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Freethinkers are people who hold that.*e”of human
Permitted to operate freely in every P,  re(p’ beliefs
fought and activity; that even so-calje The religious
should be subjected to critical anay < basic dogmas

believer, on the other hand, insists thatintellectual
°f religion should be accepted on tail

scruting Of such dogmas, he S
doubt is impious, even sin- Rserts, implies doubt, and

Price Fivepence

positively that the scientific outlook is the very antithesis of
the religious conception of things. The scientist takes his
stand on Natural Causation; the religionist on Supernatural
Causation. These two concepts are utterly irreconcilable.
When | say that the scientist takes his stand on the
concepts of Natural Causation, I am not suggesting that
there is no scientist with a belief in a god. | am aware
that there are some scien-
tists who profess Theism.

Note that the adherent of ‘VIEWS and OPINIONS? All that | am claiming is

a particular religious belief

that, when he is conducting

does not object to a rational Freethou g ht and scientific investigations and

appraisal of religions other
than his own; it is his per-

experiments, even the reli-

) 1A ious man of science ex-

g%f;?l th)ﬁ’lc'ﬁfs' and  those R € I Ig Jolp gludes the supernatural from
: un- ideration. W t
Questioned. = By JOHN BOWDEN = " ihat o sciention ay &

He?ié\iﬂho“‘)”ﬁ' Content

"affair AfIS m wor<ds of Professor James, essentially an
offer gl Ilc emotions”. True, the ordinary believer will
lenged- h°ns “or beliefs when such beliefs are chal-
do not ut such reasons are secondary; they follow, they
forward Prccec’e> belief. That is to say, the reasons put
"early alare So many rationalisations. Investigation will
votary of ays reveal that the doctrines propounded by a
mind bef 3 Parl*tuiar creed or cult were instilled into his
~ Childho ilc was capable of reasoning, o

into )Ur °r I&an impressionable age, and ideas injected
Modified in 'n our carly days, although they may be
Always ther later life, are rarely eradicated completely.
National Clc Is a strong emotional resistance to change,

without “#clear that 1 do not decry emotion. Life
fallout nioliOnal expression would indeed be colourless.
Lrie, JdshiDOvOtion there. can be no bonds of love and
°cno (GN n° appreciation of beauty. True, tliere would
Would be”” °ut. likewise there would be no laughter; there
dual and n°.8rief, but also no joy. Emotion is an indivi-
honai feel'SOClai necessity. All that we affirm is that emo-
i eason n 'n® sb°uld not be permitted to override reason.
[(W¢ lay not be an infallible guide, but it is the best we
Ktle'douhf\WCre maHowed to operate freely there can be
Noms anj “lat it would speedily solve our economic pro-

cure our social ills. Unfortunately, it is rarely
Ue to function freely. We approach the problems of
\Ahich th, Whal we m'ght call “prefabricated ideas .ideas
tiial "Hh'bit the reasoning processes and lead to mtellec-
enii'.~tification. And one of the main obstacles to

e«ment is religion. , .

sunrpm Frecthinkcr holds that in science we have the
scien(me, exPression of the human intellect, and it is to
Pr 'Cthatr Y turn for aid in the solution of the manifold
v Dlems of [ifé.

Th!"* 3nd Religion
the k.Centific view of the universe is in sharp contrast to
asic assumptions of religion; it can, in fact, be stated

scientist, takes the super-
natural into account. When a chemist, in conducting an
experiment, fails to get the anticipated result he does not
assume that a supernatural entity has interfered; he decides
that he has made some error in his calculations, or that
some foreign substance has got in despite his precautions,
and he starts all over again.

A Sclf-Existcnt Universe

It should be emphasised that the modem scientific outlook
implies the complete rejection of supernaturalism. The
universe is regarded as self-existent. It is held that the
forces inherent in nature are adequate to account for every
phenomenon in nature. The religionist also starts with a
self-existent entity; he calls that entity “God” and attri-
butes to this God a creative function.

Tn affirming a self-existent universe the Freethinker is
mindful of the dictum of William of Occam, which states
that entities should not be multiplied beyond necessity, a
dictum known as “Occam’ Razor”. Applying Occam’s
Razor to the problem before us, we can put it that super-
natural causes should not be presumed until natural causes
have been exhausted, that is, until they have been shown
to be inadequate. And who is going to undertake that task?

Matter a Storehouse of Energy

Recent researches into the sub-atomic world have revealed
that the basic entities are tremendous storehouses of
energy; that the ultimate particles of matter possess an
hitherto unimagined complexity. Aggregations of these
fundamental entities give rise to still greater complexity,
and it becomes evident that in the cosmic forces we have
all we need to account for phenomena, including the
phenomena of life and mind. There is no need whatever to
invoke an extraneous force to account for the manifold
forms of existence.

In starting with a self-evident universe we are on the
firmest of foundations. We know the universe exists; we
are in it and of it. Our every sense testifies to its objective
reality. The existence of a God cannot similarly be demon-
strated. At most it is an inference. As shown, it is a need-
less postulate. We can say that the supreme justification for
the rejection of the God-idea is that it is unnecessary.
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A God in a Vacuum

The creationist does not appear to realise that he has to
start with a God in a vacuum. In asserting creation he has
to assume that there was a time when nothing existed but
God. But how can a being exist when there is no place for
him to be? How can such a being see when there is nothing
to see? How can he think when there is nothing to think
about? And how could such a being construct a universe
when there were no materials for construcdon? “Creation
out of nothing” is a meaningless phrase.

The postulate of self-existent elements is a necessity of
thought. Given these self-existent elements, all else
follows.

Most religious folk today, the more cultivated ones any-
way, are prepared to admit the operation of purely natural
forces in most phenomena. They concede, for instance,
that it is not necessary to invoke supernatural influences to
account for the movements of the heavenly bodies. Some
are even prepared to admit that the weather is governed by
purely natural laws.

(To be concluded)

Review

The Glorious Saudi Era, by Abd-el-Aziz.

16 Dareeh Saad Street, Cairo.

This iS a Saudi propaganda book, dedicated “To H.M.
King Saud and to the English Library”, and gives us some
idea of Islamic tolerance, and an insight into the Saudi
mentality.

Accusations of intolerance directed at Islam may best be
judged by examples taken from the home of Islamic cul-
ture, Saudi Arabia, personified by King Abdulaziz Ibn-
Saud and now by H.M. King Saud.

We are told that Ibn-Saud “formed committees of reli-
gious men having offices throughout the kingdom with full
authority to fight wrongdoers and prayer-neglecters”. “The
foreigner may be mystified at not seeing monuments or
statues in the squares of Saudi-Arabian cities”. And the
reason? “They were conflicting with the belief of adoring
none but God”. Further, the traveller “may be astonished
to watch the policemen at prayer time, wandering through
shops and cafes asking people to hasten to the nearest
mosque”. In case the puzzled onlooker may wonder why,
“It is the heyday of the religion realised by the late great
Abdulaziz and his pious successor, H.M. King Saud”.

On acceding to his throne, lbn-Saud intended to stamp
out lawlessness, and we learn that “Every traveller to the
Holy Land, disinfecting his spirit, going on a pilgrimage or
visiting the Prophet mosque, had to write his will”. Some-
what perturbed at this, the King called the various tribe
leaders together and promised them an annual payment if
each would be responsible for the safety of travellers in
his own zone. Apparently the tribe leaders were not par-
ticularly enthusiastic about this, “But the King turned
against them in anger and swore in the name of God to put
the Islamic law into effect and would therefore kill the
leader in whose zone a murder was committed should he
fail to bring in the murderer, and would amputate his hand
should he not bring in the thief”.

Here is another instance of the kindly nature of Ibn-
Saud. “Once a Bedouin told him that he had seen a sack
of maize on the road. Apprehensively he questioned him
how he knew that it was maize. The Bedouin answered
that he had touched it with his finger. The King ordered
the finger to be cut off. Thus, every Bedouin could not
touch any precious or trifling thing thrown on the road. . ..
Thus ideal peace was accomplished, achieving the welfare

“Mondial” Press,
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of the citizens, Arabs and all Muslims, as Ibn-Saud aojjj
successor had grappled with the heavenly wisdom A
which the country was proud that crime and theft wel. £
non-existent. America, Great Britain, France and  gc
land could not keep pace with Saudi-Arabia m

1 *
Se?Hr’ch\,h ways, we learn, the King “built a new, A
healthy and uniquely pious society that is far aW?y n#
vice: so theft, crime, dissipation, drink and unemplw
are absolutely non-existent in Saudi-Arabia. It is,a’l V|
willing, rich but ascetic society, since Ibn-Saud ..jlit
theatres, dance halls and cabarets, which conflict wi
teachings of Islam”.

It is not to be wondered that “His Majesty’s life wes f
of the most thrilling stories of strife for religion, hu
and justice. On November 9th, 1953, he went to
What a loss! But his soul sees the people’s heark j
soled and faithfully surrounding H.M. King Saud, v
~NHd 'uade the next Abdulaziz”.

The son was a worthy successor. “When he
he studied reading and writing. Having exceptionall &
gence and inborn talents, he could learn the Koran by, jj(
and comprehend its commentary within two years *
now grants 2,000 Saudi ryals as a Royal Bounty to a* jt
who learns the Koran by heart. To what better p° Ej,
could their time be put? D.

AN

To a Spider

Malign, and feller yet —
An evil thing!
Crafty, self-centred, set
Within your witch’s net.
On watch, waiting.

A score of eyes, eight claws,
A stomach vast,

Pronged and procreant jaws,

Cords, wove from belly-pores,
To hold all fast.

Pity the luckless fly

Caught, flying by,
In your spun treachery;
In vain his struggles be,

He’s doomed to die.

Through weariness? Oh, no!
More bitter death!
From your veins venoms go,
Poison his pulses slow,
And choke his breath.

A shrivelled victim, he

Lies in your power.
Whom you may gloatingly
In your foul larder see,

And last, devour.

Did God let spiders be,

In humour grim,
Enigma endlessly
To puzzle wits, if we

Would fathom Him?

Rex Clements.

-NEXT WEEK-
CHARLES DICKENS AND STATE-MURDER

Dy C. G. L. DU CANN
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Political Catholicism—Spain v lIreland

Moreover, in form at least, the Church exercises no direct
political authority in the Republic, where full political
democracy, including the party system and even propor-
tional representation are protected by the Constitution.
Unlike Spain, which is under a political and religious
dictatorship in which totalitarian rule with but the barest
exceptions is officially endorsed by the Concordat of
August, 1953, between Franco and the Vatican; Ireland is
in form a modem political democracy where even the secu-
larist principle of the separation of Church and State is
partially recognised. As Mr. Blanshard aptly comments,
the Irish type of Catholicism is politically Rome’s most
advanced concession to the modern world. It is of the type
which the Vatican is most likely to try to impose on the
Anglo-Saxon democracies, in preference to the Spanish and
Portuguese model.

None the less, as he demonstrates with a wealth of
factual detail, this state of things is largely superficial and
misleading. Though not so obtrusive, indirect rule on the

Kece By F. A. RIDLEY
ixkeently, thanks to my friend Mr- p, *« Hornpidished
made the acquaintance of an importan A to Free-
originally in U.S.A. which is of particula gianshard,
thinkers, The Irish and Catholic Power y dern world
~hose previous books on Catholicism 1 p bad the
have been best-sellers. 'The author, iOng ago,
Pleasure of meeting when he was over the R-C-
Writes as an observer of liberal views standpoint of
Churchand its world-wide activities tro . preserva-
an American democrat primarily intcres 1 wbich the
tion °{the secular constitution of the e« ¢ ¢ -gar of the
°hicial separation of Church and Stac emphasises
constitution. The Brincipal opP_onen_t, as A and Its
repeatedly, of this basic conception, is
local representatives. <l OF
We are nowadays familiar
vanons kinds, especially in trates> prjSh Catho-
Mr. Blanshard convincingly de . . international of
hcism not only forms part of the -onap’ & its own.

77 H H H /\ H H
R BRIAL B el £ e
m for ‘ nﬁptlljg ----- : P .
.e actdal jnlt constitutes a clerical republic. And yet

Irpic,,j ,Uence of the Irish Church and hierarchy out-
'Is c®mparapsS iaf Bféater and more extensive than witliin
»'e. B0 HY narrow boundaries. Our author makes
!f%%s@fﬁé&%#e Present writer has repeatedly stressed
ffireat Britain'i?0” I'iat die expansion vof ~Cathelicism in
fam to the iriS*“®I-'e Past cenlury is uItimateI¥ far more

mes V ‘,sn immigration, conséquent upon the potato
rmoveml ©  T'lc “hungry forties”, than to such bug isi
EtisEns as Ihe much publicised Oxford Movement. In
rily iSi and stiH more in Scotland, Catholicism is pnma-
largelv t T, Glasg°w and Liverpool, for example, being
inipollrish c‘ties. However, Great Britain is not the most
missbn, 1 sPiritual colony of the Irish hierarchy and its
USa ary Priests: the powerful Catholic hierarchy o
is the Principal financial reservoir °f thc Va ica®-
Elans?y Insh- as is also the R.C. Church m Australia As
An th rd indicates, all the contemporary Cardinals in the
In AfrfaxXOn world arc Irish, or of Irish extraction,
sions '~,” Irish priests form the backbone of Catholic mis-
Point  d excrcise a corresponding degree of influence. Tn
licisml fact- as our author says, the special type of Catho-
not (.nassociated with Ireland ‘may be described as a force
"ter-uitdi Irish circles, but even in world affairs, a kind of

Mres on °ody inside the larger International which
tNot Qn ﬁwe atican. g

ffitute "' nJy> insists our author, does Irish Catholicism con-
n O renrPind °I1 religious sub-species of Catholicism but it
~thoimk.serrts a special kind of “Catholic Action”, of
M¢J(e thn re,ation to the secular and political world
lather tlv bnurch. In contrast to Spanish Catholicism,
psent °l .Torquemada and the Inquisition or to its
r'sh Can/1ly .disguised revival under the Franco regime,
I That «Ic|sni may perhaps be described as indirect
[@xf ostth 2 l,ic Church, though virtually all-powerful, in
o n-full +EeePs in the background. In Eire, unlike
|, ySome religious toleration exists in theory, and with
In ¢ Mfintsailnor infractions such as discrimination against
Hfie thc n sonie special (chiefly educational) capacities.
July. pOjTR-G. Church is in fact not even established offi-
‘stiori>a lae time being it contents itself with a “special
1s officially laid down in the Constitution of 1932.

Irish pattern can be in practice quite as dictatorial as the
need arises. Our author proves by recent instances in Irish
history, notably the case of Dr. Browne in 1950, that,
whatever may be the legal position, Eire is ultimately a
clerical republic. When the Bishops crack the whip the
politicians run for cover! Robert Ingersoll was a true, as
well as an eloquent, prophet when he predicted that Home
Rule would be Rome Rule. The Irish type of indirect rule
is just as autocratic when necessary, and just as effective,
as the traditional type.

The Vatican is nowadays conducting a world-wide offen-
sive in both the “spiritual” and political spheres, and its
eventual outcome is a matter of profound significance, in
particular to secularists like our author, to whom the
permanent separation of Church and State constitutes the
most valuable aspect of the “American way of life”. At
present the Vatican appears undecided as between the
Spanish and Irish models. The fundamental characteristic
of the former is a totalitarian regime with the official recog-
nition of a single religion, with only the most grudging
toleration for non-Catholic Christian sects and a total pro-
hibition of non-Christian cults and of anti-Catholic propa-
ganda. Such a regime is guaranteed by a similarly totali-
tarian and politically exclusive State. In the Irish model
there is room for religious “co-existence” and political
democracy. This holds in theory and practice except where,
as in the Browne case, the Church is directly challenged.
At present the Spanish model is in force in Spain, Portugal
and a number of Latin American republics — in Colombia,
for instance, where Protestant missionaries have been
fiercely persecuted in recent years. The Irish model perhaps
sets the standard for the Anglo-Saxon democracies in
America, Britain and Australia. In general the more
advanced lands within the Church of Rome, such as Ger-
many and France, tend towards the Irish model, while the
more backward areas may be expected to follow Spain.
The present pro-Fascist Pope appears to favour the Spanish
model but may be succeeded by a more liberal Pope, per-
haps even by an Irish-American Cardinal who will break
the Italian monopoly and perhaps aim at the much coveted
conversion of the U.S.A. to Catholicism.

Whatever the outcome, The Irish and Catholic Power,
with only one aspect of which we have here dealt, is an
important work for secularists. Ask at your library, or,
better still, buy it.
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This Believing World

The famous English actor, Alec Guinness, has just joined
the Church of Rome. Previously, he belonged to the
Church of England, and then became “nothing” — which
very often is the prelude to a complete conversion one way
or ’tother. In his case, as he saw the Pope and looked upon
him as a “saint”, it means that from now he will be a
fervent believer in Fatima, Lourdes, the Turin Shroud, the
Veronica Handkerchief, Holy Relics (even if admittedly
fraudulent) and Weeping Madonnas, to say nothing of all
the Church’s traditional Devils, Angels, and Hell. Still, all
this belief is far better than “nothing”, as Mr. Guinness
would gallantly admit.

Just as Roman Catholicism is the power behind Eire and
Spain, so is the Dutch Reformed Church behind nearly all
the reactionary moves of the South African Parliament.
And in few things is it more powerful than in censorship.
From letters appearing in some S.A. newspapers can be
seen how often it steps in to prevent some novel being
imported or read or some pictures to be seen which are not
in accord with the unadulterated Calvinistic minds of the
pious censors. It looks as if the works of Shakespeare, with
Venus and Adonis and the Rape of Lucrece will soon be
banned in South Africa for evermore!

According to a recent article in the Sydney Morning Herald
not so very long ago Australian Universities were packed
with students who were atheists, agnostics, Communists,
and even Freethinkers. This has now, thank God, all
changed. Australia’s undergraduates are these days much
more concerned with religion than with politics or even sex.
Even if they are not quite convinced Christians, they are at
least deists, and that is a blessing for which God Almighty
must be thanked.

The curious tiling is, however, that after filling nearly two
columns of jubilant expressions of gratitude at this reli-
gious change of heart, the writer depressingly admits at its
close that the universities can “still muster a company of
atheists, Communists, and Freethinkers”. We fervently
commiserate with him. What a terrible disappointment it
must be to a pious journalist to admit that God Almighty
has so egregiously failed to bring all the undergraduates to
their knees and unctuously grovel.

Canon Norbum’s disbelief in the cardinal teaching of true
Christianity — the story of Adam and Eve and the Garden
of Eden— has brought forth more lamentations in Bolton
in a single week than Jeremiah managed in 1,000 years.
One lady — a Mrs. Moxrop — has, however, a victory plan
against such blasphemy. It is that every Christian in the
land should immediately waft up to Heaven as many
prayers as possible to convert the unbelieving Canon and
thus “reveal the truth of the Scriptures”. How pleasant it is
to record the sturdy Christianity of Mrs. Moxrop and her
complete Faith against infidel parsons! After all, if there
was no Garden of Eden, there could have been no Fall of
Man, and we should have to dispense with our Blessed
Saviour. A horrible thought.

In spite of the BBC’s constant call to Christ, the Easter
show in London seems to have been more than a flop. The
Daily Express writer, William Hickey, painted a very
gloomy Good Friday in its churches. He was “surprised”—
surprised at “the empty pews, sparse congregations, and
hollow echoes”. There were only 200 “worshippers” in
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Westminster Abbey, and only 100 in St. Paul’s,

seat 3,000. There were only one dozen people in  ,u
gregation in London’s oldest church, All Hallows- )
Tower, which has that famous notice prominenty
played — Not everyone who enters this church IS ~
verted. Please watch your handbags, etc.”. It (P cJ
heartbreaking for a humble adorer of “our Lord m j
that her handbag vanished whilst she knelt in “ $
supplication. Surely Jesus should be able to look an
own m a church?

The Rising Generation
Il—THE LORD’S PRAYER

From the way in which the Bible is referred to and bo .
up at school and on the radio by fully qualified Cjtf v
clergymen, most of you young people are apt toj m
rbaj-~nypriticism of the Koly Book ks quwite invalid "
IS>that the “unbeliever” has no case. Of course, <
hf in the past, and is still so0 considered, as thj~ (e
raud bh,s means» as John Bunyan, the * fit
author of the Pilgrim’s Progress, said, “Every book
every chapter of it, every word of it, is the direct " tf
of the most high”. Iy
Bunyan’s attitude is still the attitude of all or n jGi
the priests and parsons who speak for the BBC; bl
young readers were to get hold of the many books ()
by crowds of reverend gentlemen still in the Chuf » p
would be surprised at their admissions. For the n #
packed with contradictions, with absurd statement”?,!
ethical teachings no longer followed, and with n
readings §@iiig into thousands. Let me give you a )
esting variation which you can all test for yoursai@e w1
the “Lord’s Prayer”, which all boys and girls h Lfl
repeal 8ver antl BUer again, and®which is most s> 7
intoned on every occasion the Church and its ministc
get it in. (#
There are dozens of “versions” of the Bible, "L’
principal one is that known as the Authorised Vers*
which there must be millions of copies in existence.
however, found so full of faults and mistakes, that
70 years ago a new translation was ordered; and
of many years of hard work was the “Revised”t p"\(
One of the things drastically revised was the Lord’s ft
The one you have to say so often may not be the jrf
Prayer after all. That one contains 66 words. It c° j0
in the R.V., only 55. Actually, the revisors took °u,
the holy words, added a few new ones, and altered it
So you can ask your teacher which was the genu*|lt
Jesus is responsible for? al
And if you can get another “version”, that is.
translation of the Bible, take a look at the one tra*kt
by the very eminent James Moffatt. His Lord’s P/pj, k
different from both the A.V. and the R.V.. and b%|f
and the Revised Version omit “For thine is the kif», "
and the power, and the glory, for ever. Amen”- vy, )
only one of the thousands of “revisions” the Bib'll
undergone, and we hope to introduce you to a feM
in succeeding issues of this journal.
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of use to “This Believing World
propaganda.

or to our spoken

UMD
U= pmi E  Pbe historian Macaulay expected the Papacy to
Catholi cstant™srn- 1t was Hilaire Belloc who said “All that is
ncwSaner  *? returning to Paganism”; incidentally, this was in a
Mancheei sefles to which Chapman Cohen also contributed (1926,
A News).
«Joctrine of tii jPorne Liberal Christians have watered down the
Physical V."6 Atonement to one of moral redemption rather than
«UcffixiL et many of them try to square this with a physical
R Wuiow
hardly haveSf~M" ~fe such as Jesus is supposed to have lived could
"rely ment-ai cd to arrest the attention of social observers. Pliny
ntem;>tu0 s ‘1?7 ™eeti”’g some Christians, while Celsus, who is
°LTo\ p,, ®°° them, simply retails Jewish legends.
, ening fHNKERS,—Keep up the good work. In the Boltan
ews égsu have one of the most fair-minded of our pro-

V /h~r'a0 call matter “dead” is a peculiar way of referring to it.

c %ead was presumably once alive. lerhaps y

Thu Fn°n—'iving. But non-living does not mean non-active.

Mr : T_:'I_'he Pope who said “I am Tradition was Pms |X.
K ««ed” the infallibility of the past.

I f "heann Lls*~~You say God has spoken to you. If you are his

\ h,isLE *? have said the silliest things.

P°Intcd to h ~ ar™ es tinder Christian auspices are frequently

necd for s ~.~hristian apologists who conveniently forget that the

«iCa »trim*  oharities has arisen under a Christian-controlled

It € v

, *1f Mo, vup OU say you believe in the existence of Elemean-

1 enc® Us a sample, we will examine them. If they
nan @5@@?&' mgs then for what material things do they serve

J%s the wo h < u. s)ly “nratter has lost its solidity”. Then what

, *S. Walsh I'enote? If matter is not solid, what is?

y such wo ti  LLe claims of Christian Science have been exposed

$ nore as Our New Religion by the late H. A. L. Fisher,

" “ristian 5aftlcularlly by The Faith, the Falsity and the Failure of

midh Wé'reter @ (Alben ard Unwin, 1926; varlous authorship) In

tPPralsed 1 (p 227) “Upon her death Mrs. Eddy’ estate was

/\/\

(ﬁcy retain teP Vléry |nterest|ng, and thanks for praise. Now

trings? ne labe> “Christian” when you have shed all its main

Lecture Notices, Etc.
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v,day , ’’ branch N.S.S. (Deansgate Blitzed Site).—Every week-
G' A- Woodcock.

M "M M lirancb N.S.S. (Old Market Square).—Friday, 1 p.m.:
°(th |, '?SLEY. Sunday, 11 a.m.; R. Morrell and R. Powe.
11, VeryJ °n branch N S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).—

Lonrtdaé noon: Ebuky and A. Arthur.
On ~ 01 Branch N. SS—Every Sunday at the Marble Arch

l|||nkehPm Messrs. Arthur, Erury and Wood. The Free-
°n sale at Marble Arch.

South pj INDOOR

W .C.,)." Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
¢hep' “Unday, April 15th, 11 a.m.: A. Robertson, m.a,
gush Reformers”.
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Tlie Knight—Sampson Letters

A FEW REFLECTIONS
By MARGARET KNIGHT

Three weeks passed, bringing no answer to my last letter,
published last week, and | thought that Ashley had at last
tired of the argument. Then | heard, to my consternation,
that he was dead! He had suffered from an incurable form
of pituitary grand deficiency, and there had been little hope
that he could live beyond middle age.

My sorrow at his death was shared by his many friends.
Ashley, whatever one might think of his views, was a
charming and sensitive person, whose natural goodness
confounded his earnest attempts to convince me that he
was a monster of wickedness, restrained only by his Chris-
tian convictions. | feel that he would have been happier as
a Humanist; but I may be wrong.

Looking back on the correspondence after ten years, | do
not feel that the hours we spent on it were a waste of time.
Neither of us, as is obvious, made the slightest dent in the
other’s convictions. But though we ended as far apart as
we began, we had each, | think, gained a clearer under-
standing of the other’s position; and perhaps become more
articulate in expressing our own.

Above all, the correspondence helped me to formulate a
principle that | have never had cause to revise: namely —
argue with committed Christians as an intellectual exercise,
if you, and they, enjoy it; but do not hope to alter their
views. If you are out to make converts, stick to the floating
voters; of whom, as | said in my speech at the N.S.S.
Annual Dinner, there are thousands, perhaps millions, in
the country, ready to become declared Humanists at a
word, if only we say the right word.

Notes and News

Mr. W. T. Williams, m.a., m.p., has accepted office as
President of the Liberation Society in succession to the late
Dr. Henry Townsend. Mr. Williams, who is a barrisler-at-
law, has served as a chaplain and welfare officer of the
Royal Air Force and as a tutor in Manchester College,
Oxford. He served as Parliamentary Private Secretary to
two Ministries in 1950 and 1951. The Society for the
Liberation of Religion from State Patronage and Control
(to use its full name) was founded in 1844 with the object
of securing equal rights and privileges for all religious
bodies in this country. The Humanist Council has sub-
scribed to its funds.

The Dagenham Branch N.S.S., having completed its first
year of activity, will be celebrating the occasion with a
dinner and social on Saturday, April 21st. This will be held
at the Railway Hotel (also known as “The Spotted Dog”),
adjacent to Barking Station, which is easily reached by the
District Line. Following a reception at 6.30 p.m., dinner
will be served at 7 sharp, and there will also be music and
dancing (music provided by the Eric Hicks Trio). Any
reader of The Freethinker Will be welcome, and should
telephone Dominion 1916 or write to Mr. G. W. Warner,
214 Fitzstephen Road, Dagenham, Essex, for tickets,
16s. each.

The N.S.S. Annual Conference will be held in the Stork
Hotel, 1 Queen Square, Liverpool, 1, on Sunday, May
20th, 1956. Details will follow.



118 THE

FREETHINKER

. . 19%
Friday, April 13th.

A New International Language

By H. CUTNER

One of the reforms Iin foreign relations long due is an
international language. What we don’t want in this is a lot
of useless talk about it by UNO or similar bodies. If there
is such a language —and there is— the governments of
all countries should make it compulsory in all schools.

Every “diplomat” knows how difficult it is to conduct
negotiations with other countries unless very capable inter-
preters are present and, even then, negotiations often fail
because of elementary misunderstanding. But leaving aside
these immense international difficulties, the ordinary tourist
is frequently put off visiting foreign countries because he
cannot understand the natives. Peoples of different races
are far more ready to discuss their opinions in an atmos-
phere of understanding than in one in which very little is
understood.

During the Middle Ages, when the Church was all-
powerful, there was the universal language of Latin which
travelling scholars could use; and the fact that Latin is still
taught — and quite uselessly — in our schools proves how
strong was its hold in intellectual circles. Even after years
of Latin study in our schools and universities, there can be
but very few students able to discuss in Latin political and
other problems. And that is the test. Merely to know com-
paratively few words, and a few phrases is hopeless in con-
versation; and most people are ready to admit that they
prefer the English translations of Latin classics than the
heart-breaking job of reading the originals.

All this should lead me to champion Esperanto, which
has certainly stood the test of time, and which so many
Freethinkers have so enthusiastically praised. And up to a
point Zamenhof’s work in inventing a language which is
easy to learn and speak deserves all the eulogies it has
received. | have met many Esperantists, and | never failed
to agree with them in their advocacy. But it has always
been the individual who has taken it up, and never the
governments of the world. Until that is done, until all
schools make it a “must” right through the years, until one
day at least is devoted wholly to it so that history, litera-
ture, and many other subjects can be as easily discussed as
they are in the native language, even Esperanto must fail.

Moreover, people must be told that Esperanto is not
meant to displace the native language. It is an “auxiliary”
language. It can never displace a language like English or
French, so rich and varied in its literature.

But is Esperanto the final auxiliary language? | do not
think so. | think there is another one much easier to learn
and to read. And | want to call attention to it. Already it is
attracting many people who have been put off by the rather
uncouth words — so many ending in “j”  which a page
of Esperanto presents; though when one gets used to it,
perhaps it is not so ugly as at first sight.

This new language is “Jntcrlingue” and its great advan-
tage is that it uses words and expressions as far as possible
which are more or less similar in other languages. There
are thousands of words in English and French which are
similar, and the inventor of Interlingue has made is possible
for readers almost at a first glance to recognise them in the
new language. The man who invented Interlingue is Edgar
de Wahl and he first came in contact with Volapuk, which
was a good and sincere attempt at providing a new lan-
guage, failing perhaps because it was far too complicated
and difficult; then he became an Esperantist; and when he
saw that the next new language, Ido, was only an imper-

fect version of Esperanto, devoted twenty years of 1
to evolving the language which is now called Interims _*

Right at the outset, he saw the immense nlDL
words nearly like each other in so many Europe' *
guages, and decided it was not necessary to inventa® «
as their very inconsiderable differences gave little di &
in understanding them. And he chose the simple Sra .G
of English as his base for grammar. As for pronuBCj* jj
in speaking Interlingue, he decided that the vowels s *
be pronounced as in Italian, and the consonants
English, with a few variations easily learnt. ., i

As this is not meant to be an “instructional” artiC cd
merely one introducing it, | think readers will be inte
to see how Interlingue compares with Esperanto. ~0
are a few sentences:

Esperanto dk

La vera lingvo internacia ekzistas. Cu vi scias, ke esta®ar
sknbi en lingvo senpere komprenebla por kleraj personoj

nacioj? riu lingvo preskau mirakla estas nomita: Inte \ dil

Gi entenas la kvazauan tuton de la vortoj komunaj

kulturaj lingvoj de la okeidento.

Interlingue Sl

Li ver lingue international existe. Save vu, que it esJgrsoi®
scrir in un lingue immediatmen comprensibil por P”-ifil
cultivat de omni nationcs? Ti lingue prese miraculosi esn

Interlingue. It contenc li quasi totalité del paroles comun

Ungues cultural del occidente.

English

The real international language exists. Do you know
pBssibe to write in a language which is immediately €»xie1l

heRSibIe foF eduedted persens of all natiors? This o

miraculous language is called Interlingue. It contains nea L

totality of the words which are common to all langUaS

occidental civilisation.
It would be very surprising if at first glance the te »
would not find the Interlingue far more easy to read
Esperanto. This does not mean, of course, that aftera jt
trials, Interlingue will be as easy to read as English; 110
does mean that it is incomparably easier than Espetah ~
learn once the few simple grammatical rules and a cd
number of words have been mastered.

But above all, what is required is that it should be tal"
in all schools as an auxiliary language and let Latin
prize language in theological colleges. Latin is almost
fess in our daity tife, and of ne—use-whatever-on 'th(i:U
tinent, unless one spoke it as well as Cicero, even in

Look at our own International Freethought ConfeN’ «
— how many languages must one know to make 1y
success? By success | mean that those attending can fe\ }
talk to and understand each other. To be able to f°
difficult argument in French, German, and, say, Hunga""
as well as in English, and for one man to respond in
four languages so that those brought up in them can i|[,a
stand what is being said, is not quite as easy as &
people think.

Properly taught at school for a number of years, h| L
lingue would make a Freethought Conference a trcnieng”
success, for only one language would be needed for a'l p
people attending. Will this ever be done? | am afraid n° ,,
my lifetime. Governments are far more interested in pr0‘
gating the outworn creeds of Christendom. $

Those who want more information about it will no ¢°
whatever easily decipher the following:

Interlingue es immediatmen comprensibil al tot PI®
civilisat. Il es ja usabil in omni branches del tecnica, cofli*f]
e litteratura pro que it adopte li international nomenC'-Y1‘;
universamen conossct. Prospectes e gratuit informationes
Interlingue-Institute Cheseaux s. Lausanne, Svissia.
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Was Malthus Mistaken 9

Affirmative: G. Dickinson

In ]

MWEQE'}I_ éB.Té%hEmhﬁ‘ THE EREE_IH!NKERA@“ he

Necessity of Birth Control”, Mr. c, 'r{'\ . -Nigbly due

gar}rﬁotyngefrst?n anti-Malthusians.”’ inis> = v

e Tt At B sm s unaware
us s\ than those he guotes.

i [Bﬂ roQ_abIA/ Fgm@ml)ers the famous or
an: Indian famines. Since the days of

‘amines the populahon of India has actually increased,
incre are no such famines today. Can it therefore be said
‘at these famines were due to excess of population e

Not long ago the people of sparsely inhabited Ireland
Po;ﬁﬁﬁiw a potato famine. Was this due to pressure of

against

Mr Bennett should re-read Malthus’s review of what he
JJ* lhe “positive checks”. In all cases he will find that

ce and misery are due, not to increase of population, bu
law nsoc'a’ ignorance, rapacity, bad government, ]

if and destructive warfare. . . o ts
wJ sLth a strong tendency to increase in population >

do well-to-do families die out? How is it, when every

5— >5 otTered by hereditary titles and
lam m an aristocracy such as the English, P@8ra8 f

aS o S thc House °f L°rds is kept going ony by f h

adlln bave in modern times seen many communities

\ite m population Have they not at the same time
tT '? wiuhl Where else would
1« l.nd wealth devoted more lavishly 10 non-producl ve
mril~~t° costly buildings fine furniture, luxurious equi
ehff!“ stalues. gardens and yachts? Do not these ng

Wrer -CIS Peaces where population is dense, rat
Nls sparse9

B <cubtive et 6" G IRGaO [el8FE, Y$Bidiers,” ‘pdtréami,
Iaﬁe_g%mwsgs, men of letters? Is it not in densely popu-

to In 6 examine the facts which Malthus brings® forward
it iuPPort his theory, we shall find they do ™" support

¢,d ,Cbogies he uses may also be ruled out of court,

~countfc arC facls which thC IhCOry °f MaU
Ajist'unjust laws and would-be demagogues rule how
evils, said that vice and misery are”ot ~ue®
inlumanCv QUL WE ignore tfi8 great factor of

ATV *O TM 1o
| i théh says that population tends to increase faster
\dors an QLft™ .for providing #0od, but if food-producing
°y Unjust  aodities arc prevented, impeded or curtailed
ils exam; aws*can we blame pressure-of population: Let

'\fﬁ*iﬁa@%g‘athde fagls apd see whether the theory
G

mans

ocs account for them. G. Dickinson.

Mr'u BENNETT’S REPLY TO MR. DICKINSON
agiMVin so n suggests that | am “unaware of arguments

that if Ma,thus other than those he quotes »estates
sup'  we examine the facts, we shall find they do not

%_ W@Ithu;g; thesis. Well, | have been interested for
a's ;CWor,d food and population question, and | only
\ilc* Hiatt; Jitlc c°uld_see.the heavy dossier of newspap
Mhy OFlIflllc cuttings I have collected that Bear tpon it
a*tnint'®e are simply pieces of straight reporting where
Ofly furnL las been made to state a case. Yet one and all
MalthyJ1 convincing evidence of the essential soundness

Negative: G. |. Bennett

Scattered among my cuttings are the reported remarks
of such men as Lord Boyd Orr, the former Director-
General of the United Nations Food and Agriculture Orga-
nisation. In what he described as “my last warning to man-
kind”, eight years ago, he said of the ecological crisis, “We
have less than fifty years in which to stave off catastrophe,
and the chances are not too good”.

I also have the text of an article contributed to The
Sunday Times by hitherto so sanguine an agricultural
expert as Sir John Russell, summarising the position as he
saw it in June 1951: “The world’s population grows
rapidly. Every three seconds two additional mouths have to
be fed, and this goes on day and night year after year. The
two is steadily becoming three, as medical science keeps
more and more babies alive. At the same time the
cultivable area of the world is shrinking owing to soil erosion
and other causes. Can farmers go on increasing their output
of food to feed these multitudes, or are the new-born
babies spared an early death only to live a hungry life?”
Questions to which Sir John could give no reassuring
answer.

I don’t know what Mr. Dickinson thinks of statements
like these — and one could add to them by the score — by
authorities in their own right, with no political or other
axe to grind, but they should make him chary of dismiss-
ing Malthus as a mistaken theorist. Of course, Mr. Dickin-
son has an axe to grind. He prefers to see the problem of
feeding the earth’s hungry millions not as — to quote from
a published letter of his— “a problem of production but of
distribution”. I won’t deny that the world’s economy may
be at fault, nor that war is criminal waste and a source of
much misery. Neither will | dispute the exacerbating effects
of greed, bad government, wilful destruction of foodstuffs
to keep prices high, and over-suciency in the midst of
insufficiency. But we are guilty of dangerous unrealism if
we ever lose sight of one of the greatest threats to our
survival — excessive propagation.

It is useless to cite India as a country where famines do
not now occur (they are, in fact, a recurrent calamity of
that unhappy land); still more futile to assert that such
famines as have occurred were not bound up with popula-
tion growth. | could quote testimonies from many sources
about India’s Mathusian plight: but it will perhaps suffice
here if T refer to the official India Health Survey of 1945,
wherein is a frank acknowledgment that such steps as can
be taken to improve Indian standards of life “constitute
only a temporary expedient, because a limit to economic
productivity will be reached sooner or later, and controlled
growth of population must.. . outstrip the productive capa-
city of the country”.

As regards Ireland, Mr. Dickinson implies that, because
by our standards it is sparsely inhabited, the potato famine
from which it suffered in the middle of last century was due
to causes other than that of over-population. He would do
well to remember that, in considering whether or not a land
is over-populated, the extent of its natural resources, and
the state of its development at a given time, cannot be
disregarded. Though inherently a poor country, Ireland is
relatively prosperous today. But its population now is only
three to four millions, as against its all-time maximum of
eight and a quarter millions when struck by the failure of
its potato crops in the years 1846-48. Yet the Irish num-
bered only just over a million in the 17th century when
the potato as a field crop began to be cultivated by them.
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With some eight million people living close to the edge of
the herbage, it was inevitable that the failure of the Irish-
man’s staple food should bring famine; and, in fact, “hun-
dreds of thousands starved to death outright or died of the
effects of malnutrition”, and more than a million emi-
grated. But this disaster reversed the demographic trend,
and fewer and later marriages have been the pattern of
Irish life ever since.

Mr. Dickinson’s point about well-to-do families dying
out does nothing to invalidate the Malthusian view, accord-
ing to which population tends to increase faster than the
means of sustenance. Well-to-do families constitute only a
small minority of any society, and not with minorities was
Malthus concerned, even if (as is unlikely) such families
were on the decline in his day. The subject of differential
birthrates, and the new problem to which they are giving
rise, is not one we can relevantly pursue here. But for those
who may be interested, it is all most fascinatingly discussed
in Human Fertility: The Modern Dilemma by Robert C.
Cook, whose thesis is that, as people climb the educational
and social ladder their reproductive rate tends to fall, and
that there is an inverse ratio between education and intelli-
gence on the one hand and fecundity on the other.

Is it not true, asks Mr. Dickinson, that many modern
communities have increased in numbers and wealth at the
same time? It is certainly true. Let us note, however, that
these communities are not simple agrarian communities,
but scientifically advanced, industrially developed commu-
nities whose growth in population has been the conse-
quence rather than the cause of technological progress and
increased wealth. And even in their case, world conditions
do not warrant the supposition that their population expan-
sion can continue indefinitely without risk of lower stan-
dards_ of life.

It is easy to look for human scapegoats; but the fact
remains that we live in a world of limited food-producing
capacity — after due allowance has been made for what
science has done and may well do in the future to improve
food vyields. The burden of the Malthusian case is that
those who blink at this fact, and transgress the laws of
prudence, must suffer the savage consequences of Nature.

CORRESPONDENCE

A REPLY TO MR. YATES
Mr. A. Yates has tried to appraise my “category-mistake” disproof
of the deist’s “One God”, but he makes — 1 am sorry to say — an
unflattering mess of it (December 23rd, 1955). Mr. Yates’s mistake
No. 1 is his assumption that gods cannot be classified and cannot
comprise a class, because the referents (denotations) of the word
“gods” do not exist. Well, the first glance into any textbook of
comparative religion will certainly knock him out with amazement
(see A. C. Bouquet, Comparative Religion, pp. 94-95, Pelican Book,
1953, 4th edition). For his information | may add that logicians
make classes of everything imaginable as an individual. Certainly,
the referents to the word "gods” do not exist. It is the names and
their meanings which are classified by the historians of religions.

Mistake No. 2 is the fathering on me of his own misstatement,
“he uses the classification of gods as proof that a single god cannot
exist”. What | argued was that the existence of any single and all
particular (named) gods has been long ago disproved by the com-
bined experience of civilised men. What still rests to be debunked is
the (logical) fallacy that there can be a referent to the words “one
god” (missspellcd as “One God”) after the believer himself had
denied referents to all instances of the word “god”. The self-
contradiction is not in my belief, but in the modern deist’s belief
who denies that there exists a referent (denotation) to the proper
name “Yahweh” or to the word “god”, and then asserts again that
there exists a referent to the words “one god” (misspelled “one
God”). Mistake No. 3 consists in Mr. Yates’s blindness to the
deist’s self-contradiction.

That was what | called “category-mistake” of “one-God-in-
General”, which is a violation of the identity principle, namely, that
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. .. no efl
a class of gods cannot be larger than itself. There exists
god called “god”. recttf
The rest of the article is irrelevant to my case. Bu a thr®
cations may help. The Christian monotheist (he is re \ the
godist) means by “the god” and “the creator and ruler " rHr
verse , the same thing, Yahweh (see Peake’s Commentary jji
Bible), and Yahweh belongs, of course, to the class 01 L
Yates ought to read carefully what | said. u0lp
1 he atheist bases his unbelief both on his experience™ll j
reason: his experience goes against all particular mythic ff
abamst this “one extra god apart from all gods «~urd2*
Things are what they must be also according to tlie, . eeO
doctrine of the God’ omniscience: the theist implies 1 verytllir”
things happens exactly so and not otherwise, because e i,
was laid down by the God’s fore-knowledge before all (61i)
The theist’s god, Yahweh, did absolutely everything hei® ~

tion when he laid it down in his Book of Days (Psalm #

But | am not here concerned with the disproof of la 'ftll
nis Book —stolen from the more civilised Babylonian i,
was notably done by the Dean of Exeter: “At all events, — 1P

lessly external conception of an anthropomorphic aDid,\I#
incredible God, which the atheist Charles Bradlaugh, in .T.., jL
With all Ehristian_people rightly refected, was quftd WeFal n
belief. In the matter of belief in Saturn (or  f°r tlaat  jYigi
Yahweh — G.S.S.), we are all Protestants . (The e
pp. 26-27, London, 1937). ,

In conclusion, | challenge Mr. Yates to brush P
and do better next time. Gregory S. Smel

HOW DO YOU VIEW?

Do you by any chance view the frantic efforts by the Ch
erionistdr exploit the fagiHties af televigion? @m Marcn™ gy
anil a renlCr nStlan, Forum> Consisting of two professional P\
and a real hve~professor of mathemafics, deak with questio«* >
the Scottish Christian Industrialist Union. The members®ju#
union were apparently seeking some expert and P10
guidance from won-industrialists on how to behave, y ;ndepfl
have imagined that members of such a waipn should be " d

. o A N .
ninel A 10Re" e, AP £ iemigNt, Diave, Besth Y|
on the whole ware agreed that the best thing to do was © P
f., Inil human beings, endeavouring to understand the v
.M ous problems and difficulties, trying to see his point 0
ovling him the same rights that we claim for ourseb
generally practising a reasonable tolerance. 9!
It seemed quite superfluous to have a TV programme "J{H
with the innocuous questions asked. One would have” 'Jﬁ,
that all the questions could have been adequately dewhetl"
say, the union’ secretary, by the shop steward, evty
atheistic Communist, a Blue Tory, or a Pink Socialist, or
shop foreman in the case of such members of the society '
incompetent to think for themselves on the matter. pet*
A new “star” has appeared in the Christian galaxy in ® ¢lij
of a Professor of Mathematics, who professes also belief
tianity. They, of course, fail to notice the Professors ol
matics who don’t profess belief in Christianity. On the Pru“Qiif
in question he said he had never met a real atheist. One
howw he whMLl define “atheist” and “VBhristian”. Sre AsPICis]
hoiv Prof. Coulson has escaped rubbing shoulders with 1

o\usir'

Huxley, Bronowski, Hoyle, Lytleton, Russell, etc., etc- 4
there is no difference in the behaviour of decent Chrism j pi
decent atheists. «pi

[Considering his professional status, Prof. Coulson’s
argument in the sphere of religion has to be heard to be It
The average N.S.S. speaker would completely efface him
minutes. The Christians are welcome to him.—Ei>]

SUPPORT FOR MR. MACFARLANE itef.
11(€

The tearing down of antiquated devotions to nation and stigy/ja
the substitution of a larger patriotism to the human race.
opinianl, worthy of your attentian, especially in view *
human-race suicide by H bomb warfarel Constance”

A first and quite blameless way of criticising science > ,tfd,
out that science is incomplete. That it grows fast is inrc P
commonest boast; and no man of science is so pessimist*",
suppose that its growth is over. To wish to supplant sej* il
to regard its conclusions as largely provisional is therefe
than legitimate.—Santayana.

FRIENDLY informal international house. Plentiful food, d\i\)
Moderate terms.—Chris & Stella Rankin, 43 West Park,
S.E.9. Tel.: ELT 1761.
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