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the .
@ratiPOUS world has resently been shelen by the
-’notion booklet* published by The Society for’ the
dapy . Christian Knowledge (S.P.C.K.), which
Rart o $fUEEEE blc Roman Catholic Church from the
Sle, n0JeN .Anglican “ Church of England.”
Jednicai ,ua ,y s’ do not appear to be much interested in
'edtiia n,,,i eo'°gical controversy: it is part of the intel-
Mich ?s3ke'uP of our age.
>astic® nOf interse
Aithstin r Intn8ue but,
& of :n, n'nS this, is an
flee to 'e! ectual indiffer-
r®J|gion as such.
~giican' ~'s, Grace the
~terbun A/clibishop  of
Fectacui /' iresb fr°m his
?aiOncPr rolein the Cor°-
t ,monies>evidently
rh(le ,p Ule time has now arrived when a stand must be
1 wian the growing ;power of his Roman rival. So,
b/ Hs r y’ an opportune reference to the S.P.C.K. booklet

dhkl Crrace niade it evernight, a * best seller” and the
n one of national controversy.

ThSS Turns!
Stie § |'le Anglican Church should make, eventually,
Ryer fd °f a stand against the growing arrogance and
Pisrg.  ~ornan Catholicism is, after all, hardly sur-
4t cO ven a worm is said to turn at times; though we

E&H\/ O%gr\légag i I.tIIc sphere of biolor%Y HFE theTneﬁﬁ:r
ic - npr [ Th Hhe
IS ovoluppery T 0 e
. has hat! a good deal to put up with from
IMns pretensions of her Roman rival and would-be
“ale ICr- For the past half-century the Church of
Afatre°nce scornfully denounced by one of Dr. Fisher’s
&AU)YdSars as " The; ltalian mission,” has been gaining
H o gsteadily, at e o pense Of the “Church of
bttAllv'. 1 Particular.” The figures of church attendance
S ny compiled over the past half-century by Messrs.
S r eeC 3ntf havers in their work on English Life and
W .recently reviewed in these columns, indicate this
sos statistically. Whilst, socially, the Catholic proces-
an ,aich may, nowadays, be observed parading publicly
% o down our streets, would have provoked riots in
Je fr,1 °hl Protestant days of that staunch “ Defender of
%r'dretestant) Faith,” Queen Victoria. Then “ The
Ple , of England ” had some claim to its self-assumed
I°ke.i°’day, “ The Church of England ” actually appears,
»gn-le Church of only a minority, and a rapidly shrink-
~  n°rity, of the English people.

Mission

tti0 Archbishops of Canterbury, unlike their more pre-
Ploge. s~ shall we say?—stepbrothers of Rome, do not
Nar” that their public utterances are necessarily infallible.
'.'?scril?. they so in actual fact For example, the famous
ITE§PPn ~ the Church of Rome by the then Archbishop
Piissigirbury, h>r. Frederick Temple, as “ The Italian

n> Was historically inaccurate: actually, the words
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used should have been, “ The Irish mission.” For, as we
have indicated previously in this column, the modern
revival of Roman Catholicism in Britain owes far more
to Irish than to Italian immigration: shortage of potatoes
in the Ireland of “ The Hungry Forties ” played a much
bigger part in building up the Church of Rome in England
and Scotland than was accomplished by either the fulmina-
tions of the Vatican or the
subtle dissertations of
Cardinal Newman,Manning,
and their former colleagues
in“ The Oxford Movement,”
If his biographers are to be
believed, St. Patrick origin-
ally emigrated from Britain
to Erin: in modern times,
converts have
repaid the spiritual debt!

The Anglican Church has, to-day, every reason to be
alarmed at the present Irish-Roman revival: for it cannot

be denied that Anglicanism has fallen on evil days.

“ A House Divided ”

Socially, the traditional Church of the squirearchy, of,
par excellence, the English “ gentry,” finds itself reduced
to the support of a vanishing class: super-tax and death-
duties have played havoc with “ the squire and his
relations,” with “ the rich man in his castle,” for whom
prayers were so religiously offered up in the parish churches
of England during the heyday of Anglicanism. For if ever
there was a class-Church, “ The Church of England ” was
that Church. To-day, that Church is socially undermined
and theologically divided, and we have the highest possible
Christian authority for the statement that “ a House
divided against itself cannot stand”! The English Church
of to-day, which includes The Church Times and Dr.
Barnes, is in nolposition to oppose a united front against
either the present Vatican counter-offensive or the more
subtle but, ultimately, even more destructive, ravages of
scepticism.

“ Kaput ”

Theologically speaking, the old Anglican theology of
“ The Middle Way ” has largely broken down: the facing-
both-ways theology, the classic formulation of which is
to be found in the Thirty-nine Articles—each of which has
something like thirty-nine meanings!- has now broken
down. The old Bible-banging Protestant evangelical
school, which dominated English religion in the era of
Paine and Bradlaugh, and against the bibliolatry of which
The Age of Reason was originally written, has now been
relegated to the ecclesiastical wings. The dominant eccle-
siastical school in the present-day Anglican Church, the
Anglo-Calholics, only requires a more intelligent policy
on the part of the Vatican to go over en bloc to Rome.
If Rome would only permit the Anglo-Catholic clergy to
keep their wives—as in the Roman Catholic “ Uniate”
churches in the East - and to celebrate Mass in English,
the exodus would begin at once! And, without the Anglo-
Catholics, the one school of thought in the Anglican
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Church which has both some inherent vitality and some
popular backing, Dr. Fisher's Church would be, to use
an expressive European phrase, “ Kaput”!

“ God is Totalitarian”

Dr. Fisher’'s outspoken attack on the Roman Catholic
Church has led to a vigorous controversy even in the
popular Press, which only becomes interested in theological
arguments when an emergency arises. In the course of
numerous letters written by agitated supporters of the
Archbishop of Canterbury, the topical term, “ Totali-
tarian,” was frequently applied to the Church of Rome.
However, is this a very serious accusation from the
religious standpoint? For, as a Jesuit preacher relevantly
observed in reply, “ God is Totalitarian.” Obviously, this
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An American Looks at Europe

By IRA D. CARDIFF

WE hear much these days about saving Europe. The
meaning of this idea is a hazy one, like most popular
thinking. “ Saving Europe,” to the business man and the
economist refers to our European trade; our militarist
thinks of Europe as a region for the exercise of his strategic
activities and adventures; the good Catholic has visions
of the recovery of the lost dominions of the Church and
the combat of atheism; the social uplifter visualises a
bottle of milk each day for the under-nourished babies;
while to the unthinking, propagandised public generally,
it means saving this region from Communism, of which
many people have the most hazy and variegated concep-
tions. One and all, they forget that Europe has always
been full of starving babies, large numbers of communists
and atheists, and that its trade with America will probably
never again be what it was during the late nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries.

Have we ever stopped to ask ourselves whether Europe
is worth “ saving ”? Is she worth the price we must pay
to “ save ” her? Furthermore, will she stay saved? Europe
has, in the past, made certain contributions to human
betterment, chiefly in science, technology, literature and
art. However, she has also been a great handicap to the
race in many ways. In these days of hysteria, propaganda,
pressure groups and fuzzy thinking, few stop to analyse
or evaluate the feasibility of our aims, our elTorts or our
motives.

Let us have a look at this small corner of the earth
known as Europe — and let us exclude Russia from the
Europe we wisli to appraise, since no effort is being made
by the Western Powers to save Russia. Europe thus con-
sidered has a land area of approximately 1,824,000 square
miles. The thirty independent nations comprising this area
have a total population of 377,000,000. Thus Europe
embraces but 3 per cent, of the land area of the globe
and contains only 16 per cent, of the world’s population.
(Bear these figures in mind. They are based upon the last
census reports available just previous to world War I1.)
Though this very small corner of the world may appear
insignificant in many respects, it stands out in bold relief
in at least one particular. It definitely holds first place in
all the world and in all time in the number and magnitude
of its wars. Its populations or its nations hold the palm
for quarrelsomeness. Every nation in Europe has quar-
relled and fought with every other nation at some lime or
other, and some of them many, many times.

A careful check of the historical records of this small
section of humanity reveals the fact that it has had a war
almost every year for the past thousand years. To be
exact, an examination of the record from the organisation

of the Holy Roman Empire in the years 962 to ®"
period of 900 years, reveals that Europe had 78- n>
in other words, an average of a war every fourteeni ~
More correctly, she has been continuously at war
a millenium. Many, in fact most, of these wars were ~
sive, sanguinary conflicts of considerable duratl%f@lﬁm
been no uncommon thing for Europe to have
one war going at one time, and sometimes three JLC(GI
of them. While a portion of these wars were eo
upon a “civilised” basis (if any war can be called
most of them were savage in the extreme. EspeC] latf
this true when religious issues were involved. In g
case, the atrocities indulged in would put to shl
most savage American Apache. . tlkai
ft should be noted that in listing these 728 warejjgoX
have not been included the various and sundry * ‘o
persecutions of the period, unless they were accon'l »
by organised warfare. Throughout this entire PerlO(j fiet
has existed in almost all European countries frona if n
time, serious persecution of the Jews. This has va
intensity from residential restrictions and excessive W jgin
to extreme torture and wholesale murder, comPar’ ¢\C
intensity to the persecutions which the Jews them ”j.
earlier perpetrated upon their neighbours (Number*
17 and 18, 2 Samuel xii. 31). Likewise, although 1 id-
secutions of the Calvinists in Scotland and Swit® (&
and of Mohammedans in the south-east, were h*' $
all of these together were tame in comparison '\1 il
atrocities of the Holy Inquisition which hung liketit<!
over Europe for many centuries. This hideous m*1,
burned at the stake hundreds of thousands of the
people of the country, persons whose only crime”
independent thinking. These atrocities are without
elsewhere in the world. Nor is there included in thisf
the eight or ten Crusades which were, in effect, deva*
wars. W
Having formed the habit of quarrelling and t|ght]1 n
their neighbours for a thousand years, can we exP?c |C
Europeans will reform in a generation? Having i|ICA p
in several times more wars in the past thousand
than have all of the remaining 85 per cent, of the " ;ir
population in all its existence, these belligerent Eup’lpd-
have formed a fixed habit of hate and hostility. (uli.d
is the remainder of the world to be drawn into then i
strom of murder every few years? Here we have "t-
cent, of the world’s population, occupying but 3 pel”
of its area, keeping the world in a constant turnin'lijd
its insane brawls. That 16 per cent, of the human
should be permitted to involve the remaining 84 pef W'
in a perpetual turmoil is absurd. (To he cottcl'

“survival vdle |

k
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A Case for Suspended Judgment

.B, P. VICTOR MORRI L sh Guiana is
't sugparsion of the Constitution o thjs count

svehirg upon which hardly anybody the Britis
sredly well informed.  We all know elected Ministers

rn(y@nroant has taken action against t 'ssued a White
h lle Pegple’s Progressive Party and ‘  narliamental
P« which has 0geen the sﬁgject of a » i

A . .
p Jea Secularist 1 found the accusons acaln?t t;evgl%

€ Ministers, as set out in the Wh'te rap ~ entry
Jxed bag. Thal they had removed the that they
i f csl Indian Communists nn°® the r COU ~e Pubhca-
fcduced a Bill to repeal the Ujdesi™ &plan to
§. Qnilinance, and that they had N progressive
1 ulase the schools seemed to me legacies from
¢, J8Ures against repressive and totalh  {of the freedom
» Pilous regime. Perhaps thispartial yt th(J right of
temple to hear all sides of a uest . ' indoctrination,
IJen to be safeguarded from fbgi°uxr but> whatever

ck e over-critical of the White _ o readirag it.
t~*son, 1 came to the conclusion. atte  pkading

3 ENEN KGOS B Betandly P 202N 2nd

2%%%3,;5. evening 1 worked somewtiar " than usual

@ﬁ antl “bad the good fortune to notice, as | was
Nd at towards Holborn, that a meeting was being
IBsoy Holborn Hall. 1saw two police officers enter-
Met A llowed them. On the way up the stairs 1 asked
i%n a .meeting was about, and was informed that Dr.
Ooject’ f n . : Burnham would be addressing it on the
llle of th British Guiara. &¢ i entered the hal | heard
dor [, le Police officers tell the coloured steward at the
Pxting le bad a notice to serve on the organiser of the

i'ce \'leeting was a packed one, and a large crowd out-
wvad th Ullable to gain admittance. For a time The latter
®Proceedings by loudspeaker, but the police later
het | 1.6 relaying of the speeches to be discontinued.
f@IOWSh, tO rePort is that | hesfd wvaridug Guidinéed
| mC 'pbeMding the Leader of the House of Assembly
pS il "a8alt) and the Minister for Education (Mr.
H ffi iurnham) give their version of the events leading
J@ 6f pending of troops to Georgetown and the suspen-
Kidvancté COmstmtution. It was a recital of long-existing
"Uepobs °I the workers of British Guiana, accusations
AutatiilSin aSabist British officials, and a point-by-point
&t a by Dr. Jagan of many of the charges brought
isfail Irn,ancl his colleagues in the White Paper. He
ms °wed by Mr. Burnham, who dealt with the reforms
Tj °untry’s educational system proposed by the P.P.P.
thfu~b”kers struck me, a political “ independent,” as
' Mitg den sincerely concerned to free their country from
'bi)s domination that is not as progressive as circum-
|%rts redllire.  The next day, after reading newspaper
\oilvO Ibe debate in the House of Commons, 1remained
Hlij0!nccd that the action of our Government was
ulre ri HOr was lat all impressed by the condemnation
V/~bianese Ministers that formed part of the Labour

1u' Uniendment to the Government motion.
\ PuMerstand that the case of the P.P.P. is to be stated
W ¢ meetings all over the country, and | hope that
% tilSts w'b endeavour to attend them and compare
aoh;.,, y bear with the official pronouncements of the
f«o, : Office. If we allow freedom of speech and publi-
and a movement towards secular education to
crimes in the Colonies, how long before they

0 'he same here?
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The Late F. C. C. Watts

For over 100 years, the Watts family have been intimately
connected with Freethought; and the sad death of Fred
Watts (as he was affectionately known to a large circle of
friends) has removed the last of its male members—all of
whom have left their names high on the list of soldiers
in the best of causes. The eldest of the family was John
Watts, a brilliant writer, who died all too young in 1866.
His brother Charles made a great reputation as a lecturer
and a formidable debater, edited Secular journals, and
wrote innumerable pamphlets which can still do service.
Charles Watts died in 1906, but by then his son, Charles
A. Watts, had not only helped to found the Rationalist
Press Association, but was rapidly beginning to be known
as the enterprising and audacious publisher of cheap
reprints of the most famous Rationalist works of his
generation—by Darwin, Haeckel, Huxley, Clifford, Grant
Allen, Herbert Spencer and many other world-famous
writers. These carried the creed of Rationalism all over the
world and inflicted a heavy blow on all religions.

Born in 1896, educated at Highgate School, Fred Watts
joined his father after World War | and soon was engrossed
in the business of publishing Rationalist and other liberal
works. Both Charles A. Watts and Fred Watts had a
flare for choosing the right books—and authors—and the
“ Thinker’s Library,” launched in 1928, gave the public a
magnificent series of first-class works, beautifully bound
and printed, for the sum of Is. each. It was a triumph,
both for publishing and Rationalism.

In the meantime, on the retirement of Charles A. Watts,
his son took over the Editorship of both the Literary Guide
and the Rationalist Annual, putting in an enormous amount
of work which was only increased with the advent of
World War Il. After the death of his father in 1946, Fred
Watts bravely carried on as chairman of the R.P.A. and
managing director of Watts & Co., under the added strain
of ill-health, and on October 21 last died of thrombosis.
One might well add, he died “ in harness ” and, like his
father and grandfather, was a brave soldier for the cause
of Rationalism.

The death of his daughter Doreen in 1948 was a tragic
blow; and to his widow, ever his devoted companion, and
his surviving daughter, all of us who knew Fred Watts
personally (and, we are sure, the readers of this journal
also) tender our sincerest sympathies. H. C.

Modern and Christian 1

“ WE read of all these modern discoveries about the Bible
and Jesus Christ, Captain. Don’t they make you feel
unhappy?”

“ Not a bit. 1lread all the modern books 1 can myself,
I even read The Freethinker sometimes. | can quite
honestly say this, that modern discoveries and translations
have done nothing to upset people’s faith in a personal
God, and a personal Saviour. If anyone is prepared to
read those books, etc., with an open mind, he will see that
the only explanation of life is God; the only salvation for
fallen humanity is Jesus Christ.”

“ Has nothing changed then?”

“ Yes, a good deal has changed, we are bound to admit
that. Some false gods and beliefs have been knocked on
the head. Even the opponents of Christianity keep
changing their view point. The true Christian has nothing
to fear from science, atheism, free thinking, or modern
criticism of the Bible and the Early Church.”—From The
Church Army Gazette, October 24, 1953,

WHAT IS RELIGION? By Colonel R. G. Ingersoll. Price
2d.; postage H-d.
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This Believing World

The Archbishop of Canterbury, one of whose well-paid
jobs is to boost the Bible, is very sick at the almost
complete ignorance nearly everybody shows of God’s
Precious Word. He recently rightly pointed out that last
century most people really knew their Bible and read it
regularly, and he wants us all to go back to those dear old
days when the parson—or at least a bishop—was some-
body in the land. What are they now? Alas, they are for
the most part ignored. And with them is the almost com-
plete indifference people show when Obadiah or Malachi
or even Matthew is quoted.

The Churches are doing their utmost to bring their sheep
back to the Bible which is being freshly translated when-
ever someone thinks he can do it- as if any translation can
make this mixture of Oriental legend and myth anything
but a mass of hopeless credulity. And at last, even the
sheep are beginning to see how they have been fooled by
the Bible. The grand old days of Bible-reading have gone
for ever.

It is also most amusing to note that the Home Secretary,
at his wit's end to cope with what is called “ juvenile
delinquency ”, claims that only more religious teaching and
belief can in the ultimate eliminate it. There are, he was
obliged to admit, other causes titan the lack of religion, but
that was the principal cause. But how does he explain the
fact that very nearly all prisoners, young and old, insist
that they are religious, and that therefore they must have a
Prison Chaplain; while there are so few- if any—
unbelievers in prison, that the Home Office rigidly refuses
to appoint any “ Secular ” Chaplain? In other words, it
is the very religious and not the unbelievers who commit
crimes and go to prison. Will the Home Secretary explain
why?

Ghosts, whether with bloody heads tucked under their
arms, or with only screaming skulls visible, are always
news and our sensational journals appear ever ready to
rake up the old, old stories or print details of new ones.
We are, therefore, not surprised to find the Sunday Pictorial
filling pages with lurid lush about them, especially as these
stories are sponsored by the Society for Psychical Research.
They arc guaranteed by Mr. G. N. M. Tyrrell who is
described “ as one of Britain’s foremost researchers into
the supernatural ” with an “ acutely original mind ” and
one who has “ probably penetrated more deeply into the
spectral world than any scientifically trained investigators ”
since Phantasms of the Living was published in 1886.

It is thus that legends are created and perpetuated for
the truth really is that Tyrrell was about the most hope-
lessly credulous member the S.P.R. ever encountered. He
was ready to believe the silliest stories, particularly of
“ poltergeists  but, in any case, his whole attitude towards
psychic phenomena was that of an out-and-out believer in
spooks. Nothing was too silly for him to believe—and.this
is the great authority put forward by the Sunday Pictorial
to influence readers in the “ supernatural” There are
plenty of explanations of “ ghosts ”, but not one can prove
the reality of anything supernatural and they prove only
the extreme credulity of most people—like Tyrrell himself.

The one significant characteristic of Christianity is its
ability to favour “ disunity” rather than “ unity” among
its followers. The latest example is the “ holy ” row over
a Protestant pamphlet against the Roman Church just
published. During the nineteenth century hundreds of
attacks on Rome regularly appeared, some very violent,
and most very contemptuous of Popish claims. But they
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are forgotten—much to the joy of Romg, antI o (o
Catholics werethoping-that it would net oW
God s Own Church would oust all rivals. cp\rlgg
a bombshell just like one of those horrid nineteg:Ih
attacks, and lots and lots of people were rendin"uppesed
a pity that such blasphemy can no longer' be '. lalld te
that the Smithfield fires can never again be hgn Lj ~ cridi
there are still people who believe it necessary to d
the infamous ” without the “ infamous” rid
anything about it. “ Unity ” in the Church

don’t make us laugh!

Theatre o
Wish You Were Here, at the London Casino sa
musical comedy from America. Aot

Most of us are aware of certain customs a suMj\d
quialisms through which it is possible to recognise ™ jch
of paganism, and much can be read into this sim'v ~stO
intentionally or not—reflects the old religion. de
centres round a girl engaged to an elderly " qetl
manages, by some flimsy excuse about her health. ~
a holiday without him at a holiday camp and rig rijgi
is persuaded to discard her engagement ring wm  "gc
be regarded as a denial of a Christian bond. * drel
follows an orgy of light-hearted but aimless an' »

in which sex plays a prominent part, and in gn
rather licentious contacts between big boy and Jii
regressed a few centuries. >

The music is pleasant, but only one or two mein .
outstanding. The show lacks any form of d44'sipl
dancing, and the two most prominent characters™
Wallis and Dickie Henderson -are given slender
nities of showing their versatility. The play is by
Kober and Joshua Logan, with music and lyrics by n°
Rome.

Volpone, by Ben Jonson, at the King’s Theatre,

smith, is produced by Donald Wolfit, and in it lie P’ fk
leading part. His is a splendid performance of a.r, jd
able play which satirises the society of Jonson’s

in which we are appalled by the daring and cunning " P
of Volponc—with the help of Mosca, his serva
extract handsome gifts from others. But he is not a‘ gr?
to get away with it, and in a court scene which isin*'] \f
with the rest of the satire he is fully dispossessed 1
wealth. J

Rosalind Iden fulfils the part of the greatly WP[e>
Celia most adequately, and one cannot easily in'a-
better Mosca than John Wynyard. \ijp

The next play in this repertory will be A New
Pay Old Debts, by Philip Massinger.

Vienna Ballet at the Princes Theatre is notable
only female dancers. Into “ The Star Gazer ” W
read a form of pagan worship, and likewise there is
thing folklorical in “ Fairy Tale.” Also in “ The M
Prcsser Dance” we are shown something of an.llgf
pagan dance in which sacrifice to the gods of wine js 1Jjd(
These dancers are light and their form is good, b1
various turns lack variety in style. e

RAYMOND DOUGKk~",

THE TRUTH ABOUT THE CHURCH. By
fngersoll.  Price 2d.; postage 14d.
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Lecture Notices, Etc.
‘MMd] Outdoaor
I, ‘Branch N.S.S. (M «ce).-Every Sunday, 7P-m,

KNB°n ®anch N.S.S. (Castle Street)—Every Sunday, 8P

Mid,7; Barker and Mills. Every week-
Gahfor Branch N.S.S. (Deansgate Bomb sito. t Sunday,
ij P"m: Messrs. Woodcock and Barnes. Ever.

iAd Platt Field ture stead Heath).—
« adon %ranc 8N%|te tone Pond, HamBsm )
© Sunday, noon: L. Ebury.

~ferd Indoor .
N.S.S. (Mechanics’ Institute). — Sunday,

i IR‘MW]'Dm Colin McCall (Manchester), “ Modern
Q%\%F N clentific Philoso phy.” ( )

’\cuss on circle (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
ladpa lu«day, November 10:
> t | Tacs in Education.”
i-tubers ar Somety (Humberstone Gate). —Sunday,
Ma’\y r 20 pm. Jack Johnson, MA, * Materialism

Mr. E. Burchett, "Toys

hlnv Ml'manlst Fellowshlp (Cross Street Chapel). — Satur-
Vni®an i“"Ber 7, 3 p.m.. Alistair Lindsay, M.A., “ The

WBen Want-’
r akesnp. .Cosrnopolitan Debating Society (Technlcal College

V ;A T,'re Street)—Sunday, November 8, 2-30 p.m.. Prof,
fi® Pl MASON>“ A Visit to the New China.”

,,JC 1)7,Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
k he1vmr*day, November 8, 11 am.. S. K. Ratcliffe,

S lonlrary Horizon."
?2n "Branch N.S.S. (Laurie Arms, Crawford Place,

“ W.)).—Sunday, November 8, 7-15 p.m.: F. A.

’Vﬁlf IF Cato Stregt Conspiracys” Rﬁaders who wioutd

Ir-J M »l orniman’s Museum are asked to meet the guide.

rlﬂlg A exandcr on Saturday, November 7, Charing Cross
v Und, T'am

Mt Notes and news

Strib,A*~am Kent, who for many years has been a
; Cke°rlo TVie Freethinker, has prepared a new list of
W brar,anc* °f lectures. He is prepared to lecture to
g des Ca «f the N.S.S. or kindred society without fee.
g jtion not ni‘nd travelling any distance provided that in
vepro .to I'le “are’ where necessary, bed and breakfast
"(In: Icecl- He does not have suppers. His address is
°n Road, London, SW.4. (Mac 2007).

nCorresPoncIence which has reached this office in

;W ° nths aPPears to indicate a certain confusion on
°/<rel some of our correspondents with regard to the
i-Nett- Freethought in general and to the function of
71)joking journal such as ours. Thus, we have been
>iG 10 task for publishing letters from Roman Catholic
other opponents of Freethinking, as well as for

JPy IaS articles that are critical of materialist philo-
Svi 'th regard to the first of these criticisms, it has

/MtYEh tie custom of The Freethinker to publish any
comments that our opponents may have to make:
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such conduct is, in our submission, of the essence of Free-
thought.

In continuing this practice, the present editor is only
carrying on the time-honoured tradition of his distinguished
predecessors, Mr. Foote and Mr. Cohen. To employ a
somewhat hackneyed phrase: ours is not a coward’s castle*
It is only a weak case that has reason to fear opposition.

With reference to the second criticism: we note a
regrettable disposition on the part of some of our corres-
pondents to regard Freethought as a sort of Church, with
fixed dogmas which are apparently sacrosanct and above
criticism. Apart from the somewhat paradoxical concep-
tion of a philosophy based on evolution claiming, or so it
would appear, finality, we dissent altogether from such a
conception of Freethought. Ideas are fluid, and scientific
concepts are usually only provisional in character. We
have no desire to equate our Rationalist philosophy with
concepts which in, say, 2053, may be as antiquated as the
indivisibility of the atom and other provisional hypotheses
of science in byegone ages! In any case, criticism is always
useful and prevents us from degenerating into a “ mutual
admiration society,” the only connection of which with
Freethought is that it is free from thought.

Our National Anthem has come in for a good deal of
criticism in our correspondence column in recent months.
To view this famous song in a correct perspective, one
must remember the actual circumstances of its origin.
God Save the King was, it appears, first published during
the Jacobite rebellion of 1745, when the Stuart claimant
to the throne was marching on London, and when the
Bank of England was paying out in sixpences to afford a
financial crash. God Save the King was a rallying song for
the partisans of the threatened House of Hanover. This
is clearly indicated by the final verse in the original version,
now discarded for obvious reasons. This ran as follows:

“ Lord, grant that Marshal Wade
May by Thy mighty aid.
Deliverance bring.

May he rebellion crush
And like a torrent rush.
Rebellious Scots to crush;
God Save the King.”

One can, perhaps, comment that, if this verse was now
sung, republicanism might be stronger north of the Tweed!

[Marshal Wade was then the Hanoverian commander-
in-chief, at the start of the rebellion.]

The West London Branch, N.S.S., has long been noted
for its varied and comprehensive lectures held during the
winter at “ The Laurie Arms,” Edgware Road, W., on
Sunday evenings at 7-15 p.m. Next Sunday they are
destined to break fresh ground with a subject that has
not, we think, ever been dealt with on an N.S.S. platform
before. For, as announced elsewhere in this issue, the
editor of The Freethinker, Mr. F. A. Ridley, will lecture
on the Cato Street conspiracy of 1820. This conspiracy
to murder the Cabinet of the day is not less dramatic,
though much less known, than the Guy Fawkes attempt to
“ reform ” Parliament, which we celebrate this week also.
Cato Street is actually just round the corner from “ The
Laurie Arms,” and the house is still standing where
Thistlewood and Co. were run to earth. Mr. Ridley can,
we think, be relied on to do justice to this little-known
episode in our national history.

The Woking Muslims have asked Mr. H. Cutner to
speak on “Why | am an Atheist” next Saturday, at
18, Eccleston Square, SW. 1, at 4-30 p.m. This should
provide a vigorous discussion, as all Muslims are Theists.
We hope there will be a good audience.
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American Christianity and Evolution

By LEON SPAIN vith

IT is a matter of common knowledge to many avowed
Freethinkers that the discoveries and investigations of
scientists have been vastly instrumental in exposing the
fallacies of Christian Supernaturalism.  This has been
particularly exemplified in the years between the presenta-
tion of the Heliocentric theory of our planetary system, as
presented by Copernicus, and the publication of Charles
Darwin’s monumental works, “ The Origin of Species”
and “ The Descent of Man,” which permanently dispelled
the notions that organic species were created by separate
divine acts and that man, especially, was made in the image
and likeness of the “ universal creator.” It has been with
the greatest reluctance that the Christian and Hebrew con-
ceptions of creation have given way to the scientific, and
the venom of the pulpiteers played no small part in
deterring the expression of scientific discovery. However,
despite the venom and resistance which the clergy dis-
played to early scientific innovations, it seems that the most
outstanding of the modern clergy tacitly, if not openly,
admit, that the Genesaic account of creation is untenable.

The above is revealed in an article entitled: “ Most U.S.
Churchmen Come to Terms with Darwin’s Idea,” which
appeared in the Friday, August 14, 1953, issue of The
Evening Bulletin, Philadelphia, Pa., U.S.A. The article
was written by George W. Cornell, a featured Associated
Press writer, who reviewed the utterances and attitudes of
various leading American Churchmen, with reference to
Darwin’s theory of organic evolution and, in particular,
human evolution.  According to Cornell, the leading
American clerics see no inconsistency between evolution
and the idea of a divinity, and that only “ fundamentalist
Protestants, some Catholics and some Orthodox Jews
strongly oppose evolution.” The Clerical vituperation of
Darwinism is obscured and hardly mentioned, if ever, and
an uninformed reader of the article is led to believe that
organic evolution, as he understands it, has always had
clerical consent, and that no discrepancy exists between
evolution and “ divine creation.”

Modern theologians have come to the realisation that
what they cannot abolish, they can at least attempt to
modify, or interpret to their own advantage. And it seems
that organic evolution has fallen into that category. How-
ever, no amount of casuistry and theological sophistry can
reconcile the innumerable discrepancies and absurdities
which inhere if a controlling intelligence is postulated as
directing organic developments.

Among some quotations, which should be of interest to
readers of The Freethinker, are the following, which have
been attributed to prominent American theologians:
Robert T. Handy, professor of Church History at Union
Theological Seminary, states that “ nearly all ministers
have come to see that there is no conflict between evolu-
tion and divine creation. They recognise that any real
contribution to knowledge or to understanding of life is
an addition to the truths of God.” Handy, a Baptist, also
adds that “ even many conservatives who adhere to a liberal
interpretation of the Bible now see no direct conflict
between it and evolution. They note the remarkable
parallels.” The parallels are, according to Handy, “the same
chronology of events in both science and Genesis—the
earth without form—the herbs and grass—the sea monsters
and fishes—the fowl and land creatures—and finally man.”
Of course, to the student of organic evolution the strained
analogies between science and Genesis arc of the flimsiest
intellectual texture. T. H. Huxley proved, convincingly
and beyond doubt, in his intellectual jousts with "Wm.

Gladstone that, in no wise, is evolution consi
Genesis. >

1 he fofiovving quotation, by the Rev. Roger G. el v
t- Joseph s Roman Catholic Seminary. Yonkers. con'-

shows..the..compromise which..his Church has téeorganit
pelled to reach with the evolutionary concept o0 ~ db
development: “ The Church has an open mind jiest]
ject. The teaching of the Church doeg not *°ripe )nmn
gation of the question (evolution) in regard to "y b
body, but insists that the soul is created imm”™ ™ gven
God. In such discussions, Biblical texts are
their due authority with anthropological evide ge\
may, in this connection, be commented m ad
Franklin’s Church was conspicuous in denoun
defaming the early pronouncements of Charles o]
and has given distorted interpretations of mis
coincide with its groundless theology. Ge»eSS

Still another version is given, of evolution vSAileg®
by Rabbi Dr. John Tepfer, of Hebrew Upjohn i3
Jewish Institute of Religion. Dr. Tepfer is ~Mtioil
follows: “ There is no contradiction as we see it joesnl
itself may be part of God’s indirect revelation. uniat;
detract from the Bible as an inspired ethical a
whose every utterance of wisdom and thought was
by the Deity.” In passing, it may be commen tic
Dr. Tepfer’s statement that his rhetoric cannot ob”~j H
contradictions which his remark contains, 8ngk jolheB
Bible is an “ inspired ethical document” has1» BibR”
tion in fact. Also, the “ inspired ethic” of the ~ dtC
questionable by the best in human standards
and decency. coK

The article, captioned “ Most U.S. Churchmen
Terms With Darwin’s Idea,” contains a pertinent ¢ ~
by its writer, George W. Cornell: “The general anhU [0
has evolved between the two fields is in sharp cm
the controversy that erupted into the famous 1 vt# ,
John Thomas Scopes for violating Tennessee law  uib
ing the Darwin theory. In the ensuing years, thr° |et$
depression and World War Il, anti-evolution laws i "
ones in Tennessee, Florida, and Mississippi quietly H
However, Mr. Cornell should have added that it Na;tio}
the greatest reluctance, and with the bitterest npP”efl
that the American Bible Belt, in particular, and the jr
can clergy, to a great extent, have admitted the teach
open advocacy of evolution. jo

Accepting the doctrine of evolution, as the
divine purpose or infinite intelligence, is only an - ~
by the various clergies_to__give_the God-idea agy "
lease on life.  The evolutionary aspect, which V]
logians are now seeking to promote, in trying to
their divinty, is replete with more absurdities and ., r.
dictions than th¥views of the Creationists. The lert"pii
their blind followers should reflect that the blind io'iv
of the natural forces and elements manifest the'l
without regard to the human element, and. 1L
instances, quite destructively upon human and . P
populations, who have been in their paths.
human element plays no more unique part in the ec( yd'
of nature than other living phenomena, and tha ~ o
human vanity explains the universe and.its
teris of Human—experienceland_human—atfributes
intelligence and omnipotence, if such is postulated.
have accomplished his designs with an economy Ay,
effort, and pain to his creatures, despite the mystery
is attributed to his methods and ends.
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The B.B.C. and Religious Broadcasting

vith M ¢ iy
meeting us this report of the recent protest

din on SmMM 12d in Chorlton Town Hall, Manchester,

. | THO, y October 25—Editor]

on.} i 1%V h 22 jthat *.had better send you a report on the
ank.)c I'< Mel@o & n'sbt in protest against the B.B.C.'s
W} orghatmy, rel>gious controversy on its services.

et gxlfne gfth \\e bave. been.let.down by our politicians
¥ i brgge a Peni turned up! M, Bradilaugh Bonmer had

iw | @nt [le]p journey from London to fill the gap.
" ' Es 4Tp ieeling that it was a very poor show by the
It e agreeim,  ° U bave made a definite effort to be there

K i rdoi afte 8tu® COme- Mr. Bonner had to dash back to

and °nof Mr li, 2nteeting in order to officiate at the crema-
wQ , Thej | Watts-

| ~othertSnjSFibers, then, apart from the chairman (Aid

R Were . My Bonner, proposing the motion;

s 3H V. Hfﬁf (rUnitariaH ' seconding, and myself

ra)>( ity ifruer ~ave an historical survey of religious broad-
iin®  frAbises i, IS Country, the development of the B.B.C., its
501 %ct, an. JIncr9ase the controversial treatment of the
et jytany ®aA 1l failure (except in a very himivad ame ieni-
M ttepal’ 10 do so. He gave details of the deputations
ip¥ . Proerclarnentary Committee for Freedom of Religious.
te W t0 the BB C., and also of allowances for
tf Tre d s expression in other countries,
joa- | pResgOl v Holt followed with a plea for freedom of
* pat Plea f°Vei*lbe a'r and drew a parallel with Milton’s
dr  haohriofor freedom wif \eypivesIion wf dve wdikien e,
‘miligm ff 1L Mr- Holt considered that Christianity had
;insunn . From free controversy.
. lGeexqj Fofting the motion | made reference to the
ﬁ'ﬂ ljid w;.fUMle now devoted to religious broadcasting com-
iyin \ 1948-49, and the statement of Sir William
. Son Noveniber, 1948 that “ the B.B.C. bases its
It > 10 ”a Positive attitude towards Christian values. It
Aﬂ* , ten "ai?j8Uard those values and to foster acceptances
« urtim,' . e whole preponderant .weight of its pro-
™ he IS directed to this end.” This, despite the fact
A &?se i| sa'd in July, 1945: “ We are determined to
a ,-5d , Ic arnount of controversial broadcasting.” 1
A Wal ltat religious broadcasts are not popular.
CIrdJ. atl elementary education place them eighth
ilk 1] JeCtS' diose with a secondary education place
et), or 13th and those with a university education
al L Hh or 12th. The only religious broadcast that
uity | T°Pular is the “ Sunday Half-Hour ” of com-
H®ia H™n-singing on the Light Programme, which is
roik;Case involving additional psychological factors . . .
} iN\%rrnTs Ulcmental’j r_hy-thmsdof O1lijhr childhood Iha}VE_ an
' ~ religio e communal singing.
&d«?%[% &.e., PQQ?SF“ ) the programme com-
V1®&i) dh  Onward, Christian Soldiers no doubt an
i M°F die Christian values Sir William Haley was
Ttedtb)f’g safeguarding and fostering in the remarks
a e.
302 rast'to the increased amount of religious broad-
r& 'nstanced the scarcity of anti-Christian expres-
I'Jle\ lew and recalled a few odd examples. Mr. Fred
H Ifiis nl broadcast on “ The Nature of the Universe,”
in lief kK 's discussion with Fr. Copleston, statements of
I Mr ij Brof. J. B. S. Haldane and Dr. Alex Comfort,
i, dUC H. J. Blackham’s arguments on Humanism with
tAt|aj u Protestant professor and a person who defied
\h I°nT a sort of go-between. The latter discussion,
dniirable in some ways and argued quietly and

4 i
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By COLIN McCALL

effectively by Mr. Blackham, was rather too genteel.
And why?

If a person believes that Christianity is a fantastic fraud,
why should he not be allowed to say so? And the utilisa-
tion of satire and ridicule is as legitimate in the sphere of
religion as it is in politics, where there have been several
examples of its use recently. Why should absurdities be
taken seriously and treated with reverence? After all,
the number of churchgoing Christians in this country is
approximately equalled by the number of people who' are
hostile to religion.

The B.B.C. is, in fact, a coward’s castle for a minority
opinion which already has another in the pulpit and wields
influential power in education and in the Press. In a
democratic country such a state of affairs is preposterous.
We should get rid of the ghost of Lord Reith from Portland
Place as we have got rid of many other ghosts in modern
times. | called upon the audience to support the Committee
now and to follow it up with a campaign on its behalf
by letters, etc.

After a short discussion the motion was agreed to, with
two dissentients.

Mr. Bonner will be able to give you a fuller and better
report than this rather hasty one. He will also supply
details of the motion. | have concentrated upon what |
said, simply because 1 was the N.S.S. representative and
feel that you should know how 1 acted on your behalf.

Thanks are due to a number of people. To Mr. Bonner,
for his hurried trip to Manchester; to the chairman, to
Mr. Holt, to the organisers and, not least, to two members
of the N.S.S. who travelled from Liverpool to support the
meeting. They were Mr. Walter Parry and, 1 think,
Mr. White.

The audience was estimated at just over 100.

In conclusion, let me say how glad 1am that the “ Bible
Handbook ” is selling well.

The Vatican under the Southern Cross

Non-Catholics Debarred from Union Office

SUCH is the progress that Vatican influence has made in
Australian labour circles, that every non-Catholic member
of the Queensland Branch of the Clerks’ Union is to be
debarred from election to any office within that body. The
rule designed to bring about that disqualification will not
operate at the forthcoming elections in January because
it has not yet been registered.

Mr. Martin, who had been branch president for seven
years, did not nominate for the position again. He
explained that apart from his health, there were other
reasons for his retirement. In recent years, under the
pretence of fighting Communism, sectarian cells had
developed within the organisation and had become very
active. The so-called Australian Labour Party and other
industrial groupers, he stated, had turned out to be merely
“ troopers " busily engaged in organising religious sec-
tarianism. As a result, the management council of the
branch had been an ancillary to the Roman Catholic
Church. Mr. Martin added that members would be able
this year to vote for five non-Catholic members out of a
field of 29 candidates.

The Clerks’ Union is the biggest union in the northern
State, and it has considerable funds. These events are in
line with the information published in The Freethinker on
August 7 last—(Sent in by an Australian reader.)
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Correspondence

LETTER TO A HUMANIST
The Editor, The Humanist, U.S.A.

Sir,—You send me a copy of that inspiring publication, The
Humanist, and | thank you' With it, a little form asking me
whether | should ﬁ) like to be a Humanist, or (b) like to think
the thing over awhile. There seems to be no other alternative
and | will opt for the latter.

1 am replying in an English publication because my reply
would not be published in America. You Americans are, except
in one case, free people. You are free, with one exception, to say
what you like. In America a man may put his hands in his
pocket, his cap on the back of his head and look the whole world
in the face. Except that in one direction he must not look. He
must scowl. But over here we do not scowl so easily. Not, at
least, to order.

Humanism believes (I take it. though you don’t say so) in
Humanity. It takes from Christianity its sole virtue—good-
neighbourliness. It believes that Man is of more importance than
the State, and that Science exists for the furtherance of Man’s
moral and physical well-being—not his destruction. It is for
birth control and against racial discrimination.

And so, except that | think man exists for humanity rather than
the converse, am |. The adolescent idealism of our overgrown
but warm-hearted stepchild is contagious, if not convincing. But
not so contagious as to get Humanism’s final principle across,
which is that in order to entertain these lovely notions it is
necessary to be anti-Communist.

It is understandable that anti-Communism is a useful thing
to believe in in America. It is possible that if you arc not anti-
Communist you are not allowed to believe in anything. You arc
not allowed to be there. The inclusion of the doctrine within
the Humanist creed at least illustrates that perfect fear casteth
out love.

In this country, however, we are allowed to think about
Communism, even if it is made unprofitable to embrace it. 1
myself have thought about it often, even if | have never thought
much of it. But this has occurred to me.

Communism, like God and All Gaul, is compounded of three
parts. First, there is a political creed propelled by Marx and
Engels. It believes that with time all wealth will congregate in
the hands of a small clique who will own it without earning it.
As this clique (the Bosses, Capitalists or Bloody Bourgeoisie) gets
smaller and smaller, the rest of the world (have-nots, workers or
exploited proletariat) will get, obviously, bigger and bigger. That
is nearly all there is to it and if it were all it would be not politics
but science, and poor science at that, since it is not going to
happen. But Engels (I think it may have been someone else
dressed up) had another thought and wondered whether the
process could not be expedited with a discreet push here and
there. This made the whole thing positive, political and repre-
hensible to many people.

Man considers himself at the head of the vertebrates and this
is odd because vertebrate means “ with a backbone ” and of all
creatures man is the most backboneless. He will stand robbery,
exploitation, murder and all manner of direction and interference
by religious, statutory and other organised bodies without demur.
But like another invertebrate creature he will turn eventually and
when that happens there is a revolution. He then gets rid of his
oppressors and, being so made that he is unable to keep his hands
out of his fellows’ pockets unless someone stands over him with
a stick, promptly hands over his destiny to another lot. Now it
is essential that the new set of extortioners shall appear unlike,
and unlikely to get like, the previous lot, wherefore they have
recourse to a creed or doctrine. This is usually the creed of
the moment, but so long as' it makes the new gantl;sters look as
much like angels as possible it doesn't matter really what it is.
In England it was Puritanism, in France egalitarianism. The
Russians happened on the beautiful word “ Communism.”

This brings us to the third type of Communism, and this is
simply a label. Human thinking is comprised almost entirely of
“ word-labels,” i.e., words that you apply to things so that you
can remember whether you have to like them or not. Socialist,
Atheist, Freethinker, Catholic and other words are often used,
irresponsibly, in the same way.

The Russians found the word a useful label to tie to their
military dictatorship. The Americans found another use for it
After twice saving democracy at bargain rates they found them-
selves in possession of most of the known world, all the rest of
it being held by Soviet Russia. The Americans didn't like this
or the Russians; in fact they disliked them so much that they
R[qu?_ted the word “ Communist ” to be their Chief Comminatory

jective.
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It is understandable that American Humanists thetrjj,
the waord, even though they might find it app»€0 1 They @m
by their very credulous religious fellow-countryni- .~ogo
even believe that it is impossible to love humanity. * * ;0 |
and commend birth control without hating it aS, jny fes
whilst the matter is sub-judice, | am going to

Yours, etc., Bissett Lovtto

BLASPHEMY )
Sir,—The following extract from Stone’s Justices H'Liar PYk
should be of interest to Freethinkers, and in WB&]
who attended the opening meeting of the West
of the N.S.S. at the “ Laurie Arms” on October ]
The p pakv) “ *5 (%(te
General rules—" Serious arguments ™ (observes ra audC'.,
on all sides. Christianity is but ill defended by retu TyhiN j
or toleration to the objections of unbelievers.” thoss;
would have freedom of inquiry restrained by RO« arcligi?ll "I'jil
decency, we are entitled to demand on behalt or jiat s adtn
holds forth to mankind assurances of i%morta Y hgr dist fis
be assailed by no other weapons than“those of soj r
and legitimate reasoning.” Our law has adopted this Qi
sober argument you may answer, but indecerit FeViting 3j gistvit’
and therefore the law steps in and punishes be
Assuming the correctness of this proposition, it Mayocont )
that no prosecution could be sustained at the P~=="aiic¥°;
calmly and dispassionately discussing, or even calling, ﬂb Lphi1
the truth of Christianity; and that the offence of y, jH
consists in attacking it by ribaldry, profanity, or indef'|Sty
not in endeavouring by legitimate argument to prove its * pa
Further quotations, in_the Manual describe blasphemy,
lane scoffing," "licentious and contcmclious abuse, oK«
misrepresentations,” “ artful sophistry,” all calculated t* rf
he ignorant and unwary. Probably this is the reason w¥/ cjgd
thinkers are never taken up by the law these days, tn\ (Oja
and sober views being openly published for all the worm (H
in a weekly paper. Let us hope when the time comes tor j
enlightenment on a national scale our opponents w
reasoned in their own criticisms—Yours etc V. T Y..]pn'.

he Law on Blasphemy

. "GENTLE JESUS” 13

Sir,—In your issue for October 9 you quote Matthew . gl
to Scribes and Pharisees. The skit is that Jesus is (it
about it. Here the matter has nothing to do with rcligl0 ’ ,
or belief or unbelief. ANs W

The Pharisees were upright men! They kept all t“eli adi M1a
their youth up! They paid all their taxes! And they ' diCi
prayers in the market-place! This was a sham, and as |jlirP
not pleasing to any honest man. But they even we .a't
than that! They went to the extreme of proceeding agal 'j f
for doing things that they themselves were doing! /;l@m
did this in matters upon which they had no right "piiai’lifi
make themselves judges! It is quite clear that the ~
were wolves in sheep’s clothing. " They did, »ppar, 0Oiitlji
extort money out of the widow—Ilawfully no doubt. ire'iP
%_he){j s'eemed all right, but inside they were hypocritical
iends!

No honest man, believer or unbeliever, is going t° |e
this. And if the “ Sergeant Major” is going to be gcP . Ji'L
such matters, then people will for ever be victimise® )
to take the law into their own hands, and injustice and *‘ aj
continue. No man, Pharisee or not, has any right to I» ~ i<i(
on others that he is not willing to obey himself, or ta (a(
absolutely necessary. Myth is myth, is fully agreed. U|til"t
things are not myth : “ Cursed is he that lieth with his neifY ",
wife.” (Not applicable to separated or divorced peopled | isa
is he that removeth his neighbour’s land-mark” *“ CUZ aj Uj
that leadeth the blind out of their way.” And, | W° u
cursed is he that steals the love—" the little ewe-I* il
another. . . ) ﬂUh’

The Pharisees did these things—secretly, no doubt. ‘L1
thie name of the law, or what they called “ morals,” hyP°tjid
proceeded agajnst others just for doing the very things ™0
themselves! ~ Thus did they hide in secret their own 1C
criminal nature! . ,

Is it right, or even possible, to be gentle about such

Yours, efc.. -
Rupert L HUNM

MORTGAGES: Larger mortgages arranged, existing ° L';sf,a
off; also second mortgages on houses, shops, flats, 1.
cinemas, factories, hotels, farms, etc—Ashley’s (Dei
67, Cambridge Road, London, N.W. 6.

Printed and Published by the Pioneer Press (G. W. Foote and Company. Limited). 41. Gray's Inn Road. London, W.C. 1



