top Ay

" convictions of the priest could,
‘regarded as a matter in wh

" them. We are absolutely opposed to the slightest affront to
" these workers’ religious convictions.

" order to carry on an active struggle against religion.

Do we accept workers with religious convictions into the
; i ty? : i
m‘g::i?lsi.gz; yanswered the question as fpllows: "If. a pnelsl #
mes to co-operate with us in our work—if he conscientiously
erforms Party work, and does not oppose the Party programme,
we can accept him into the ranks, for the contradictions bei!:w_'een
the spirit and principles of our programme, a:nd the religious
in these circumstances, be

ich he contradicts himsgif,_ as one il
which concerns him alone. We must not only admit into tge
Spcial-Democratic (Communist) Party all those .workers who
still retain faith in God, we must redouble our efforts to recruit

We recruit them in order

in the spirit of our programme, and not in 7 et
to educate them in the sp ) e

and Religion.”) : y 2 1
This brief summary of the teaching of Marx and Lenin re 5

futes Dr. Ryan’s view that the .onl_v relation Communists have
to religion is that of a persecuting force. Y
Dr% Ryan is entitled to believe that our theory that rghgnqﬁ
is an outcome of material, social c_ond:twns, and that it w!“
wither away as these improve, is incorrect. The future_t\i\;l
determine who is right and who wrong in this L_'egard, but nei elf'
our views on religion nor the religious convictions of sections o
the working class are in any way a barrier to co-oﬂeratml? 1;1
the fight against the injustices and opp.riesls_lctm lof aan:l“:; 11:]1;“,
; : : e - i -
rrespective of their opinions, by the capitalist class, and, : :
lzu:l- eﬁd to all oppression and persecution for either religious or
litical opinions. 3 L 5 !
po}’lfhc ll:ztcst reported developments 1n regard to r'ellglofnt;ln
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics are a rlefuta:non[o ible“’
main claim of the R.C. Hierarchy that religion is being forc d;r
aholished there. These developments are important anddmth: &
cate a new phase in the relations of the Churches an a8
Socialist State in the Soviet Union. . :
hm]i‘il}gatriarch and Holy Synod have been EfsaEhShed‘ wiﬂ:ltﬂ::
i r This wou e equivalel
consent of the Soviet Government. : fob s
the Roman Catholic
1d the College of Cardinals in Ron
il:fu;f:ﬂ?: alDr. Garbett, the second highest dignitary l?f thels
Church of England, has been visiting Moscow, and the following

report appeared in the “S. M. Herald":
L W’S OPEN CHURCHES. HUGE
e CONGREGATIONS.”

hip in Mos-
“Petween 40 and 50 churches are jopen for wors .

cow, and others are being re-opened,” says the Archbishop of
York, Dr. Garbett, according to a message from Moscow. :
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ﬁ;ti-reﬁgious- propaganda in the Soviet Union will be
,”” he says. :

“A delegation from the Russian Orthodox Church has ac-
~cepted Dr. Garbett’s invitation to visit Britain,

“Dr. Garbett says: ‘I am convinced that there is the fullest
freedom of worship in Russia, and I have EVEry reason to expect
it to continue after the war, M. Stalin, being a great statesman,
recognises the power of religion. I never experienced such huge
congregations as here in Moscow.' "

What is the basis of this new development? The Orthodox
Church in Russia has supported with vigour the struggle of the
Soviet people against the fascists, it has called for the defence
of the country against the barbarous invader, and called for a
struggle against fascism everywhere. Socialism hag been built
successfully, the whole life of the people has been transformed
on to a higher basis, as the Dean’s book so vividly shows (in-
cidentally, Dr. Ryan showed his lack of concern for the material,
economic and cultural improvement of the Russian people by
Mever once mentioning in his pamphlet the Dean's presentation
of this), and this constitutes the basis of the invincible unity of
the people behind the Soviet Government. Mr. Churchill re-
marked that no other government could have retained the con-
fidence of the people in circumstances in which the Soviet
was placed in the early phase of the Hitlerite invasion, The
victory over the fascist hordes, which now ig being rapidly
consummated, further strengthens the Soviet Government and
Socialism. - Socialism cannot be overthrown, either from within
or without. Realising this, the Orthodox Church has ccased its
struggle against the Soviet Government and Socialism,

This allowed the Soviet Government to give more freedom
to the Church, once it was satisfied the heads of the Church
were no longer enemies, seeking its overthrow, and the restora-
tion of the capitalist system. Communists and Christians can
now work freely together for the building of the ideal society
upon Soviet territory. The “outstretched hand” has been ac-
cepted. Dr. Ryan says that the Communists want to introduce
“class struggle tactics,” dividing the “clergy and the laity” into
the Church. The developments in the Soviet Union show that
this is not so. We do not ‘object to Catholic, or any other
workers retaining their religion, We ask them not to be trans-
formed into the instruments of capitalism by the reactionary
policies of Hierarchies. The Communists have no desire for a
struggle with the Hierarchy of the R.C, Church., The latter are

- the aggressors,

While the Hierarchy continue to enter into politics, against

the essential interests of the working class, we will have to
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B 1 exposs theso polltice: C?lthaiigﬁc?m&‘tt“h:”
Sves should strive for a change in_the p de to the
nselves s guan end to its unconscionable attitu Sl ke
erarcill}f.i;r? Finally, the Communist Partgho?i?;mt]gmtcsﬁﬂi

iet n B £ 4 Ca i 2 & i
‘?’:&‘? for the united front of all workers; the workers’ interests,

nists, for the defence o W e
.LE" %‘g([i)r(éi’)?nl:le?lt of ’wages, hours and conditions, and for
for the 1

ultimate eration of the t i loyment, exploita-
i e lib i f the toilers from unemp t. : t.
tion a Ty W Y ve ¢

order of society.




5. The last election took Place in April, 1941; Charekhehan,
‘the Archbishop of the American Eparchies, Ovsipian (New
York) and the Archbishop of Rumania, Zagrebian, and others
were then elected to the Council,

“All the foreign Eparchies of the Armenia.rl-Gregorian
Church (Rumanian, Bulgarian, Greek, French, F ‘ptian, Syrian,
Iranian-Indian, American and others) are sub-ordinated tg the
Catholicos of Achmiadzinsk, wha is the head of all the believing
Armenians.

“On the territory of the US.SR. there are nine acting
Armenian-Gregorian Churches.
: “There are:—

Synagogues

“In Moscow there are three synagogues, of which one is
the Great Choral Synagogue, which has its own administration.

e M0 4o 1041, religious books under 414 different titles were
issued in the U.SS.R. by the various religious bodies.”
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