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Contemporary Atheism

T T 08 P8GR by saying that | often wonder exactly
Inakes some people “ authorities,
tn Can Hnderstand, of course, that a grea Paln
vel,lB a Nt about painting, that a famous no\c
tirT giVe a budding writer some excellent advice, that a
nIL° history or of;physics with many degrees to
teach his students *to pass stiff
‘uto K li)lls* But sometimes, especially when 1 listen

«\0lu 16  the bright experts on the Third Programme,
k'opieT (who passed their script. Who made these
Joyce I) . [l"™Mhorities ” ? A recent lecture on James

hut h « *r/ Hem\Y lieed made rne roar with laughter.
Marita ' *? a hict that for Roman Catholics, M. Jacques
PUed j* las h)Ug been a name almost worthy to be
«Mald p Nle G °h Aquinasr—or should 1 say, Mgr.
s VI " It really does liot matter, for M. Maritain
s Vv |° “he most distinguished French Catholics with
H to his name and, for some of liis work, no
of g y Reserves his reputation. As | have not read
X ot'.' GXCept tlie article | am about to deal with, i
IjLj Say for certain.
a e \als eVery right to deal with any subject he likes
1w vy to criticise them. And as He chose to give
&> °n Atheism for the Third Programme the other
titled down to listen and see what famous con-
ugre.Nil, V Frenchman who was a Roman Catholic with
jo inNilefePutati®ii, could say on a philosophy about which
, fleiva 1 ias Keea written—a philosophy accepted by
~siSf :Ind d’'Holbach, to sav nothing of many only just
Mi>alOk than these eminent masters.
AthgOin called it  The cleaning of Contemporary
and it was translated into English and
the noted Catholic actor, Air. Robert
"ng"lcv yortunately, it was also reprinted in The
SdeiJiw ~cb gave the the opportunity of reading it at
%oaf. ~ ben | heard the lecture Twas set wondering
Kt ,nat onee— W10 made Al. Maritain an authority ?
>einir i3 " difficult for an mtelllgent man of letters,
i France., to “ mug up ft subject™ and
{ic| lIGyer did shock the French .quite as much as
°ther words, Al. Maritain could easily have
Vt eni wbt Atheism really was.

h>vSf ;T id 1 forest of words, he proves quite con«
, b pgj. le bas only the most hazy notion of its tenets.

ifrred

s* n  Atheism in fact seemed to me quite as silly
H L
S J reinyn'ibered that Bradlaugh and some of.

i] b theln™?raries insisted that they never denied God

was to deny the various explanations or

4 u(li S”en by believers; and this seemed to me to

m to (plcron with very little difference. Tf one is

i’V ihy?V all the definitions of a Deity presented to

"M\ nerbt as well deny the “ Almighty '’ right away,
vwr compromised on tliis.
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Alaritain appears to me t° claim that Atheists really
believe that God exists but they refuse him and defy
him. “ Absolute Atheism,” he declares, *“ is also
positive. It is something much more than a simple
absence of belief in God; it is a refusal of God and a/
defiance of God.” 1 say quite deliberately that anyone
who can talk like that about Atheism is just talking
nonsense.

Any “ Atheist ” who “ refuses ” God or who “ defies
him must necessarily believelthat God exists. He
cannot therefore be an Atheist. And'really that need be
the only criticism of the eight closely reasoned columns
with which we are favoured from the French Catholic
“ authority ” on Atheism.

But Al. Maritain insists on showing the difference
between “ positive ” Atheism and “ absolute ” Atheism
which are lie says “ involved in a dual contradiction.”
By positive Atheism, lie tells us he means “ an active
combat against everything that reminds us of God— an
anti-theism rather than an Atheism properly so called.”
He lias a right to define his terms in any way lie likes
of course but he has no right to expect an Atheist to
accept his definition especially if it is unmitigated
rubbish. As an absolute ” Atheist myself, 1 do not
combat everything that reminds me of God for the very
simple reason that nothing does. As | do not believe
that any God exists, how can | be reminded of him ?
What can possibly remind me ? The men of God— and
I jim sure M. Maritain is ready at any time to grovel
before them as it is they who remind him of God— no more
remind me of any God than does an African witch doctor.

AL Alaritain, however, does admit the existence of
a negative Atheism “ which rejects the idea of God and

replaces it by a simple void.” -Well; | certainly reject
the idea but what is meant by “ replacing it hyjx simple
void 7 ? | haven’'t the ghost of an idea of what

Al. Alaritain means by his God and | do not replace
something 1 do not understand by a void. There is no
void. There is simply the absence of any idea of God—
the idea which Al. Alaritain believes in so fervently or
the idea propagated by an ordinary witch doctor. Tf \
reject the idea of a Griffin, this surely does not mean
T have replaced it by a “ void.”

When, however, he gets into the heart of the discus-
sion we soon see him lost in that extraordinary maze of
stupidity and insolence with which only Catholic intel-
lectuals can get away. They think, as no doubt he does,
that they are all profound; and no doubt they are to
the average Catholic. They remind me of the patronising
way with which 1 have always been greeted when
declaring myself an Atheist. “ Aly dear chap,” some
nobody will say, soothingly, “ not an Atheist—an
Agnostic, a Rationalist if you will, but not, not an
Atheist.” They do not continue however in this strain
after one minute’s discussion with me.

Al. Maritain* gives us what he calls “ certain rational
and speculative inquiries into the problem of God,” and
then calmly proceeds to add that the Atheist “ has not
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submitted these so-called jphilosophical arguments . . .
to any critical examination. He takes them for granted.”
This kind of writing leaves me helpless. The idea that
Maritain, or any Catholic, can provide Atheists with
arguments which we cannot easily answer, or that we
take for granted certain ‘‘Aunt Sallies ” put up very
carefully by them, and thus become negative or positive
or absolute Atheists who really believe in Cod Almighty
as defined by the Pope, but prefer to defy him is just
solemn nonsense. Mr. Speight went on and on repeating
variations of this kind of thing from his master, quite
possibly feeling he was doing God’s work.

In the end, M. Maritain confidently assured us that
what we needed were “ signs or miracles ” ! And he
finished up, as so many of his kind invariably do, to
advise us to believe in God so that “ the earthly hope in
the Gospel can become the quickening force of temporal
history. ”

I am quite sure that the Directors of Religious Broad-
casting really believe that this specimen of sheer drivel
will teach “ contemporary ” Atheists the Truth, and
bring them back contritely and humbly to grovel before
Jesus or one of his priests. If that is not the case, then
1 cannot see the object of spending good money on this
kind of hopeless futility.

And, anyway, how many» Atheists Imve joined the
Roman Church as *a result of the broadcast ?

H. CTJTNER,

ANTIQUITY'S BEQUEST TO LATER TIMES

THE late Professor, W. G. de Burgh’'s Legacy uf the
Ancient World (new edition, revised and enlarged,
Macdonald, 517 pp., 1947, 21s.) is a work of considerable
merit. Well written and so clearly expressed that he
who runs may read it is nevertheless marred by blots and
blemishes. While stressing' the permanent benefits of
the teachings of the Old Testament prophets in their rejec-
tion of Israel’s old tribal god and devotion to monotheism,
our author constantly assumes the authenticity of the so-
called Pauline Epistles and never suggests that the
genuineness of many of them has been seriously ques-
tioned by eminent critics, or that Prof. Van Manen rejects
them all as spurious in the Encyclopaedia Biblica. More-
over, the martyrdom and burial in Rome of Peter and Paul
are treated as truly historical. Also, in an appendix he
craves, much in the spirit of Arnold Toynbee, for the
restoration, of “ pure Christianity as a panacea for
the trials and sufferings we now endure.

Still, apart from alleged Judaic contributions to ethics
and theology, our historian traces the genesis of modern
science, culture and philosophy to the tiny Greece of
antiquity, and admits that the legal codes of contemporary
Christendom are very deeply indebted to the law-givers
of Pagan Rome. Still, the whole realm of secular culture-
reposes on ancient Hellas. As Dr. de Burgh eloquently
avows: “ In philosophy and science in art and literature,
the Greek genius achieved results which in their range
and value are without comparison in the history of man-
kind. * The period which intervened between the birth of
Pericles and the death of Aristotle, i.e., the fifth and fourth
centuries n.o. in Greek history, is undoubtedly whether
considered by itself or with reference to the effects it pro-
duced on the destinies of civilised man the most memor-
able in the history of the world? ° So wrote Shelley, and
all thinkers and poets are witnesses to the truth of his
words*.**

Hebrews, Hellenes and Romans alike, were chiicit
of the Mediterranean area, and this, or its viell 1
the cradle of civilisation. But with Romes
Mediterranean tradition was continued by Byzilll 1 jy
city States of Italy, including Venice, until MiI91
century of our era, when the discoveries of Coimii ~
Gama, Diaz, Magellan, and other seamen n°»
larged men’s concepts of space, but led to the c
economy now prevalent. . oCf

The volume under review contains a
of the rise and progress ot Hellenism. Plato,
Aristotle, Herodotus, Hesiod and Homer, WA\erai®
illustrious Greeks all receive their due meed of
arid appreciation. The chapter devoted to the. 81 .*K
and glory of Athens is truly magnificent. Tribute ~ {
to Thucydides, the premier Greek and, perhapj "™
greatest of all historians, ancient or modern, » ™ t
served the splendid oration of Pericles in honoui gl
soldiers who had fallen in combat with the en
Athens. Thus, Pericles acclaims the ideal ~ iL
democratic State: “ Our form of government 1 (@
enter into rivalry with that of others. We do >
our neighbours but are an example to them. '
that we are called a democracy, for the administ™ »
in the hands of the many and not of the few.
the law secures equal justice to all alike, in then' 1 ~
disputes, the claim of excellence is also* recogniy/ »
when a citizen is in any way distinguished, he. N
ferred to the public service, not as a matter of PI $
but as the reward of merit. Neither is poverty |1
but a man may benefit his country, whatever y »
the obscurity of his condition. There is no exclus™c
in our public life. We are lovers of the beflI®
yet simple in our tastes, and we cultivate fhG»
without loss of manliness. Wealth we employ 1j.
talk or ostentation, but when there is areal use G

At a later period, Rome inherited much O0"$
splendour of Greece. All Latin science, literalm ®
art, was dependent on Grecian models. In Rome *
magnificent days, Hellenic influences proved
.dominant. If the Latins conquered Greek domi
Hie intellect of Hellas dominated every departml
Rome’s cultural life, save that of jurisprudence |

When surveying the overthrow of '‘the Roman rH »
our author concedes that the assassination of ; {i
Caesar was the worst blunder recorded in history. Y jp
refuses to regard this murder as a crime by pleading »
Brutus and Cassius were incapable of compreh”j.*
what even Cicero failed to realise: that the Pfl
republic was doomed. And ho even cites Shakes]1%
appellation of Brutus as the noblest Roman of the*1ll j
Brutus the avaricious usurer who charged his clidlp’
per cent, interest on his loans. Still, even Homer
and our greatest playwright seems to have done
this occasion. Aet, in JTamlet he refers to the I
Julius, while in Richard 111, we read :—

“ That Julies Cie*sar was a famous man:

With what his valour did enrich his wit,

His wit set down to make hi*s valour live:

Death makes no conquest of this conqueror»,,
For now he lives in. fame, though not in life< i

Dante, however, consigned Brutus, Cassius ano'/J'tV
Iscariot to hell’'s hottest regions as the arch-mak’ 1y
in history. Truly, Ciesar paid dearly for his cF i
in permitting no proscriptions or confiscations "'1™I’
most venemous and spiteful enemies were entirely 11>
mercy and, becoming indifferent to his danger, n
armed to his death, thus leaving his many beflc
projects unfulfilled.
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- It is MMEHIE to reconcile the Mcto” .0V thigyliddle

/s oi Catholicism presented m u  authorities. ™ 1 ;
that of Dr. Coulton and other expert N dead*

he presents the secularisation oi Reformation
manifested during the Renaissan uotnio pnncip e>
periods, on purel¥] evolutionary and to turn ~oin
He assures us that: “ We “hav

haute to the .
century, Ba 1 nf the sixteenth

- Xmuelais8 Mbntaifne; > “‘erv” te§ whée sevbll -
peare to appreciate the magm m  w™Olly absorbec

ton. Shakespeare’s interest  a «etnal surroundings.

mhuman life, as enacted amid ds perplexities am
=* In portraying men’s iIntellectual pep ~ ~ the

"“ii'dl crisis, he gives scarcely a 7 humanism wa’

Ji*to come. By the sixteenth cc ..Uarism was doiuny

dthe af_cendant; and the SLPmt o m ;ustinctivelv in then
«* explicitly in men’s thought, and n~n

Practice. The age oi reason had Deg, = candidly
. The work of a Christian Thekv " N iu

'“knowledges the dependence ° ~cnlations of Plotinus,
2«y ease, Its indebtedness to the spec = ;Uieicnt thinkers
ylhagovas, Plato' Aristotle fn(l ~ '.,h's conclusions, one

au if one cannot accept all de ', 7instance, his tnbn
In'st admire his breadth of view. js noteworthy

" 'he Sage of Perney aQd his ad * the eighteenth

'vUu he avers that “ the fleeting n Voltaire s

datury sounded the knell of P°'s . . constitutes one °

piw/ re of the Galas tragedy WhHieR €BRktitutes one of

in t°"=dc events in the history of civilisation. But now

(hc? of the Nazi intolerance alike towards Jews and
Ilians the battle has to be fought

P. PALMER.

Y) human nature and history

r)‘LélI cfn ~ change human nature.” That is one oi
J’\arige/ Eat blasphemies, still repeated with unction by
b kdfa 1"acti°nary. Actually human nature—or what
o M to be human nature— has been changed.over
j~ilaRnin in the course of the centuries. It-changed,
htaljj ‘ni(ie» With the death of duelling; those who still
"' Polrie smaM grain of optimism about the future
N, s ®e ~bat it may change again-with, the death of
M* /pewhere in_the next feyv _P/ears.

joE-ONRrie. Buffs book ft = T°

UTror W S#s " » ¢V Library in 1937. Wta* >«
(/\\?ini (escribes as a definitive edition now appear
tlu,116 thinker’s Library at 3s. 6d. A comparison

einn>. °ai “er edition reveals an interesting change

aoWwinlidslS but— most marked of all—there is the
W , aWa>reness of the threat in recent scientific
V gy ne™® s’ especially the applications of atomic
‘(. i " v* bhiff castigates the dropping of the first
D-§i amb en Hifoskima as “ the credlest simgle

,"thO 0 nefion by a State against a. civilian population

v\ ‘ole history of mankind.” IEhis is somethin
fjiit"j iU ' a barge proportion of the population of all
L.blic@ Q :~°uld, | think, agree. The mere fact that
idi mafflQl ~an begin to take an independent line on
lililRed an indication that human nature has

P the Mr. Duff spends a good deal of his space
IMi(\d s- | r Pa"es of his book in pointing out that the
i h( (0 of thi"s atomic problem has counted for very
that even the churches, which might have

a “l'eeted to denounce such indiscriminate
n have tended to temporise and to allow the

hisHumag- dNatyia ritvas ibdéther.
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use of atomic energy in a future *“ defensive 7 o
“ preventive war. And $l1 wars can he represented
(and usually are represented) as being fought in self-

defence. As a footnote to what Mr. Duff says on this
point it is worth quoting a resolution moved at the
General Assembly of Unitarian and Free Christian
Churches in London:* “ This Annual Meeting

records the conviction that the common man in every
country, no matter under what economic system lie earns
his livelihood, has no desire to engage in this fratricidal
conflict either on behalf of economic theories or national
imperialisms. It, therefore, calls upon the common
man everywhere to pursue peace and to force upon his
government theories of peace.”

This is a note which, if echoed by the other churches,
might'produce results— though we have the difficulty that
the voice of a church in Great Britain lias little chance
of being heard on the east side of the so-called “ Iron
Curtain.”

Headers may feel that I am spending most of my space
on one comparatively minor part of Mr. Duff's hook;
this is because | feel that this matter of atomic energy
is the one issue of our time that should break down all
barriers, economic, political, and theological. Much of
Mr. Duff's hook would be agreed between all schools of
thought (save, those tied to the Vatican). Even the part
which deals with the early evolution of man requires
only supplementing by some such hook as Mr. Chapman
Fincher’s recent Evolution (Jenkins; 7s. 6d.), which is
a useful summary of knowledge on the subject.

Mr. Duff summarises recent developments thus:

The superficial standardisation of human nature, much
of which may be directly attributable to the influence
of the machine, which already seemed to take a grip
oh the ‘ souls ' of men and women in many parts of the
Western world.”

Yet “ eating, drinking, sleeping and breeding will ever
remain tile most important functions of human life.”
Tliat, I might add, is Mr. Duff's opinion; it is an opinion
with which some would disagree— especially among the
members of the more thoughtful of church congregations.
But the case which Mr. Duff makes out, and the way
in which he describes man’s nature at many points in
history, is something that is a most readable story, even
for those who would fervently disagree with his diagnosis
It is not often that one comes
across a book with a serious purpose that can he read
as easily as a novel: This llumau Nature is certainly
that. And so Mr. Duff will receive the congratulations
of many readers of all shades of opinion; for his hook
contains something which will appeal to all, save (as
already suggested above) the obedient sons of the
Vatican.

JOHN HOWLAND!

VIOLETS DIM, BUT SWEETER

(Heat men have risen from the lowest ranks,

By work and energy, or stronger wills;

They lead an army, or they govern banks,

Those corner buildings where they discount hills.
Great men live long, like Mr. Bernard Shaw;
Others have climbed to pinnacles of power.
Where they for little men lay down the law:
But | would spurn them all for one sweet flower.
The violet that grows near old stone wells,

Or under leaves that strew the tall tree’s foot;
More charming they than dainty blue hare-hells,
That grace the downs they clasp with shallow root:
The violet’s grateful perfume, never keen,

Is Mother Nature’s work with fingers green.

Bayard Simmons.
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ACID DROPS

The stunt of the llev. It: Waterson, who was fasting
to attract attention to his demand for the formation of a
committee to negotiate with the U.S.S.R. and the
U.S.A., on the H-Bomb, has ended after 14 days. And
so, Bexhill’s parson, having ma'de his contribution to
world peace, will now sink back into oblivion. We have
no means of finding out whether the report of the fast in
Reynolds was written sarcastically or not, but it is stated
that for 14 days, the parson has “ eaten nothing but a
light breakfast and a supper sandwich.”

It is reported in the Glasgow Evening Times that the
Lanark <and Hamilton Presbyteries have objected to
Sunday cinemas in (Jambuslang district. The Rev.
M. Ogilvie said that he did not object to people going
to the pictures on Sundays, provided that they go to
Church first, and provided that they are sure of seeing
the right type of film. A correspondent, who sends us
this cutting, pithily adds, “ | have no objection to
Sunday Church, provided people go to the pictures first,
and provided that they go to the right type of church.”
Further comment from us is unnecessary !

The priest responsible for replies in the Universe to
puzzled believers tells, one of them that “ Angels are not
members of the Church Triumphant for they never
belonged to the.Church Militant.” Good for the Angels!
If this means anything, it means that Angels are not
exactly adoring believers of the Church of Rome, and
thus, as unbelievers, may even be condemned to Hell.
But how can good Angels go to Hell? We leave ,the
problem to be thrashed out by acute Jesuistical sophists.--
it appears to be exactly their cup of tea.

God took a front seat on the occasion of the Church
service at which the Arsenal football team with their
Directors, managers, and autograph-hunters prayed for
success in the Cup Final. Cheering- children and foot-
ball fang mobbed the Arsenal team until “ God’s house
looked like a preview of a Cup Final. Everybody was
happy; the Rev. 0. Dapitree got his house full, the kids
got their autographs, the players and Directors no doubt
felt a glow of self-righteousness. But surely it was most
unsportsmanlike to call in God to lick Liverpool !

Dr. Frank Buc.hman's Moral Re-armers are angry:
that is, if Oxford Groupers can be guilty of such base
passion, because Mr. Arthur Deakin has warned them
not to interfere in the Dock dispute. Groupers claim
that they are only concerned with the ” generation of a
new spirit between employer and men.” Mr. Deakin
objects to ‘' meddling amateurs,” and apparently
realises that religion is useless in Trade Union affairs.
He may also remember Dr. Buehman\s penchant for
dictatorship methods is not likely to endear him and his
team of hysterical and exhibitionist morons to the
dockers.

In the Divorce Court recently a case occurred in which
the third chapter of Genesis was dragged in— it has been
the, laughing stock of everybody since it appeared in
Holy Writ. Chivalrous Adam blamed Eve if>r having
” tempted 7 him and a similar plea was put in the
divorce case to be contemptuously rejected by Lord
Merriman who said, ” That excuse was not nPowed to
prevail in the Garden of Eden, and it is not allowed to
pit vail here.” The point to note of course is that the

co-respondent must have believed implicitly1l"]
Seipent speaking Hebrew and, no doubt, so does_j i
Meriiman. Adam. Eve. the Garden of Eden
talking Serpent, are all History !

Although excavations are still proceeding M @
attempt to find the tomb of St. Peter, according jor
(.hardi Times it is exceedingly difficult to get aliy 1 e
mation owing to “ the traditional Vatican rctu\ j;
confused historical evidence, and Vatican oorntrol*
addition, the workers are sworn to secrecy. Bu |
may still be another weighty reason. SuppCB]_‘L‘L’\-]?-Q;'
never was a Peter— that, like Jesus, he is just ™ eae
In any case the Church Times actually says ib
no definite evidence about the existence <f
which seems almost conclusive, and would resin *
as big a blow for Anglican as for Roman CathoJC -

4/

The Archbishop of Canterbury has put out a stubil.
as to the position of Church schools under the
Education Act which, he admits, was'fair all m1l tq]
therefore accepted by his Church. Now he hn”™~™jr
these schools are almost under the same disabi
Roman Catholic schools, but he considers then’, 1 /"
44wou|d completely destroy the basis of the Rbb ~ I
merit,’ d:he cquld not accept that, So where ")
the Archbis op ? As the Church Times puthe*®,
says, tlie Archbishop’s statement “ appears to
little.” It is, in fact, just wind. And yet ~ 7
Education is the one remedy which would solve 1°
all these religious squabbles, and it is a remedy
must come sooner or later.

The centenary of the death of Wordsworth has lf..
a lot of hot discussion as to what his religious ”e\»
really were In ggngrali he has been consifelVy
Pantheist with Christian leanings—or as lie cahe(l jJ
self “ A worshipper of nature.” Late in life, he plI° }¥
became*more and more Christian, but most of ™\\{i[
work had by then been done and there was ven
of the usual pious twaddle in it. But is WordswoU'1
much read these days ?

Once again we have to endure the usual religion »
bursts in praise of St. George for England though,!
nearly certain that like other Christian 4 martyi”™y
never lived. Calvin called him a myth, and ~ p*
called him a swindling army contractor who was L',
for fraud. But these Christian myths and legends *
got such a good start that Truth can never catch uP tj
them, and so they go the rounds every year, the bedl iJ
slyilly shrieking that it is all true. But St Gepigh "
Ins dragon and Ins princess are all myths just the h

(AN

In a recent number of this journal, we reported
La Preusa,the last of the Liberal daily newsp«Pd!
Argentina, had been banned. We have since 1
informed that this is not strictly true, only the
newsprint have been confiscated, and the newspapel U
fo- refy o subpties-handel odt 'bry ithe Bovernmenk, ¥ n
seems to us to be an effective guarantee agalllh n
criticism of tire Government. Another ever-pt\;:
danger hanging over La Prensa is an old Argem Ji
law brought up 'to date in conformity with the 1 J
tarian outlook, Desacato, tha't is, 4 disrespect
Government official. Presumably, Desacato will jlI<d &
the Blessed Virgin Mary who is a colonel (with P4
a regiment.
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the freethinker”™

41, Gray’'s Inn Road,

lTeIephne
No. Holborn 2601. London, W.C. 1.

TO CORRESPONDENTS

«'<KS Grundy.—The Doctrine of the pfidefPliEN
ils held by the Roman Catholic G ~ Jesus Christ  *
the Virgin Mary in view of the me #®  tNe womb ofm.

bom the first moment of concep immaculateeCJonoei
Mother free from Original bin* Uh-th (i.e., birth .
Y0t to be mixed with the \Plrgin Bn'tn ( joru > W‘l’thout
the sex act). _Obviously, Jesus ~ s also ™ avticle of faith
Original Sin. The Doctrine was 1854.

W l'ope Pius IX in his Ineffabdis mty in connection

’\dhthe services of_theSNat_ionaI N c\eg'<recl, ?3“
b3S SRELlEY vB ALl RS #1E pecfleY B M- ©

bo addresse ) réi
giving as long notice as possible.
Bt ok will
\Y4 InKe
JF
T wear, S*. 0d.; three-months is. if.

can r wuiy Periodicals are being received repu ar 25

(SV?NaMst> The Rationalist (Australia), Dbr | reidbnbjeb
hi/i ltzer’and), Don Basilio (Italy).

fspondents please write on one side of tlie a
u , p their letters brief. This will give everybody a chance.

Qure Notices should reach the Office by Friday morning.

bet SUGAR PLUMS

US1°r the N.S.S. Annual Conference wanted are

°t Branch gecretaries complete together with
itate;, and addresseg of Branch delegates and detailed
KO - any hotel accommodation required. Rrivate
‘o] ,~ wishing, to attend the Conference and desiring
II’Conimhdation must also send in their require-
Melnvi © xtl16 ~ eh”ral Secretary, 41, Gray’'s Inn Road,
W;C-1* Only members of the N.S.S. can

fre d Oonference and the card of membership for
help ,J G y®ar is necessary for admission. That may
~im ] )t* reminder to any members whose current

lias not yet been remitted.

Branch N.S.S. will begin open ur

>SN\T°"day (May 7) at 11 a.in. in the Old Market

NV n:\ Nottitham. ' The Branch President, Mr. A.

flie ail(l Mr. T. M. Mosley will be the speakers.

President has a first rate colleague in Mr.

| ! iU wo wish both speakers, and the Branch, a

%’g% \succesMul season. It may be that an evening

‘hip ? il a”° he held but any announcement con-
* that will be made at the morning session.

It
Wy A° 1I0Pe that South Lorfdon Freethinkers will rally
\ 7m opening meeting oi the South London and
u Branch in Broekwel park on (Sunday, May 7,
g OIV\/eI>I\I:i Mr. Len Fbury is to speak and a good
o'u .iﬂ * give the Branch a Hying start for the

eetings are t( o held every Sunday evening
Summer and any offers of help will he
accepted.

T nall
Qre = |IP Polls can be trusted, the U.S.A. is even
Wes Qre IJgious than Britain, for in the recent poll it
ORtio~j;1 that more than half of the Americans

eciitt* Cou™l n°t name the four Gospels. Only 35
“bf. r ecould name them all correctly and only 12 per

lllged to name from one to three.

THE HOLY QURAN *
1.

RECENT political events have tended to draw attention
to the existence and power of Islam, the creed founded
by Muhammed in Arabia in the seventh century. The
formation of the Arab League and its war against Israel
and the creation of new Islamic sovereign states in
Pakistan and Indonesia represent obvious examples.
Throughout Asia and Africa the Muhammedan religion is
still a formidable force’. @A recent popular writer on
religion lias even classed Islam with the Roman Catholic
Church as the two most powerful creations of the religious
spirit. Historically speaking one would be justified in
describing modern Islam as the most potent opponent of
Christianity in the missionary field.

Direct peaceful contacts between Christianity and
Islam are comparatively recent. In the Middle Ages

beforwarded direct Abroéa)a.y were entirely hostile. In India and Africa, Christian

and Muslim missionaries have found themselves in direct
competition ever since Christian missions first began to
penetrate these lands. Converts from Islam are »said to
be fewLind far between. Nor is this surprising, since
the austere monotheism which has always characterised
Islam seems more logical and is* certainly easier to
understand, particularly by primitive races, than are
the complex metaphysics (not to mention the
mathematics) of the Christian Trinity.

The startling discoveries of modern thought which
have caused such intellectual devastation in the!
Christian camp, have also not been without their effect
upon the rival religion of Islam. Modernist movements
inspired by scientific and historical criticism are not un-
known in modern Islam, particularly in India and Egypt;
the two most culturally advanced lands within its orbit.
Under the title of Modern Trends in Islam, Wilfredl
Cantwell Smith has recently surveyed these contemporary
“ trends ” chiefly in India.

As the author convincingly demonstrates, these
modernist movements and, indeed, the whole modern
Islamic propaganda intended for western assimilation, is
profoundly influenced by the impact of modern western
culture. The first and most famous specimen of this
literary denre of Muhammedan apologetics intended
mainly for readers with a Christian and western back-
ground is The Spirit of Islam, by the late Ameer Ali,
which has passed through mmlerous editions in India
and Europe.

The Commentary on the Holy Quran—or Koran, to
give it a name more familiar to Europeans—is a work
of a similar class to the above work of Ameer Ali. The
author is the Head of*the Ahmadiyya Community, a
heretical sect in the eyes of orthodox Muslims. The
Community is of a universal character founded in India
towards the end of the last century. Its Founder, Ahmed,
claimed to be the “ Malidi,” or Messianic Prophet whom
the heretical as well as some of the orthodox Muslim
sects have expected to succeed Muhammed as the last
and greatest of mankind’s Prophets.

The Ahmadiyya Community presents Islam under a
universalistic and evolutionary form as the last and
greatest religions, just as Muhammed and his Ahmadiyya
successor, the promised Mahdi, are here represented as
the last and greatest of the successive Prophets of, God.
Islam is here indicated as the universal religion of which
the earlier “ religions of the Book ” as Muhammed him-
self called Judaism, Zoroastrianism and Christianity,
were the semi);inspi.red predepfssors. /

* Introduction to the Holy Quran by Hazrat Milrza Bashir
lid Din Mahmud Ahmad. The London Mosque, 12s. 6d.
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Headers of such Christian modernist writers as
Bishop Barnes and Dr. Luge, will not fail to note the
striking re-semblance between their representation of
Liberal Christianity and the above presentation of Islam.

In his Modern Trends in Islamt Wilfred Cantwell*
Smith lias given us an interesting analysis of the
character adopted in recent years by Muslim apologetics,
particularly when such propaganda is directed to. the
western world. Muhammed'beoomes the ideal representa-
tive of an abstract morality which, however, on closer
inspection, turns out to be remarkably like the accepted
code of middle-class European morality which it is the
object of western education to achieve. Muhammed
divests himself of the typical and, to modern tastes, un-
pleasant characteristics of an Arab of the seventh century
and becomes the legislator and personal apotheosisof an
essentially western and bourgeois code of morals such as,
for example, Lord Macaulay introduced into India in his
famous Report, and which has since formed the ethical
basis of higher education in India.

The impact of western ideas and the distorting lens
of western cultural »spectacles are here very evident.
Muhammed, whose history according to most western
historians, displays the periodic barbaric traits of cruelty
and lechery which would naturally be expected of a semi-
barbaric Arab of the seventh century reared in an
atmosphere of vendetta and bloodshed, here become« a
radiant and blameless teacher of a, modern nineteenth
century ethical code: a good husband, a kind father,
even a champion of women’s rights, a humanitarian who
modified slavery even where he could not abolish it. In
fact, a typical modern reformer, a very good man, indeed,
perhap« even too good to be trued

To a large extent the above picture of the Prophet and
his mission iIn which, incidentally, both the orthodox
Ameer Ali and our heretical author under present review
substantially agree in presenting, is, no doubt, intended
as a defence against the attacks of Christian missionaries
who often indulge in personal attacks on the- character
of the Bounder of Islam which could provoke an action
for criminal libel, if written to-day about any actual living
person. Readers of The Freethinker, however, hardly
need to .be reminded how dearly the votaries of rival
creeds are prone to love each other!

Written from the above general standpoint and
using almost exclusively rose-tinted spectacles, the
author surveys in a comprehensive, learned qgnd often
interesting manner the life and times of Muhainmed,
the theological dogmas and ethical precepts of the Quran
and of Islam, and also considers their applicability to the

present-day world and their relationship to other religions.

Throughout, Muhammed is presented as the best of
men and Islam and the Quranic teaching as the fine, and
final flower of religious evolution. Many readers will
find this surprising a« perhaps would the historic
Muhammed himself. No doubt, the Arabian Proplidt was
a religious reformer in his day and 1 do not think that
anyone has ever doubted his historical existence; no
doubt, also, the original Islam represented in many ways,
a genuine improvement on the previous barbaric tribal
religion of pre-Muslim days. But the evolution of Islam
has not. nevertheless, been all sweetness and light as
our author -suggests. There have been darker shades.
For example, it is a fact that members of our author’s
own Ahmadiyya Community have themselves been stoned
to death as apostates under Islamic canon law in recent
years Iin Afghanistan. And this barbarous practice is still
tlie accepted principle of Islamic orthodoxy.
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The learned author also deals with the THatNESv(I‘
Islam with Christianity and the Bible to wlIC
refer in a further article. n

OUR MISSIONARY HEROES a.

FOR scores of years China has been regard.,je &I
Christian churches as the'one country most slU jov $11

conversion, and therefore, a promising y#r]
missionary; and money has been poured out IIK
for this, cause. '
In his book, “ My Years in China” *
published in London by John Lane, The BotIL}® y(i
Hallett Abend, who was correspondent for The N
Times, and probably the best-informed America™ ™ |
spondent to study China and the Chinese, 1]

clusively that the chances, of christianising Dm
less.to-day than they ever were. _ - |
The hardships and privations that the mission#! n
supposed to suffer whilst engaged in ” labouring "1
vineyard ” are debunked. Thus Chefoo, which wa" ol
as a base for the American Asiatic Fleet was also»D ~
ised by hundreds of missionaries and their fainim* *

spent the hot months there in order to escap
humidity of inland stations. . jal

Mr. Abend says: “ Extra-territoriality endured Jj
century before the United States and Britain a#/~1 |
in October, 1942, that this, iniquitous system of al{/rilJd
tering foreign law on Chinese soil was to he volun \jj!|
abandoned Certain it is that a.victorious Chillil
no longer welcome a continuance of the eu’l
4 Christianise The Heathen.” The patronising
inherent in any effort to ‘ save their souls ' will In-
jected with violence, and the day of the evangel |
missionary will be at an end . The mere presell N\Jj
missionaries in a land of newly awakened nationally »; |
justifiably proud patriotism will arouse feelings °1 ™ 1
tance, particularly since historically in the Chines# pl
the missionary has, even though unjustly, been re6u
as one of Imperialism’s outriders.” .$

This opinion of the author was shared long ago by
Robert Hart who knew the Chinese as. well as any f°rDe-
lias ever known them. In his book, “ The Chinese d
tion ” he says: ” As for the missionary class, their jm ]|
tion, zeal and good works are recognised by all; ui D I
while this so, their presence has been felt to he 0-s >l
ing insult, for does it not tell the Chinese their condliyi|
bad and requires change, and their cult inadequate 1
wants addition, their gods despicable and k> be cas™ "I
the gutter, their forefathers lost and themselves
saved by accepting the missionary teaching? ”

In 1923 there were 8,325 American, British ‘1
Canadian Protestant missionaries in Cliina. In 193»} !
number was reduced to 6,150. In 1930 Americall Cvi,
Canadian missions cost over $6,000,000in American *n° J |
for salaries and maintenance. What the R.C. Cin V]|
effort cost we do not know as they don’t publish abavyl
sheet, and the mugs who subscribe would never qu prfIf
their book-keeping— not even a bleat from the poor »
who supply the money. These rival followers
who went to China to preach about “ love ” hated y |
other so much that they would not speak even when (] |
met in the street As the author .says: “ No wondd i
Chinese mind was confused. Many a Chinese
himself when he heard of the Tower of Babel.” cr

Lord Halifax, who was our praying Foreign Seery |
during the war, and was afterwards our British Amh1 -[
dor in Washington, declared, ” We know that, stvT1l
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<f the accidents which have brought tU;ct¥isiahtatiag
nitowar, the real issue tor us is whetn™ be that some

ud that it means is to survive. We have not aW™A
would think that an over-statemen reinembered tha
considered what Christianity nnpUes, hftS a Christian

rearly everythine, of value in oni

Ancestry.” author said tha
Commenting on this statement a ~to the Chinese
W d Halifax’s utterances made no a\1 people of India,

W were a OSHIVG |nsu to , thanitisto the
ereligionisa more v

mﬁ m the book:/ " U "* £
om the book: *

'\Nu|l$ and religion ' bad been
'Chnistianity,” Lord Halifax’s rcputatioi

"“UW have been enhanced. I 1ca and ignoran
«®« to *>my Jff d wb«V «*

Pa&orar’iescould visit Chinese them, 'sing chn* n
nPhtoi the Lord ” came stron appen . the future, they

W“ he \)di,SUfh athing shoul

British iJ"ted out, and rightly so, and there will be no

asaWwdl “"rican troops to appeal to. In the past,

W ;V ? UPWn Chinese writer pointed out, the Chinese

hdlof 1, behind the Christian bible was the Christian
and bayonet.

eoglletinany years the' Chinese, Indian and other

I’He *IGd Peoples have had their calvary and they are no

*n Christian fairy tales of an imagin-
tUMills® dung on an imaginary cross. Missionaries may
v - helP the community by doing some useful job of

1irdi phrase
’\bstitBted fgﬂ
a "plotnat

F. A. HOItNIimOOK.

” BEHIND THE SACRED DOOR

itiis‘wSacred Congregation of Sacraments Control Com-
eiiv,01 for Matrimonial Tribunals, issued.a secret
f j 1,* letter to all bishops of Italy for their guidance m
Hftvd fo diocesan tribunals, stressing the pai icu ai
id],.y °f their “ matrimonial nullity actions.
t0 J I,n* the circular reminds the bishops of their duty
C ° fo it that, for the position of officers or justices,
julM v delegate to the tribunals such priests(whose
ea competence and “ indubitable integrity they
n'\Vo'<di for.
instructions were given out as a result of the
of recent sentences passed by several
""" nT"1 tribunals during these ears. It appears that in
( fde dissolution of conjugal ties the S.C. °
i,Lij umcnts, the highest ecclesiastical authority m "this
(\i>noted a certain degree of broadmindedness = = =
V Servers have found noteworthy the fact that the
§ cn\ felt necessary to issue their particular mstiuc-
I'nl~en the pending law-suits against the papers
., nt(i and Il Paese were still sub judice. As will be
W pmdered, these two papers were charged with making
r.m~lent comments on the high costs of.ecclesiastica
h'Jy ?uits and on the privileged proceedings which the
m eertain cases deign to afford. If, at this con-
V' * the Congregation of Sacraments has to remind
(M?cesan suffragans of indubitable integrity as a pre-
< nSle>some malignant secularists take this as a clue
ime«>l(lon~egations itself being less agreed upon the
dit ~ v (b their ecclesiastical justices who, so far. have
tW V ile Matrimonial Tribunals. Tn consequence”
M w ~voient people argue—the S.C. has proved to

N .Selves iIn the blasphemous insinuations made
two papers.
to0 mn the supreme pontifical authority need not be

cb Worried about such infamy. It is to their own
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disgrace that the editors of L’'Unita and 11 Paese do not
hear such names as Cippio (a prelate who embezzled 100
million Lire), Guidetti or Rodolfo Oraziani. One reason
more why justice will take its course and infamy must he
crushed.

(Translated from Don Basilio by P. O. li.)

CORRESPONDENCE

SYMBOLS AND NUMBERS

Sir,—Adverting to the review of God and Science in your
issue of the 2nd April, may | please he allowed to offer the
following observations thereon?

Is it rational to assume that numbers are of no symbolical
value when these same numbers so often occur as “ teaching

symbols ” from Genesis to Revelation as well as parts of the
Apocryhap
If “ J.R.” is a freethinker, may | suggest that he frees his

thought from any idea that .1. W. Doorly teaches or sponsors
numerology P That word embraces the assumption that man’s
destiny is governed by numbers—a proposition absolutely
eschewed in his writings.

Numerology is quite a different matter from teaching spiritual
truths using numbers amongst many other symbols such as
moon, stars, dragon, candlestick, pillars of fire, seven thunders
to be found in the Bible.

That grand old book is replete with these symbols, an out-
standing example being Revelation I: 20, which reads: “ The
mystery of the seven stars which thou sawost in my right
hand, and the seven golden Candlesticks.” The explanation
of these symbols follows, viz.: “ The seven stars are the
angels of the seven churches: and the seven candlesticks which
thou Rawest are the seven churches.”

Surely this is proof positive of numbers and objects being
used as symbols ?

To quote the great metaphysical writer (the late Mary Baker

Eddy) “ Spiritual teaching must always be by symbols.”
il 3J.R.s ” thesis would render the Bible reductio ad
absnrduin.— Yours, etc.,
1. 1A3OUITN Vel DKIN

LECTURE NOTICES, ETC.

Outdoor

Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Broadway Car

7 p.rn. : Mr. Harold Day.

Blackburn Branch N.S.S. (Market Place).— Sunday,
7 p.ni.. Mr. J. Crayton.

Great Harwood.—»Saturday, May 6, 6 p.m.:

Kingston Branch N.S.S. (Castle Street)— Sunday,
Mr. J. Barker.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Bombed Site, St. Mary’s Gate).—
Lectures every lunch hour, 1 p.m.: Messrs. G. W oodcock
and 0. McCall.

North London Branch N.S.S.

Park).— Sunday,
3-15 and

Mr. J. Clayton.
7-30 p.m.:

(White Stone Pond, Hampstead
Heath).—Sunday, 12 noon; Mr. F. A. Ridley and R. A.
Calvkrily. (Highbury Corner), 7 p.m.: Mr. F. A. Ridley.

Sheffield Branch N.S.S. (Barkers Pool).—Sunday, 7 p.m.:
Mr. A. Samms.

South London Branch N.S.S. (Brockwell
Sunday, 6-30 p.m.: Mr. L. Drury.

West London Branch N.S.S. (Marble Arch, Hyde Park).—
Sunday, 4 p.m.: Mr. C. E. Wood.

Worsthorne.—Friday, May 5, 7-15 p.m.. Mr. J. Clayton.

Nottingham Branch N.S.S. (Old Market Square).— Sunday,
11 a.m.. Messrs. A. Elsmerk and T. Mosley.

Bark, Horne Hill).-

Indoor

South Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall,
W .C.l.).—Sunday, 11 a.m,: “ Biology
Behaviour,” Dr. Maurice Burton, D.Sc.

Red Lion Square,
and Human

THE EVOLUTION OF THE PAPACY.
Price Is.; postage 14d.

THE TRUTH ABOUT THE CHURCH.
Ingersoll. Price 2d.; postage Id.

By F. A Ridley

By Colonel
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THOUGHTS ON RELIGION
\A|

THERE is a great deal of difference between Christ as
lie is described in the Bible and a committee of preachers
and religious officials smoking cigars and discussing
sociology and the problems of state and national church
work without much show of Christian humility or of
wisdom.

Religion is largely a social phenomenon depending for
its existence on the credulity of the people and the
dishonesty of its founders and of religious leaders. The
higher .the rank of a religious leader or official, the
smaller is the possibility that he believes the religion that
lie professes'’; and it is to be doubted that any of the great
religious leaders believe their religion or that they believe
anything supernatural. So it is that the private meetings
of some professional religionists are often not
characterised by a proper piety; and their attitude
toward religious matters at such times is different from
the solemnity which they exhibit when in the' pulpit or
when otherwise addressing the commonality of religious
believers.

The basic error of Buddhism is that it contains the
assumption that desire can be eliminated while there is
life. Yet, the desire for life is the greatest desire; and,
if the Buddhist lives, he has this desire; or else he
would not live; and his life itself i a contradiction of
bis religious beliefs. In “ The Foundation of The
Kingdom of Righteousness,” an early sermon attributed
to Gautama Buddha, the doctrine of the elimination of
suffering through the denial of the desire for life is
expressed in verses 0 and 7 :—

“ * Now ibis, () Bhikkus, is the noble truth concerning
the origin of suffering.

“ * Verily, if is that thirst (or craving), causing the
renewal of existence, accompanied by sensual delight,
seeking satisfaction Row*here, now there—that is to say,
the craving for the gratification of the passions, or the
craving for (a future) life, or the craving for success (in
the present life).

This, then, 0 Bhikkus, is the noble truth concerning
the origin of suffering.

“ * Now this, O Bhikkus, is the noble truth concerning
the destruction of suffering.

“ “ Verily, it is the destruction, in which no passion
remains, of this very thirst; the laying aside of, the
getting rid of, the being free from, the harbouring no
longer of this thirst.

“ * This then, O Bhikkus, is the noble truth concerning
the destruction of suffering/ ” *

Neither Buddhism nor any renunciatory philosophy
denies life; it simply stunts it. However, there is
wisdom in the partial renunciation of desire when such
renunciation is a matter of reasonable philosophy.
Religions are the metaphysics of the people; and, while
some religions contain ‘little that resembles wisdom* the
fundamental teaching of Buddhism that the suffering
of life depends on desire and ignorance is rather realistic
and shows a better acquaintance with life than anything
found in Jewish and Christian writings. The Buddhist
cure for the suffering of life through the acquisition of
enlightenment and the renunciation of desire so as to
escape rebirth in the wheel of existence and to attain
Nirvana is like other religious cures and is based on

* Translation of 7. W . Ilhys Davids»

imagination rather than on knowledge.
life may be, total renunciation of it in the Buddies

or in the Christian monastic style is not a solution_ j
badness. Anything which vitiates the natural
itself bad. R

WILLIAM RJTTENOUR (1

FIVE MINUTES MORE
IN the realms of literature George Bernard
king, but in his court the office of king’s jester *s
by himself. jle
Whenever the crown weighs heavily on his®he”,e
easts it aside and dons the cap and bells, an

that leaden prose-pedlars might advantageously eTiLiilf
for as Butler said : “ A little levity will often savo 1
a good heavy tiling from sinking.” Indeed, Shaw
to prefer the motley: and thereby hangs a tale. N
When the “ Watch Story ” was indignantly repu”j®
so often by so many in Bradlaugh’'s day»
laughingly tried it out at a bachelor party. LN
He took out his watch, giving God the usua ~
minutes that God always requires for this act, )l ;4
audience declined to await the climax  Athekw Yt
believer alike showed signs of panic, so theh
neutralised the Almighty by forbidding 'the exper”™?i
No one had any suspicion that Shaw, might
a stop-watch and could circumvent the Deity by st°ri
it at any point before the specified time.
Nobody twigged that it was to be not just fix
but five minutes by the challenger’'s watch, fild K
would naturally trust Providence to play the gaffie' k
This story always looked like a Shavkinism to 1ly.
he put in the same category as the one in which Sb;iy
sergeant and an inspector of police, subsequently J)ly
by a postman and a milkman whirled, slippy -1
tumbled around Fitzroy Square attempting to
weirdly intricate dance that Shaw had seen pevforffill
a ballet that Februai'’y night. Itr
Uniforms and coats were hung on the railings and »
antics only stopped when the milkman broke hig
about four o’clock in the morning. i
Even now that Shaw has repeated the “ Watch
in The Freethinker L am not satisfied that it is jall
You never can tell with a jester. Jl
If it is,not a tall story, might it not be one of 1vr
manifestations of a wayward memory, such as

cited by W. Kent ? no*x
The notion of questioning the veracity of SIt
account never seems to have arisen. J

If he really did frighten a number of Atheists y
others into a skedaddV, there should be many to
for it. To my knowledge no one has ever claimed
distinction.

Whichever it is, it's a jolly good story and woll p*
no worse for the little embellishment, that aftd
defiant challenge to the Omnipotent, Shaw PIIL/
watch on the table and then accompanying himse "
the ukelele, roffed out in a rich baritone the stralll™
“ Five minutes more, only five minutes more,” 'VM
his mutton-headed audience rushed the exit in a (
take-the-liindmost huddle.

HENRY

THE HISTORICAL JESUS AND THE
CHRIST. By Gerald Massey. What Christianity oW
Ancient Egypt. Price 9d.; postage Id. >
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