—
-

uT
k"

in,,

\j
>n

3\

-

4

E)I'I

«

FRIDAY, APRIL 27th, 1956

Freethinker

Founded 1881 by G. W. Foote

lied<lered at the G.P.O. as a Newspaper
‘he opening Book of the canonkcal Riphrevv Bitsle we
arc told how Adam, the first man, fe wge
account of his indecent curiosity, and ho Garden
" il be prose-

ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ‘f\vfgr"v‘dﬁi‘éﬁ the'hgREssHialspate
S ;9 s Hebrew equi-
valent, was henceforth hung.
Modern Biblical criticism,
supplemented in this case
archaeological research,
has effectively established
Ihat rhe opening chapters
°l. Genesis were not the
original version of the story
our were derived from a
Huich oldcr Babylonian or

Chaldaean legend, the details of which Tha\k% vebhirdoal
s'derably modified, as so often m ou 1S
SRR Ol 2P G8d Th GERESIs s a single, a
i OriRn,I™ , n2; A piece of clumsy editing has left
me opcniim P°vtheism of the Babylonian original intact:
Pura)n S worgs of our Genesis begin with the original
“In the u' o
jldualiy u pogmning the gods created...” The word
IOnest!)j  mlI'-lohim, is plural, as the learned (but hardly
Suite weii wiso and Christian translators must have known
ben thev turned it into the singular “God”.
'Slim o
RecordingetVis1Zoology
Pfed about vnlnost bberal scholars our Genesis was com-
Ofii pajo , °(0 B.C., since certain allusions to the author’s
Eutncr h-.1arti held to imply this date. However, as Mr.
"falrd °ffen indicated in these columns, one must
«abyion; * suspicion all Biblical *“history” prior to the
t indeed .
i rael ar™ Prebably the only facts known about ancient
AlPorarv \ Kames of a few kings mentioned in con-
Mry of "I Assyrian inscriptions. It"does not appear the
petition 'Whill anc* tbe DIl °f Men cver attracted much
hcr cann mblebrew theologK, even though recorded in
xPticiistic nical. scriptures. The Jews were, and are, an
K buchadnace in face of their repeated misfortunes from
‘heo-p ,e27ar to Hitler. They had every need to be,
feonwrifers and their rabBiAeRl Bh#Bre RMAF seain 1B

otestwdrwniibwt by the fall from grace of their
aacestor, Adam.

iNth SChristianTheology

&0 the cnan llicolegy> eontrarily, the exact opposite has
qf{tjers of p' Here the literal aqc%)rtf:nceaql{jutue opening
. *dam L e egpevial cevgit
ﬁallof tj](ﬁffg Hﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁas beenm{he fulrj%jament:f ?oun -
hi * Chris*; Ontlr® system, the essential lynch-pin of ortho-
JIs "tee Wan>ty. The Fall of Man due to the misuse of
« 450 1 -eading to the Divine Redemption by Christ,
of oy, uPDi°. . iv'nE B Will — suii i5 the foundation
th uir'stian “aich the whole subsquent gigantic structure
0 e historic;, doSnia bas been erected. In fact, if one rejects
eblast ~°f Adam and his Fall as narrated in Genesis,
atomatically reject Christ, “the second Adam”,
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The Second
Adam

-By F. A. RIDLEY"

Price Fivepence

and the salvation by his death and resurrection. It is true
that, nowadays, Christian Modernists profess to accept
evolution and to reject the literal acceptance of Genesis,
but they can only do this by ipso facto rejecting the whole
traditional structure of Christianity, thus to reduce it to
what is in effect merely one
of a number of eclectic ethi-
cal systems devoid of any
special pretensions. If the
present writer should ever
be misguided enough to
return to “The Faith of his
fathers”, he would certainly
not add to his intellec-
tual difficulties by trying to
combine the profession of
Christianity with the quite incongruous belief in evolution.

The Second Adam

Christianity did not begin as a theological system but as a
“hot gospel” revivalist sect who lived in daily expectation
of the return of the Messiah in his glory and of the proxi-
mate end of the world. It was only later, when it began to
dawn on Christians that the world showed no signs of an
immediate ending, that the Christian religion was consti-
tuted definitely as such, and the outlines of Christian
dogma began to appear. The foundations of Christian
theology were laid by the Gnostic theologians, pre-eminent
amongst whom was the “Pauline” author of the Epistle to
the Romans, that “monumental treatise of Catholic
theology”, as the German scholar Kalthoff has described
it. Romans, traditionally but most improbably ascribed to
the missionary of Acts; Saul, or Paul, of Tarsus; is the
fundamental treatise in Christian theology. In fact, if one
considers its tremendous influence over the centuries it
must be regarded as one of the most influential books ever
written, and it was so because of its then original doctrine
of the Second Adam who descended from Heaven to make
good the otherwise irreparable sin of the first.

Romans and Genesis

Most Christian scholars, plus a good many Reverent
Rationalists, still speak of Paul as the author of Romans,
but the assumption appears rather improbable. Acts, which
tells us quite a lot about Paul, knows nothing of any
epistles written by him —a surprising omission. In any
case, as we know from later Roman writers, such as
Clement of Rome and Hernias, both of whose writings
were included in the New Testament, it was not till long
afterwards that Paul was recognised as the author. Who-
ever the unknown Gnostic was who impersonated the
famous missionary Paul, he influenced Christianity pro-
foundly by introducing into it the story of Adam, not men-
tioned in our Gospels. Further, he presented the new reli-
gion with a theological system complete, which had the
additional merit of linking it with Judasm. The Fall needed
a Redeemer, a Second Adam, to succeed where the first
failed. With this brilliant speculation Christian theology
was born: “as in Adam all die, so in Christ all are restored
to life”. Incidentally, the dogma that Christ was the Second
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Adam, first preached in Romans, obviously required that
Christ should be an historical character, as Adam was.
Here we have one of the sources for the Gospel bio-
graphies, which are probably later than Romans.

The Two Adams

The Genesis story of Adam and Eve is not mentioned by
the Jesus of the Gospels, and we do not know whence, or
how, the author of Romans hit upon it. It is known that
during this stormy period in Jewish history there were
quite a number of heretical sects on the fringe of Judaism,
some of which probably contributed to the almost still
completely unknown origins of Christianity. For example,
the Essenes with their Dead Sea scrolls, and more imme-
diately, the Baptists, the followers of John the Baptist, who
is mentioned by Josephus, and from whom the Christians
almost certainly derived the rite of Baptism, one or other
of these sects may have emphasised the Garden of Eden
story more than orthodox Judaism did. The unknown
author of Romans may have picked up the Fall stories
already in a theological setting before he became an
adherent of the new Christian sect. Then he had a brain-
wave, a stroke of genius in its way. By linking the two
Adams, the Fall which necessitated the Saviour, he created
Christianity as history was to know it.

Himmler—The Modern Nero
By F. A. HORNIBROOK

In 1953 Odhams Press published Himmler by Willi
Frischau. Unfortunately this book is now out bf print but
it may be available at some public library. It is an intimate
story of one of the greatest criminals the world has ever
known; a sadistic brute, who was responsible for the
deaths of millions of Jews and many, many thousands of
Liberals of all sorts.

Himmler and Hitler had many characteristics in com-
mon— one of them, that in their youths they were both
zealous Catholics. Regarding Himmler’s boyhood, we
read “Little Himmler grew up in a calm and cultured
atmosphere reflecting the artistic inclination of his father.
He was baptised as a Roman Catholic and Prince Hein-
rich von Bayern was his godfather. In the evening he
would say his prayers in front of an ivory statue of Christ
cut from one big elephant’s tooth, which is still in the
possession of his elder brother. ... No Sunday passed with-
out Himmler senior taking his wife and three children to
church. Regularly Himmler would confess his sins and
take Holy Communion with the rest of his family.”

Himmler recalled the Spanish Inquisition whenever the
subject of Jewry was raised. “If the Catholic Church had
not had the courage to do these things it would never have
survived,” he said. So Himmler was not even original in
his brutality; he only “improved” on the methods of his
Church.

Hitler in his young days was also a devout Roman
Catholic, but both he and Himmler, when older, were no
longer practising Catholics. However, they both retained
their early superstitions: thus, both of them firmly
believed in horoscopes, astrology and soothsayers. It is
true that the almost unspeakable horrors of the prison
camps were directly under Himmler’s control, but Hitler
was fully acquainted with what took place there.

Dr. Frank Buchman, of the Oxford Group, once
described Himmler as a “regular fellow”, which means a
real good sport. Here is an example of Himmler’s idea of
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spoit- when a prisoner entered the prison camp *Jfa
stripped and made to stand on what he thought **
machine, to test his height. Then a Hj
ibedded in heavy material crashed on his head
rough the brain. He was lucky, althougli, pf_ca%%r(‘gal
didn’t know it, for death in this case was
Above all, Himmler was a practical man P
ready to try new methods. He thought “Vghy\r’\’ U
much time Killing one man or a score, whef """
just as easily eliminate thousands, and in an evens
time, by putting the victims in gas chambers?” . 4IS#
It is a horrible tale of a degenerate who prided
on being a pure Aryan, plotting out new and eveu ti
appalling tortures against defenceless prisoners. Is ~ ;
man could succeed in doing this unless he had the-»
u meusan<ds of criminals of his own mentality- A
had plenty of followers prepared to rend and tear- *
of these wretches, after serving a few years’ pnsO_ (e
tences, are now back in the new German arn?/red?
army which, we are now told, is going to fight a *
fary to main Christian democracy. Only a few ypp ..f
Mr. Churchill, as he was then, spoke of the new (Jljjaul
army as “our German cousins”. Well, cousins aref ,jh
relations and this mob is about the bloodiest lot any
could possess. wis
The American War Crimes Branch said of HfIt
prison camps, “They could be described as factories h
mg in death. Hunger and starvation rations, sadism- $
guate clothing, medical neglect, disease, beatings- "«
ing, freezing, forced hand-hangings, forced suicide.-pd/\
ings, all played a major role . .. prisoners were n
at random; spite killings of Jews were common. t )Rgﬂic
of poison and shootings in the neck were everyday” f
rences. Epidemics of typhus and spotted fever 'v
nutted to run rampant as a means of eliminating Ppsll
Life meant nothing. Killings became a common thnL
common that a quick death was welcomed.” jP
And now we have the extraordinary spectacle Pw
West trying to force military training upon their
enemies and the majority of the German people s
resenting it.

re

NAPOLEON’S RELIGION

Napoleon did not believe in any special revelation. H®> 5
once had faith. But when | came to know something, ift™
| began to reason, which occurred early in life, at mej” i
thirteen, 1 found my faith attacked, and that it stafiP®r
became, as he said, “no capauchin”, but a man of o' fjaf
ready to utilise it for his own aggrandisement. Of the it
religion, he said, “As far as | am concerned, | do not see Lj, |
mystery of the Incarnation, but the mystery of social of li
association of religion with paradise, an idea of equah*” -r
keeps the rich from being massacred by the poor”. Again-" of
“Society could not exist without an inequality of fortune5”,/.
inequality of fortunes withBlit FENGIoR”. #A Mo« ~ooh
tion alongside of one who is surfeited, would not yid™ .(Qif
difference, unless he had some authority which assumed 1 j,,!
God so orders it, that there must be both poor and r*t pofj
world, but that, in the future, and throughout eternity, %Nie ,t"
of each will be changed”. Christianity was not true, bu
useful.

For Your Bookshelf Bound CoroP’lA

THE FREETHINKER, 1955
Volume 75

Green Cloth, Gold Lettered. Price 25/-, including P°
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Man’s Inhumanity

(A Review of Against the Law by Peter Wildeblood)

Michael’ p~n - Wildeblood, Lord Edward Montagu and

Practices *w Y yers yvere sené to Prisorl for homosexg@é
u C&Eiw ﬁ% recejved eighteen mon{hso bmwéwo
i ain con-

has writt

iograpny, and it is rem
anyone can read his moving odyssey an not mon-
vinced that our laws governing Homadsexu vy
strously unjust. f  mis", says

AL e B W o ™
«thg"M woulri he of having a glass eye or a hare
IWould E °r hand, I am no more ashamed of it than
left hatld " u being colour blind, or of writing with my
between ¢ *Blcn proceeds to defend homosexuality
by °ne hp*~voadults with irrefutable arguments. One
the law-irHei am'nes ~e contentions of those who uphold
example QSL°ws riieir irrationality. Mr. Jolin Gordon, for
is sargelv P<mtlfcated in the Sunday Express: “Perversion
not flourish |1lact'ce °f the too idle and the too rich. It does
with honest jnJ anc® where men work hard and brows sweat

h°moS°,od rePt'es by quoting statistics showing that
twice as as 'nclude “twice as many factory workers and
mleas” iniany farm labourers as men of independent
asthc San e« "een>ancl 's>r>fe among such manly types
n°rthr\Wesr f 18 e niedicval Japan, and the Pathans of the
Lawrence fOntlcr. Julius Caesar, Frederick the Great and
w'on knfL °t Arabia are only a few of the “unwomanly”
tain, homvh t0 *tavc been homosexuals. If, as some main-
pl°od, d( Osexuality is mere affectation, why, asks Wilde-
m? Xh0s men risk life imprisonment in order to practise
'lecadencp , Dcontend that it is a symptom of a nation’s
tolerate™e’ le continues, forget that it is widespread and
as $wj, m SUch respectable and progressive communities
AmeriGi eranh and Scandinavia. Indeed Britain and
sexuai reiar? almost the only two countries in which homo-
As in .‘al'ons between consenting adults is still an offence,
behind e case °f capital punishment, we here lag far
The 6fest hie civilised world.
dagQj\Vei® Worcls of thc law are, Wildeblood points out,

osex i' cmerion. “Murder is merely murder, but
"'decent*,, acis are ™he abominable crime’ and ‘gross
1°Somen ' “hc essence of a crime is that harm is done

barm? T| e' “But who,” asks Wildeblood, “does the most

H° s | 10adulterer breaking up a happy home, the man

riiild, Or j6s a girl and abandons her with an illegitimate

fisttWo  .° men who prefer to live together?” Yet the
Thoj crjmes are not legal offences at all.

AJdelMM0 ~cnounce homosexuality most violently are,
rilonn a? °°d says>hv the familiar psychological process
PresiS.Projection, revealing that they themselves have
i"\& exa, homosexual tendencies. The author gives impres-
& betuT s of the evocation of noble qualities through
i°nato Meen man and man. At his trial, when the affec-

ridria] ei? between himself and Edward McNally (the
n”~cegy i ° hirned Queen’s Evidence against him) Wereé
rade iov, ;¢ banted to cry out, “It is not | who have

Wiidk 7 Mto g gty Wardi's yey!
yoUnh, sh«°d gives ‘a brief sketch of his childhood and
a8cih Wing that boarding schools, by herding boys
|lf\’%t la-hme when the sevual impulses are at their
"e WOr¢’ actively encourage homosexuality. The facts of
ranvVon' COllrse, never explained to him by his teachers

mcr adult, being picked up in thc usual furtive

By REV. J. L. BROOM, M.A.

fashion among his fellow pupils. Sex therefore naturally
became something “isolated and unclean”.

Some time after leaving Oxford he became a reporter on
the Daily Mail. Though he made many friends among his
fellow journalists he attacks with vehemence the men at
the top of the newspaper industry, “a cold-eyed bunch of
businessmen who peddled tragedy, sensation and heart-
break as casually as though they were cartloads of cabbages” .

Perhaps the most disturbing feature of Wildeblood’s
book is to be found in his revelations of the methods which
the police use to secure a conviction. One evening, before
his own arrest, he witnessed a horrifying scene in which
a policeman in plain clothes entered a public lavatory,
made certain suggestions to an old man of about seventy,
and then when he responded, attempted to arrest him.
During the struggle in the street which followed the old
man’s head became wedged between iron railings, and he
was eventually carried to a police van, bleeding from his
injuries. Wildeblood considers that the young policeman
who made the arrest would no doubt be applauded by his
superiors for his revolting behaviour. While in prison,
Wildeblood had many conversations with several inmates
who had been policemen, and from them he learned that in
each police station there is a scoreboard on which convic-
tions are recorded. Since promotion in the force may
depend on the number of convictions obtained, and since
it is much more simple to arrest a homosexual than a
burglar, a policeman whose score is lagging behind the
others can remedy matters by going to the nearest public
lavatory and making indecent advances to a “queer”.

Again, when Wildeblood, Pitt-Rivers and Montagu were
arrested, they were all denied access to their solicitors for
fully five hours. At the trial, it transpired that Montagu’s
passport had been deliberately altered, to try to prove that
he had lied about his movements to and from the country.
The passport had been in the hands of the police since
Montagu’s arrest. The deception was uncovered by Chief
Justice Lynskey, and Wildeblood points out that it was
taken for granted that the police should produce forged
documents as evidence and no attempt was made to explain
how the passport came to be changed.

Worst of all, perhaps, were the methods used to obtain
Edward McNally’s confession. While in the R.A.F. he
was arrested because of certain letters found in his Kit,
including some from Wildeblood. In one of these Wilde-
blood had mentioned “Beaulieu”, Lord Montagu’s family
seat. The police were very anxious to convict Montagu
(who had previously been acquitted on another charge), so
McNally was first threatened with prosecution and then,
when he confessed, was informed that he would not be
prosecuted himself provided he turned Queen’s Evidence
against Montagu, Pitt-Rivers and Wildeblood. Moreover,
none of the other twenty-four people accused of homo-
sexual practices by McNally and his friend John Reynolds
(whose confession was extracted by similar means) was
ever brought to trial. Wildeblood comments: “I ask: Could
anything be more immoral than the way in which the con-
fessions of Reynolds and McNally were extorted? Could
anything be more obscene than the sight of these men,
under the promise of a free pardon, being dragged to
court to betray those whom they had once called their
friends?” And he concludes: “I did not believe that
such things could happen in England, until they happened
to me.” (To be concluded)
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This Believing World

Those two great men, Mr. Gilbert Harding and Mr.
Hannen Swafler, have no doubt been delighting readers of
The People with their views on what they “believe”. No
doubt also they believe that what they believe is of the
utmost importance to mankind. Mr, Harding, as a con-
vert, believes (he tells us) in “the Holy Catholic Church”
and “Love”; while Mr. Swaffer tells us that, for him as a
Spiritualist and a Socialist, the two words “mean the same
thing”. This will, we are sure, impress most of the leaders
of the Labour Party. Mr. Swaifer also tells us that “after
years of atheism”, he can now see “a Purpose and a Plan”;
and as he believes in the “Fatherhood of God”, he con-
cludes there is “a force that makes for good”.

Mr. Harding believes in the Resurrection but, “for the life
of me | couldn’t tell you why” — which is, surely, in the
Kingdom of the Pope, a dangerous heresy? The Resurrec-
tion is detailed in the Bible, guaranteed by the Catholic
Church, as the Word of God —and that is enough to
answer without further question Mr. Harding’s “why”. Mr.
Swaifer believes that man “rose from the abysmal slime”;
but he won’t give up the Garden of Eden, which he “can
see in the world of tomorrow”. We cannot help wondering
if the Editor of The People would have printed their
articles if one writer had not been the Pope of Fleet Street,
and the other had been unable to publicise his grouses on
the radio. If they had been just “ordinary” folk, would
anybody have cared two hoots what either “believed” ?

“The Observer” appears to be stunned at being banned
recently in Eire because of the publication of an article on
Birth Control — and instead of seeing in this the hand of
the Roman Church, which always practises censorship
wherever it has power, discusses the banning as if the lynx-
eyed and very religious Customs official who saw the
article and banned the journal, was to blame and not the
Church of Rome. In a long article “from our Correspon-
dent in Dublin” everything and everybody connected with
the banning is discussed —but the “Holy Catholic
Church”? Not on your life. That is sacrosanct. And yet —
what else is responsible? *

Two Men of God, the Rev. W. M. Reid and the Rev. G.
Sunderland, recently ventilated some heartrending griev-
ances in their parish magazines. Mr. Reid is almost heart-
broken that for every man coming into his church there
are ten women; and Mr. Sunderland, almost in tears
because England is not really Christian, points out that
most people, when told that the Resurrection is celebrated
at Easter, cry out, “So what?” But what would you have?
The ladies go to church often to gossip and compare
clothes, and most people, if they have learnt any science in
school (or even history) must know that the story of the
Resurrection is— just a “story”. There is not a scrap of
evidence that it ever took place.

Hundreds of thousands of people will read the story in the
Sunday Dispatch written by Group-Captain Cheshire —
the V.C. who, in swallowing Roman Catholicism, is doing
his utmost to perpetuate that Holy Fraud, the Turin
Shroud, as “genuine”. He is quite sure that nobody could
have painted it because some photographer who was
“devout” believes it to be a “negative” of Jesus Christ,
photographed when the shroud was wrapped around him
after the Crucifixion. Again, he tells us that the French
Academy of Science “fully bore out” the opinion of the
“devout” photographer.
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. shroud
It must be therefore again pointed out that if 1~ ~rch
had the least claim to authenticity, the "(l'l?jlujdt"s
would have filled the world with Hosannahs, an JN
nay, thousands, of devout converts like Cheshire sd3
roped in every day. He says that the Shroud grdes
sensation in many circles” — but after all the °n L g\d)
which could be taken in by this blatant fraud are *
religious ones ready to swallow Relics, Bits ol i8
Cross, Holy Splinters from the Crown of Thorn .
on? Alas, we have them always with us.

Clerical Quotations

~Nhat there are no facts for a biography °f d
admitted: “The Gospels do not pretend to be h yof
Jesus. The early Christians felt no need for a biograi Lj
Him whom they called Lord and Christ. The 1M
emphasis on the Jesus of history, however natur j
indeed necessary it may be for a later generation, £
have seemed in their day misplaced. A ‘life’ of JesllS $
today understand the term, can thus never be writlt \ 9
Gospels do not provide us with the material for *
work.”—The Historical Value of the Gospels, by
Duncan, d.d. {The Christian Faith, p. 115, London,
*
Let us debunk the Liberal Jesus and restore the i})
God-Man, says the Bishop of Derby: “There is p®>
stdl being produced in which the Jesus of Liberalisn™
querades as the Jesus of history, and there are tho ®
whom the idea of a Christ stripped of dogmatic t \
a Christ who is ‘simply human’, and who is suPP*"]
require no kind of interpretation in terms of theolofj® p
plain teacher of righteousness, a human master
spheres of religious faith and of personal preW s jf
strongly appeals. But it is not the Christ of documei®
it is not the Christ in whom Christians believe. Jesu $
—such is the doctrine —is truly and genuinely
He is at the same time truly and genuinely man:/ *
Being who became man. It is the divine ‘Person’,  jjjell
in Jesus, who is to be adored, and who is a prope(, j*
of worship; to adore Jesus Himself, as to his ** jgi
torical and human ‘personality’, would be creature-"?" $
and heathenism. The question may be raised, and ’y
has been raised, whether a doctrine such as the °ne
has just been indicated, a doctrine which affirms the
doxical ‘coming’ into the world of time and of history ,™
eternal Person, who in the full sense is God, is not 'n,,j)
mythological and perhaps it may be so. It is a ‘myd1',”
of which God himself is the author.”—The Christian wift
in Christ, by A. E. J. Rawlinson, d.d., Bishop ofl
(The Christian Faith, pp. 147, 152-153).
7AN

b
The parsons must prove to atheists the reality of UJ
existence says the Bishop of Gloucester: “What} '\|!
emphasise is that the root of our religious difficulties < j;
present time lies in the fact that the majority of pen.P?
not believe really and vitally in God. They may not <n”
deny the reality of God’s existence, but the belief rs */
and uncertain. To make it real and vital should be tn¢;a
of Christian ministers.”—The Rt. Rev. A. C. Hea®"i
D.D., Bishop of Gloucester (Christian Theology, P'
Oxford, 1934).

Never mind the men, mind the God: “The CN'v/
Church is centred upon God, and not on man or mef
The Rev. C. Smyth (The Recall to Religion, p. 137)-

Compiled by Gregory S. SmEL'1
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roud
luth THE FREETHINKER showed Sir Anthony Eden, Mr. Lennox-Boyd and
reds- Britannia at the open door of No. 10 Downing Street,
dke 41 Gray’s Inn Road, London, W.C.L gazing with mingled surprise and dubiousness at the babe
ed 31 . I (Malta) in the basket. A note fastened by safety-pin to the
s T\?Ji?f’gg?gr'wg%ggrdr}é%? : %’rt]’é's;‘e'gg infant’s clothes read: “Please take in my child — Mintoff”,
e rree InkKer y . 43 ” H
¥01l  Seice at the following rates (Home and months, 73, and there was a P.S.: “Nurse attached”. Therein lay the
frei | » sm<*eSA, U):wr-jwr. W-. «T L sting, the nurse being a deliciously-drawn, round-faced,
i § Orders for literat ' h ’ d bj 't ‘ ' Lond W-Cd Roman Catholic prelate, unconcernedly knitting. How
S{%he Ploneer Press. A1  Gray’s inn Ho , —ondem W-d Catholics will react to Low’s latest heresy we do not know,
bommomeoeeee- but we hazard the guess that the doyen of cartoonists has
become an enfant terrible in Papist eyes.
. ;I'(t) CORRESPONDENTS
pr,iﬂtstif%q‘n‘ueer"]lfi nay like Lo note, that when tleir letters are not The following day, Low’s wit at Rome’s expense seemed
g Stlbe K len they are abbreviated, the material in them may to have infected the Guardians Parliamentary Correspon-
g World™*, or to our spoken . y . .
ya propaganda. dent. Reporting the House of Lords’ deliberations on the
present visit of Marshal Bulganin and Mr. Krushchev,
J P he told how the Catholic Duke of Norfolk “intruded”.
0 I—eCtu re NOtlceS1 EtC “One says intruded”, he explained, “because it is impos-
it Ml TDOOR Week- sible to recall when, if ever before, he uttered a word in the
titf anchester Branch N.S.S. eanngge Blitzed i ) Upper House”. “His purpose was known”, continued the
o Vryilpm.: G. A Woodcock. _ __Friday, 1 Pm": Correspondent. It was “to express the Roman Catholic
No«>ngham Branch N.S.S. (Old MarketS a i . and R. POWE. view” on the visit of the Russian leaders. But “His

.M. Mosley. S 1 o RN I Hampstead).
of N°¥th'v'_on on eﬁ/ranclhn?\?.ys.g'. &A%lte Stone rfl?% P )
very Sunday, naon: L. Eb and Primrose ble.,
Lr mr¥on rHLP_{nanlst Gro_up%inluebe_ll and r  am_; aring
&&ym/éprll 29th. Train leaves Victoria m.

ae'l V\ZS?E)‘ MV ~ arn- Leader will meet at Orpington Station (town
i# Londry2e welcome.

i Loin4r, n 5anph N.S.S.—Every Sunday at the Marble Arch
ﬂ emVarious speakers.

. S°uth Plar t,, . INDOOR
di W.C.I)_*0tlLical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,

"emarck Uday APril 20th,, 11 am.. Dr. wW. E. Swinton,

' and ‘Goethe: Forerunners of Darwin”.

Tre Notes and News

‘hat zﬁme[a’\ Secretary, N.S.S., asks us to remind readers
.S 19thvil?0intcnd to come to the Annual Conference,
Mthe s/~ st>anc' who wish to reserve accommodation
€ him hau€ hiotel- 1 Qween Square, Liverpool, L, should
details of their requirements immediately.

The

K Mg eteran N.S.S. propagandist, Mr. T. M. (“Tom”)
0% Myt ¢ a “am*har and respected figure in the Old

pi3 ler hi ~uare> Nottingham, every Friday lunchtime.
VI lin, v;eg‘s’ two new speakers have emerged and begun
-‘ites vi Ulday m°rning meetings. “l am quite elated”,

r ey, “that R. Morkell and R. Pawe_hayv
y 1 e yggﬁop?t%_%’” (bf’l' ech° these sentiments and< wis
y I §rda isf, recruits every success. Continuity of propa-
cnd, here ? (Ifeblood of an organisation like the N.S.S.
t Sbeen * 11 Is.String to mention that Mr. A. E. Arthur
4\ f°ncpOrjT,~king regularly on Sundays at both White
< p VMont]) mwamPstead) and Marble Arch during the past
d Uhute WaS ,r- L. Ebury having been indisposed. Worthy
\d m  Gen Paid 10 hdr. Arthur in a letter recently received
jieils aboO0™ Sccrctary- It stated that Mr. Arthur’s “argu-
. were so thorough and impressive”
I jMhiti- fUr itOr wished to join the Society. We wish Mr.
*Mryis lcr successes and are pleased to say that Mr.
°w fit again.

Mr. *
>t*L ow, the political cartoonist, can always be
Vo)) " exgu -0r w't and sanity. His capacity for expressing
*°T>dly ISte simplicity the very essence of a situation is
w toCa onxfilUe; fi's satirical touch is often perfect. The
4Savon ualta 'n The Manchester Guardian (27/3/56)
S his best. Entitled “Babe on the Doorstep”, it

thoughts seemed a little confused”. Having expressed them,
however, he left. So he missed Lord Alexander’s forthright
Protestant denunciation of religious intolerance in Spain,
Ecuador, Colombia and other Catholic countries. The
Guardian Correspondent concludes:

For the information of the Duke (by this time, no doubt,
dining in Arundel Castle), Lord Reading proclaimed the interest
of all Ministers in religion and wanted the Duke to understand
that all religions and not only the Catholic religion, are perse-
cuted in Communist countries. This, of course, will hardly be
news for a student of dialectical materialism like the Duke.

It was evidently an unusually bright day in the Lords!

The Problem of Mutation

|
By G. H. TAYLOR

While it is quite certain that Evolution has occurred, it is
still disputable how it has occurred.

Darwin’s Origin of Species (1859) would more aptly be
called the “Origin of Gaps between Species”,

Natural Selection explains how the fittest survive; it does
not explain how the fittest first came into existence. The
position may briefly be stated thus: Natural Selection
prunes; it does not produce.

Natural Selection makes gaps in the ranks, and thus
leaves the fittest standing; it does not provide the fittest
with the mechanism which enables them to remain stand-
ing, thus to propagate their advantageous constitution to
the next generation.

In short, Darwin explained the survival, not the arrival,
of the fittest.

In case this should be misread- as an adverse criticism,
| hasten to add that no theory is expected to solve pro-
blems it does not postulate. Darwin’s theory is not false.
It is incomplete. Nor did he ever suppose it was complete.

The incompleteness of Darwin’s theory gives nothing to
the religionist (and the same applies to the incompleteness
of the Newtonian system and of mechanistic materialism).

When selection has done its work, heredity will transmit
the useful variation to the offspring. This will result in the
production of “better” (i.e. biologically fitter) individuals.
Evolution, however, means producing new things, not
merely more of what already exists in fitter specimens.

What, then, arc the causes of evolution? Heredity,
selection, variation and adaptation are well-established
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auxiliaries, as we well know. But they could never account
for the sudden leaping up of new forms, of which a tiny
proportion manage to get established (i.e. genetically incor-
porated into the species).

In the century that has elapsed since Darwin’s most
famous book, much more is known of the prime causes of
biological evolution. And these causal factors may be
neither few nor simple.

Now and again there occurs a radical kind of variation,
differing from ordinary variation in that it originates as a
change in a single gene. In this way quite new inheritable
properties come into being, known as mutants. Some of
them are known as “sports”. There are two kinds of muta-
tion; namely, permutations in which the whole chromo-
some is involved, and point-mutations of the genes. The
recurrence of the same mutation may finally result in its
replacing the original type. By giving Natural Selection
something new to work on, mutations could thus become
recognised as a prime cause of evolution, as distinct from
mere variation.

Observation in this field dates back to 1896, when the
evening primrose was found to produce a new type in
every generation, some of them breeding true. As a result,
the Dutch botanist De Vries expounded a “mutation
theory” in 1901.

Since the re-discovery of Mendelism in 1909 by Bateson
of Cambridge, an enormous amount of controlled experi-
mentation has been done on mutations. Laboratories in
Texas and Leningrad were among the earliest to become
interested. The standard experiments were by Muller on
the vinegar fly Drosophila melanogaster. Among other
researchers in this field have been Morgan, Goldschmidt,
Painter, Bridges, Mohr and Jennings.

In one respect their work has been eminently successful;
in another respect it has failed. It has been successful in
demonstrating beyond dispute that mutations can be caused
by physical agencies. This at once removes the “Hand of
God” — another disappointment for the religionists. For if
mutations are effected by divine purpose, then that pur-
pose is at the mercy of the experimental scientist, who can
thus turn God’s plan to any direction he chooses!

Of the drosophilists, Goldschmidt produced sports by
heating the eggs enough to kill most of them, and Muller
by exposing the parents to X-rays. Mild injury of the germ
plasm has worked mutations on mice, and Jennings suc-
cessfully used a similar method on Difflugia corona.

The special advantages of Drosophila are that its
chromosomes are relatively large and that it is a conveni-
ently rapid breeder. Mutations occur in the wild state, but
bombardment of the chromosomes by X-rays (the Beta-
rays from radium are also effective) has increased the rate
of mutation by about 150 times the normal amount. These
rays can effect changes without permanently injuring the
rest of the cell. A vast number of changes have been
worked, at the rate of one in five to ten thousand, all due
to determinable physical agencies and physical conditions.

Because physical factors effect mutation in the labora-
tory there is every reason to suppose, and no reason to
doubt, that such factors do so in nature. Morgan has given
the opinion that chromosomes may be “clumped” by
strong light rays, or very powerful cosmic rays which are
more penetrating than radium or X-rays: whereas bones
or coins stop the latter, ultra-short cosmic rays may pene-
trate 18 yards of lead and break up 20 atoms per second
per cubic inch. Even in the days before he inclined to
materialism, the late Sir James Jeans could write, even if
rather crudely: “It may have been cosmic radiation which
turned monkeys into men.” (The Mysterious Universe.)

In any case, once the biologist has noted that the genetic
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I'n Crercd with>that is all that C S
f'S" U ren,ains for the physicist to

dane savs ooud a™e- As Prof J. B s. «!
as the resub n/'Ct Fa‘th: “New genes appear toa
mined bv ih . iaccic”nts>causes which are no doubtde L

the brologist!” WS °f PhysicS (bl,t are>not the »

extreme raritv'a Stresscd fhat mutation in nature b L
remain dstablﬁ au . incorP°ration- Sollie V
remained nnr , C time> and some creatures
C is n* F ged Smce lhe.earliest rocks.

towards greats 10n necessanly progressive, i.e., nl°J
The late B kh”°vPetence in relation to the environing
completely omP f"n™eS an expert mathematician,
which he saw av® b!S ciePth in dealing with muja
Theor¥ and rJ- ®&<ence of God’s activity (cf. Saeft
mutant. 'Sion), and he even claimed Jesus

him as a bL
V\;quzresthe !

employment bVth C,iristian Deity, deprived of his
Mutation Manage?6 marCl °f science. is given the J°

Th? includi"g Lunn, also fell into theg
g}Q M utSnga’nS,derrtions ncSate.the Barnes
are the

a so, aPP,les to parasites, who would

onlythe § .t * adva"%a es conferred bg God. (2).J
?// tiniest fraction of mutations are ever In W,

into the species, we are confronted, if we are Chn:1%.
with a colossal waste of effort by the Almighty. did
tions are mostly diseased weaklings. The Bishop "
hardly have wished to add this to the troubles of ? %
Mohr has shown that sports, compared with normal ijj (
duals, have a lack of vigour proportionate to their *
gence from type. (4) There is little or no evidence ”
mutants are biased in a direction advantageous 0 ~
species. “Most of the conspicuous gene mutation’ pt
isadvantageous whenever present.” (H. S. Jenni e
totogical &asis of tiuman*Nature.) We speak o?(ﬁj’ r
being thrown “up”, but they are, indeed, much A
thrown down or just sideways so as to yield some tcL,,.
gically neutral character like the rose comb of the Ai
dotte fowl, a dominant gene substitution from a s\$ct
combed ancestry. Mainly, mutations seem to Pr°
recessive abnormalities. ,
In his epistolary debate with Haldane, Arnold 1
innocently made the point, in support of God’s
the chromosome, as it were, that *“blind chance
mutilate in mutating”. If ever a debater put his neck *
noose, it was Lunn! Haldane made the obvious retort
it does! 7 Therefore, where was the Divine Plan? i
Naturally the majority of mutations are likely 1 al
harmful, as it is much easier for a random change ,ji
complex mechanism like the body or the brain to d 0 |
out of gear than to improve it. A large proportion of1l
tions are lethal. w( !
The work of the mutationists, then, has offered no s° fi
to the harassed defender of Divine intervention. Thus Lj,;
has been successful. As to whether it has elucidate0 j
major causes of evolution, however, that is a 4ue”
which we propose to discuss in the next article.

-NEXT WEEK-
THE MALTHUS PROBLEM
F. A. RIDLEY and G. I. BENNETT

The mind which renounces, once and for ever, a futile hot|C
its compensation in ever-growing calm.—George GissinG
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A Note on the U.S.A. than any other single book ever written. And it

L. . was Christian through and through.
Cliristan ity and Slave ry We thus have two opposing points of view both speaking

in the name of Christianity, and of God, and human rights.
Neither Judaism nor Christianity in the Bible opposed
By H. CUTNER slavery, simply because it was an institution which had been

; ; - paramount in the economic field long before these religions

'f\gfsr'rfog?g?T‘Fh?gsggfitévlingn\}vzlﬂg" ,tI;artltaluam]ﬁg?/?%?ndig were thought of. And it is here that evolution in the shape
%t is sometimes necessary in a I?urn anybody else of many thinkers and reformers came in, and Christianity,
unsigned matter. 1 mention this in o8> & slerlfly as the domllln?jni rel:)gli)_nh h"lid to b_OWt to Pf{lbl'c oplnlonl.l IJ

e ictiani was compelled to abolish slavery just as it was compelle

gn(t)l%llgeg%yﬂf\s/ﬁ?f?dEgijr\),/v,”tﬂggotheer {/Jv%(relg, Christianity to abolish the auto-da-fe, and torture, and imprisonment
. for debt in such places as the old Fleet prison. To put it

e con/\\/lrggedcﬁhat more plainly, society, which included Christians, had to

and Slavery. _ _ o
Ahurrlrgd reading of his letter mad ns- civilise Christianity.

1 had written that slavery had been me — | wrote - .
f ‘o i The clear and explicit command of Jesus is to hate your
Ua?lty blét Mr. CEr?qr%/_ h".itd cr?rBeCtLyguo« . Indhls criti- parents to be his disciple. Do Christians follow this rule?
ca '\n)lo ?Erg f”S |atn|tﬁ/ a S o®§)n«» tand Concen} Do Christian priests and preachers insist that their flocks
%Stvgd 0{1. “Crlerri)gti:rg%o" Iﬁewt?er\d (be'ge?’ Owh(()) fsglllo(\)/v must hate their parents to be true Christians? It may well
urse. and. no doub yW'h tever. he anjdgi’ dem” Chns- be that some Christian sects follow everything in the Bible
ﬁomsmcerel’ybeheve that(?hrlstlénlty literally, and would gladly, for example, put witches to
. death — as John Wesley might have done, for he believed
haﬂﬁ)t/aarl? tpe?izﬁcr?n% have to go rtnmuagh ??g@’g}ggﬁsg in witches and putting them to death. But do the mass of
: Sl educated Christians these days? The fact is that, like every-
a?gxgﬂr;n\évg)?e::rr&/v{oég tr?c?ter?er(l:)ésggrrily mosﬁingssery thing else, Christianity has had to submit to the laws of
npresented “God” as a very jealous a a who did evolution, and has had to modify, change, or abolish, many

fSD Deity always ready to punish every find m things which once were part and parcel of its teachings.
Slavery is one of the things which has been abolished by

an keﬁ)%}ﬁycfﬂmigﬁmﬁ?}sé‘\rﬁa% has a stubborn and ) J4ern Christianity, as | said in the paragraph which
reg@JﬁO A : : brought forth Mr. Ebury’s letter. | might have said
= e*S0°,n which will not obey the voice of his father 9 ] y gnt
bring hjnSla * his father and mother lay hold of him and “modern Christian states” as better representing what |
of his ci, ' j ‘unto hie gate of his place . ..and all the men meant; but I cannot see what we can lose by having a sense
niniand "« |'sl°nc him with stones that he die ...”. No of proportion on these things. Our case against Christianity
i"atter of kn Dible is stronger than that; but, as a is s0 strong that we can afford to be fair.
Is h no; a'C°rical interest — did the Jews ever follow it? But no doubt Mr. Ebury still disagrees with me, and so
*HPWthj (act.that they were compelled rarely if ever to I can tell him the easiest way with which he can completely
wery ea*'ls explicit and divine injunction? Yet it would be put me in my place. It is to give us the names of a number
Unruly son« S3* h'ut the Jews never abolished killing their of Christians who still (in 1956) believe in slavery, and who,
in books and articles, support it. Unless he does this, I
think that 1 was not wrong in saying that “modern” Chris-
tianity abolished slavery — even if it was compelled by
public opinion, moslly Christian, to do so.

C

thJiLCriaism which they practise now is totally unlike
tiem,’ °f the wanderings in the desert in many par-
thc : "Judaism has moved with the times, it has obeye

reipf,, evilable laws of evolution. It has been compelled to

Je °dify dozens of the inflexible commands of
Oa%gra"i{ th fv>\//e can say the same for Christianity. To Freetl}ouhght JO:JJnals
cdjv ,,Ueword “Christianity” covers everything advo-
anc !] the 300 sects who follgw Christ in vgrying ways, ot the Wor
PaticnlIV,olcririy difler from each other in many important Europe, Asia and Australasia
Slaveryg 'SJUst fantastic. BELGIUM ]
GPture 0 \&es h)r many centuries an economic “ideal”. To La Pensee. The monthly organ of the Federations of Free-
«udn o in war, or by making raids on people who thought Societies. Described as the champion of militant
Rations as <Ccr'd themselves, was looked upon by many Freethought, drawing on the resources of Science and

a ‘evinp . ?c9nomuc necessity.. Not 100 years ago, fully Philosophy. 4 large pages. 51st year. Price 250 fr. Edited

il [rinstians ip the Southern States of North by Mile. Pardon.
mr&ﬁ@'ﬁ’ﬁt ] %&Hi%lle war mesf% 4 a]ﬁegdhefs) in ITALY

osuers w e retention of slavery. The Saeuthern slave La Ragione (Reason). Published in Rome by the Gior-
they WA axcd fat on the work of their unpaid slaves and dano Bruno Association; nominally a monthly.

ahs°lutclv n°l ®oing easily to give up their rights. It is FRANCE . .

Mateyg,. « tfUe that their Christianity saw nothing wrong La Raison. Paris. 25 fr. 4 pages of the size of an average
p thecir pj1?lavery- and they were backed up to the utmost newspaper. La Raison purveys news and Rationalist pro-
m ristian dtistian ministers. Qn the other hand, there were paganda. (The term “Rationalism” abroad is equivalent to
Utterly niin'sters >n the Northern States of America who English “Freethought”.) Editor Jean Cotereau, Director
Mrs. 6¢7 P °sed slavery. Though not a minister herself, Andre Lorulot.

7'Self cler Stowe came from a line of ministers and was Among other French periodicals which, though not
[@hin  thorough Christian; and her book. Uncle Tom’s existing specifically for freethought objectives, nevertheless
InhiGnifi r|tten from the Christian standpoint was a flaming exhibit more or less strong freethinking tendencies, may be
babiy (-nt of slavery which went round the world. It pro- mentioned, in particular, L’ Unique, a 24-page bi-monthly

‘d more to bring about the abolition of slavery in magazine of culture.



136 THE

HOLLAND

De Vrijdenker (The Freethinker). Antwerp. Monthly. 30 fr.
6 large pages.

GERMANY

Der Freidenker (The Freethinker). Organ of the German
Freethought Association (Bund). Monthly. 8 pages.
Geistesfreiheit (“freedom of the spirit or mind”). Published
monthly by the Free Religion League, from Ludwigshafen.
20 pages.

Frau und Frieden. Monthly. 30 pfg. 12 pages. From Gel-
senkirchen. A paper for women, with freethought leanings.
SWITZERLAND

Freidenker (Freethinker) Organ of the Swiss Freethought
Association, Zurich. 24 pages. Uses the emblem of the
Pansy.

There are also in Europe Esperantist publications which,

as it were, lend a hand to Freethought.

INDIA

Indian Rationalist. Monthly. 3 annas. 12 pages. Now in its
fourth year. Editor S. Ramanathan. Several Indian ventures
having during the present century “gone down” in the
struggle for existence, including the Indian Thinker of
Trivandrum. It is our earnest wish that this journal will get
a secure foothold in the cultural life of the new India.
Radical Humanist of Calcutta. Weekly. 12 pages. 4 annas.
A political (Radical) newspaper of a freethought character.
AUSTRALIA

The Rationalist. Bi-monthly. 2/-. 32 pages. Melbourne.
Organ of the Rationalist Association of Australia.

NEW ZEALAND

New Zealand Rationalist. Auckland. Monthly. 20 pages. 6d.
Mr. O’Halloran has recently been succeeded by Mr. Han-
lon as Editor. Organ of the New Zealand Rationalist Asso-
ciation.

There is evidence in many of these journals of a post-war
struggle to maintain existence. The work is often largely
voluntary, and the size maintained by many reprints
(usually, we are gratified to note, from The Freethinker).

Our list is possibly not exhaustive. Before the war, for
example, there was a very fine Italian journal, La Critica,
for culture and progress, edited by the philosopher (the
late) Benedetto Croce, himself an atheist, and we have not
been able to trace its continued existence. No doubt there
exist more or less “underground” ventures, pamphlets or
sheets, of a primarily political nature which carry some
more specifically freethinking matter of an anti-clerical
character. What we have enumerated are the established
Freethought journals of the world. G.H.T.

CORRESPONDENCE

THE MEMORIAL MEETING

| deeply regret that any Freethinker should have seen fit to write
for publication the letter which appeared under the above heading
in your issue of March 23rd. | was unable to attend the meeting
owing to sickness, but if every word were true, one should not
proclaim domestic disagreements to the world at large. Only those
who were at the meeting can know if it is fair comment, but now
the complaint is broadcast to our readers in England and the rest
of the world. A complaint to the organisers or to the Executive
would surely have sufficed, and we should at least remember that
a new branch was extending our propaganda activities.

| was greatly shocked by the insult to the distinguished occu-
pants of the platform, who were described as lacking in “warmth
and modesty”. | understand that the lecturers’ services were given
freely and 1 resent the insult to my friends. 1 know of no M.P.
other than Mr. Silverman who would have appeared on a public
platform to honour the memory of Chapman Cohen and Joseph
McCabe and to acknowledge the work of the N.S.S. He was not
on a vote-catching mission.

As one who never forgot his debt of gratitude of Chapman
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Cohen, and who served him with loyalty and devotion E&W
I would remind some_who do not seem to know it tlattt 11
ment is more important than any individual and that the g0\&
that we can worthily perpetuate the memory of Chapn™ Lkt
is to work for the cause which he served so superbly tn O Tg5
his long and honourable life. Len Ebury, Vice-President,

SCIENCE AND PURPOSE wh®
Your correspondent Rex Clements voices a point of QY dd
needs to be stressed in your columns. Scientists uescr. o
explain the properties inherent in perceptible phenomena, (83
words, what they are made of and how they act. If a SCInrS froll
on to draw metaphysical or ethical or ¢esthetic conclusion
his discoveries, he will then be speaking as a layman, not a thaf
authority. Science deals with what things are seen to do, n
reason for existing. B
Those who imply that because science, as such, reVMle
purpose or meaning in the universe, there cannot be any P
or meaning in the universe, appear to be in the position o af
who says that as, scientifically speaking, the Moonlight no
simply a series of agitations of the atmosphere imping?*? nlii
complicated structure in a human head, therefore the \
Sonata has no further significance. In both cases there IS

pletely unwarranted assumption that scientific truth is. . ©
kind of truth, and that “unscientific” is necessarily
untrue”. S.W-~ A

™ater*a|lst is simple enough to suppose that (a) the
(b) the physical events which make the music possible, are  ~
the same thing. The materialist does not deny—indeed he d
that new patterns emerge from a field of physical hapP »
Whether they take the form of the Moonlight Sonata or s° t
splitting discord, the principle is the same. Our correspond6
veniently chooses the Sonata.—Ed.]

EMOTION NO GUIDE TO TRUTH Vatin?
The terms used by Mr. Rex Clements (March 23rd) are S0 Vi
in interfpretation that it becomes possible to agree v¥|th hﬁ%
ront one angle and to disagree with them from

“Man not only a thinking, but a feeling animal,’
emotions are facts.” No one denies this. It is only
Clements uses such things as “the poet’s dream, the F@ﬁ
ecstasy”, etc., as criteria of objective truth that we ~I~ 1
Pleasant as poetlc expression, perhaps, but nonsense in ‘Aa),
rational thought. (Abridged.) PeterE.J-~ ~

As a materialist | do not doubt that poets have “visto g
mystics have ecstatic “experiences”. But if these visions ant "¢ r
ences cancel one another out, | shall conclude that they are piri
able as a guide to reality. And if these visions lead them j g#l
statements which fail to pass the test of fact and logic, then
conclude that the poets and mystics are deceived. If, f°r,e nifthl
they propound the that the universe has a great cosni'C
in its workings, then | can produce a host of facts to dis
and shall conclude that poets and seers are charming bars
beautiful balderdash, as when Browning wrote
“God’s in his Heaven, ,
All’s right with the world.” .nlkl
Henry Wnrl
WELSH FREETHOUGHT LITERATURE A
You ask if there are “any Freethought works, apart front P
lets, in the Welsh language”.

Yes; there is at least one book, which is well worth
Gwyll a Gwawr (Darkness and Dawn) by D. R. Willian™’ v,
narvon. It has 138 pages, and the price, marked on my c, gov
2s. 6d. It was printed and published by Hugh Evans illU
Ltd., Publishers, Stanley Road, Liverpool, in 1933. e

The book is written, quite frankly, from the Freethougl
of view. It can be described as an introduction to by ~Wb
Anthropology, etc. THOS-"v

The only way in which one human being can properly hi<i
to influence another is the encouraging him to think for.''! i
instead of endeavouring to instil ready-made opinions 1
head.—Sir Leslie Stephen.

MORALS WITHOUT RELIGION
By MRS. MARGARET KNIGHT

Price 6/- Postalte

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