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* f e f e uit 0rder was dissolved by Pope Clement 
N  extinoiV t  and declared to be “  abolished, abrogated, 
Nptiv k lshed for ever,”  a decree demanded and 
^rope p ;at lnto effect by all the 
®*de thic i f der!ck “  The Great,”  then

Catholic States m 
King of Prussia,thi i-;*“edck

% ‘Smr>cl°o? Pronouncement :
'lulled Y lris.tian ’ brother, the King o f France, has
, « -*vU the Jesuits; m y 
vn}ost Catholic ’ brother, the 
5®|of s « - -  '
ff/es,....
¿ , hr?ther,

Spain, has expelled
aits; my ‘ most Faith-
rother, the King of

j u£al, has expelled the
Mv v> on'y His Atheistical
J^y-the King of Prussia,
C nues t0 defend them.”
tN, %  the position was
hv wWorse than was stated 1 the for-  - -

-VIEWS and OPINIONS-

The Land of 
Fatima

- B y  F .  A .  R I D L E Y  -

> n lporrnier friend of Voltaire; for there was another 
flawed 1 n y I110narch, who befriended and protected the 
;thi>t*;.. esuits; none other than the famous Empress

. who was not only a 
Vp0n(Uatheist and, like Frederick, the friend and

Sr
itherin —v‘ lia’ none oilier man

W S  Second o f Russia,
atheist and, like Fred-..—*, «..v «.««,.

Nt v iden t 0f the French “ Philosophes”  (Freethinkers), 
addition, “ The Messalina of the North.” a 

Maniac whose sexual morals defied description. ToN l ,
%  ■■, s°rry

Hr b&
pass had the once mighty “  Company of

, o o lVe; en reduced for protectors!
, le Fre Cr' better times were in store for the Holy Fathers. 
- 1 and . Evolution, republican and anti-clerical, broke 

.,extended its ravages over Europe, and the Pope 
J f  txPert assistance of the Jesuits to combat the 
- r- In August, 1814, after the (First) Abdication

fcÍle0n-the Jesuits were reinstated, and, henceforth 
r,"n,iin'nls they std* remain, the “  brains-tmst ”  of the
acti0ñ • 'hob
> h a ..
e8MicL,asked die great French anti-clerical historian,

%luS1*()f>a^er-by, and he will reply: * The Counter-

S  ^ presen t, the 20th century, the Jesuit Order fully 
tjNer.j* 0 ds 19th century designation as the genius of 
V% ,,ev°lution. It backs French conservatism in its

remain,
ic Church and the militant vanguard o f the 

jM vvha!n„ eve,ry land and sphere.

1 i fi !̂chelet, “  are the Jesuits? Ask the man-in-the-street.

f  A j re 0 abolish the Secular State foreshadowed by 
1, AUs,;*and actually introduced by the Great Revolution; 
¡Nty j it was behind Dollfuss, and is behind Franco 
i  'be tqyPain. Perhaps, however, its most brilliant victory 
Nt n m century world, has been achieved in Portugal, 
i.NlcfjN05'1 Faithful ”  son o f Holy Church, to which 
^ i \ o f ,P r u s s i a  referred in the 18th century. For

iN hiL^rj?le Minister Dr. Salazar, a pupil o f the Jesuits
!P of1 A to“day, is a clerical paradise, under the dictator- 
' Minister Dr. Salazar, a pupil o f the Jesuits

Ci'V̂ i'sitv a f ° rmer professor at the clerically-controlled 
¿i^ r , ° f  Coimbra. Under the astute rule o f Dr.

bis

: ,rt'

is a past-master o f the political intrigues in 
ret*Cate'(jl\ pburch and, in particular, the Order which 
r-NitiM . ‘dm, have traditionally excelled. Portugal has 
V 'h  ” her status as the “  most Faithful ”  son of “  Holy 

and has, indeed, been, so to speak, officially

recognised by Heaven in that capacity. For amongst the 
“  invisible imports ”  which add both to the profit and to 
the prestige of the present Salazar regime in Portugal, is 
none other than the Blessed Virgin, “  The Mother of God ” 
herself, who, as all the world knows— or does it?— appeared 
in person, in true Biblical fashion, to three young Portu
guese shepherds who were watching their flocks near the

hamlet of Fatima in The 
Year of Grace, 1917.

However, t h e  original 
miracle was before the days 
of the present Salazar re
gime, though, no doubt, the 
Fatima cult is one of the 
most valuable assets of Dr. 
Salazar’s regime, indeed, 
without the prestige of 
Fatima to boost its spiritual 

and political wares, we doubt if the Catholic Church would 
have been able to have effectively, regained its mediaeval 
authority over Portugal. For Portugal has not «always 
been the “  most Faithful ”  Son of the Church. In the 18th 
century, as we have seen, both the Iberian nations, Spain 
and Portugal, expelled the Jesuits from their then 
dominions in both Europe and Latin America.

Actually, it was this Decree which put an end to the 
famous Jesuit “  Republic ”  in Paraguay, that clerical Utopia 
of modern Catholic sociology. However, then, the Pope 
himself had shown them the way!

In more modern times, Portugal felt the insjdious effects 
o f anti-clericalism, first introduced into the Iberian 
Peninsula by the French soldiers of Napoleon during the 
Peninsular War (1807-1813). In 1910, an anti-clerical and 
Liberal revolution overthrew the Royal House o f Braganza, 
the tool o f the clerical regime, and installed a “ M asonic”  
Republic which broke the political power of the Church, 
introduced secular education on the French model, and 
confiscated much of the vast property which the Church, 
as in Eire, had accumulated since the Middle Ages. For 
a few years, Portugal appeared to have definitely quitted the 
Middle Ages.

However, as in a good many other lands in modern times, 
the pace of progress in a still mediaeval Portugal was too 
fast for its primitive social and cultural milieu. The 
country, perhaps the poorest in Europe, was still pre
dominantly agrarian, with a still priest-ridden peasantry 
sunk in ignorance and superstition; both the essentially 
progressive and modern classes, the “ middle”  class and the 
industrial proletariat were conspicuous by their absence 
throughout the bulk of the country. Outside Lisbon and 
Oporto modern education was virtually unknown. Under 
such primitive conditions, a modern democratic and secular 
regime can hardly endure for long: for modern democracy 
is a very advanced social regime, and secular education 
presupposes an already existing cultural level which does 
not arise spontaneously out of still mediaeval conditions of 
life, such as are still those of contemporary Portugal. In 
Portugal, the clerical counter-revolution had everything in 
its favour.
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In 1917, the Holy Virgin Herself effectively inaugurated 
the Portuguese Counter-Revolution by her six successive 
appearances at the remote, now, thanks to Her, world- 
famous hamlet of Fatima, when the sun itself indicated its 
violent disapproval o f the anti-clerical “  masonic ”  Republic 
of Portugal by setting at naught the science upon which 
that regime was based, and by defying the “ Law ”  of 
gravitation in a wild scamper round the sky. The effect 
o f this “ combined operation”  upon Portuguese politics 
was soon self-evident; a combination of the reactionary 
classes in Portuguese society, of the Army, the feudal land
lords, and, last but not least, the Church, overthrew the 
weak Liberal republic. They did not then, it is true, restore 
the “  most Faithful ”  Kings of Portugal— perhaps out of 
deference to British sentiment, since Portugal is tradition
ally “  Britain’s oldest ally ”  since the 14th century, as part 
o f the British doctrine of “  The Balance of Power ”  against 
her then Atlantic rivals, Spain and France. However, for 
the past quarter of a century a clerical militarist-fascist 
regime, a “  corporate State,”  has existed in Portugal, under 
the nominal Presidency of a succession of military figure
heads, but under the effective and efficient dictatorship of 
Dr. Antonio Salazar, the Jesuit-trained nominee of the 
Church, first as Finance Minister and, for the past twenty 
years, as Prime Minister and de facto Dictator. [The 
present “ Corporate”  constitution dates from 1933.]

The present Salazar regime in Portugal is somewhat 
similar to the regimes of Dollfuss in Austria, Franco in 
contemporary Spain, and Peron in the present-day Argen
tine. It appears, however, to be more completely under 
clerical influence than any of its contemporary “ Corporate” 
regimes. Indeed, to-day, Catholic sociologists all over the 
world point to the “  Christian ”  State o f Salazar’s Portugal 
as the model o f Catholic sociology in practice: even more 
so than De Valera’s Eire, since Protestant heresy does not, 
according to the statements of Protestant missionaries, have 
at all an easy time in Salazar’s Portugal. Naturally it 
goes without saying, that every trace o f the formerly 
dominant “ heresies”  of Liberalism, Freemasonry and 
Freethought, have completely vanished, whilst their 
surviving exponents are cooling their heels in African 
concentration camps. Education is now entirely a clerical 
monopoly; the result o f this priestly education is to be 
seen in children who see the Virgin Mary; in amateur— very 
amateur! astronomers who see the sun careering round 
the Heavens; and in an entire nation which accepts the 
(literally!) childish swindle o f Fatima, and which has turned 
the scene o f a childish prank— or hallucination?— into a

1953

national cult, and which erects a splendid ^ j^ on s  °f ■ 
Virgin Goddess in the midst o f Oriental c (0 be 
starvation and of the poorest peasantry in t u 1 sUper- I 
sure, however, starvation is a potent stimuiu , saints 
natural visions, as the example of many n1,e r(1motersf’ 
exists to prove. Needless to add, the actual P . 
the visions, the clerical hierarchy and their poh o 
counterparts do not live in the bug-ridden ‘ ^  aiw I 
Fatima, but in the palaces and luxury hotels ot * xy? 
fashionable Estoril, where they see the Virgin n.  ̂ 1

From the angle of politics, though a rnei 11rvnioCf®C‘ 1 
“  Atlantic Community ”  for “  the defence of  ̂ nl0re J 
against Dictatorship,”  the Salazar regime is j1 Sp3fl' I  
fitting representative of Democracy than is > - All | 
counterpart, the still excluded Spain of , „pd ŵ '-! 
political parties, except that o f Salazar, are illegal ag0, ij 
a Presidential election was permitted a few ye’3 ' al[j aj‘ | 
was soon made impossible by police interferenc • apU" 
who had declared themselves in favour of sellt U' 
government candidate were promptly arrested aj1 police 
concentration camps! Incidentally, the politics ' ¡alisi' j 
this peculiar “ Democracy”  were trained by Nazis r ofl- 
from the Gestapo; one of whom, we believe. ] aj, and |

i u n k e r  Friday, Augt'st 2 ’  ̂ j

....... * vznt- WI \V 1 I v < 11 1, VVV OVM* 1_.I
became commander o f the world-infamous Daci.......... ........................... l HIV ItV'UU IIIIUIUV'“ - j (

was duly hanged for “  war crim es” — a fitting su ^n) 
the late and unlamented Holy Inquisition jvhicn, „ ¿¡up

i # 1flourished as vigorously under the “  most Faithfa 
of Portugal, as under their Royal brothers. 111 
Catholic”  Kings of Spain.

and 0Present-day Portugal, the Portugal of Salazar 
Jesuits, is a clerical paradise, an anachronism P^esenis , 
Western world. Along with Franco Spain, it reP^ges l, . 
semi-medireval regime which dates from the ' prer  
Faith”  and of the “  ancien Regim e”  before d16. ^ #  
Revolution. In such traditional peasant coninuu' . .0|i' I 
Catholic Church is on its own chosen ground, alH
in suen places tnat one sees the Blessed Virgin 
If she were to appear at and to, say, a Freethought ^e- 
in an advanced centre of civilisation, instead of at (¡lie1' j 
and Fatima, where immemorial ages o f blind suP*L th-'1; I 
have, one may say. made her appearances inevituj11 j:) |lj‘ | 
indeed, could pass muster as an authentic miracle- | 
current Portugal of Fatima and the Jesuits. 11 .
indicates how deeply blind credulous “  Faith ”  ¡s "i'L'st1! I 
in the human mentality, and how long the Dark j
survive in oases of superstition even in an age ot 
and in the 20th century.

A  Philosophy of Poetry—2 By G. H. T A Y L O R

(Concluded from pane 258)
TH E poet is ill fitted to construct an ethical system, a 
philosophy, an ideology or a Weltschauung. The poet, 
us such, knows no biology, no psychology, no economics 
or science o f any sort. If we are to take our beliefs from 
the poet, to whom shall we listen? T o Omar’s happy 
resignation? Or to Browning’s “ G od ’s in His Heaven” ? 
Arnold knew some biology and wrote Rugby Chapel, 
Browning knew none and wrote Bishop Bloughram's 
A pology.

Right and wrong, truth and error, good and bad— 
these are realms for others to explore. The world of the 
poet is make-believe.

All poetry is dope; if it is bad poetry it is poison. And 
let me make it perfectly clear that 1 exclude verse-making 
from all I have said. The versifier, as distinct from the 
poet, may tread any ground he likes. Verse-making has 
its place (A. P. Herbert, etc.) and has no doubt been

successful and worthwhile in several directions: 
not come anywhere within the scope o f my cllIlt|K-:

I reach a theory o f poetry along the following |l’ |lia> j
(1) The phenomena o f the external world :,K .

objects by being perceived by men. I,v '■ ! ,
(2) They are analysed, indexed and catalogued 

scientist.
(3) They are orientated by the philosopher.
(4) They are decorated by the poet. c\,
Let the poet make beautiful representation',

caricatures; yes, even myths, out of his experience -̂t1 
jective as well as objective). No one shall demand | , 
tude. No one shall demand that all poets concur-  ̂ |i>\ j 
shall apply any utilitarian test whatever. Let eVtM- a1'1 I , 
run his finger along the pattern that appeals to n1 ( (
which his imagination re-creates. ¡̂ni |

By “  decorating ”  the object I do not mean ttbicJ 
pretty or more tolerable or more satisfactory °n 1
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^ndards. |
‘kwdrop n " ^ 11 nia^'n8 it more o f what it already is. 

/ ro)V shot frnm „CC° me a "  starry diadem,”  the word “  an 
. stillborn sunn\, ?art*}’s b°w  at larksong and falling in 

Hade so jn ’ “ ut if an object is appalling it should 
. al quality p e P°em; if macabre, the poet should catch 
,Ccorative, nn, ° etlT; that is, should be appropriately 
i|l,Mst.er With i llnrelatedly decorative. “  Dirty British 

•i1 11 catcher ti'1 smoke-stack ”  is valid poetry in
ihThe W v  ni e,ufiIthiness o f the object. 
f,,L "bject. it sj i1® P°em should, in fact, surpass that of 
e r the object- ° U ( ®lve us new eyes, new cars, new noses, 

Pcriencc. A new feelings towards, new reactions to, the 
,ies.afiaui, afterC CPn never see the dew with the same 
•Jy frosty n: -• re. In8 Keats’ lines on it. Our experience

ty nights is enriched when we have read"ginning

“ st- Agnes’ Eve! Ah, bitter chill it was, 
owl, for all his feathers was a -c o m ,^

1 he hare limped trembling thro th „  
r,And ^ n t  was the flock in woolly toW- ^  ^

F) i meteorologist and physicist will c nothing
HI y  about a sunset. The poet, as such, knows 

“l >U he paints what he feels: —

9jCs like the^dolphin, whom each pang imbues
T 'th a new colour as it gasps away * he tacf *„  I w v jiu u i eta 11 g a a p a  a w a y  *

ast still loveliest till ’ tis gone, and all is grey.

The
(Byron)

i 1 Paif1 therefore decorates the experience; he does 
'uty, vvl ' 1 homage to it. He owes homage only to 

H s-ihj b'ch is “  its own excuse for being.”  There are

W  v are’-s Nicholas Nyc. No real tiger can quite com-
'k 1» y,ds ° f  donkeys in existence but none so droll as 
* Nich< J ......................... | -------------  |

“ Tiger, tiger, burning bright 
fy() In the forests o f the night.”  .

The t(, u,,kard is so engaging as Burns’ Tam o ’ Shunter. 
''ij,, ng of the nightingale pleases the car for a time, but 
eVer,” 0rtalised in the Ode to a Nightingale it is “  a joy for

The r, • .
'PrUon >riSmal experience from which the poem has 
0nlcl .niay* m point o f fact, be particularly revolting. It 

j^eri a.n8er us to see a Red Indian kill a deer, yet the 
■tc) I ll?n of such in Hiawatha does not make us loathe 

T ^ 'b 'a n s  and pity the deer: it makes us admire the 
'■ i-s an •°11 'n rclation to the situation it posits, because 
[,on pj. ,‘JPPropriate and aesthetically satisfying represent-

[V iJ- Poei therefore wrings out of a natural experience all 
b(|C|i(Cnl beauty of the event, hidden to all but the poet. 
NiCn(iy 1° the original experience, in the fashion o f the 
J.he 0? : reduces the element o f make-believe and is fatal. 

Ject> in this case, tends to remain tied to categoryuhobj,Vc’ the category o f phenomena being merely sensed 
ob: cts- The poet’s highest task is to make myths out 

Nnti ,ts' Science has debunked the fanciful myths of
■¡Vfe t|"1<J, eating into them with facts and figures. Long 
t'akj® P°ct, then, who can restore them in the land of 

. - eve’ who can carve out of the matter-of-fact
i"1 iii' b'ased construction, an image, a latent myth. Let 
. Ccl ,y  Phoenix to the ashes of reality.

¡'Ait | 01 consider the facts coldly; let him wince at the 
it*1 tat bim suffer as all poets have sutTered. Then let 

desiRii C dle Tucts by the scrutT of the neck and wring his 
do ,|. out o f them, infused with beauty. If the poet could 

's to the world,
“  Would he not shatter it to bits and then 
Re-mould it nearer to the heart’s desire?”

The poet shall collect up all the fairies and demons dis
carded by science and redundant in philosophy, and house 
them in his land o f make-believe. He shall not- be 
restricted by the criteria o f Right and Truth. He may see 
a pixie in the foliage, but if someone laughs his sprite will 
turn into a ball of thistledown, and a fairy dies each time 
his pen turns to propaganda. Wordsworth dipped into 
morals and politics and emerged pulpiteer. Browning 
dipped into theology and produced arguments in rhyme 
which arc the mere vomit of poetry and, as arguments, 
obsolete before he penned them. Neither Bible, nor code, 
nor yardstick, shall the poet bring to his objects: he shall 
bring a light. It is for him to adorn and embellish, not 
to sermonise. An ode out o f a Grecian urn is better than 
a “  sermon out o f a stone,”  and such a sermon is usually as 
barren as its object. It is not for the poet to put platitudes 
into rhyme.

The poet has his justification only when his treatment is 
superior to what could have been done in prose. Other
wise it was not worth doing; it was not worth the restric
tion to rhyme and metre. Nothing has been gained by the 
special discipline. Such discipline must have a purpose, 
and the purpose is to make words and phrases carry a 
richer content, to make them convey more by reason of 
their special setting, to achieve an intangible gain by 
cadence, diction, vowel changes, rhythmic punctuation: in 
brief, by word music. Otherwise, if the poem resolves 
itself into prose then the poet is an impostor. (This, o f 
course, need not prevent him from becoming Poet 
Laureate). Finally, the poet’s theme is distinct from his 
subject matter: the latter, as we have seen, may be trivial 
or revolting: by his theme 1 mean what the poet carves out 
o f it.

The proper function of poetry is to create myths.

Theatre
“ Anastasia”  at the St. James’s Theatre is a play by 

Marcelle Maurette and which has been adapted by Guy 
Bolton. It revives memories o f the ill-fated Romanoffs 
who were shot at Ekaterinburg in 1917. There have 
been persistent rumours that the Grand Duchess Anastasia 
—then sixteen—had survived and escaped from Russia, 
and these started a chain of stories and conjectures as to 
what happened to her. Impostors and masqueraders have 
tried their best to deceive, but have failed, yet what if one 
of them were Anastasia. And what if Anastasia decided 
that she did not wish to be a ghost of the past but would 
prefer to remain Anna Broun and find her own life.

Inevitably Anastasia has become the focal point of 
authors, as in this play which expresses the author’s idea 
of what might have happened. Therefore, it is fantasy and 
best judged divorced from history. Technically its weak
ness lies in the author depending on the audience knowing 
some of the facts, and thus emotionally her success is 
almost assured. Mary Kerridge, in the part of the girl, 
does not disappoint us. She gives a strong and dignified 
performance conveying sentimental restraint, and her scene 
with the Dowager Empress— which is to establish whether 
she is genuine- is a moving one. Helen Haye gives a 
mature performance as the Dowager Empress, bringing to 
the part a refinement of bearing that could not easily be 
found in another actress.

These ghosts of the past— the few who survived dwell 
in an atmosphere to which they can never return. The 
author’s message is not far removed from that contained in 
The Cherry Orchard, and Chekhov could write a better 
play.

R A YM O N D  DOUGLAS.
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This Believing W orld
Apart from the ordinary chaos resulting from the strikes 

in France, what ought to have happened to the all-believing 
pilgrims on their way to Lourdes? Most of them were 
just as badly stranded as an infidel excursionist— though 
many of these pilgrims belong to the halt, the maimed, and 
the blind. How is it that the Virgin herself never organised 
proper conveyances for the sick people? Here was a 
heavenly chance to show Lourdes as a “  holy ”  shrine 
managed from Heaven, and to prove that all scoffers like 
Zola were completely wrong— and yet the chance was not 
taken, it makes one think, as “  doubting ”  Thomas said 
to Jesus— or was it the other way about?

Once again we arc reminded of that fine Christian teach
ing, “  He doeth all things well,”  when we read the harrow
ing descriptions of the havoc wrought by earthquakes in 
the Greek islands. The survivors appear to be even too 
stunned to pray. Still, this is quite unfair to God Almighty 
who, after all, did send supplies and help through the 
various navies in the vicinity. Without the Lord’s help, 
nothing would have been sent, o f course. And in any case, 
we must never blame God for earthquakes. Everybody 
knows that earthquakes are sent merely as a punishment 
for the wicked. No sin, no earthquakes. It’s as simple 
as that.

A  very religious organisation called the Gideons, whose 
object is “  to win men and women for Jesus Christ,”  has 
so far placed more than 3,000,000 Bibles into hotels in 
America outside New York, and in three years has given a 
special edition o f 4,000,000 to school children. Our own 
hope is that' people in hotels and school children will read 
the Holy Book for there is nothing like an acquaintance 
with God’s Word so powerful for making infidels. Most 
Christians and Bible believers simply don’t know the Bible 
and very rarely read it. This can easily be tested— ask a 
thorough believer to give you the special message Haggai, 
Nahum, or Obadiah has for a thirsting world?

We ourselves often get Bible believers writing to us with 
sorrow and pity at our infidel unbelief, and claiming they 
can answer any Bible question posed by ignorant Atheists. 
Out of the 89,563 questions we could put them, we selected 
about twenty comparatively easy ones, and asked an 
enthusiastic whole-hearted believer to give us his answers. 
Alas, all he could say was, “  I don’t know! ”  and adding, 
“  I don’t care neither.”  Of course not. The man who 
really knows his Bible as well as its history— as far as that 
can be traced— becomes almost automatically an Atheist.

There must be hundreds o f well read priests and clergy
men whose belief is no more than ours just because they 
do know the Bible. What about Liberal Christians? That 
parsons cannot leave the Church is a tragedy for them— 
but what could they do even in our own Welfare State? 
Starve?

We were pleased to see that the American politician, 
E. H. Rees, who was trying to introduce an “  Anti- 
Blasphemy Bill ”  into Congress, has been obliged to with
draw it. He found it, we are told, “  impossible to define 
the word ‘ blasphemy ’ ”  to express his own “  intent.”  He 
really aimed the Bill at Atheists and was “  shocked ”  to 
learn that even religious leaders were against him. As a 
good Christian himself, Mr. Rees found it hard to believe 
that there actually were some Christians who disliked 
bigotry and intolerance. The only reason we can think of

Friday, August ¿V»

re andt beliefanufor these Christians is that, either they do nJ)l. |iuniaml> 
cannot say so, or that for once they put theKpfnro — — 1i—! before their religion.

The Canvasser
By LESLIE HANGER ,er at t* 

I HE other day God received a call from St. , ^ndi11- 
gate, informing him that a man was without 
to see him on urgent business. „..rj  in

“  His name,”  said St. Peter looking at the 
hand, “  is Mr. J. B. Hatts o f England.”  . yyeStnii|lStlt 

“  Probably come to oiler me a seat in ”  . |nligW); 
Abbey for the Coronation,”  surmised *‘lC ,r_ si'0' 
“  These English think they own me—howc 
him up.”  . t vVhatevC(

It transpired that Mr. J. B. Hatts had noth1'1» "i1’ 
to do with the Coronation. “  I have come, he gjjjjcs1 
interest you in the International Humanist uh 
Union.”  ( ., o0t

“  I beg your pardon,”  queried God, “  I d*0 
catch— .”  , . ” 0

Mr. Hatts repeated himself clearly and distinc >•„ (jod 
some new religious sect, Christian I presuih ■ 
sighed. Almost every day some such sect W 0p  
formed and they all came to him, full of 
importance, demanding his patronage. t l l " 0 , 

“  No, not Christian,”  continued Mr. Hatts, “ alU ^  th-1' 
venture to say more deserving of your attention 
very reason.”  , “ TF

“ Indeed,”  murmured God politely, but bore • ti.i- 
era of strife and crisis in which the world floU*1 tF 
produced on the one hand a Christian who am' 
your continued existence is repugnant to reil,fC. '' 
considers you are still necessary for human wen a eF 
the other hand a number o f humanists have l°stf .j tF 
optimism of a quick materialist victory. I u|d \ 
co-operation between these points o f view *LjjefSh'E 
extremely fruitful, and were you to apply for inen ¡¡ik 
o f the International Humanist and Ethical Un|( 
co-operation might be achieved.”  sl’

In an irritable tone God replied, “ My dear
are you asking me to run with the hare and hunt
hounds? 1 
is

assure you that if l join any associ'1
f vi*1as perpetual President with full powers 

Kierkegaard may think mo absurd and Brunner a 
but if you want to know what the great mass oi th *((1 F 
think of me, go to church on Sundays and listen,
parson in the pulpit and watch the congregation FJ, /  

That is what counts. An age ° f .s ¡̂ r &up his words.
crisis among men is always a time o f prosperity 1 1 
Men lose their self-confidence and turn to me in *e‘ .i

1 own that many men still cling to you,”  said iF
“  that is the more reason why you should move 'v'1'
times. If progress— .”  ’ pr(,gtJ

God cut him short with a wave o f the hand. 1 
means nothing to me. With me the more things L m»'!

> »  , nlb#vVthe more they are the same. Now if you have 
to found a new religion, as so many have, 1 1 ns*;
objection to becoming its President. Subject to n1̂  
conditions, o f course. Beyond that 1 really cam' | /
you.”  With that God summoned an attendant an- L 
bade him show Mr. J. B. Hatts the way out.

ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING. By Chapman Cohe"' 
and second series. Price 3s. each; postage 3d. w'pfiOPETER ANNET, 1693— 1769. By Ella Twynam 
postage lid .

THEISM OR ATHEISM. The Great Alternati'1’ 
Chapman Cohen. Price 4s. 3d.: postage 3d.
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th e  FREETHINKER
4|. Gray’s Inn Road, London, W.C.L 

Telephone: Holborn 2601.

The Fhi i t
Eni i‘*nc°ck "»i R I TT’nd.—Previously acknowledged, £86 3s. 6d. 

1 : « 6  18s sa Yettram (Dublin), 6s.; W. MacKee, 7s. 2d.s. 8d.

T|ie fr, |.t, To Correspondents
°r?Wc ¿ ‘2 ? ? , " ' «  be forwarded direct from the Publishing 

v 4s-(in U s a . " 8 rates (Home and Abroad): One year, 
0rresPondent A ’ ^  half-year, I2s.; three months, 6s.
! °"ly to n ' l  rc<iuestcd to write on one side of the paper 
n"ie Noti- ,<>ke lbeir letters as brief as possible. 

rL pee by py;S, , y ,oubl reach the Secretary of the N.S.S. at this
morning.'trs for I-

"ie fio J ‘ erJ?,ure should be sent to the Business Manager of 
,,ot to thprj?.mSS* Cray's Inn Road,'be Editor.

Lecture Notices, Etc.

London, W.C.l, and

Srd Branchk 30 P.m. • h n ,0- 
K|ugst0n - Day a

Outdoor
N.S.S. (Broadway Car Park).— Every Sunday, 
ay and A. H. Wiiarrad.

P-m.: .N S.S. (Castle Street).— Sunday, August 30,
ÿch, rs- Barker and M ills.'tester n •
JaV, l n “ ranch N.S.S. (Dcansgatc Bomb Site).— Every wcek- 

. J P.rri. Messrs. Woodcock and Barnes. Every Sunday, 
Vth | ’ ‘ *att Fields, a Lecture.

S< n! on Branch (White Stone Pond, Hampstead Heath).— 
’ August 30, noon: F. A. Ridley.

V V  Branch N.S.S. (Marble Arch).— Every Sunday from 
I «akers ards : Messrs. O’Neill, C leaver, Wood, and other

y < ? N  s Engagements.— Friday, August 28, 7-45 p.m.,
»"Hu.1 (Moor Lane); Saturday, August 29, 6 p.m., Enfield;
j ^ ; , .  August 30, 3 p.m., Blackburn Market; and at
r)̂ crhv.t0n’ '«Be Boulevard, 8 p.m., Debate with the Rev. Mr.

Indoor
Ninin8ham n- , x, c  c  rc-jtis Cafe 40, Cannon Street, off ‘New et ^ Branch N.S.S. (Satis • . ai fxandfk
" lL SJreet)._Sunday, August 30,7 p.m.: Mr. J. M. Alexander, 

^asonry, Politics, and Christianity.

.M a , n o t e s  a n d  n e w s
The

► "•any .
. a;>ppy returns to our former Editor! 

w'h. 'ulP; °n  Tuesday, September 1, celebrates his 85th
0 thinkA n  Uu conveys its warmest greetings to Mr. Chapman
\ \ 1 /• “  1 111
Jr. c 0,W|'ilst the infirmities natural to old age prevent 
A  0. Cn nowadays from taking any active part in the 
, far V? Freethought Movement, we can be sure that 
p r^ U h  health PcrniHs l'c still follows with unabated 

movement to which his entire life and rare,'Mig . - vunciii tu wiiicii ilia Limit inv̂  anu lait
^ js l,al and oratorical talents were exclusively devoted.
Qh* ' assume nlrpiirlv tnmi/n tn rviir roiirlr»rey ,

ll’ - ' ^'Hent o f the National Seeular Society front 1915

i°heii ,üe a?su>ne, already known to our readers, Mr.
llrH n''V‘ls the second editor o f The Freethinker and the
i ‘ rC k ir la . , ,  r  x i  . * i r< i o  . • . r.. .. m i f

r- rCs t c, ,l o
'■\y lpCtively, 1951 and 1950. He succeeded the laic 
V , i , ' 0°te in both capacities. Prior to succeeding to 
r'S 0r0r.s*1'P o f this journal he had been a regular con- 

Sln9e 1897 and Foote’s right-hand man in his last 
^tfofS eH>tor. Mr. Cohen spoke continuously on N.S.S. 

t!' V,'"1*. fr°m 1890. He started as an open-air speaker 
S o u Hria Park, East London, but was, perhaps, more 
V C| ;is a debater than for any other form o f the spoken 
h I o n .

ra'se Chapman Cohen in the columns o f The 
ih the'̂ f, .would, indeed, be “  taking coals to Newcastle,” 
%ker arr>iliar proverb runs! An original philosophic 
V iVaij on exponent of the secularist mental outlook of 

CH lucidity, a brilliant lecturer, and a deadly

debater, the name of Chapman Cohen was world-famous 
in Freethought circles and is likely, if we may anticipate 
the judgment of history in respect of one who is still alive, 
to secure for him a permanent place amongst the great 
Freethinkers of modern times. In the literary field, apaH 
from his innumerable articles in The Freethinker, he has 
given us a small library o f booklets and pamphlets, all 
alike distinguished by wit, lucidity and, what Was, perhaps, 
the pre-eminent literary characteristic of Mr. Cohen, his 
unrivalled ability to express in the simplest words the most 
profound problems that confront human thought. 
“  Comparisons are,”  proverbially, “  odious,”  but Mr. 
Cohen certainly ranks very high amongst the major 
exponents of modern Rationalism. Who, for example, is 
ever likely to forget his devastating logic with which he 
overwhelmed a whole series of famous Christian opponents 
on the public platform? It is an ironic commentary on 
the age in which we live that this great man ends his days 
without any publicity or official recognition such as is so 
freely bestowed upon ecclesiastical and other nonentities 
without a fraction of his ability.

Like his great predecessors, Bradlaugh and Foote, Mr. 
Cohen is a man of the people and owed nothing to 
academic education. As that eminent Rationalist the late 
John A. Hobson once remarked in the hearing o f the 
present writer, it is notable how few men o f original 
genius have owed anything to the formal academic routine 
o f official education. Certainly this axiom applies to 
nearly all the great Freethinkers of modern times: Thomas 
Paine, Robert Owen, Charles Bradlaugh, John A. 
Robertson, Herbert Spencer, G. W. Foote, Bernard Shaw, 
Chapman Cohen, all these men of original genius escaped 
the influence o f formal education, and were, probably, 
none the worse for that! Originality does not thrive on 
copybooks.

On behalf of both The Freethinker which lie edited for 
so long and so ably, and on behalf of the National Secular 
Society, which he led for so long and so wisely, the Editor 
of The Freethinker conveys to his illustrious predecessor 
the warmest good wishes for his 85th birthday. It is an 
honour, o f which we are deeply sensible, to succeed such 
an intellectual giant. May he long enjoy a green old age. 
And so say all o f us!

Among the “  best-sellers ”  o f our Freethought Move
ment, ever since 1888, has been our Bible Handbook 
which, preceded by its masterly preface by G. W. Foote, 
has now gone through nine editions. A tenth edition is 
now on sale, with a Foreword by the present Editor of 
The Freethinker, at 4s. plus postage 3d.

The enterprising secretary of the Glasgow Branch o f the 
N.S.S., Mr. J. Barrowman, has arranged a debate on 
Spiritualism for October 4 with one of the best known 
Spiritualists in the Movement, Mr. J. B. Mclndoe. The 
Freethought case will be in the hands o f Mr. H. Cutner 
whose visit to Glasgow for the debate will be his first. 
We hope this “  advance ”  notice will enable Glasgow 
readers to turn up in force -and, if possible, bring their 
Spiritualist and Christian friends. It is many years since 
Mr. Cutner met one of the “ stalwarts”  o f Spiritualism, 
Mr. M. Barbanel, and he is delighted to meet another.

On September 12 and 13 the Executive Committee of 
The World Union o f Freethinkers is meeting in Brussels 
to arrange details for the 1954 World Congress to be held 
in Luxemburg. Mr. F. A. Ridley will represent the N.S.S. 
and hopes to read a paper at the Luxemburg Congress.
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Robert Taylor
The D evil’s Chaplain (178 4 -1 844 ) By h . c u t n e r  .

• Eke cal' °nbelieved ill literally by Christians and then |lUniour. 
be justified on grounds o f faith, for reason 
would implaccably reject them. No better

(Concluded from page 270)
THERE is an interesting note in which Taylor points out 
that lie quotes from “  the great and wonderfully curious 
work, entrusted to the revision o f TALASIPHRON, 
called the Anacalypsis, by the late Godfrey Higgins, Esq.

printed, but not published.”  It may be added here that 
the Anacalypsis was published in two large volumes; but 
so damning was its indictment of the supernatural origin 
of Christianity that Higgins’ pious son bought up and 
destroyed all the copies he could procure. The original 
edition is almost impossible to obtain, but a new one 
published some few years ago could be bought for £9 9s. 
One is obliged to pay heavily for such information as is 
contained in the Anacalypsis.

The knowledge and keen analysis of Bible stupidities — 
unless seen through the medium of allegory which forms 
the basis of the Devil's Pulpit are just as evident, nay, 
more so, in the lectures delivered in 1833. It is a pity 
that they are not reprinted as a sequel to that work which 
in reality they are. Is Taylor not absolutely right here:

This story o f Adam and Eve . . . in the language o f the 
great Frenchman, Dupuis, "  La nature de la premiere 
aventure determine nécessairement celle de la seconde. 
Point de pechc point de réparation, point de coupable, point 
de réparateur!” Was there never a talking serpent—then 
there never was any crucified saviour! Was the scene in the 
garden o f Eden a mere fable- then the scene in the garden 
o f Gethscmanc must be a fable also. And this is a point 
which can never be too much insisted on. It should never 
he lost sight of. The story o f  Adam and Eve is not a branch, 
nor a limb, o f  Christianity, which might he cut off and leave 
the stock surviving, but it is the heart and the life itself: 
and where that is not, no part o f Christianity remains.

But it is in the explanation of all sorts of out-of-way 
Biblical stories, myths, legends, allegories, and words, 
which proves how Taylor worked at his lectures, aiming 
to find in them the real origin o f religion. And beside 
all this, constantly does he show by analogy and illustra
tion his contempt for, and defiance of, Christianity, a  
lecture like “ The Fish: An Astronomico-Theological 
Discourse ”  is worth, from almost every point of view, 
millions o f sermons by even the most modern bishops.

The great truth is that T HERE NEVER WAS BUT ONE 
RELIGION IN THE W ORI.D! And the great lie is, the 
pretence to make a distinction where there never was a 
dilfcrencc. Paganism, Judaism, Deism, Christianism, and 
all other isms are hut one and the self-same Ism, being each 
or any o f them, as chance or different degrees of ingenuity 
have prevailed, either more or less cleverly constructed 
poems, or tissues o f  fiction, thrown over the face o f  universal 
nature, whose allegorical genius speaks in that inscription 
on the statue o f that Saitic Isis: " I cun nil then is, /licit hath 
been, or /licit shall he, caul no man licilli lifted my veil." . . . 
Alike in India, in Egypt, in Greece, in Italy, from the Ganges 
to the Nile, from the Nile to the Thames, the religious 

- language and the religious ideas o f “  all people that on earth 
do dwell ”  have through the same eras o f time, borne the 
same sort of references, used the same sort o f  ceremonies, 
and made play about the same eternal conceit o f fish, fisher
men, fish ponds . . the Chaldaic Oanncs, the Indian
Vishnu, the Egyptian Bacchus, the Uranian Venus, the 
Philistine Dagon, the Grecian Neptune, the Christian Jesus, 
are all o f them icthyomorphic deities, mermaids, fish-fags, 
ladies of the lake, all o f them gudgeons themselves or baits 
to catch gudgeons! And hence . . . there can be no going 
to Heaven but only in the way that a fish could go there - 
by water no salvation but by baptism. . . .

Taylor’s lecture, however, should be read in its entirety 
as it covers a vast ground and is full o f wit— real wit that 
is, the kind which is so universcly disliked by the pious, 
the kind that pokes fun at the religious absurdities which,

any case, can be given than that by Taylor in u%  0rof 
on Jesus the “  fisher ”  of men, or a “  fish bn'1̂„v.juo me iimici in men, in a »**“  .u ^
the fact noted by the famous Dom Cal me ‘s a(jop|c 
the primitive Christians, the .figure o f a hsl 
as a sign o f Christianity. . . .  ,.,i,;„n sh°11
ndvc'so sudden I v f ® “ 1 f gret the Philalethh"' ^  
writer has investor w*t l̂out— as far as the P ^
one’ already advanced ' Y  Prohhm~ a reason. e*cf PLlt 
his “ Life and n  — ' 1 ls P°ss'ble that he didLire and O pi„ IOns ”  and that the manuscript »•
among his effects when he died at Tours. B aK 1

Enough has, however, been said in these p;1rcj’
which was published, al1, )1lCrel>the remarkable work which was publi

stands almost alone in Freethought literature. 1 1 tl"
for its grasp of the essential problems con nected . mi

documentary evidence for the origins
Conner-"', . r
of Christian;/^,,

for the very valuable suggestions as to its ailes0., h 
Wl '\ ,meanings from the solar-myth point of view.- |;iK’ 

is true that Taylor influenced or was read by n, tl, IP'1
writers— like Judge Strange— he cannot be siaid to;

-cry1
left any real disciples after him. It required a y , 
siderable grasp of mythology in general, and 
myth theory in particular, to speak or write upo^ 0f i'
the confidence which Taylor shows in every line. '
writings. It is not an easy subject to master, 1(# 1'
supposes a considerable knowledge of ancient
languages as well as comparative religions P erK ;
the more modern investigations into the origin o f «
cover a wider field than that envisaged by ^ a ^ f  iff'.
therefore some of his work might be dubbed o '1̂ .  r;C

Robert Taylor stood almost a lonely figure in -:s jo 
of Frccthought over one hundred years ago it lS.:,\»i|1
hoped that, as in the case o T 'fh o m ^ ’ Paine, postOjL’ |,: 
yet honour him as a brave and unconquerable sl1t 
the fight for Freedom o f Thought.

Korea
By P. C. KING

NOW the lighting has ceased in Korea it wo u*1 V
fair assumption that it will not be resumed, at least

„lip1international scale. If any other prediction ■ 0,c n 
ventured it is that any real peace settlement is rcl1 
Korean unity still more problematical. stf11'

And what has been achieved by this bloody ;  
apart from the killing or maiming of 2,30().<)l' y

JXcribcd as a military victory. True, they have sfio '^ iy  
ability, by force of arms if necessary, to resist

beings and a devastation that nof even Germany. 
From the United Nations standpoint it can hardly

by the Communists, an advance on the old
Nations, who in the It 
to carry into effect even

alo-Abyssinian contest vvCf 0[i
— — , ......  ........._.en a policy of sanctions. (,c%
other hand, the Asiatic may comfort himself tbn ^J b
shown his capacity to stand up to the Caucasian “ '(,f 
him. Further, the effect on the development ¡(1 r.
Chinese army has been remarkable. They starte1' j  |i|( 
war with little in the way of armaments beyO'^j C
weapons, such as machine guns, trench mortars jn 
like, with a few borrowed tanks and planes. Bu^  A
three years they have learned a great deal and, in 

(Continued on next page)



t h e  f r e e t h i n k e r 279195’
FricJ;

ay> August 28 1953

onl)
3urr
in.
icture
or°‘
mo"?
op‘cd

botiM 
■CSC«1 i
it I* i 
finis*
; ^  I

ytiif
lere'y
b *

b«1
^ 1

h»1*
cf,
snlJ/
l *

üi0"!
ai’*

# :
i,5i, n1'
a* i

•i«
'J

, f

é ,4
j
&

VI
»5viiir
tbp

i

i

"loti, LY has e

Unholy Matrimony
By BISSET LOVELOCK

”°n in „'.'V ll!’y attempted legislation caused such com 
mend the y  esiasl'cal circles as the various proposals to 
,n8ed and . yrria8e Laws, and rarely has the Bible been 
Km, ,,r , landiecl about with quite such ferocity by the

r,age Laws, and rarely has the Bible been 
... the r i ' led a^out with quite such ferocity by the 

pendant nn„„ ,5 ^  as tuning the parliamentary debates
jj°ns of

Manf-n.fi MP°n this question." In i 949, a Bill by Lordrancroft
! ife’s sistertCnded t0' legalise marriage with a divorced 
; ;ssins m!,V as Wrangled in its infancy by episcopal 
"iPius n„n r to tlle joy of the pious prelates and 
vThe w h o lp d l  r Protestantism.
„ '’count Sim °  dle opposition’s arguments were, as 
ijt of (i. 011 Pointed out at the time, curiously reminis-
! ' s a hund ievelled against the deceased wife’s sisters 

r ’ chano r year? before: clerical arguments, it would 
- °r fortv i de w'tl1 dle passage of time.
•Ici have k",, d yea.rs- since 1907 to be precise, English- 
, lcrs, shonn’1 Privileged to marry their deceased wives’ 
,Pr'ng ()f . _ mey he qualified to do so, without the off- 

iselves I Un'° n being labelled illegitimate, and they 
Jndly” . oeing ostracised from the society o f the 

Pefhaps few o f the people who have availed 
.«<’ haven’t dlls aMered slate o f affairs, and even fewer 
"d $tate .u’ remeniber the bitter struggle between church 
Fr0n) ‘nat led up to it.

;% .in ,/s' to last, the bulwarks o f the opposition to 
w ¡Carriages Bills was the Bible, the arguments

r°and,% iS r 18.
controversial texts in Leviticus, notably

verse 18, which said: “  Neither shalt thou take
^’i(le J? her sister, to vex her, to uncover her nakedness, 
S  sc, °Hier in her lifetime.”  Plain as this statement

to people of normal intelligence, the Christian 
. 1eLrew n nevertheless furnished learned Professors of 
i'Ppliej, vho were willing to argue that “  in her lifetime ”  
p(,nj(] the sister and not the wife, an interpretation that 
atriarej, er the whole verse rather pointless, as even the 

pfning * Were hardly likely to become possessed of a 
ikVerthel S're t0 uncover ’ he nakedness of a corpse.
, ¿ar| Ss’ l',e Churches’ appeal to scholasticism inspired 
¡ V , 0f Dalhousie, who was then the leader of the 

mi (|S- to write to the Professors of Greek and Hebrew 
rV C Universities in Europe, as well as numerous 
V  0f S,|Wf '■h’ ubtful authority, asking for their interpreta- 
%  |> le disputed texts, the only sensible reply came 
('r'>te: ,["lessor Blackie of Edinburgh University, who 
,.r ibg .ll is not Greek but common sense that is required 
S  We lnterPretation o f the passage you mention.”  He 
c nUa'u ° n to opine that common sense was not one of 

.?8C(| : 'hes peculiar to theologians, and so the battle 
Press and pulpit. In 1849 Mr. Gladstone assured 

pie’s Sc ° f  Commons that if marriage with a deceased 
%l .,lster were permitted the “ most horrible form of 
' V i Would ensue: in 1850. Richard Sheil waxed piously 
JV ,i(Ha' and painted lurid pictures o f the wholesale 
, %ii"' saintly sisters-in-law, Richard Cobden was of 

,110,1 that Mr. Shed's mind, like his argument, 
lx«* ca' uninious.”

,rlb(w d’ ,the Bill, at the instigation of the Duke ofk

(>U| 1110,1 that Mr. Sheil’s mind, like his argument, was 
by igd calumnious.
rlbo 83, lhe BiU. a. ......b____  ____________

i"'ethin?1*^1, was thrown out o f the House o f Lords for 
,r'? nlr ecnth time and the breath o f Christian charity waft- 
hC|tlbe.°ut=M 'he House o f Commons inspired various 

S/ °  utter slanderous statements about the Chief 
J-fe -IVv 10 was o f the opinion that sister-in-law marriages 
''¡di P'°Per and even laudable the Church of Rome, 
¡b ri.,,<)uld S|nile upon such union, providing the price 
Me, FU. and all nations that legalised this unhaloed 

be bench of Bishops in the House of Lords despite

the opposition of the Queen and the Royal Dukes, were 
still determined to cling to the jealously guarded privilege 
of bastardising other people’s children, and the various 
organs of the established and dissenting Churches con
tinued to pour forth abuse upon the heads o f the reformers.

The opinions of the Christian Million were decidedly 
un-Christian as were the epithets applied by the Family 
Churchman to the Prince of Wales and the Royal Dukes, 
whilst the Church Review was of the opinion that only the 
gallant efforts of our Noble Bishops prevented the legalisa
tion of incest, which Bishops, according to The 
Freethinker, were “  as obstinate a set of avaricious hypo
crites as the world has ever produced,”  than which no truer 
words had as then been spoken.

Despite the opposition of the Archbishop of Canterbury, 
sixteen Bishops, and the Catholic Duke of Norfolk, the 
deceased wife’s sisters Bill at last reached the statute book 
sullied only by the concession that allowed the clergy to 
refuse to solemnise sister-in-law marriages.

The clergy, however, went one step further, refusing not 
only,the marriage rites, but also communion and burial 
rites, generally making themselves a great comfort and 
happiness to their Bishops, until one Mr. Banister, an 
eminent churchman, who had married his deceased wife’s 
sister, and been refused communion, sued, at the risk of 
his immortal soul, the offending clergyman, and won the 
day.

To-day, the various acts are consolidated in the Marriage 
Act of 1949, an act that leaves a lot to be desired. The 
fight to divest the Marriage Laws of their Mid-Victorian 
trappings still goes on, and now as in the past The 
Freethinker is in the fore.

K O R E A  from previous page
of The Observer's correspondent, “ China must now be 
rated as a great military power ” ! The Western Powers 
necessarily cannot point to any such profit. Again quoting 
The Observer, R.O.K., “  The South Korean armed forces 
cannot ensure the defence of their territory without the 
armed assistance of the United Nations. It is because he 
knows this that Syngman Rhee has adopted an attitude so 
inconvenient and so irritating to the Western Powers. He 
perceives that when the U.N. forces finally withdraw, they' 
will be withdrawn a long way. whereas the Chinese, like 
the poor, will be always with him, just over the border. 
He senses that such a situation can only deteriorate, so far 
as his interests are concerned, and that if the country .can
not now be forcibly united under his rule, it is likely sooner 
or later to be forcibly united under that of his political 
enemies.

The Korean struggle may appear to be of no direct 
interest to this journal, yet there are lessons in it for the 
freethinker. On neither side do the aims and ideals of 
rationalism have any place. The lack o f policy on the part 
of the Western Powers is only too painfully evident; to 
restore the status (¡no, the oppression and corruption of 
the vernial Rhee administrators, the absentee landlord and 
moneylender is a mockery o f the cause of Democracy. Yet. 
for 25,000 prisoners to resist all persuasion to return to their 
homeland and to be ready to face the dreary prospect of 
exile, is no advertisement for Communist rule. If, on the 
one hand, the United Nations would courageously put 
through a radical policy of agrarian and social reform, and 
on the other hand the Communists would accompany their 
reforms with freedom of thought and speech, there might 
be some possibility of peace and unity in Korea.
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Ascension or Assum ption 1
I.— “  Jesus ascended to Heaven from a room in 

Jerusalem.”  (Mark xvi, 19.)

II.— “ Jesus ascended to Heaven from a mountain in 
Bethany, during the same evening as his resurrection.” 
(Luke, xxiv, 50.)

III.— “ Jesus was seen walking around Jerusalem, forty 
days after his resurrection, talking with Disciples [Acts, 
I, 3] then again went up.”

h i n k e r Friday, August 28,
Stilffl*

1953

sugScSl •
Finally, sir, you say that your columns arc °Pen r̂orward '*'! 

for ensuring peace, so may I be permitted to PulT jnjted SljK 
simple one? A fully armed alliance between the . nations > 
ol America and the British Empire with military [ c|iallcllP¿mu me Dimwit xiinpiic wim Jl" 7 fP to • 
strategic points all over the world, Who would uar
such a power?.—-Yours, etc., I), MaR!mort.

[Our correspondent's opening statement begs 
I he tact is that "T h e  United Nations”— in 

America—jn a three

R, .......... „„.¡on.
the 9U

. * £ < 3
piali11

t i lie u n i i t u  n a i i u n o  ’ . . # u "  .1,
ree years war were unable to drive rC|evam t 

out of Korea and ended in a stalemate. One might • kalanA 
add that the Chinese numerical superiority was on!)', ¡s\ybiilJ 1,1 
by Western industrial and technical superiority. 111 
have happened 50 years a g o — Editor.]

Sunday School teachers should think on these things, 
as Notes of Lessons, especially as the brothers of Jesus 
said “  he is beside himself,”  which in Hebrew means 
“  thou fool.”

Wm . AUGUSTUS VAUGHAN.

Correspondence
M ONARCHY AND NATION?

Sir,— " M r. Paul Varney” is, seemingly, terrified at Trade 
Unions pressing for two million pounds a day more than the 
“  Nation ” earns.

The above sum is ten pence per day, per capita, on a population 
o f 50 million.

Remove the waste and the parasites, in an anarchic society ol 
factions with weapons of death. Abolish the wars and the wage 
system, and let humans co-operate and then what is ten pence a 
day? If all this cannot be— then what?

He says more money than the " Nation ”  earns— “ some ol it,” 
he means! A Freethinker should, at least, think scientifically, 
and not confuse what is by the individual, with global expressions 
like " Nation," "  We ”  and "  Our," when only one or some, is 
the corrcet premise.— Yours, etc.,

Ci ias. E. Burry.
P.S.— We hear "talk o f " o u r "  investments, and "E ngland" 

becomes II men at cricket or one multi-millionaire winning a 
yacht trophy—-C.E.B.

BELLOC AND CHESTERTON
Sir,— Mr. Paul Varney has excelled himself in writing nonsense 

about these writers. They had a perfect right to propagate their 
Romanism—just as Foote and Bradlaugh had a right to propagate 
their Atheism. And it is a fact that the Socialists, Wells and 
Shaw, made ten times more money— mostly from the 
“ bourgeoisie."— Yours, etc.,

J. R. R.
WHO WON THE KOREAN W AR?

Sir,- May I point out a rather misleading statement in yout 
front page article, “ Peace Breaks O u t" (Friday, August 14). 
You state that China was able " t o  light on equal terms, and to 
hold the industrially advanced West at bay, unconquered, lor 
three years,”

In the first place, the terms were never equal. The Communists 
had overwhelming superiority in manpower whieh was barely 
matched by our greater fire power and superior equipment. 
Furthermore, i we had no safe sanctuary behind the lines lor 
resting and reforming armies, building and operating airfields, 
etc., free from attack, as the enemy had in Manchuria.

Secondly, China did not hold the “  West ”  at bay at all, in nnv 
military sense. Surely, the case was quite the reverse! R.O.K. 
and U.S. forces, aided by mere token forces from other Western 
powers, held the Chinese hordes at bay for over two years, and 
indeed could have utterly smashed China had they not been 
handicapped by high policy. The only sense in which China 
"h eld  us at bay”  was a political one. We allowed China and 
her supporters to drag the truce talks on for two years while our 
highly mechanised armies bogged down into a war o f attrition, 
fought in trenches reminiscent of the 1914-18 war. Even then, 
General James Van Fleet complained that any action larger 
than a patrol by the forces under his command had to be 
previously approved by Washington. That the war dragged on 
for over three years was due to this sort of policy rather than 
to any military prowess o f China.

EUGENICS AND W AR |l
n (AU$̂ * fl/

Sir,—The inclusion in "V iew s and Opinions ‘ j0 
issue) o f comments on war was eminently sUI1 
Freethinker's cause. native 0>,y

Religion and war are ulterior and mundane corrc‘(j ¡ntW.j, 
natural scheme of extortion which permeates the flux a 
o f all life. Each is a manifestation o f the inherent _s ,erit* 
in human relations is termed selfishness and in biology^.jgiy''v 
the self-preservation instinct. One need not search 
the origin of the force: evolutionary laws have L ^¡ctL 
prominent because of the increased chances o f survlV‘ vve|| tf'V 
gives its possessors. Such a complex, and, therefore, (C 1 • 
organism as man must necessarily evince in no srna i,js Prt’s‘L 
qualities o f the instinct which has carried him to 11
status. Doubtless it is to this inevitable circumstance
' evils ”  which pollute mankind are to be imputed.v-viia w h ic h  j-JCMiuic m a i i M i i u  a i c  tu  u c  uiipuv'-' - '  v,v” jid

The religious and the self-seeker arc equally blame uer an. 
of the cosmopolitan " W i l l ” apprehended, by SchopdJ ^¡ty j;
placed on an organic basis by Darwin. The vast 
mankind are, o f course, subject to both self-interest ^
but, in view of the dependence of faith in im n io r w ■ • „I'1',
belief in the supernatural, and o f the increasing difl'C1̂  „idj 
the alert mind has in adhering to such belief, the r .fallen’“ ^
is slowly succumbing to th e  more tangible p r o s p e c t s  l" ” s |#| 
an attitude o f social materialism, and it is, therefore, m*............- ----- --------  . .  - ...................-  er
which would appear to constitute the real and final daub ^
ideal world-state fri<

War as wc know it is an advanced phase of........ i..*:_ t_.............. i- ... . .1:__.. .  i. ......iĤ 1 ... ul1having its evolution by way of the disputes between
families, tribes, nations, and similar groups. There ¡s a iPtl! j
analogy to this sequence in the species

S. I IlUlt. c III’- i
which develop - p{UCIICC- 111 m e  s p e e tc a  w i i i u i  lllA1* '

genus, a family, an order, a class, and, finally, a pr>> ¡̂ ¡i.d1' ,. 
whereas biological evolution proceeds by means ot :'n j

. ......... . . c _______ :..i ___ i _i:*: . i i___ i: ~ nilSbv ’ .*rt 'the growth of social and political bodies is
by a process of assimilation. Hope o f a complete W
civilisation is, therefore, not likely to prove vain. A 0f |L" 
identity o f  the active and passive moieties, knowledge 0[ t' 
can hardly discomfort posterity any more than a read' * feel' 
relative successes o f the Jutes and the Angles brings sllt ( 
to the modern Englishman. grip0 nJ

The acceptance of the foregoing cannot alone giv? Cl „¿r ■ L| 
to the altruist, however. For the development ol I* Ji'P 
fewer warring groups with the progress o f history docs u s tpĉ  
the enmities o f  the smaller groups: it merely overshado ,J ' 
and in our remote Utopia we shall presumably be Plâ r tkL 
the same insidious instinct which has militated against <• gflk, 
being since the birth o f civilisation. And, furthermor '^v.L 
one has faith in some “  <5lan vital ”  which will bear ma*1 stjpc' 
with the mere lapse o f  time, the probability o f the jS L
persistance must be faced. But a unified humanity S( (
eugenist’s dream: artificial selection will effectually & uP 
the unfortunate curse whieh nature has of necessity '• 
us.— Yours, etc.,

OUR DIVINE M ONARCH 
Sir,—May I make a brief addition to the facts prc 

Mr. Harry Warhurst’s interesting letter. l(1y

HoU>pV

presd1'1 j
i
1
u

What most struck me about the Coronation Cerena
what I deem the acme fl'G;.»1o f strangeness, as depicted m , Ul 
“  The Queen is Crowned ” , were the last words. I quote ■
Save the Queen! May she live for ever.” For ever?

So the young lady becomes ‘a goddess, with the
g<ii .|ik(

attribute o f immortality! (fid1’
I now await her canonisation, or has that already bed1 1

by the Holy Oil?— Yours, etc.,
ValtriE

J li
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