
M istered  at the G.P.Q. as a Newspaper

lif^
>a/

%
ic ^

hi“1’1

~ v
FRID AY, M ARCH 9 th, 1956

V0I .L X X V I-N 0.
The Freethinker

10 Founded 1881 by G. W. Foote Price Fivepence

Recently that admirable humanitarian or8 ^ ls^ tl°? ’ u ^  
League for the Prohibition of Cruel Sports, addressed what 
lawyers might term a leading question to the h
of Canterbury. The League asked His Grace to d i tM  
official attitude of the Church of England to the eth 
hunting. The question was a pertinent one, P L | 
the point of view of the Archbishop and his epis P 
colleagues an impertinent 
one? At any rate. His Grace 
declined to commit m— '*

home in their contemporary Africa than in a supposedly 
civilised Europe. One of the most disgusting sights person
ally witnessed by the present writer when very young, and 
consequently very impressionable, was the solemn “sprink
ling” over a girl hardly in her teens of the blood of a newly 
slain fox. The officiating priest at this gruesome “sacra
ment” , the Master of the Hunt, blew his horn joyously

while a band of atavistic

He to commit himself, 
stated in reply, no doubt 

accurately, that the Estab
lished Church has never 
issued any pronouncement 
on the Christian, and speci
fically Anglican, attitude 
towards the hunting of ani
mals for sport. The League inability to satisfy them 
expressed its regret at the Primate s comment, their
on the point. Yet, we may ^ f ^ n k a r ia n i s m  than to 
attitude does more credit to their knows
* h.i"torical knowledge Anyoi^ clcrgy, particu-

— the social activities of the b centuries, could *arly in the English countryside during pasthardly exno''* 1 T‘

tVIEWS and OPINIONS;

The Ethics of 
Hunting

By F. A. RIDLEY-

their hi ,“U1C ureuii 10 rneir nuniannarianism man 10 
about ,'?toncal knowledge. Anyone who knows anything

in
“ U.I UlV Tj*  '-*'-** ***£? VV.llMllVU,
of lmntino . Hls Grace to issue any direct condemnation 
parsons f  a.S SUc*1- Had fie done so> innumerable hunting 
graves ¡n° 1 le past would assuredly have turned in their 
„ > ' Enumerable quiet country churchyards!

t,lc Squire anti his Relations”
feudal V m, 3n ,aSe socinl transition during which the 

andownina SyStem which dominated the English 
Reformation to within living memory.

it- l
,S-5'
tp

which dominated the English —* landowning system wnicn
countryside from the R eform ation to  ^ mention wars 
ls in full decay. Surtax, death duti . qic old gentry
and social upheavals, have nearly w P a child in a
who for so long dominated the scene- dimly recall 
remote Wiltshire village the present wruer bclwecn
ffiat now distant scene where squ almost despotic 
firem ruled the local villagers with an undcr the
SWay; and when aged villagers oor lbc appearance
^stem touched their caps respectfully ^  perhaps
m public of the squire or the vicai. effective motto m some remote rural districts now m the
lions' a ̂ E ryside was “God bless the Squire and his rela- 
a Plant f *CeP us e  our ProPcr stations” . Democracy is 

^ of very recent growth in English country life!
llUn(in* tu
h  lhis ’ s"°°tin’ and Fisliin’
f°rnleti novv almost vanished state of society blood sports 
fox-hn a" essential ingredient. The English “gentry” made 
metical U1? aimost into a religious rite with a solemn and 
sented aUK observed social ritual. To shoot a fox repre-
benightp. -̂>arEaric solecism of which only a cad or a 
caricatu^ ,c?nt*nental could be guilty. This is amusingly 
Gerard 1 jn a famous story, The Exploits of Brigadier 
fox-hunt-^ 1 le *ate Sir A. Conan Doyle. In country society 
religiousUn2 -Was virtually an obligatory social — almost 
and — nte. nor were other forms of hunting, shooting 
tradition"1!? much less sacrosanct. Some of the archaic rites 

a,ly associated with fox-hunting sound more at

red-coated savages hallooed 
lustily to celebrate this cere
monial blooding of a new, 
now fully fledged, member 
of the Hunt. This social 
savagery is still legal and 
still habitually practised by 
our decadent aristocracy; it 
was immortalised by Oscar 
Wilde’s epigram: fox-hunt

ing represented “ the unspeakable chasing the uneatable” .

The Tory Party at Prayer
Such was the Tory Squirearchy who were, simultaneously, 
the upholders of fox-hunting and the pillars of the Church 
of England by law established and the Church was actually 
described as the Tory Party at prayer. It was also the fox
hunting Church, if one inspects the faded pages of 
innumerable sermons of the time; one is never likely to 
come across a sermon against fox-hunting. Had the 
Anglican clergy then been asked for their views on the 
ethics of blood sports their answer would have been over
whelmingly in the affirmative. Nor was their approval 
merely academic! The pages of the sporting novelists of 
the period are full of “sporting” parsons who “rode to 
hounds” and watched the unfortunate animals torn to 
pieces with the same sadistic joy as their lay colleagues in 
die Hunt; their ethical level was, perhaps, on a par with 
that of their contemporary “blood-brothers” , the witch 
doctors of darkest Africa. One can, perhaps, feel a sneak
ing sympathy for the unfortunate Archbishop who is now 
asked, in effect, to declare that he presides over what has 
been for centuries an immoral institution. Dr. Fisher, who, 
like so many of his predecessors in the See of Canterbury, 
is an astute ecclesiastical politician mastering the difficult 
art of sitting simultaneously on both sides of the fence, 
obviously does not intend to do anything of the sort. In 
any case the issue is not merely an academic one. Most of 
the “upper classes” still approve of such aristocratic 
“sports” as fox-hunting, deer stalking and grouse shooting, 
and they are still the richest Christians of the Anglican 
persuasion. So “mum’s the word” for the leaders of the still 
largely “genteel” Church!

Evolution and the Ethics of Hunting
There have always been, of course, individual Christians 
who, in this as in other matters, were better than their 
creed, for example the late Dr. W. R: Inge, that eminent 
Rationalist so incongruously clad in an ecclesiastical 
cassock. In a brilliant essay devoted to the question of 
evolution and ethics, he remarked that “if the animals were
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capable of inventing a system of theology, they would 
certainly imagine man as the Devil”. Schopenhauer 
expressed the same thought even more trenchantly when 
he said “The animals live in a Hell, of which Man is the 
Devil”. Inge makes the point, with which all Freethinkers 
will agree, that it is impossible for an ethically minded 
person who really believes in evolution to take pleasure in 
killing for sport our distant cousins in fur and feathers. It 
is one of the points on which evolutionary ethics differs 
sharply from the theological. Inge himself quotes Roman 
Catholic Moral (!) Theologians on this point: “The animals 
were made for our use. We have no duties towards them”. 
One can in fact say that the ethics of hunting represent 
one of those questions in which Christian ethics are as 
outmoded as Christian theology. Birth control and divorce 
are analogous instances. From the standpoint of evolu
tionary ethics all blood sports must be held immoral and

ethically indefensible. If an animal, like a human ^elf°’cCi 
noxious, it may be necessary to destroy it in self-de* 
but never for pleasure, for so-called sport. This may aP|^ 
to foxes as predatory creatures, but, none the less. . 
atavistic ritual of the Hunt is a survival of savagery. . 
the sooner it is made illegal in England, as it was rec , 
in Germany, the better. Not that fox-hunting is the w .

,1— i-i— i . . . .  - • ano ay-
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of the blood sports; by all account, hare coursing an
stalking are even worse, and I am assured that the s 
of a hare finally cornered by the dogs is one of the jj 
terrible in Nature. Ever since its now distant formati ^  
an era when blood sports were “the thing” among ¡t 
betters”, the National Secular Society has stood for j 
abolition. We repeat this demand in 1956, as in 1°6 >. \ 
are solidly behind the League for the Prohibition of ^  
Sports. But we shall be very surprised if they get any 
faction from the Archbishop of Canterbury.

satis'

The Margaret Knight-Ashley Sampson Letters
i n

B ucksburn ,
November 24th, 1946.

Dear Ashley,
Sunday again! And many thanks for your card and 

letter. I ’m awfully sorry if my remarks at the end sounded 
offensive — they weren’t meant to be. As you’re a bit of a 
psychologist yourself, you’d surely agree that the origin of 
most of our more “exciting” beliefs is emotional. But a 
belief to which we’re originally attracted on emotional 
grounds can be brought before the bar of reason later.

Now do you mind if I quote from my lecture notes? Not 
that they say much that I haven’t said, or implied, already 
— but they sum things up briefly, and the fact that they 
were composed without reference to this controversy may 
make them sound less provocative. Anyway, here goes.

Reasoning and Rationalisation 
Defs.: Reasoning — examining evidence in order to 

form a belief or decision.
Rationalisation — hunting for arguments to 

justify a belief or decision already formed. 
The beliefs of the average man on politics, morality, 
etc., are not based on dispassionate examination of the 
evidence. They are held because they are emotionally 
satisfying, because they are taken for granted in the 
individual’s social circle, etc. If the beliefs are challenged, 
reasons are produced; but these reasons, whether good 
or bad, were not the actual cause of the beliefs’ arising. 
. . . Many of our beliefs are held on purely rational 
grounds, but these are not usually the beliefs about 
which we feel most strongly. Cf. e.g., attitude towards 
beliefs, “Peterhead is 35 miles from Aberdeen” , and 
“The Scots are superior to the English” . . . .

Non-rational beliefs change, when they do change, 
mainly on non-ralional grounds. Until a change of emo
tional attitude has been secured, it is of very little use to 
attack an emotional belief by reasoning. . . .  It must 
not be supposed, however, that by showing a belief to 
be emotional in origin, we have necessarily shown it to 
be false. True beliefs, as well as false ones, may be 
adopted on emotional grounds, and a belief that was 
originally held on emotional grounds may later be veri
fied by reasoning.

I wasn’t saying that your beliefs were false because they 
were emotional. But I was saying that because they were 
emotional they were unlikely to be affected by logical

onslaught—which was not meant as an accusation of ^  
honesty, but just as a melancholy psychological general1 
tion!

Now for the other points in your letter. You accuse 
once again of thinking that reason is all that matters- 
don’t think that for a moment — but I do think that o 
shouldn’t hold any belief that violates reason. Of course, 
belief, religious or otherwise, can satisfy the reason eo 
pletely, in the sense of providing a complete explanation 
all the problems in the Universe. But it is one thinS .s¡ 
leave certain questions unanswered, and another to ln* ( 
on the truth of wholly improbable answers — which is " | 
dogmatic theology does. You say that twice two is fivC , 
insist that it isn’t — and you say indignantly that I seen1 
think that mathematics is all that matters. w

As for Christianity “working” — all but one of ( 
examples you give relate to Christian ethics. And I 
never denied that they “work” excellently. But the valu®. f 
Christian ethics proves nothing about the truth of Christ' 
dogma. (I seem to remember a parallel about Greek ed1 1 
and the gods of Olympus.) (1

The only one of your examples that does not relate 
ethics relates to prayer. Well, of course, prayer is bound 
work by your criterion. For if you get what you prayj j  
you conclude that your prayer has been granted, &n.,A  
you don’t, you convince yourself that either (a) you d jr. 
pray hard enough, or (b) you are better without it. 
our prayers for fine weather for the harvest were L 
granted, we can conclude that God in his infinite wisd0.
. . . etc.” .) It is “heads T win, tails you lose” for God 
this principle! ¿

Prayer on purely personal matters, since it’s a r e 
form of auto-suggestion, no doubt produces “ real” re* ,̂ 
sometimes But so does the witch-doctor’s magic; and ) 
wouldn’t regard that as proving the truth of his views.

With best wishes, ,
(To be continued) Yours ever, MARGA1*'

-NEXT WEEK-
IIORROR COMIC WITH A DIFFERENCE

By COLIN McCALL
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The Vandals of Christ
—*

Picture to yourself an empire extending from the forests 
and moors of Scotland to the sun-baked plains of Persia, 
b om the Danube to the deserts of the Sahara.

Over this vast territory, comprising large portions of 
three continents and containing almost every nation• and 
genetic group in the then known world, stretched 350,000 
nules of paved road. One could travel from Amiens or 
Paris in Gaul to Jerusalem or Alexandria in perfect secu- 
r,ty. The Empire contained over 100,000,000 inhabitants 
and had thousands of walled towns, each having amphi
theatres, museums, libraries and valuable works of art. 1 he 
wealth of this empire was unprecedented in history, ana 
mdeed was not rivalled until nearly our own day. Beautiful 
villas dotted the shores of the Mediterranean. All nations 
had been brought into the Roman fold and Rome was 
without a rival in the world. Under the Pax Romana, the 
beginnings of science had been transported from Ionia. 
Greece and Alexandria and the foundation laid for the 
scientific method and era. Rationalism, in morals politics. 
Philosophy and social systems, reigned unchecked. e 
kra of Man had dawned after four thousand years ot his- 
l°ncal Asiatic political despotism and religious mysticism.

The citizen of this empire was nearer to us in his outlook 
on life and the universe than were our own ancestors ot 
“ ur centuries ago. The world had been civilised and 
Reason sat enthroned. It must have seemed to a man ot 
me second centurv A D that this system was eternal and 
invincible and would continue to the end of history, and 
nn V10 iorce on earth could destroy it. To him, it would go
Christ1- CVer' And S°  !t might’ except ror the Vanda s f

Tn two more centuries the Empire lay in ruins. Hordes 
, barbarians ravaged the provinces and even Italy itselt. 
Law and order had ceased to exist. Reason and rationalism 
bad disappeared. Science was gone, not to return for ten 
^muries. In their place sat Irrationalism, all the petty 

cental mysticisms, which, like termites had gn-wed at 
he foundations of the Empire and laid it low. In the West, 

the Bishop of Rome could, by fraud and forgery, erect his 
power on the ruins of the old world.

Of the great treasures of art and literature, very_httleTias 
survived the holocaust. Perhaps one-tenth of the whole 
WouU be a generous estimate. What little we have demon- 
of nuS-the greatness of the ancient world and the petti ■
1 Christianity. ,

J ^ o n l y  extant Greek epic is Homer The others are 
f t  We have only a tenth of the works of Aeschylus, 
d S ° Cles and Euripides. Of three hundred Greek trage-
tous’ °nly thc fra8ments of these three haVS C°me d

school anthologies of the mass of Greek lync 
comry.-are extant- ° f Aristophanes we have only seven 
h a? 1 'CS- 0 f  * 0  other surviving comedian, Menander we 
C  fr.aRmcnts. The writings of the historians, Herodotus. 
libr9Cydldes and Xenophon, survived only m Byzantine 
1 paries. The fragments of Aristotle surviving the chaos 
I S  sparcd because they were thought useful for the 
Bot?iypcd “educational” purposes of the Chureh-Plato 
g itb ro u g h  to us because of his writings supporting 

immortality and spiritism. . Unr„
lit2 f * e  Greek naturalists, Thales, Anaximander Herac- 
S r '  ? em°critus, Empedocles, Pythagoras and Protagoras 
leet fdeslr°yed. The works of Archimedes, the great rntel- 

ct of the ancient world, met the same fate. Epicurus wrote

By JOHN TODD
hundreds of books, but we have fragments of only a few.

By the time of Julius Caesar the Library of Alexandria 
(greatest in antiquity) contained over a million volumes, In 
the fourth century this went up in smoke while monks 
danced around the flames.

Most of the works of the minor Latin poets perished. Of 
the 142 books of Livy’s History of Rome, 35 are left. Only 
portions of Ennius survive. Varro wrote from six to seven 
hundred volumes, of which less than one is extant. Of 
Caesar’s works, the Commentaries remain. No Latin his
torian has completely survived. Tacitus’s account of the 
conquest of Dacia perished. Of the Latin tragedians, only 
Seneca got through.

The colossal gold and ivory statue of Athena in the 
Parthenon was smashed to bits. Another masterpiece of 
Phidias, the forty-foot chryselephantine statue of Zeus at 
Olympia with hair and garments of solid gold, met the 
same fate. The Mausoleum of Halicarnaccus was finer 
than Hadrian’s extant tomb in Rome, surpassing the Taj 
Mahal at Agra in India, today considère'1 one of the 
world’s artistic masterpieces.

Prior to the reign of the Christian Emperor Theodosius 
there were hundreds of ancient and beautnul temples in 
Egypt. There were thousands of Greek temples throughout 
the Empire. Those few surviving the Christian vandalism 
were turned into churches. The temple of Artemis at 
Ephesus was 425 by 220 feet and had 127 columns 60 feet 
high.

We must place the painters, Polygnotus, A pelle.. 
Zeauxis, etc., with the greatest of the moderns. None of 
the great paintings of antiquity survive. All we have are 
late, mediocre Pompeiian imitations and copies.

Art, science and literature were incompatible with 
“Christ and Him Crucified” . Salvation and the kingdom of 
Heaven were of primary importance. What were mere 
statues and temples, paintings and books compared to this?

Christianity was not the creator but the destrover of 
civilisation. [Reprinted from  Tin- T ruth S eeker , U.S.A.]

L O V E  O N E  A N O T H E R
Just after Christmas, a Brussels hairdresser (staunch Catholic, good 
reputation in the neighbourhood, etc.) found himself hard-pressed 
for money. His shop was bringing in about 10,000 Belgian francs 
per month —  or about eight hundred and fifty a year, hut with 
prices so high in Belgium, this did not suffice for entertaining the 
mistresses he was afterwards proved to have.

One of his customers was a retired Army general. He tried a 
loan, hut was refused. Letting some weeks pass, he went to the 
general’s house, hoping not to be recognised — “probably with the 
idea of frightening them ” , he said. Unfortunately, the female 
servant recognised him at the door. Taking a spanner out of his 
pocket, he literally heat her head to pulp. Upstairs, the general’s 
wife was telephoning the police, but, before she could give details 
correctly, the hairdresser dragged her into the salon and bound 
her. H e then did the same to the general himself (both were over 
80). Then, quite calmly, he strangled both of them to dea*h with a 
cord and ruler, and made off with 50,000 francs (about £350).

His wife noticed nothing abnormal, and that afternoon they 
went, with their little daughter aged 13 to a fete, and he bought her 
expensive sweets.

At the funeral of his victims, he was present as mourner, 
walked in the procession, and, as is the custom, handed in his 
visi'ing card, or. which he had written “Mes Condoléances Rmues” 
("M y deepest sympathy”)! R.U. (Belgium).

Science has never sought to ally herself to civil power. . . . She 
has never subiected anyone to mental torment, physical torture, 
least of all to death, for the purpose of upholding or promoting her 
ideas. She presents herself unstained by cruelties and crimes.

— D raper,
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This Believing World
The Dead Sea Scrolls are still news and the latest ptean of 
adulation comes from the Daily Mail. One of the “exten
sions” of Genesis found in the Scrolls goes into rapturous 
details about the extraordinary beauty of Sarah, the wife 
of Abraham — a beauty compared with Helen, Cleopatra, 
Mme. Pompadour, but strangely enough not with that 
glamorous pin-up, Marilyn Munroe. The one point emerg
ing from all this is, however, the fact that her story in 
Genesis is literally true. Everything related of her took 
place exactly as narrated, including the birth of Isaac, 
which was the event of her ninetieth year. The capacity for 
swallowing the most credulous nonsense is as much in 
evidence in 1956 A.D. as it was in 1956 B.C.

★

One writer in the “Daily Mail” insisted that the story of 
Sarah’s beauty had been “handed down” for close upon 
2000 years! In the whole of that time, it had never been 
forgotten. It would of course, be quite useless to point out 
that the story of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, is purely 
mythical. They are just the heroes of a book of “Divine” 
fairy tales. Genesis was in all probability not put into 
writing before about 350 B.C., and Sarah is merely a 
rehash of the stories then current of a Universal Mother. 
She belongs to the same brand as Astarte or Ashtoreth or 
Esther or Easter. And the Dead Sea Scroll about her 
merely adds another myth.

“Woman’s Sunday Mirror” almost with horror recently 
declared that “more than half of all women never go to 
church”, and more than a quarter of all women “do not 
belong to any organised religion” . It calls this “remarkable” , 
but, if it is true, it is more than remarkable. It’s a matter 
of congratulation, all the more so again because the 
W.S.M.’s enquiry showed that “fewer than half of the 
women who claim to be churchgoers take any notice of 
the sermons they hear”. The good old days of Victorian 
Protestantism, alas, have really disappeared.

★

But when it comes to praying there is quite another story. 
Over 85% of women say their prayers, and these claim 
that they mean what they pray. All the same, many even 
of these admit that praying “is a habit”. Moreover, most 
women wanted or want to be married in church. When it 
came to the Bible, only 10% declared it was “untrue”; 
most of the others were quite certain it was all true. One 
lady confessed, “I believed every word”, until her young 
son told her about Evolution as taught in his grammar 
school. “So now”, she admitted, “I am bewildered and 
puzzled” . She would soon be neither if we could get her to 
subscribe to T h e  F r e e t h in k e r .

★

The same journal has a lot to say also about women and 
contraception. One of their most pathetic prayers is, “Oh, 
God, please don’t let it be another baby” . And it is most 
instructive to note that that most determined enemy of birth 
control, the Roman Church, has not been able to stop 
Catholic women using “ forbidden means” to prevent preg
nancy, and thus “deliberately going against the teachings of 
their Church” . In fact, eight women out of nine practise 
contraception. All this is really entertaining, and proves 
that at last even the great stronghold of the Churches, 
woman, is beginning to find them out.

*
Spiritualism isn’t always news these days but the papers 
recently were full of the story of a girl “possessed” by a 
poltergeist. Whenever she walks about, there is either con-

slant “tapping”, or “flying pokers” accompany ber- 
was even “levitated” by the naughty spirit in her bed
clothes. One of the reporters who interviewed her was 
struck by her story that he wasn’t even surprised when 11 
wrist watch fell to the floor. If that did not prove 
true were the shameless tricks of this horrid polerge*5, 
what else could?

The religious followers of Mr. Alistair Cooke’s interesting 
Letter from America” on the radio every week must na 

had the usual shock when the BBC allows a reference t 
Atheism or Agnosticism on the air. This time it was 
splendid tribute to the late H. L. Mencken — one of 
greatest literary personalities of the century — a keen ar:. 
devastating critic of shams, particularly religious sharns, , 
the U.S.A., and a splendid essayist and lexicographer n\ „ 
own right. Mr. Cooke said he was “an Atheist or Agnostic 
Of course, we at least are not surprised.

Now that religion is compulsory in all schools, it is ^  
instructive to judge some of the results. According to 
Rev. F. P. Copland Simmons, this year’s Moderator o f t , 
Free Church Federal Council, there is a “moral landslide 
among teenagers — that is, all who have had the benefit 
a thorough religious education. There is “divorce, sh°Pj 
lifting, pilfering, and drunkenness” among these Pl0.,
youngsters. But Mr. Simmons is very hopeful that “the b
has turned at last”. People are now going back to church 
increasing numbers. Somehow, we have heard all this bef°' ’ 
and we shall hear it again — and again. And we shall a s 
hear, just as often, about the great “moral landslide”.

Friday, March 9th, 1956

A F T E R T H O U G H T S
To hang, or not to hang, that is the question;
W hether ’tis easier in the mind to suffer
The pricks and stings of outraged public conscience,
Or take revenge against convicted murderers,
And duly hanging, end them. T o hang; to kill,
No more, and by a killing say we end 
The heart-ache, and the thousand sickening crimes 
T hat Man is heir to; ’tis a consummation 
Devoutly to be wish’d, to hang, to kill;
T o kill; perchance in vain; aye, there’s the rub;
For after this, what future crimes may come 
When we have taken vengeance in the present case,
Should give us pause; there’s the respect 
T h a t makes futility of legal judgments :
For who would wish the fuss and pomp of trials,
The wigs and trappings, the law’s delay, i
T he costly speeches, and the hatred,
Sonorous sententiousness in theatre courts 
W hen he himself, in his own mind,
Knows all is useless? Who would minutes write,

Scribbling and scrabbing tome by tome,
A never-ending book since more’s to come
But that the dread of rational thought, that undeveloped counfb  t 
In whose bourn no pious myths find place, puzzles their mh11 
And makes them rather judge the crimes they have 
T han forestall others that they know not of.
Thus usage doth make fools of them all 
And thus the pristine tint of innovation 
Is tinged yet deeper with red misty hate 
And other issues of far greater worth and import 
On this account their objects turn confused 
And lose the name of reason.

R. R eader.

At this juncture a fellow priest put into my hands a produf*^, 
whose very existence I was ignorant of — a copy of T he _F1' {J 
th in k er . I devoured its pages, and in reading them I expetiet>M  
an altogether new sensation. I seemed for the first time in my 
to be walking on terra firma. Now my footing was firm, eV|)t: 
statement was frank and straightforward; no conventionalism.^ 
sitting on the fence, no fear of letting out the secrets, but feat 
speech and above board from start to finish. „a  „

— F. Bonte. From Fiction to "
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T H E  F R E E T H I N K E R
41 Gray’s Inn Road, London, W.C.l. 

Telephone: Holborn 2601.
The Freethinker will be forwarded direct from the 
Office at the following rates (Home and Abroad).

£1 8s. (in US.A.,  $ 4) ;  half-year. 14s.; three months. /  •

Orders for literature should be sent to the Business Manag 
°f the Pioneer Press, 41 Gray’s Inn Road, L °n
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TO CORRESPONDENTS
Correspondents may like to note that ulien their le! lers. may 
printed or when they are abbreviated, the material i ,f.0ben 
slii/ be of use to "T his Believing World , or to 

propaganda.
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Lecture Notices, Etc.
OUTDOOR

* P.m branch N.S.S. (Tower Hill).—Every Thursday,. . .  . „ 0 , 0 .  V. l o w e r  n iM ).— C
P-m.: Speakers — J. M. Alexander and others.

“•'Chester Branch N.S.S. (Deansgate Blitzed Site).—Every week 
day. 1 p.m .: G. A. W oodcock.

Manchesti 
lay, 1 i

ttingha ___j -o
p.m.: T . M. M osley.

Nottingham Branch N.S.S. (Old M arket Square).—Every Friday at 1 P-m.: T  u  »•--

N<Sth London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).— 
very Sunday, noon: L. E bury and A. Arthur.W,

London Branch N.S.S.—Every Sunday at the M arble Arch 
T»,m 4 p m ‘: Messrs. Arthur, F.iiury and W ood. T he F ree- 
1 «inker on sale at Marble Arch.
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nd5

I INDOOR
Birmingham Branch N S S  (Satis Café, 40 Cannon Street).— 

March ,1 th , 7 p m : E . ’ T aylor, “Educational
e ormers from Luther to Dewey” .

Bradford Branch N.S.S (Mechanics Institute).—M arch 11th, 6.45 
Pm .: Open Discussion.

W ? h DI: " ' “ "i Circle (Conway Hall,

«  - . . '" C « T S 7 , ' . S Í l  s S r f J P w W n  «

M Íc'h S t v f f S r .  HAems, and T om M osley.
ShTRham Cosmopolitan Debating Society (Technical College,
Shakespeare Street).— Sunday, M arch 11th, 2.30 p.m .. 1. W 
• man, “A T rip  to East Germany”. 

rP'nRton Humanist G roun (Sherry’s Restaurant, High Street).— 
a n i t y’ M archT hhT ”7™ -  Joseph  R eeves, m.p„ “Humanism 
and World Government'1. . „

T C l)’aCes  Society (Conway HaB^ Red^
h Sunday, March 11th, 11 a.m .. UR. vv. 

u. 1 and 18th Century Evolutionists”. 
p L London Branch N.S.S. (Laurie Amas, Crawfon lace, 
DmíVare Roaí>. W .l).—Sunday, March 11th, 7.15 p.m.. J. 

vUnc, “Religion and the Spanish Revolt .

luC':

si
tear!“

p lr> 'hough I would persuade, I ’ll not constrain: 
y'eh man’s opinion freely is his own 
°ncerning anything, or any body.

— Phillif M assincf.r (1583-1645).
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The Chapman Cohen Memorial Fund
Previously  acknowledged, £1,074 9s. 7d.; Miss D. G. 
Davies, £1; Miss L. Pye, 5s.; A. S. G. Hamlyn, 2s. 6d.; 
A. Hancock, Is.—Total to date, £1,075 18s. Id.

Donations should be made to “The Chapman Cohen Memorial 
F und” and cheques made out accordingly.

Cohen—McCabe Memorial Meeting
A W ell-attended meeting — graced by the presence of 
Mrs. Chapman Cohen — in tribute to the work of Chap
man Cohen and Joseph McCabe, was held at Holborn 
Hall on Thursday, March 1st. Mr. S. Salter, the Chairman, 
introduced the speakers, and Mr. J. M. Alexander, who 
organised the event as secretary of the Central London 
Branch of the N.S.S., stressed the need for such a meeting 
which would recharge our energies in the struggle for 
human freedom. Mr. S. Silverman, m .p ., spoke on the 
abolition of capital punishment, a cause with which he has 
been closely associated. Though not himself a member of 
the N.S.S., he said, “He would be a poor student of 
human affairs who did not recognise what an important 
force the N.S.S. had been, and could be, for the rational 
understanding of human problems”. In 1866, when the 
N.S.S. was formed, there had existed a World Commis
sion on Capital Punishment, consisting of 12 members, 
of whom five had declared outright for abolition. He paid 
tribute to the support of many religious people, such as 
the Rev. Donald Soper, for the cause of abolition.

The chairman read messages of support from the Man
chester Branch of the N.S.S., and Mr. L. Ebury, Vice- 
President, N.S.S., who was prevented by illness from 
attending.

Mr. Hector Hawton paid an interesting and factual 
tribute to the work of Joseph McCabe and deplored the 
later rupture of good relations between McCabe and the 
R.P.A. Both Cohen and McCabe, said the speaker, 
achieved simplicity in their writings. As an editor, Mr. 
Hawton could testify to the difficulty of achieving sim
plicity; it was so easy to become obscure out of sheer 
laziness. Though McCabe was at home with a number of 
languages, lie was too big a man to “show off” with 
foreign words and phrases: this was the mark of the 
genuine scholar. When McCabe came out of the Church 
he was well on the road to material prosperity as a member 
of it: a lesser man would have swallowed his doubts and 
stayed where he was. McCabe had delivered some 2.000 
learned lectures, written over 200 books and undertaken 
seven tours. He was “dedicated” to his work, and, the 
speaker concluded. “ Really, when T see how the world lias 
treated such men I wonder if we deserve them! ”

Mr. Avro Manhattan, whom many heard for the first 
time, took the theme on which he is an acknowlcdced 
expert, the political designs of Roman Catholicism, which 
had no less an ambition than the creation of a totally 
Catholic World.

Mr. Colin McCall, General Secretary of the N.S.S., 
concluded with tributes to both Chapman Cohen and 
Joseph McCabe. He described the former as “almost an 
intellectual climate in himself” and was proud to have been 
brought up in that climate. “Supernaturalism” , he said, 
“ remains the great enemy of clear thinking, and hence of 
all progress” . It had often been said we owed such men as 
Cohen and McCabe a debt we could never repay. The best 
way to repay it — the best way to deserve them — was to 
go on working for the causes to which they gave their lives.

G.H.T.
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On Morality
By R. READER

Morality, in terms of the tangible, is general choice of 
action in situations which jeopardise personal interest, and 
anyone who applies this definition to humanity will discern 
the following groups:

1. The amoral — those who pursue and enact desire 
and passion with no regard whatever for the moral direc
tives of the society in which they live. Such people, if of 
poor mental calibre, inevitably bump against the law and 
join prison populations. If intelligent and energetic, how
ever, they rise to occupy important positions in science, 
art, industry and commerce, the services they render com
manding the instinctive respect and tolerance of their asso
ciates. This, to some extent, protects them from opposition 
or frustration which would certainly earn them the same 
fate as the less-endowed members of their group.

2. The suggestible — those who unquestioningly and 
uncritically accept any moral directives, providing the latter 
emanate from sufficiently prominent and authoritative loud
speakers. When coupled with inferior mental capacity, this 
suggestibility yields the non-assertive, non-exertive, non
productive parasite, so outstanding in contemporary 
civilisation: the God-Jack-come-and-help-me-don’t-let-any- 
one-know consumer, whose unique function is to act as 
carrier and resonator for the morality that has brought him 
into being.

On the other hand, suggestibility allied to greater ability 
and abundant vitality produces the crusaders, inquisitors, 
reformers, fascists, nazis and communists, the benefactors 
and the scourges: all who have persecuted, tortured, and 
murdered, or have been persecuted, tortured or murdered: 
all who have lived or died for a Cause. These people are 
marvellous propagandists, but poor reasoners, and work 
with equal gusto for mankind’s advancement orits perdition.

3. The hypocrites — those who pay unrestricted lip ser
vice to current morality, but who observe it only when 
themselves under observation, and only in so far as it is in 
their interest to do so: the politicians who preached (and 
are still preaching) resistance, and who practised (and are 
still . practising) collaboration: the multitude of semi
literate, sophisticated smart-alecs whose faces leer and 
smirk from the popular press: that vast army of suave 
bookkeepers, cute in noticing immediate personal advan
tages from today’s credit entry, and too monstrously 
imbecile to foresee collective (and therefore also personal) 
disaster. These creatures, forming the majority of mankind, 
often manage to live lives of completely successful disimu
lation. Sometimes, however, the less able slip up and fall 
by the wayside, to become the objects of general scorn and 
contempt — particularly the scorn and contempt of their 
own kind. Whether they are esteemed, or reviled, in fact, 
depends entirely on their innate cunning, as in the case of 
the amoral.

4. The rationalists— those whose material experience 
and thought processes lead them to conclude that current 
dogma and morality are not the perfect, infallible, self- 
contained wholes they are represented to be: that super
stition, redundancies, anomalies, and injustices abound, 
and that humanity would do better to concentrate on 
rectifying these things than, as at present, indulging in wild 
dreams of immortality and future bliss This rational atti
tude is sometimes a queer mixture. Often it remains a 
purely intellectual appreciation, untranslated into action, 
or even speech (more people are rationalists on this count 
than care to admit it) but whatever its form, it cannot be

in a surprising

in v/hî

eradicated, and frequently germinates 
fashion.

The interesting question may now be asked: ,■ , j
group are the believers? And the interesting answer is 
they are in every group.

1. The amoral religious include those mystical degea 
rates who use dogmas, beliefs, hopes, fears, ambiti°
weaknesses — the whole gamut of human emotions
the same way as a carpenter uses the tools of his too' 

-not, however, to construct an enduring public e0Ii1ir.
but to prop up an intensely personal cauldron of sniouj^ 
in8 ignorance, inferiority, jealousy and spite; those w1 ¡. 
only morality (if morality it can be called) is a neuroi 
flight from the obvious evidence of their own insignificaI1 
in the scheme of things by a deification of the “I ” . D o g ^  
to such people, are of use only in so far as they serve 
purpose. _ \

2. The suggestible religious — the creeping sidesH’jcreeping
and plate bearer, those lulled into trances by sermons:^.
the more energetic who jump at the chance of hearing 
own voices reading a lesson. <,c

3. The hypocrites — those (and they are many) 
find sermons particularly stimulating and convenient 
thinking out plots.

4. The rational religious — those who have long sin£i
ceased to believe in the dogmas they preach, but V #

unable to find other remunerative employment, are ^ 
demned to live by reinforcing the very morality tht».^
f t S  S ? 1 ' nt0 suc1.1 an un,iappy and unenviable post 

ie bc i,cv,e!'s are indeed a heterogeneous collection..11 
cire -rlC,d t0gcther by ‘be iron band of roll?'0! 

, “ ° (sf  \b c  rationalists, also, are a mixed bag, but1 
least they have the excuse of being in disagreement vVI
certain existing dogmas. They have the odds against
Whereas the believers have 
favour. In favour of what?

the odds 
if

inentirely ... ,
Surely, if words mean

thing, in favour of their living fives modelled on that of , 
master they venerate. Why, then, does not the bel1̂ . 
travel from town to town on foot, begging food, cui j  
those who give none, cursing trees bearing no fruit, cuf-V 
the wind, cursing those who refuse to believe his mess3-, 
and lashing about with a whip during church collect11̂  
or among the lunchtime instrumentalists on the steps . 
St. Paul’s? Can it be that, before nightfall, such a b e l ; 
would find himself, not on a cross but in the observa 
ward of the psychiatric hospital?

T H E  B I B L E  J
A little less than a century and a half ago there were n° ; 

than 120 men and women in English prisons at the same tirflc’
the crime of selling Paine’s Age of Reason, which is a critiris<j!|1‘j
the Bible that is now endorsed, in the main, by leading Chris,lj|i 
The Bible is still in use in our courts; it is in all our schools j 
a teacher who criticised it would lose his position. N or is th ^ ,  
the whole of the country a single newspaper that would dare Pj,
a straightforward attack on the Bible. T he Bible is so well fiu.'
that it seems superfluous for Freethinkers to say much in.
defence, and if they say less than they might, it is because
they say will certainly be used by Christians to perpetuate a vie' 
the Bible that every sane Freethinker should be fighting.

— C hapman C0>

P R O O F
He knows he’s superior — man to the brute.
T he Lord made him so, and the unction will linger; 
l ie  proves it is so by the Service salute —
Or some similar twist of forearm or finger.

A.E.C.

li
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The “Revival” of Religion
D By J. GORDON
fROM time 
Hardly

to lime one hears of a revival of religion, 
withont d ^ea" .^ as 8onc by during the present century 

some bishop or religious writer assuring the world 
gicat religious revival is in the oiling. Tne majority

that
are

eventual extinction from 
on revival, Protestant — 
in American Religious

___________ _ m u «  «u«H . il^ X g yare easily fooled where religion is concerned an
can be counted upon to maintain the fiction that m e ^  q{
disinterested observers of a religion the , which
which is a matter of life and death for the churches w
pay them. . , sriencc or art.

One seldom hears talk of the revival cation; with 
Both science and art are vital essentials o s -ck need
religion things are different. Only the chromca y ^ ^ v a l s ” 
constant reviving, and all attempts at re g religious 
are but an indication of the decay of genuine reug 
belief and a signpost to its
civilised life. Another book netigious
Catholic — Jew: An Essay m  71' f '  D w  Brogan 
Sociology, by Will Herberg, is reviewed by u W c‘are told 
in The Manchester Guardian (January • ^  seeking
that most of those taking part in this expressed in a
Peace of mind” -  and that a  vague f P j  Amcri.

crude anthropomorphic form is the m Europe
^n . The assimilation of Catholics and Jews; lr°m  d ^
w‘th American-born Protestants an organisations is acceptance by America as true American g n
*e major theme of the book, according to Mr. b q{ 
This assimilation and equalization, desirable
competing sects into the larger socia y ̂  brcak doWn
1 "ng in the long run. Anything whic F mpetjng sects 
the mutual antagonism and separation c o I  nity 
and fosters the feeling of belonging to a larger o£ a
wnh common interests, helps to lay the tounoai 
truly democratic society. , how far these

r ct, one may be permitted to 4uest revival of
changes can legitimately be mterpre - religion
religion. It is typical of the crude ld^  f " S y desirable 
with whatever happens to be the n . d” should be 
object of the moment, that ’ peace .£ peace Gf mind
taken to stand for religious aspiratio , a F session of 

a mental state inseparably ued to tne l 
'Cligious convictions. . ,,.nir;itions mean feel-. h  words mean anything, religious P and q  these
'ngs connected with God and a . fÛ rpncth  ’ the statement
feelings are stated to be gaining m str g » question that
.sv a demonstrable untruth. There can 4 Gq(j and a
rcre arc more people who disbelie diat_ religion is
t'ture life than ever before. The cont for p ^ c e  of

■ tr.onger because there is a w idesprea utindof is so much “hokum” , as they say in America. Peace

»1
the

mind 
st cor

. n °f i  
n,,h o f ,

Vart
argare | t ---- m u  u v iuu rv  c-acc| ; uw iij jhvu xtiio.
" L wnight, our scientific men and women do not tell

, — r :c religion in the -m u is not peculiar to religion, n 1 c/ue/ con-le;'st concerned with peace of mind as such.
Urn °f religion lies solel,

11 °f specific doctrines
».Apart from one or tIVEr—

# |>vuvv ca in
rfn^S-n (,cv s°lely with our being convinced of the 

one or two notable exceptions like Mrs.

iflf'

Peo l uul seienuiic men anu women uo nor leu
and intell l'lat identification of Christianity with moral 
enlist si Cctuai virlues is so much humbug or attempt to 
thing PP°,rt f°r Christianity by pretending it is some- 
. As v ,ph il is not-

lions w| • 1.110vc further and further away from the condi- 
>s agajn't ®av? religion its origin, it is seen that life itself 
chUrch 4  rel‘&ion, and in the struggle to survive, the 
Secujarj .ow it. That is why the unceasing fight against 
''on nf - i ls ultimately a contest for the control and direc- 

1 ClVllisation itself.

Hanging
We H ave rightly been rebuked for our premature celebra
tion of the passing of the hangman. Yes, we slipped up! 
We committed the elementary error of not allowing for 
political “double talk” . We treated the words of the 
Government spokesmen at their face value. In mitigation, 
we can point out that experienced Parliamentarians like 
Mr. Gaitskell and Mr. Morrison (to mention only two) 
made the same mistake. When Sir Anthony Eden 
announced that the Government would not introduce a Bill 
to abolish the death penalty, the Leader of the Opposition 
told him: “Your statement is really not in accordance with 
what not only the House but the public generally took to 
be the meaning of your statement after the recent debate” .

Mr. Morrison took Mr. R. A. Butler to task. The latter 
had also made a statement after the free vote had gone in 
favour of abolition. His words then were: “I would say at 
once when we have a free vote we naturally expect to base 
our action after further deliberations on the decision of the 
House” . And the decision of the House was clear and 
straightforward. It called upon the Government “ to intro
duce forthwith legislation” for abolition or suspension. We 
agree with Mr. Gaitskell and Mr. Morrison that the 
Government should have done this.

Even then, of course, the House of Lords might have 
proved awkward, but that august body must be fully aware 
that it is only tolerated as (in some eyes) a picturesque 
relic of the past. Lord Chief Justice Goddard would, no 
doubt, have marshalled his forces in defence of breaking 
the necks of those convicted of murder (not always synony
mous with “murderers” ! ) but the House of Commons had 
been thwarted once before on this issue and might be less 
tolerant a second time. However, as a result of those 
“further deliberations” which Mr. Butler foresaw, the 
House must vote on Mr. Sydney Silverman’s private Bill.

We agree with one of our correspondents, Mr. D. Shipper, 
of Cardiff, that “we cannot afford to be complacent, our 
object is not yet achieved”. We therefore call upon all 
N.S.S. members and Freethinker readers to increase their 
efforts on behalf of abolition. Let our voice be heard, 
louder than ever, demanding the end of “ this obscene 
futility” . C. McC.

DECREES OF POPES AND GENERAL COUNCILS 
OF THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH 

ON THE INSTITUTION OF SLAVERY
COUNCILS

Council of Orleans in middle of 6th century decrees the 
perpetuity of slavery as an institution.

597 — Council of Toledo threatened with damnation any 
bishop who dared to liberate a slave belonging to the 
Church without compensating the Church.

517 — Council of Epaona prohibited abbots from eman
cipating the slaves of their monasteries.

Council of Gangra (4 th century) pronounced its 
anathema on anyone who should teach a slave to despise 
his master on account of religion. (This decree was 
reaffirmed by Pope Hadrian 1st in 773.)

“When the Papal Church granted a slave to a monas
tery, the dread anathema, involving eternal perdition, was 
pronounced against anyone daring to interfere with the 
gift: and those who were appointed to take charge of the 
lands and farms of the Church were specially instructed 
that it was part of their duty to pursue and recapture fugi
tive bondsmen” .—c.f. H. C. Lea: Studies of Early Church 
History (p. 565).
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P A P A L  D E C R E E S
In 1452, Pope Nicholas V empowered the King of Por

tugal to despoil and sell into slavery all muslims, heathens, 
and other foes of Christ.

A hundred Moorish slaves were sent to Pope Innocent 
VIII by King Ferdinand “ the Catholic” in 1488, and were 
distributed by this Pope amongst his cardinals.

In 1376, Pope Gregory XI excommunicated the (Chris
tian) Florentines, ordering their enslavement wherever 
found.

Under the Borgia Pope, Alexander VI, women were sold 
cheap in Rome in 1501, after the capture of Capua by the 
Papal army. (The women were Catholics.)

Pope Julius II, in 1510, authorised the kidnapping of 
African negroes and their subsequent export as slaves into 
the recently discovered West Indian colonies of Spain, in 
order to take the place of the dying “Indian” populations.

In a Papal Encyclical in May 1880, Pope Leo XIII 
summarised the traditional attitude of the Roman Catholic 
Church towards slavery: “She (i.e. the Church) has depre
cated any precipitate action in securing the manumission 
and liberation of slaves, because that would have entailed 
tumults and provoked injury. She taught the slaves to feel 
that by the virtue of the light of Holy Faith they enjoyed 
a dignity which placed them above their heathen lords, but 
they were bound the more strictly by the Author and 
Founder of their Faith Himself never to set themselves 
against these, or even to be wanting in the reverence and 
obedience due to them” .
Authorities: Prof. J. E. Caines, The Slave Power; Chapman 
Cohen, Christianity and Slavery; Encyclopedia of the Social 
Sciences (American) article — “Slavery”. F.A.R.

CORRESPONDENCE
RATIONALISTS
I am writing to you to object to what I consider to be a serious 
sapping of the strength of the Freethought and Rationalist move
ments. My target at the moment is Mr. H. Cutner.

In his own field Mr. Cutner is supreme. He can make the Rev. 
Billy look sillier than anyone else. I do not approve of Mr. Cutner’s 
attacks on “reverent rationalists”, as he calls them. They combat a 
different type of Christian from M r. Cutner, and I consider internal 
squabbles detrimental to the organisation(s). Mr. Cutner may dis
agree with such people as Mr. Howell Smith — he is entitled to — 
but T he F reethinker  will do more good attacking our enemies 
than our allies.

Bronowski and Hector Hawton would not last long on the BBC 
with too militant an outlook, but they are at least there and doing 
some, good, as is Mr. Cutner in T he F reethinker  combating the 
more crude forms of Christianity. J. D o w d ing .

POPULATION AND SUBSISTENCE
T he essence of the Malthusian doctrine is that population tends to 
increase faster than the power of providing food.

T he question is not in what stage of population is most subsis
tence produced, but in what stage of population is there exhibited 
the greatest power of producing wealth. It takes on the average as 
much labour to produce a diamond as it does to produce so many 
barrels of flour. If we load our women with diamonds it is as 
much an exertion of subsistence-producing power as if we had 
devoted so much food to purposes of ostentation. T he keeping of a 
regiment of soldiers or of a warship and her crew is the diversion 
to unproductive uses of labour that would produce subsistence.

Even if increase of population does reduce the power of the 
natural factor by compelling resort to poorer soils, etc., it so vastly 
increases the human factor as to more than compensate. Denser 
population means subdivision of labour and greater economies of 
production. We have seen many communities advance in popula
tion. Have they not at the same time advanced even more rapidly 
in wealth? We see many communities advancing still in population. 
Arc they not also increasing their wealth still faster?

W hatever m ay he the cause of w ant o r misery, it surely cannot 
be traced to increase of population  when we see great accum ulation 
of w ealth and even food being used as fuel. It is no t a problem  of 
production , b u t of d istribution . G. L. D ick inso n .

OVERPOPULATION
In his letter (Feb. 10) Mr. Clark rightly called attention to Ea.s.te e j 
birthrates and the methods of Communist dictatorship. But l ; 
wish to save England from these abominations, we must drasti 
reduce our present population. T he Russian leaders have for f° 
years realised that the surest way to overcome the West 1S 
produce extensive landslides in its economic system, and t^ls 
most easily be done by provoking a population race. But - 
million extra coolies in an economy where standards are wreten . 
low anyway is one thing: five million extra babies in a JjJ®  ̂
complex society living on importations is quite another. , 
babies cannot fight for us before 1975, and will have brought 
complete economic collapse long before that date. And econoi 
collapse is the first stride to military defeat. „.

In other words, those people in England who encourage P 
crea.ion — either socially or politically —  are working for the “ . 
munists. They should take up chess — a game at which 11 j 
Russians excel. They will soon appreciate that straightfor" 
obvious reactions and moves are often most ill-advised, and that 
some things, including power politics, subtlety is all-imporwn^,

ARROGANCE?
^o u r correspondent Seabury Edwards dislikes the arrogance 
Atheism. Where is it, Seabury? In your mind, I think. Say* i 
Oxford Dictionary: “Atheism: disbelief in the existence of a 
godlessness . Just a matter of belief and not any claim to esc J  
knowledge at all. No arrogance. T here’s no law against hold111 .. 
belief! 1 disbelieve in, say, the Christian’s God because, 
described, he is quite incredible on reasonable and factual Sr0? :p_; 
and I m sure that reason is m an’s only reliable guide, God o ^ 
just another Santa Claus to anyone who can think straight ^ 
Atheist can hardly be called arrogant. But gods never have "  ̂
offered as other than objects of faith, so why kick at some o 
not believing? j IM KiRKt**

Friday, March 9th,

THE BOOK OF JOB otI hasten to assure Mr. Ridley that I did read his article , 
‘Dihlirnl u~r__ __ _______u:_ , . . ____ . __ a. P°

of
Biblical^ Sceptics” before criticising his statements about 
f Job. I his is why mv criticism was confined to his re

Bo»*
V. .»xo o u m . i u v , m a  u o o u i  -  (JJJ

hy my criticism was confined to his reman* 
the traditional, Biblical Job. Not having read Dr. Dillon’s tran ^ 
tion of, or comments on, the “original” Job, I am, of course, ^  ^
position to comment on it. Nor did I do so. I was, and
concerned only with Air. Ridley’s statement that the orth°‘
" I n K ”  .. J  it C  r r t i •! i S t‘

T
itat»’“Job 

ment 
The —  j  j  « v  »{• o  iii*  n » b  n  i i / t j n u  u / i i j  *■»» —  .  .

use, is the work of a sensitive and sincerely religious poet •

portrays God as “a figure of fun”. I described this s 
a*f “sheer nonsense”, and I stand by this opinion. u

le Book of Job”, ai it appears in the translations in orl\°‘„ ;

filled with an overwhelming sense of the pettiness and insiS11!,
cance of the human intelligence compared with the gigantic P
blems that confront it. The poet seeks to provide some *of* v ---------  . ■ ■ . . . . .  9nS>,,answer to the enigmas that torment Job; it is the same -- J(] 
that is provided by the prophets and the psalmists. Job b1̂  
anticipates the answer when, in the midst of his perplexity
frustration, he exclaims, “Though he slay me, yet will I trustrf 
him! ” God’s ari/limenls nn» rprlninlvhim! ” God’s arguments are certainly “satirical”, but I c: 
agree that they are “irrelevant”.

ttflP
m at rney are irrelevant .

T he satire consists in the fact that Job, who has taken it UL 
himself to criticise the arrangement of the Universe, is $P.O'wne.ner ne, a being ot Unite intelligence and understanding, , 
hope to see enough of the game of life to “justify his atternP 
declare the rules to be unjust. f

Mr. Ridley says that Job’s answer to this argument is “ironF- 
Perhaps Mr. Ridley will say why. S. W. BR°°
IMPOSTORS
As I am not member of any political party or group, >*!
McNair s insinuations that as chairman at the meeting in qllC)
I displayed “political leanings” or did “hot» the Sneietv’s nlau0,displayed “political leanings” or did “hog the Society’s p lat ,li 
for political propaganda” fall rather flat. I assert it is within ,, 
scope of worthwhile Freethought propaganda to indict imp°f j
whether in the political or philosophical spheres.

This minor witch-hunt on behalf of the Labour Party is eviu.-l-  - - •••#■of political preference and unworthy of the Freethought tradin' .
J. Barrow*1

POINT FROM LETTER „
F rom my observations of Muslims in my own community, U |(i
they are most strict in observing the many queer injunctions, r''
customs and ceremonies of their faith, including forced cifC. J  
cision, fasting for one month every year, having to pray five 11
daily, icpcat many ritual washings, attend mosque on F m ”f 
undertake a long and expensive trip to the dreary and dusty 
called Mecca, and so on.—L eonard M artin (S. Africa).

FR IEN D LY  informal international house. Plentiful food, coinP’1,,;
it Park, Eltl’jlModerate terms.—Chris & Stella Rankin, 43 West 

S.E.9. T el.: E L T  1761.

Printed by G. T. Wray Ltd.. Goswell Road, E .C.l, and Published by G. W. Foote and Company Limited, 41 Gray’s Inn Road, W .C.l.


