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Puring recent weeks one of the principal controversial
,ssues in the French Republic has been the State visit of the
official Head of the French State to the Vatican, where
“resident Coty was received by Pope Pius the Twelfth. No
doubt the former Cardinal Pacelli who was a career-diplo-
mat before his elevation to the Papacy, fully recognised the
"pPortance of the occasion and recalled to his distinguished
visitor the long historical connection between France, “the
priest son of the Church.”
Both the Roman Catholic
Church, and opposite num-
hers in France evidently
Inalised it too. For the
French Freethinking and
Secularist press  devoted
Jijuch attention to President
Coty’s visit. Our contem-
porary La Raison, the
official organ of the French Freethought movement, carried
a stirring appeal by my distinguished colleague on the Exe-
cutive Committee of the World Union of Freethinkers, M.
#ican Cotereau, reminding the President of the essentially
secular character of the present French Republic. Whilst
A Action Laique the organ of the French Association for
Secular Education, besides adding its own energetic pro-
mst, recalled that when in the now distant year 1904, Mon-
seur Coty’ then predecessor, Monsieur Loubet, paid a
State visit to the then King of Italy, the further project of
a visit to the Vatican had to be abandoned as a result of
tfle furious protests of the French anti-clerical movement,
[hen at the height of its activity and influence. Even the
‘most Christian” kings of France, points out L’Action
'Clique, made a point of never visiting Rome, in order to
demonstrate the independence of the Temporal Power from
Papal suzerainty. Whilst, as may be recalled, Napoleon first
"tvited the Pope to Paris to crown him and then at the
QUcial moment took the crown from the hands of the Pope
and placed it upon his own head !

The Catholic Church and the Fourth Republic

President Coty however, unlike his predessor in 1904, dis-
carded the protests of the French anti-clericals and was
duly received by His Holiness at the Vatican. We do not
know whether President Coty is actually a practicing Catho-
Ic: But he is a wealthy bourgeois and a conservative poli-
dcian, thus belonging to a class and party which has often
supported clerical claims in recent years. For the contem-
porary menace of communism, strongly entrenched in the
Branch working class, has driven into the clerical camp
many elements in the propertied classes which, say a half
ceniury ago in the period when President Loubet paid his
At to Rome, would probably have ranked as anti-clerical.
P°r the present Fourth Republic, founded after the with-
drawal of the Germans in 1945, occupies the paradoxical
Position of a still officially secularist State in which not-
‘V'thstanding the Catholic Church is not only extremely
Active, but in which it increasingly receives semi-official
Acognition from the authorities of a self-styled “ laic”
Secularist) State. The French anti-clerical press has fre-
quently found occasion to protest against the semi-official
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status given to the Church authorities at professedly official
functions. In which respect, the recent left-wing government
of Monsieur Mollet seems to have been no improvement on
its right wing predecessors, despite the professedly anti-
clerical attitude of the French Left in the past. It must be
emphasised that the Fourth Republic — 1945 — like its
predecessor, the ill-fated Third Republic — 1870-1940 —
which owed both its beginning and its end to German in-
vasion does not officially
recognise any relationship
between Church and State:
in the eyes of the present
French law, Roman Catho-
licism is merely the largest of
a number of religions which
possess adherents amongst
the citizens of the Republic;
Catholics, like Jews, Mus-
lims and Protestants have absolutely no official status in
the eyes of the French civil code. Here however, contem-
porary France does not appear to display that logic for
which she is traditionally famous. For current practice does
not appear to march in step with legal theory. In practice,
Catholicism appears to be steadily encroaching on the func-
tions of the State. In particular the question of religious
versus secular education and its financial corollary, the
subvention of church schools by the funds of the French
State, represents a source of perennial controversy. In
France, as in America, the “public” (that is, State con-
trolled) schools and educational establishments, are in-
variably secular, and are forbidden to include speculative
religious dogmas in their current curriculum.

Two French Traditions

Actually, the visit of President Coty to Rome, as well as the
present embittered controversy over secular versus con-
fessional education, represents merely contemporary mani-
festations of the virtually continuous ideological civil war
between the Catholic Church and the secular Republic,
which has now been proceeding continuously since the
French Revolution — 1789-94 — effectively ended the
French monarchy and its millenial political and spiritual
partnership with the Catholic Church. This now ancient
conflict which has raged virtually uninterruptedly for nearly
two centuries, is, or should be, of the greatest interest to
Freethinkers not only in France but everywhere else since
it is historically indisputable that European Freethought on
a mass scale first originated in, and as a result of the French
Revolution and it is in France, the cradle of the Revolu-
tion, that the ideological, as well as the political problems
first posed by the great French Revolution, have since
appeared in their sharpest and their most logical forms.
Ever since 1789 two traditions have contended for mastery
over the French State and Nation. That eminent historian,
the late H. A. L. Fisher, has described the conflict of these
two rival traditions in modern French history in a masterly
passage which we cannot do better than reproduce. In his
book The Republican Traditions in Europe, Dr. Fisher
tells us: — “So we are led to consider the ultimate anti-
nomy which divides society in the Latin States of Europe
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On the one hand there is the Republican Tradition domi-
nant and established in France evident though overmastered
in Spain, partially transfused into the institutions of the
national monarchy in Italy. [This was written in 1911]. On
the other hand there is the Catholic Church, the ally of the
Bourbon who reigns in Spain [sic] and of the Bourbons
who can never rule in France and the enemy and the victim
of the French Revolution. The gulf is clear, the incompa-
tability absolute, the v/ar, truceless. The old school of Gal-
licus, the later school of liberal Catholics, has died out.
A French child must either be brought up a Roman Catho-
lic or he must be brought up a Republican. There is no real
alternative. In the first case he will learn that the civil
marriage is a sin, that monarchy is the best form of Govern-
ment, that liberty is an alias for wanton pride and that
with the exception of brief interludes, the whole history
of France since 1789 has been one of ghastly aberration
from the path of godly duty, and in the second case he will
learn just the opposite of all this, that the Church in all
ages has been the enemy of human freedom and progress,
that the Civil Code is the charter of human emancipation
and that the French Revolution was the discovery of
social justice upon earth. The Republic has captured the
schools, dissolved the congregations and disestablished the
Church, but it still rules over a divided nation.”

Clerical Manoeuvres o )
This remarkable summary is still basically true, though of

Christian Forum
By G. H. TAYLOR

There is a TV programme called Christian Forum (BBC)
in which Christians take questions from other Christians.
Like the other Christian propaganda programme. Meeting
Point, they invariably contrive to avoid meeting Atheists.
The Church Militant deals out sledgehammer blows calcu-
lated to lay the Atheist low for all time —if only he were
present to receive the blows. These are sometimes greeted
by a polite round of applause, signalling a victory over a
non-existent opponent.

Sometimes this sort of propaganda backfires; occasion-
ally an awkward question crops up, even from selected
audiences. A case in point was the programme of May
19th, when boys of a college in Gloucestershire put ques-
tions to three Christian apologists: the Abbot of Down-
side, Canon Raven and Hugh Shortt. The latter’s contri-
butions were negligible and can be ignored; one merely
asks, in passing, Who put him in and why? The replies of
the Abbot and the Canon were so lengthy that there was
only time for four questions. What these replies lacked in
brevity, however, they made up for in irrelevance.

Only one of the questions was applauded by the boys
and it was the only really purposeful question put. The
boy asked:

“Can you give me one convincing reason why | should
worship the God you believe in?”

This rather put the cat among the pigeons. The Abbot,
who had been comfortable, self-possessed and witty
hitherto, now floundered for words, until we were begin-
ning to think that he too, like Hugh Shortt, would pass the
buck. The Canon, of course, is never lost for words, as
readers of his books will appreciate, and he proceeded to
pour them out in characteristic fashion in the approved
style of talking round and round and round without ever
coming to grips.

It is probable that at least some of the boys would have
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course much water has flowed under the bridges both
the Tiber and the Seine since it was written in 1911. N
then, the Republic and its secular tradition were cn'r,”
abolished and a clerical regime was installed durin% "
war. The Papacy and its French representatives ha
superficially at any rate, modified their open alliance W
royalism and fascism and allied themselves with democrat
against Communism. In France, this subtle clef
strategy has led to such recent movements as
Christian Democrats and the short lived experiment ofW
“ worker-priests 7, which the French hierarchy wished
continue until they were overruled by the Pope. Nowaday
the Church even flirts with Socialism and talks about
civilisation based on labour, not money”. Despite, or
cause of these clerical “turning movements”, the Cath®
Church has steadily increased in influence since the end
the last century, when Pope Leo XIII first officially rec’p
nised the French Republic. It seems now to be with
measurable distance of again becoming the State Church-
In which connection, the recent visit of President Coty
the Vatican constitutes a red-letter day for Frenc
Catholicism—and a black day in French history. *

France, the classic land of the Great Revolution, and 0
Voltaire, Renan, and Victor Hugo, is the eldest son of mod
ern Ra'ionalism, as formerly of the medieval Church. S"
is the classic land of Reason. We wish our French comrade*
every success in this decisive phase of their struggle. whjGh
is that of mankind.

noticed that the Abbot and the Canon cancelled
another out! The Abbot based his belief in a divine Be"b
on the fact that nature behaves in a causally consists"
manner which enables the experimenting scientist to

on with his job. The Abbot called this the “innate rati0"
ality of nature.” What he meant was —to give a sinp>e
illustration — that a combination of two parts of hydrogC"
and one of oxygen yield water today, just as they O<
yesterday and will do tomorrow. They do not give
on Monday and beer on Tuesday, Such determinis"®
sequences mean that the scientist is able to carry °"
experiments, in the knowledge that things are not higgled/*
piggledy, but “ordered” (to use the Abbot’s term). Th's-
he felt, was only possible on the assumption of a Suprcn'e
Being.

Canon Raven, however, possibly without realising "e
was destroying the Abbot’s case, dwelt on the uncertain
of natural causation, on “indeterminism” at the lo'/e
levels. (It would be impolite to suggest he has read noth™'»
since Eddington!) This flouting of natural law pointed t°
the operation of a Supreme Being.

In a nutshell, then: God exists because the Universe IS
determinate (the Abbot); the Universe is indeterminate 0
God exists (the Canon). And this is called explain"'®
Christianity to the masses.

RELIGIOUS REVIVAL?

A current report to the General Assembly of the Church
of Scotland is singularly lacking in that exultant note °"
expects in these days of the Great Revival of Relig*"[
Has something gone wrong, we wonder? We learn, not 0
the masses flocking to the arms of Jesus, but of the deS
perate need for men and money.

Reporting a debit balance of a quarter of a mill'0,
pounds, the Home Mission’s plea is for a million to spe”
in the next five years to ensure that facilities for worsh'P
keep pace with the dispersal of population. The shoring
of recruits for the ministry is equally serious.
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Another Point of View on Hungary

By PAUL BRAUN
{Translated by H. Cutner)

Lom]0 "ens™e Fas recently published an article by Andre
Aiv »i ““he Freethinker, March 1st, “ Free Men
gv e Jon the tragedy of Hungary, | feel compelled to
on ‘ere ni¥ own opinion which differs from that of our
rageous French comrade.
§ ani °ne of those who followed both with interest and
f0 Pathy the revolt in Hungary, which moved so pro-
the f ' /e ordinary People and the young to throw over
pu *oreign chains and substitute for the devoted Russian
ofn tS ~ government representing the aspirations and will
, lc majority of the nation.
i ac*mired the indomitable courage and sublime abnega-
wn  the insurgents, and on this | recall the powerful
if ~ °f Goethe — “Only those have the right to liberty
Ji*hey are ready to fight for it.” But at the same time, 1
naic the indignation which the brutal intervention of
lib'ss,an tanks has provoked among all men who believe in
ui (ty, toleration and justice. | have only to recall the
Onf reactions manifested particularly in the ranks of
. °se intellectuals who till then had attached themselves to
Anational Communism.
| 'Ehe organ of Flemish Freethinkers De Vrijdenker, in a
€0mg article, frankly took sides with the Hungarian
thef>c a8ainst the butchers. | am delighted to congratulate
e Journal for having openly taken up this position without
e reservations we so often get from politicians afraid to
mpromise themselves. It is not because the Hungarian
Lople are in general Catholic, and because the Church
.PPears to have supported the revolt, that we should have
d'slrusted it.
jla °ur own country, the Revolution of 1830 joined to
(iat °f the independence of Belgium owed its success to
c close union between the Catholics and the Liberals of
A Period, both hostile to the current regime but for
fio nt reasons. Should the Liberals have given up their
s°ht against Holland because the Church was expecting
tb'he advantages through Protestant influence ? They never
Paght about it and were absolutely right.
a Gf course, the Church is rather badly placed to pose as
.champion of liberty—she knows only one kind of liberty,
Ar own. She ridicules the liberty of those who will not bow
ﬁn before the sceptre of Rome. )
QhXactly a hundred years ago, in a work entitled The
i Uch and Belgian Liberty the eminent Liberal publicist
ais Hymans, the father of the late Paul Hymans, wrote:
artisans of the power which defends the throne as much as
he altar, the clergy revolt as soon as a liberal sovereign places
, e happiness of the masses against the interests of churches
“fd monasteries. Allied to the foreigner against the Communes,
hangmen under Phillip Il, revolutionaries in 1788, all weapons
Jj% Rood for them — the axe, the sword, the dagger, the pen,
.he word, all, all except tolerance. If the progress of the period,
* Ihe intelligence of the crowd does not permit frank and open
insolence, if they substitute for it, as M. Verhaegen has said,
indirect and artful impudence, if they have substituted for
Jesuitical diplomacy the haughty threats of Hildebrand, is all
n's a reason for shutting our eyes to the future of the clergy,
hd being silent on their past history ? For us, in our innocence,
ele church looks like those culprits who are refused by their
/U~ges to be thought sincere — their antecedents condemn them.
freethinkers we cannot ask for liberty for us only. We
T"ask it for all.
e must "berate even those who curse us” was one
Proclaimed by Georges Clemenceau. Paul Janson. the
kf  democrat and Freethinker, has declared that if the
j$ was forbidden, he would at once reg’s™er his protest.
@, JisPired thus, the Federal Committee of Brussels voted
December 8 last the following motion; —

The Committee recalls that Freethought is secular, democratic,
and social, that is, it rejects the interference of the Church in
affairs of State, the privilege of authority or of a party in poli-
tical matters, and of capital in economic matters. In the name
of these principles, it condemns all foreign intervention in the
internal affairs of nations. It salutes the Hungarian people for
its liberty and declares that any government which sustains
its power wth the help of a foreign army is neither democratic
nor national. It denounces the manoeuvres of the thousands
of Catholics labelling the Hungarian revolution political, and re-
proves the attitude of international clericalism; reaffirming its
unalterable attachment to the liberty of conscience now in peril
bﬁ all oppressive regimes. .
These principles are from the famous declaration at
Rome in 1904 taken to the International Congress by
Ferdinand Buisson, one of the chief founders of secular
schools in France. Here is his eloquent peroration: —
This declaration published in our Annals, published in the
press all over the world will prove that we Freethinkers do not
wish to suppress any creed or impose any dogma, but to affirm
the liberty for each of us to revolt against an authority pre-
tending to impose itself on us no matter under what name.
W hether it is the authority of the Bible or of any other book
which is invoked, we won’t recognise it nor bow before it or
a God or a master. (Loud applause). . .
This resolute language implies condemnation of all dic-
tatorships, religious and secular, and of all dogma, whether
religious, philosophical, social, or political. As for me, |
intend to stand immovably steadfast to the great ideas of
our famous predecessors.
[Readers will also be interested to read Mr. Shipper’s third com-
mentary From Hungary on page 175].

The Rising Generation

XXI—THE MARRIAGE AT CANA

“Ter1 me about the marriage at Cana”, said Ann, “We’re
having it at school tomorrow and | want to know what it’s
all about.”
“Very well, Ann,” said Daddy. “Here’s how it goes. Mary
the mother of Jesus was invited to a wedding at a place
called Cana; Jesus was there and so were his disciples.
Mary told Jesus that all the wine had been drunk, and
Jesus said to her, *Woman, what have | to do with thee ?
My time has not yet come’.”
“Daddy, isn’t it rather rude to call mother “‘Woman’? What
did his mother say?”
“She said, ‘Whatever he tells you to do, do it’. There were
six large water pots each capable of holding two or three
firkins of water, and Jesus said, ‘Fill them up to the brim’.”
“Daddy, what is a firkin ?”
“About nine gallons, Ann, so if we say one pot holds
firkins, that will be about 22\ gallons. Jesus then told the
servants to pour out the water and lo and behold, it had
turned into wine.”
“Do you believe this story, daddy ?”
“No, Ann, | do not.”
“How much wine was there altogether ?”
“ About 136 gallons or if you like, 1,088 large lemonade
bottles full.”
“What do the Band of Hope people say about all this ?”
“Well, Ann, perhaps you had better ask your teacher that
one tomorrow morning.”

C. H. Hammersley

BNEXT WF.FK-
GOD IN THE ROCKIES
By G. H. TAYLOR
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This Believing World

We are always pleased to record any agreement with our
clergy, so we must confess to being delighted with the
Rev. C. Singleton’s suggestion that everyone in church
should put 2s. in the collection box. This is a brilliant idea,
and should supersede the buttons, pennies, and threepenny
bits which so often — and not so often — fill the box. If
people want to go to church they should pay for it, and
be delighted if possible to make their contribution half a
crown or even five shillings a time. Lots of Christians will
do anything for Christ — except pay for him.

As everyone knows it was Joanna Southcote who over a
century ago was destined by God Almighty to be the
Mother of the next Messiah—an event anxiously expected
by her followers, who must have been deeply disappointed
when the Messiah turned out to be a dropsy from which
the Holy would-be Mother died. Whether Joanna insisted
that God spoke to her direct we are not certain, but we
are more than pleased to introduce a Mrs. Eileen Caddy,
who — according to The People — received her first Mes-
sage from God in September 1953. It was written by the
Divinely-inspired lady on a piece of notepaper — “Peace,
be still, and know that | am God. Love is the greatest gift
I am holding out in the world.” Blatant Materialists will
be hard put to confute such convincing proof of the exis-
tence of God.

After all, it is time for the world to realise that such
recipients of God’s favour do exist. Was there not Berna-
dette, the young lady who was visited by the Virgin Mary
at Lourdes, and confidentially told by the Mother of God
that she was “the Immaculate Conception”? Addle-headed
infidels only show their crass ignorance in refusing to
believe these undeniable evidences of God’s relations with
us. They are as true as the stories so often told priests by
young Catholic ladies in confession — that the babies they
were then bearing were fathered by the Holy Ghost. If it
happened once, could it not happen again?

One of the classic stories in anti-Catholic literature is that
of Maria Monk who, over 100 years ago, shocked the
world with her harrowing experiences in a convent. When
she finally escaped, she became a Protestant, and her
unparalleled history easily became a best seller. (That
most of it was a pack of lies only adds piquancy to the
narrative.) But Eire has been recently in the throes of
religious turmoil through the disappearance of a 15-year-
old girl, Maureen Lyons, who, though Catholic bom,
actually wants to be a Presbyterian. So she disappeared
for a time.

Recently she was found in Belfast, and police took her
from the home of Dr. Paisly, of the Free Preshyterian
Church — though this did not prevent Holy Water being
thrown over her by the really true followers of Christ in
the hope that she would return to the Faith of the One
Church. Maureen, as any good Catholic will tell you, must
be possessed of the Devil, for she simply will not go back
to her parents, nor return to God’s Own Religion. It is all
very heartbreaking, and the only thing we can suggest is
for the Virgin personally to implore Maureen to go back
to the Faith of her Fathers. After all, why should Berna-
dette be the only teenager to get a visit from Mary?

To the 1,978 “free” religions with Christ and the Bible
backing them up must be added the latest “Hot Gospel”
with its unique four followers in the news. Headed by a
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skipper cripple and three young ladies, the boat Sarod*
will be —it is hoped — soon sailing for Jerusalem with
Message from Christ to convert all the Jews in Israel. 1
actual time of sailing is a little complicated because t
ultra-pious skipper is being sued by his wife for niai
tenance and wants to marry the youngest of the Inh
ladies, but we have no doubt that faith in Jesus will soo
find a way. Perhaps the Almighty will send an Angel ;
day and a Cloud of Fire by night to his trusty Hot Gospe*
ling followers. Nothing can better a little Divine encou
agement.

Facts for Freethinkers—8
IRISH CITIZENSHIP
AR TSy At B RE,

Examining the provisions of this act, we find, in the 'ir
sub-section of Section C that it is stated that every per®.
born in Ireland (NB the entire island, including Ulster)1l
an lrish citizen by birth.

The second sub-section states that every person is an 1fi®
citizen if his father or mother was an lIrish citizen at th
time of that person’s birth, or becomes an Irish cit#6
under the previous sub-section, or would be an Irish cr’
zen under that sub-section if alive at the passing of the Act-

Section 7 states that pending what is termed “the fe
integration of the national territory” (perhaps not an
mediate possibility!) people born in Northern Ireland, ¥’
otherwise Irish citizens, are not Irish citizens unless cerUfl
formalities are complied with. Note “not otherwise lr/sn
citizens”; according to the lIrish Free State Constituli®a
Act (1922) and the Irish Nationality and Citizenship Ac
(1935) practically the entire population of Ulster are “other'
wise Irish citizens.” Actually then, this Section only app'lj
to a minute percentage not of Irish origin in any sense-

Therefore the ultimate effect is that, apart from tin
minute percentage, every citizen of Ulster and their
cendants in future generations are now citizens of the ° ¢
public of Eire ! This is, no doubt, in anti-Partitionist cy6®
a vast improvement on the Irish Free State Act
which provided that children born in Ulster after 10/4/1/-’
had to be registered in a special Northern Ireland regisfe
of births (recorded in the Republic) in order to acqt'5
Eire citizenship, not many availing themselves of th|S
seemingly philanthropic gesture.

With the 1956 Act removing the necessity for registratipjl,
Eire citizenship would thus be imposed on every dv
born in Ulster (of an Irish citizen), as far as the worihjj
members of the Dail are concerned ! This gift of dua
nationality is, apparently, unwanted by a majority of 11
citizens of Ulster. In October the Stormont Parhaméi
passed the following resolution:

“That this House, having taken notice of a measf*

passed by the Parliament of the Republic of Ireland Q[

titled the Irish Nationality and Citizenship Act, 19- °

repudiates the gratuitous attempt therein to inflict u*

wanted Irish Republican Nationality upon the peopl6 °i

Northern lIreland, proclaims the indivisible allegiance w

its people to the British Crown and rejects outright tP

unfounded claims of the Republican Parliament to legl®

late for Northern Ireland or the people of Northern 1

land.” e

In proclaiming the “indivisible allegiance of its pe°P,.
to the British Crown” the Stormont Government may (P**(
sibly) have overlooked the fact that 3 3 of the IASS
population divide their allegiance between His Holin6®
Pope Pius XII, The Virgin Mary, and the Eire Governr»&*

The Emerald Isle is the perfect example of “Chris\ys_
Unity.”
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TO CORRESPONDENTS

/""respondents may like to note that when their letters are not
sen**“ °r tAben they are abbreviated the material in them may
lul be of use to “This Believing World,” or to our spoken
propaganda.

Lecture Notices, Etc.

OUTDOOR

“Mdford Branch N.S.S. (Broadway Car Park).—Every Sunday,
Va- P-m,: Messrs. Day, Newton, and Sheppard.
‘a'burgh Branch N.S.S. (The Mound).—Every Sunday after-
noon and evening: Messrs. Cronan, Murray and Slemen.

~engston Branch N.S.S. (Castle Street, Kingston, Surrey).—Every
«unday, 8 p.m.: Messrs. J. W. Barker and E. Mills.

Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Deansgate Blitzed Site).—Every week-
day, 1 p.m.: Messrs. Woodcock, Smith, Corsair and Finkel.
Sundays, 7.15 p.m.: Messrs Mills, Woodcock, and Smith.

Merseyside Branch N.S.S. (Pierhead).—Meetings most evenings of
n>e week (often afternoons): Messrs. T hompson, Salisbury,
Hocan, Parry, Henry and others.

n'Th London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).
Every Sunday, noon: L. Ebury and A. Arthur.

Atingham Branch N.S.S. (Old Market Square) — Thursday,
Pan. : R. Povve. Friday, 1 p.m. : R. Powe.

**®&t London Branch N.S.S.—Every Sunday, at the Marble Arch,
from 4 p.m.: L. Ebury and A. Arthur.

INDOOR

Merseyside Branch N.S.S. (Stork Hotel, Liverpool)—Sunday, June

g2nd, 7.15 p.m.: A Lecture.

*°«th Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
W.C.l).— Sunday, June 2nd, 11 a.m.: Dr. Richard Peters,
living without Authority”.

Notes and News

{"Served accomodation for the Leicester Conference of
310 National Secular Society has now all been booked,
/m~er members wishing to attend, therefore, are asked to
Make their own hotel bookings. Details of the various func-
*°ns will be found on the back page.

fEdeatn of Dr. Gilbert Murray removes one of the great

assical scholars of our age as well as a noted Humanist.

‘N one supported the old League of Nations and the mod-

United Nations more than he did or spoke more strong-

( against such an anachronism, in these days, as war. We

¢all be publishing next week an article dealing with his
Nationalism.

N Recent years the Catholic campaign among the Adi-
jasis, jungle aboriginals of the Sambalpur diocese has been
increased and recently culminated in the ordination of the
pfst tribal (aboriginal) priest in front of a crowd of 4,000
Catholics.
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Religion without Revelation
REVIEW OF JULIAN HUXLEY’'S ILLUMINATING BOOK
By BAYARD SIMMONS

The above title, Which is that of Dr. Huxley’s book,
recalls that of another book. Yes, it was Morals Without
Religion by Mrs. Margaret Knight, published by Dennis
Dobson, Ltd., a year or two ago. That book contains cer-
tain essays of this enterprising lady, and, particularly, the
text of her two broadcasts on the BBC in the early days of
January 1955. That title explains itself, as does the title of
Dr. Huxley’s book under review. Dr. Huxley in it main-
tains that revelation (of a supernatural character, as from
a God) is not necessary to religion, as he understands and
defines it; while Mrs. Knight avers, more popularly per-
haps, since it is on radio, that religion is not a necessary
adjunct to teaching the young to lead a moral, i.e. civilised
life.

Mrs. Knight’s broadcast on January 5th, 1955, cer-
tainly, as the saying is, “started something.” | give the
date for it was an historic occasion: it was, in effect, when
for the first time, an honest, serious attack on the Chris-
tian faith had been able to o’erleap the taboo on discus-
sion “on the air” of this religious faith. Thereafter the
religious leaders closed their ranks, the shattered barriers
were hurriedly repaired, but the taboo on religious discus-
sion on the radio will never return to the status quo ante.
The attempt to set up the “Coward’s Castle” (the pulpit)
on the air, without answer, is now assuredly a thing of
the past.

1 feel sure that Dr. Julian Huxley is so big a man in so
many directions that he will excuse the beginning of a
review of his book by a reference to the slim volume of
Mrs. Knight. | mention her for it is many years since Dr.
Huxley was one of the four musketeers of the BBC’s
original Brains Trust —two professors, a naval comman-
der, and a BBC permanent official. One professor was “It-
all-depends-on-what-you-mean-by” Joad; the commander
told us of “when | was in Patagonia” (or wherever it was);
and the third man was so much the first man that it would
take many lines to enumerate his achievements. There is
little doubt that the Doctor’s unorlhodoxy over many
months made less arduous Mrs. Knight’s attempt to break
into radio. For his other achievements suffice it to say that
he is an F.R.S.; a professor of biology who is a grandson
of the celebrated Thomas Henry, who played the apostle
Paul to Charles Darwin, and that grandson Julian measures
up to his stature. He has been the first Chairman of
UNESCO; is now President of the International Humanist
and Ethical Union; colleague of H. G. Wells in his Outline
on biology; broadcaster; brother of Aldous and, like him.
whiles away his scanty leisure by writing verse with a tang
all its own. If you want to know more, look it up yourself
in Who’s Who. We must get on to giving an outline of
Huxley’s illuminating book on the stripping of religion of
inessentials.

First, the necessary details: publisher, Max Parrish of
London; price, 21s. net.; preface, dated “Christmas, 1956
(?ironically); 252 pp. including bibliography and index.
All good serious books should have an index, but it is a
pleasure to see here the titles of books in the ample biblio-
graphy arranged in groups according to subject.

The publisher’s “blurb” on the dust-cover of this book
is entitled “Evolutionary Humanism.” No name is more
deeply associated with evolution than that of Huxley
(grandfather and randson? and most readers of these
lines have a general idea of what that word conveys. But
the exact meaning of humanism, a term coming more into
vogue in these days, is not so well known. The Concise
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Oxford Dictionary defines the word, inter alia, as a “system
concerned with human (not divine) interests,” also, more
specifically, as “Religion of Humanity,” and refers us to
the word “humanity,” an inch or so below. Here the
Religion of Humanity is stated to be the “rejecting the
supernatural, and concerned chiefly or wholly with the
advancement of man’s welfare.” Let us return to the blurb:
“Dr. Huxley,” it says, “is a leading scientific thinker who
is deeply convinced of the need for a religious outlook.”
(We cannot stop here to enquire whether this is a personal
need, or one desirable for humanity generally). The
“blurb” continues: “For him, the conflict is not between
Religion and Science, but between established theologies
and modern knowledge. His conclusion is that an evolu-
tionary humanism could provide the basis for a new out-
look reconciling the religious spirit with scientific fact.”
But enough of blurb-quoting, the lazy and rushed
reviewer’s stand-by. One often suspects that the blurb is
written by the author of the book that it enfolds, though
supposed to be the work of the publisher. Therefore in
fairness one must quote the author’s own words.

In his preface Dr. Huxley deals with “three points that
have forced themselves on me personally.” The first point
is that what he terms idea-systems are of importance in
human history. These systems involve beliefs, attitudes
and general assumptions as well as intellectual ideas, and
they include religion and “ways of life,” as well as rigid
ideologies. He compares these systems of ideas to skeletons
in biological evolution. In a sense they provide the frame-
work for the life that animates and clothes them, and in
large measure determine the way life shall be lived. (The
much-publicised “American way of life” is presumably an
example of an Idea-system.)

This brings our author to his second point — the need
for ideological unification. The Cold War, Dr. Huxley
asserts, is a war between idea-systems, both of them vul-
nerable. The weakness of the Western system is insufficient
unity, which deprives the West of any intrinsic driving
force. Their strength lies in their freedom and resistance to
brute totalitarianism. (Note qualifying word “brute.”) This
schizophrenia (divided mind) comes from the split between
natural and supernatural, or God and the world, which
makes for a weakened purposeful action.

Dr. Huxley’s third point is the need to increase know-
ledge and make our comprehension ever more comprehen-
sive. New knowledge has been the basis of more satisfying
ways of life, and idea-systems must aim at making man’s
increasing knowledge comprehensible and effective. The
Communist idea-system of Marxist ideology, in Dr. Hux-
ley’s opinion, has plenty of driving force, but it is vulner-
able because of its over-rigid unification. This unification is
based on a premature and inadequate synthesis which
prevents it keeping up with knowledge of the facts of
nature (including human nature) and social development.

Keeping up with the facts is essential for any enduring
idea-system. He bids us not to forget that, in the long run,
all that deserves to be called progress depends on new com-
prehension — new facts, new interpretations, new know-
ledge, or new organisations of knowledge. This applies as
much to the abandonment of magic as to that of alchemy,
to the rise of monotheism as to the spread of agriculture
and civilised life.

Keeping up with the facts, scientific facts. Dr. Huxley
shows that even religion is a legitimate subject of scientific
analysis. We quote, “Any set of phenomena can be treated
by the method of science.” Scientific method is steadily
extending the fields of its investigation; from physics and
chemistry to the biological and on to the historical, the
social and the psychological. Religion is one of the latest
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fields to which the method of science has been extended
The resultant sciences of comparative religion and religi°us
psychology will, asserts Dr. Huxley, certainly be of value
in leading humanity out of the impasse in which religlil
now finds itself.

We come now to the root of the matter, and | will leave
Dr. Huxley to clinch his argument in his own words.

“One of the major results has been the realisation that
God is one among several hypotheses to account for the
phenomena of human destiny, and that it is now proving
to be an inadequate hypothesis. To a great many people-
including myself, this realisation is a great relief, both
intellectually and morally. It frees us to explore the real
phenomena for which the God hypothesis seeks to account,
to define them more accurately, and to work for a more
satisfying set of concepts and symbols to represent them in
our mental organisation.”

Dr. Huxley concludes that what the world needs is ?n
essentially religious idea-system, unitary instead of dualis
tically split. This system should be charged with the total
dynamic of knowledge old and new, objective and subjeC
tive, of experience scientific and spiritual. This he regards
as not merely desirable but urgent— urgent for individual
men and women, urgent for the separate nations of the
world, urgent for mankind as a whole.

The foregoing paragraphs have summarised Dr. Hu*"
ley’s purpose in writing his book, but a few words descrim
ing certain details and merits of his book will not be ou
of place. This first appeared 28 years ago, and is now out
of print. This new edition has undergone much revision
and two chapters, 3 and 8, have been wholly rewritten-
Chapter 3 is entitled “Science and God: The naturalistb
approach,” and Chapter 8 is devoted to “Developed R"1
gion.” Of Dr. Huxley’s nine chapters, the present writcf
has been most interested in the fourth and seventh. Chap"
ter 4 is entitled *“Personalia,” which is an account of the
author’s mental development through the years ironl
schooldays upwards. Dr. Huxley says he hesitated f°r
some time before writing this chapter of a personal nature-
This | found intensely interesting and a quite necessary
part of the book for the light it throws on the Doctors
argument. Dr. Huxley makes no apology for, as he says>
“intruding this personal chapter.” | am glad to say it is 10
intrusion, but an integral part of his book.

Dr. Huxley’s cheval de bataille is naturally biology, b°
in Chapter 7 he treats of psychology in connection with
religion, which is right and proper, for man is a unity, n0
a duality, but one body-mind entity. From his brief com
sideration of an admittedly difficult subject, masterly
handled, Dr. Huxley strips away many alleged supernatura
causes of religious phenomena. No one could be more
aware than Dr. Huxley that any new and reformed rem
gion, if it is to endure, must come to terms with psychology-

A feature of this book, which greatly adds to its charnj-
and helps to its understanding, is that each chapter s
preceded by a page of quotations from philosopherS
writers, poets, scientists, and religionists, these quotations
having a bearing on the matter of the following chapter

Finally, may Dr. Huxley’s reviewer claim a final paf£j
graph? 1 find this a fascinating and most informative book,
I recognise the eminence and sincerity of the writer: oh
I have personally no liking for the thing, or the name>
religion. Religion may be, and indeed is, a natural phen®'
menon, but why cling to the word? Is this clinging neces-
sary? | cannot believe it is. And, believing this, | sav s°’
But I take comfort in the thought that without gods. 0
God, there can be no rel'gions. Without religions thef
can be no bishops, and without bishops there can be n
kings, as King James | remarked. Back to Dr. Huxley }°
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a final remark of his. “A personal God, be he Jehovah, or
sin3? °r Apollo, or Amen-Ra, or, without name, but
jP'y God, I know nothing of. And what is more, 1 am
1 merely agnostic on the subject. ... | disbelieve in a
1 rsonal God in any sense in which that phrase is ordi-
na% used.”
.ai seems to me to put the lid on Christianity and all
e'Sons. | am satisfied.

~hat to teach children about God

should parents who are freethinkers teach their
Pndren about ‘God’? This is a question with which Mrs.
Argaret Knight has been dealing most ably in recent years,
b °y no means, however, a new problem. Hypatia
mdlaugh—then still unmarried—dealt with it in an ad-
ress to the Annual Conference of the National Secular
frety in 1883. A few of her phrases may have an old-
ashioned ring, but the advice she gives in the concluding
P°rtion of her speech — no doubt a reflection of Charles
fadlaugh’s own teaching to his daughters — is as sound
3,pver. She said :

A child goes to a Board School and hears for the first
,me the word ‘god’. Perhaps a favourite playmate says
fatk°Ur ast°nished little one: ‘my mother says that your

mer is a very wicked man, he doesn’t believe'in god and |
1 not to play with you any more.” The child wonders,
Bmes home and asks: ‘What’s god, father ? Don’t you
filieve in god ?” Perhaps you answer, °Little children
,®&ild not ask questions.” or something to that elfect. The
m<g goes away unsatisfied and uneasy. To avoid that |
Quid have you yourselves in your leisure hours teach your
Jmdren about all religions. Tell them that in the world
ere are many religions which have all grown out of ig-
norance. How religions have appeared and disappeared
o\ when man did not understand the running water there
as a water god; when he did not understand the natural
Jpses which brought about good and bad seasons, then the
ety who had charge of agricultural operations was pleased
r angry. Tell, how, even long after a cause has been re-
moved, its ill effects unhappily remain, and although the
orld is rapidly growing less and less ignorant it cannot
ra*Pc from the toils of its manifold superstitions with equal

I Would have parents talk to their little ones of Thor,
e °den and Freia, worshipped by our Saxon ancestors,
(j,™in to them that that was a worship belonging to a
k Jnarous age, and that there are not many people who
(. vc in the Thunder god today. Tell the children, too,
Ine beautiful fancies of the Greeks, of Zeus, of Pallas,
.the host of gods and goddesses. Neither omit the
tvish God Jahveh: explain that, lacking as this supersti-
0,2 is in beauty or high moral teaching, nevertheless
T‘(;’.Osands of their brothers and sisters are still in its toils.
I of Brahma, of Buddha, of Allah, of Krishna, of Chuist
a Mahomet, and their millions of worshippers. Moreover,
a Ver lose an opportunity of making comparisons between
prese beliefs, and not to your little student how all have
out of the hydra-headed dragon, Ignorance,
p l-et the children be shown the temples frequented by
phiestants and Roman Catholics: take them inside and
°ut *ma8es and idols. Then show them pictures
.Buddhist and Mahometan temples, or take them into a
theSOUn and show them models. Let them there look at
Scores of idols worshipped by different peoples, and
tnin8 shown them Madonana and Ghild R the Catholic
e*point out Isis and Horus in the museum.
tle  all these legends and myths on the same footing to
cnild, and then when he hears the word ‘god’ he will
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not be cast into a state of uneasy wonderment as to whether
his father really is wicked, but will have a feeling of tender
pity towards his little friend that he, too, has not a father
or mother to explain to him that his god is but one of
many, and all created out of man’s ignorance.

“As he runs by your side, free and happy on Sunday
mom'ngs, when you are going for a long walk, and about
to enjoy the beauties of nature, when he sees the people
flock by to their different places of worship in their best
clothes and with joyless faces, he will not feel that you and
he are outcasts, but his heart will be full of compassionate
tenderness towards these less fortunate people. He will feel
as though he, in the full possession of freedom, was looking
at a procession of slaves. Personally, | know few more
melancholy sights, few spectacles which fill me with more

ity.

IO'[‘}‘/When the child is old enough to think and judge a
little for himself, then the Bible should be put into his
hands. He will find it a very curious, interesting, and in
some parts beautiful, piece of literature; but his brain
will then be trained to distinguish between the good and the
bad in it, and he will be prepared to study, not to worship
it.”

From Hungary—3

My latest communication from Radio Budapest is as

follows :

Thank you very much for the sympathy you expressed on
behalf of your friends and yourself at the sad fate which had
overtaken our country. | note from your letter that you attri-
bute these happenings to the lack of anti-religious propaganda
.which in your view was failed to institute. I am sorry to dis-
agree with you, but we still hold to the belief that it would be
wrong to dictate to our people regarding the question of reli-
gion. Each adult person has to decide for himself. It is true
that Cardinal Mindszenty took an open stand against our
social system, more openly than most of the counter-revolu-
tionaries who tried to mislead our people by pretending to be
for socialism. | daresay, however, that many of our working
people of the Catholic faith were as disturbed by what the
Cardinal said as were those of non-Calholic faith. We cannot
blame Catholics for the actions of the reactionary leaders of
their Church, such as Cardinal Mindszenty. We believe in the
true separation of the State and Church and we believe it is in
the interests of our people for church leaders not to work
against the power of our people. Church leaders who do so
must be exposed, there is no question about that. Just as we
must fight against those who tried to force our children to take
part in religious instruction in the schools even though their
parents did not want them to. These are anti-social acts and
do not conform with the agreement of our government with
representatives of the Church and violates the principle guid-
ing the separation of Church and State. Anti-religious ideas,
however, cannot be forced upon a person. The way of life, the
constant improvement of the standard of living and scientific
teaching in general are the best means of convincing people.
This is the policy our government has followed, though it has
made it clear that it will allow no pressure from the Church
on non-believers. | know that my answer is by no means all-
inclusive, because this is a very complicated question and one
that has concerned many people. Because it is such a deep-
going question, the solution is not a simple one either. |
personally feel that the problem will be solved only with deep-
going changes in the social and economic conditions of the
people. It requires a lot of patience and understanding, but so
do many other things.

I am sending you under separate cover a copy of the first
part of the government White Book on the activities of the
counter-revolutionaries, which will help you to understand what
has actually taken place in our country.

Thank you once more for your sympathy and good wishes.

. . Yours sincerely, Gabi Timar, o
First, | did not say that the sole blame for the uprising

could be attributed to lack of anti-religious propaganda,
but did claim it as a contributory factor. It is certain that
the Roman Catholic leaders “fanned the flames” once

the revolution was under way. Gabi Timar is correct in
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asserting that we cannot blame Catholics for their react-
ionary leaders. However, no leader represents a danger
unless there are people willing to follow. It appears there
were Catholics willing to follow, otherwise Mindzenty
would hardly warrant censuring at all. Here we find a
Communist defending the Catholics from the charges of
a Freethinker. | have pointed out that Freethinkers believe
that a school is an establishment for providing secular
education and that those desiring religious instruction
might well find a church an institution for that purpose.

I did not suggest that the Government should “dictate”
or “force” anti-religious ideas on people. In fact |
suggested that Societies such as the National Secular
Society or American Rationalist Federation (for example),
would be best suited to this style of work.

Noting the inauguration of a Society to promote secular
education for children in Warsaw, closely following the
strengthening of Polish Catholic power, and the efforts
being made to revive the old Polish Freethought Assoc-
iation (suppressed during the Stalinist regime), | have
asked my correspondent whether we may expect similar
moves in Hungary. Also whether such a Society would be
permitted. Finally, | pointed out that although many
Catholics may have been “disturbed” by recent events, a
remarkably high proportion of the “refugees” reaching
this country were Roman Catholics.

Recently, Radio Budapest announced that the Education
Minister had found it necessary to forbid religious teaching
in schools except for children whose parents had enrolled
them for this by last July —the commencement of the
school term. The Minister stated that this “was necessary
to prevent children being drafted into politics as at
present ” D. SHIPPER

OBITUARY
CHARLES WILLIAM MOLE

Charles William Mole was a close friend and adviser of Chapman
Cohen and R. H. Rosetti. Many who may not have heard his name
will have read books which he helped them to produce. A lifelong
Freethinker and keen member of the National Secular Society, he
had lived f some years in retirement in the Isle of Wight, but he
still sent his cheerful letters and always called in when in town. He
has now died at the age of 77, active to the end. To Mrs. Mole
and his lar,;e family, we send our condolences. A secular service
was conducted in Southampton Crematorium on May 23rd by
the General Secretary, N.S.S.

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY
ANNUAL CONFERENCE
LEICESTER WHITSUN 1957

RECEPTION AND SOCIAL
The N.S.S. Executive Committee

cordially invites delegates and friends
to the above at the

SECULAR HALL, 75 Humberstone Gate
at 7 p.m.
Saturday, June 8th

THE CONFERENCE

will be held at the
SECULAR HALL on Sunday, June 9th
at 10.30 — 12.30; 2.30 — 4.30. Lunch at 1 p.m.

OUTDOOR DEMONSTRATION
Sunday Evening, 6.15 p.m. Market Place,
Leicester
(If wet, in the Secular Hall, Leicester)

AN OUTING
will be arranged for Whit Monday
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CORRESPONDENCE

SCOTLAND AND THE EMPIRE after
Mr. J. Stewart ignores the fact that Scotland itself .vas’, Wi
Ireland and Wales, the first colony of the English Empire. * jwr
temporarily conquered by Edward | and permanently by n
Cromwell, who perhaps deserves the title of Founder .0%-<d,
modern Empire. Mr. Stewart should pay a visit to Smith *
where, only last year, Scottish Nationalists raised a memorr’jy
their national hero, Sir William Wallace, who was barbaro
executed on that spot by English imperialists because °*
refusal to accept colonial status for Scotland. . Of
I must sincerely apologise to Mr. Yoxall, and to the autrio» "
Ecclesiastes, for calling the la.ter an apostle, and for mixing
up with St. Paul. I am indeed pleased to find that the Holy B j,
is even better known to the readers of The Freethinker tha
is to its regular contributors who, like the Pope, are not M
infallible! F. A.R® ~’

NO MATTER ? te
Mr. Nicholson appears determined to distort quite sensible st
ments made by Mr. Cutner and to give them some sort of il
physical twist.

Having read Mr. Cutner’s contributions to T he FreeTihN j
for many years now, | am sure that he has the happy knack *
writing sound common sense that is worth more than the OU ,, us
on words. | do not suppose that Mr. Cutner’s statement that *
world of ours was once something like a gaseous ball on which
life or mind could possibly exist” would be obvious to an A
tralian aborigine — intelligent or otherwise. It is obvious that jj.
Cutner was not writing for Australian aborigines! 1 suggest <
if the Awustralian aborigine was in fact intelligent enough
undergo a few years’ instruction on the findings of science
date, he would readily see that Mr. Cutner’s statement that mat
existed before mind is proved. P. JORf

“NEWS CHRONICLE” GALLUP POLL

The following was, as expected, rejected by the News Chronlclt
“Your Gallup Poll on ARE WE STILL CHRISTIANS ? is '
leading in view of the fact that no mention is made that circu
stances point to the only conclusion which is inevitable. You do 1L
mention that Christianity is hammered into the minds of the Pe0’l
and at the same time no Atheist is allowed ei.her on wireless j
television — or newspapers to explain his views. The secretary
the National Secular Society was asked to speak for five minutes .
God, and the recording was not broadcast. About 20 hours a we
of broadcasting is devoted to religion and none to Atheism. "

“The Gallup Poll reveals that only 6 per cent regard thernsel
as Atheists, and that the overwhelming majority in Britain to*
Affirm their belief in a God, and that the religious man tends "
be happier that the Atheist — the last part is not true and n
worthy of your paper.

“If the Gallup Poll were taken in Russia the Result woU*“iat
the exact opposite. It is just as dishonest for Russia to state 1\
6 per cent only are Christians as it is for Britain to state tha J
per cent only are Atheists. In the first case freedom is not all°)vs
to Christians and in the second freedom is not allowed to Atm1 ,,
You will gain a few more Christian readers. You will not lose »
Atheist readers as they are broadminded. Both the Russian r¢' t
papers and the British have power, but neither seem to realise * p
too much power is danger.” J. ATV

AN ATHEIST’'S APPROACH TO CHRISTIANITY.
A survey of positions by Chapman Cohen.
Price 1/6; postage 3d.

CHALLENGE TO RELIGION. A re-issue of four
lectures by Chapman Cohen. Price 1/6; postage 3d.

MARRIAGE SACERDOTAL OR SECULAR? By
C. G. L. Du Cann. Price 1/-; postage 3d.

AGE OF REASON. Thomas Paine’s masterpiece
with 40-pages introduction by Chapman Cohen.
Cloth 41-: Paper 2/6; postage 4d.
HOW THE CHURCHES BETRAY THEIR CHRIST.
British Christianity critically examined. By C. G. L
Du Cann. Price 1/-; postage 3d.
ESSAYS IN FREETHINKING. By Chapman Cohen.
Series 1, 2, 3, 4 Cloth bound.
Price 6/- each series; postage 6d. each.

THE BIBLE HANDBOOK (10th Edition). By G. W.
Foote and W. P. Ball. Price 4/6; postage 4d.

THE POPES AND THEIR CHURCH. By Joseph
McCabe. Price 2/-; postage 4d.
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