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It must not be thought that we Freethinkers have to 
deal solemnly with solemn things all the time. 1 often find 
a great deal of fun meeting Christians and other religious 
People not so much perhaps with those who have shed 
s°me of the imbecilities of their various religions, as with 
those who appear to have stepped out of the year 30 A.D. 
°r thereabouts from Palestine, and who have learnt nothing 
whatever since.

Among these very addle-headed folk who speak gene
rally for some “Society,”
the funniest from the view 
Point of ordinary common- 
sfnse is an American ver
son of the various Socie
ties we have here for con
certing Jews into Chris
tens. The Heavens may 
fall, the H-bomb may blast 
>ts way through our civilisa- 
t’on, there may be even a War of Extermination—but 
Nothing is so important as making Jews into Christians. 
When 1 think of religious imbecility I can think of nothing 
eore extreme than that.
.This particular bunch of converts calls itself the “New 
r"ork Messianic Witness, Inc.,” and a friend of mine sent 
rpe one of its tracts, which detailed how an orthodox Jew 
''¡'as completely bowled over by a converted Jew, who 
?howed him how thoroughly Jesus Christ was “prophesied” 
*9 the Old Testament, in this case through passages in 
Isaiah. Needless to say, anyone who can use even a modi- 
cum of intelligence can see that Isaiah was dealing with 
Ihe tribulations of Israel and his 53rd chapter was merely 
a description of the people of Israel “personified” as having 
a rough time. When the Gospel writers were making up 
laeir fantastic story of Jesus, they went to the Greek ver
son of the Old Testament, the Septuagint, and any passage 
'vhich could be appropriated to this story was “pinched” 
'rithout the slightest scruple. They were dubbed “pro
ved es,” though prophecies written after the event can 
0,}ly appeal to people so silly that it is useless to argue 
'v*th them.
. Most Jewish converts are hopelessly illiterate, though it 
*? true that there have been a few scholars among them. 
p9d not a few went over because of the way in which 
Christians have so bitterly persecuted Jews—it enabled 
Jhem to be accepted as, for example, were Heine and 
Israeli. It would not be unfair to claim that these great 
5)®n and many others believed neither in Judaism nor in 
Christianity—in private.
. hJow, in the tract I have referred to, readers were asked 
® send for a New Testament in which all the “prophecies” 
ere given in bigger type; and as I always like to read both 

lcIes of any problem, I immediately sent for a copy— 
otifying the “Messianic Witness” who is named Rach- 

^el Frydland, that I have never come across any of the 
ernarkable prophecies of Jesus in the Old Testament, and 
'vould dearly like to know where they could be found.

X, % return of post, so to speak, came a very well printed 
Testament with a Preface, giving, as it says, “Old 

estament Prophecies of the Messiah Fulfilled in the New
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Testament”—there were 18 of them.
Now, it seems incredible, but the compilers of these 

“prophecies” are so sure of the gullibility and credulity of 
their dupes that they did not notice that in not a single 
instance is the word “Messiah.”

It would be futile to give all the 18 “prophecies.” They 
have no more to do with Jesus than they have with the 
flowers that bloom in the spring. Christians, that is, the 
more intellectual ones, have long since recognised this. Dr.

Percy Gardner, for example,

The Gentle A rt 
o f Prophecy

------- By H. C U T N E R ^ ^

faced with the believers 
who still talked about “pro
phecy,” was obliged to 
admit (in his Historic View) 
that “a careful, critical 
examination of the circum
stances of a past prophecy 
which is supposed to have 
met its fulfilment nearly 

always deprives it of its superhuman character, and leaves 
it either without foundation or easily explicable.” But the 
New Commentary of the Bible, edited by Bishop Gore, is 
far more blunt. It says “The Jews do not seem to have 
regarded Isaiah 53 as having any Messianic reference, and 
even in St. Paul’s Christian days he refers but little to this 
chapter.” Paul—if there ever was such a person—would 
certainly have been astonished to find Isaiah’s easily under
stood symbolical reference to his own people was made 
into a “ prophecy” of Jesus\

Prophecy number one tells us (in big print) that “Messiah
was to be born in Bethlehem.” Here it is:

But thou, Bethlehem Ephratah, though thou be little among 
the thousands of Judah, yet out of thee shall he come forth 
unto me that is to be ruler in Israel; whose goings forth have 
been from of old, from everlasting. (Micah 5, 2.)

What this rigmarole really means is known perhaps only to 
God Almighty and Jewish converts. The word “Messiah” 
is, of course, absent, but it will, 1 hope, be worth reading 
a little further into Micah. Verses 3 to 6:

Therefore will he give them up, until the time that which she 
that travaileth hath brought forth; then the remnant of his 
brethren shall return unto the children of Israel. And he shall 
stand and feed in the strength of the Lord in the majesty of 
the name of the Lord his God; and they shall abide; for now 
shall he be great unto the ends of the earth. And this man shall 
be the peace when the Assyrian shall come into our land; and 
when he shall tread in our palaces then we shall raise against 
him seven shepherds and eight principal men. And they shall 
waste the land of Assyria with the sword and the land of Nim
rod in the entrances thereof; thus shall he deliver us from the 
Assyrian. . .

Whether any reader will have the patience to read this 
jargon I cannot tell—but if it has any meaning, it is that 
about the year B.C.700, when Micah is supposed to have 
written it, “this man" will arrange for seven shepherds and 
eight principal men to wage war on the Assyrians and 
waste the land of Nimrod; and Jewish converts tell us that 
“this man" was Jesus, born 700 years afterwards! I can 
fancy nothing sillier in the whole range of prophecy. 1 
wrote and asked Mr. Frydland to be good enough to 
explain this prophecy to me, but neither he nor a gentle
man he referred me to, a Mr. G. R. Mortimer, m .a., of
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the Mildmay Mission to the Jews in London, could pos
sibly have read anything whatever of Micah but the bit 
about Bethlehem. Their ignorance was appalling. Yet Mr. 
Frydland had the impudence to ask me—though he could 
not explain the “prophecy”—to send a donation to the 
Mildmay Mission!

The second “prophecy” is the familiar one about a 
“virgin” being bom, taken from Isaiah. As everybody 
knows who has studied comparative religions, many of the 
Pagan Gods were “virgin” bom, though they did not have 
the assistance of Angels singing hosannahs at their birth. 
To make Jesus at least equal to a Pagan God, he also was 
endowed with a Virgin birth; but to make sure of Jewish 
converts, the Gospel writers hunted up Isaiah in the Greek 
version, the Septuagint, and there was the magic story. 
The Greek translators rendered the Hebrew word “young 
woman” into “virgin,” unaware that Hebrew had a special 
word for “virgin” ; but it was good enough for them as it 
stood, and ever since Christians and Jewish converts alike 
swear by the ’’Virgin” birth. As I have often pointed out 
here, the Catholic Encyclopedia knows perfectly well, how
ever, that “modern theology” (its own term) that is, what 
Christian scholars really believe, considers Matthew was 
mistaken in his quotation from Isaiah; but what can 
“modern theology” do with such converts to religion as 
Messrs. Frydland and Mortimer? Prophecy number four is 
taken from Zechariah and is headed “Messiah was to enter 
Jerusalem in triumph,” and is as follows:

Rejoice greatly, O daughter of Zion; shout, O daughter of 
Jerusalem; behold, thy King cometh unto thee: he is just, and 
having salvation; lowly, and riding upon an ass, and upon a 
colt the foal of an ass.

It will be noticed again that no mention whatever is made 
of “Messiah,” but the brilliant editors of Matthew, utterly

Points from New Books
I n a new  book, Babel in Spain (Hamish Hamilton, 21s.), 
John Haycraft writes about religious processions in Seville. 
He says: “The Macarena is one of the gayest processions. 
It starts out with some three hundred penitents at one in 
the morning. But by eleven o’clock, when the Virgin 
returns to her temple, there are perhaps ten left. The rest 
are in bed, or drinking in bars. “ Eucharistic drunkenness” 
was how I once heard Semana Santa described, and to a 
certain extent it is apposite. Standing in a bar, as a proces
sion stops outside, the visitor is amused, or perhaps 
shocked, to see a crowd of penitents enter, lift their face- 
coverings, hurl a glassful of wine down their throats and 
rush out again. Small boys go round selling cigarettes and 
peanuts to the penitents.”

Happily enough, in another new book, The Holiday 
Beaches of Northern France (Herbert Jenkins, 15s.), Daw
son Gatrix says that at Plonevez-Porzay on the last Sunday 
in August the visitor may witness an example of one of 
Brittany’s most famous Pardons. He writes: “In order that 
nobody shall approach this devout religious ceremony 
under any misapprehension, let them understand from the 
outset that they are going to see very much more than this, 
and something that may offend. What they will see may be 
more like a Pigalle version of Bank Holiday on Hampstead 
Heath, Petticoat Lane, the Flea Market of Paris and Black
pool Pleasure Beach all in one.. . .  This matter having 
been explained, those who are curious can now go to the 
Pardon.”

The readers of Thor Heyerdahl’s new Aku-Aku (Allen 
and Unwin, 21s.) may be sad to learn that there is no 
other organised entertainment for the natives of Easter 
Island but to attend Sunday service. One imagines, though,
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mistaking what was meant by the verses, made Jesus send 
two of his disciples to get an ass and a colt and, as the 
Precious Word says, they “put on them their clothes and 
they set him thereon”—by him, of course, they meant 
Jesus—“and when he was come into Jerusalem all the city 
was moved, saying Who is this?” Jesus is actually made 
sitting on two donkeys, and our Jewish converts call this 
blatant piece of idiocy, “entering Jerusalem in triumph”!

But what says another marvellous “prophecy” ? Here 
the Jewish convert responsible for this conglomeration of 
sheer nonsense lets himself go with a vengeance. The caj> 
tion is, “Messiah was to be rejected by his own people, 
and the “prophecy” is from Isaiah 53:

Who hath believed our report? and to whom is the arm of 
the Lord revealed? He is despised and rejected of men, a man 
of sorrows, acquainted with grief . . .

Note again that the word “Messiah” does not occur; note 
also that the tense of the verb is the present tense—“he is 
despised, etc.,” which at the time of the writer is given as 
about B.C. 712. Note also that if Jesus entered into Jeru
salem, “in triumph,” he could not have been “despised 
and rejected.” When I pointed this out to Mr. Frydland. 
he said this referred to Jesus on the Cross—but there is 
nothing whatever about the Cross in the quotation; and 1 
asked for a further explanation. I ’m afraid Mr. Frydland 
gave me up here in despair. I suspect he would have pre
ferred a donation to being asked inconvenient questions by 
such an out-and-out unbeliever as I am.

If it were not too boring, I could go right through all the 
prophecies which, in the tracts sent out by these people, 
always bowl over orthodox Jews who, it need hardly be 
said, go over immediately—with donations—to Christ Jesus.

But it is hard to believe that anybody takes these people 
seriously except hopeless illiterates.
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that the local priest is going to get a shock when he reads a
Mr. Heyerdahl’s new and thrilling book, for the authof b
managed to win the confidence of the islanders and learnt u
much about the magical practices which are still solemn- a
ised. The wizards hold that they are Christians and that r;
their magic is “another thing, apart.” One wonders hoW J
many converts are converted to what? Certainly, as the f(
local priest bans the consumption of alcohol, one feels that n
the islanders in their turn might be quite startled by r<
accounts of the “religious” processions in Spain and a
France. O sw ell  BlakestoN. a

r<
Religion and Society

“S ince man, especially in prescienlific ages and circles, haj 
conceived supernatural powers according to his fears and 
in ignorance and misinterpretation of the phenomena 01 
nature, his religious codes could scarcely be a true refl°c' 
tion of his social needs. They often perverted social rela' 
tionships and admitted or inspired conduct detrimental 10 
social interests. To such older and more primitive example 
as taboos against useful foods, human sacrifice, religi°u.s 
prostitution, maiming initiation, and stultifying supers^' 
tions, may be added such modern religiously sanctioned 
prescriptions as that against planned parenthood or agaius 
proper medical care of the ill or injured. The religi°uS 
codes often emerge as powerful engines of control to mai*1' 
tain the interests of the established order against the Pr°j 
cesses of change. . . .  In any event, the reconciliation 0 
religious code and social need can never be complete s° 
long as the code is based on dogmatically false concept'011 
of the laws of nature and society.”

[R. M. Maclver and Charles C. H. Page: Society, An 
Introductory Analysis (Macmillan, 1955).]
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An Em inent Victorian
By F. A. RIDLEY

Exactly a century ago, the world of Victorian literature 
and scholarship was engaged in discussing a book by an 
unknown author, which was just then enjoying intema- 
rional success despite its subject matter and its exceptional 
kngth. The author was Henry Thomas Buckle (1821-1862), 
then a comparatively young man who had already achieved 
some renown as a brilliant amateur chess player, but who 
had never before written books. The title of this work was 
An Introduction to the History of Civilisation. The first 
volume appeared in 1857 and the second four years later. 
In May 1862, the author died whilst at Damascus on a tour 
°f the Middle East. His gigantic project for an encyclo
pedic History of Civilisation was reduced to a bare frag
ment, to a part only of the Introduction to the History of 
Civilisation; yet even this unfinished fragment has proved 
sufficient to establish its author as one of the master intel
lects in a great intellectual age.

For reasons to which we shall refer later, Buckle’s work 
enjoyed an immense, but transient, fame and the great 
Philosophical historian has not attracted much attention 
Eom biographers. Both his personality and his ideas are, 
l°day, held to date from the mid-Victorian era prior to 
the adoption of an evolutionary, post-Darwinian, point of 
view. In 1895 another equally great historian, John M. 
Robertson, edited an edition of Buckle, and subsequently 
defended the author in a book entitled Buckle and his 
Critics. Now, almost a century after the appearance of the 
hrst volume of Buckle’s great work, we have an adequate 
and well-documented biography under the title of A Vic
torian Eminence by Giles St. Aubyn. The biographical 
Value of this book is increased by an elaborate biography 
and copious indexes. St. Aubyn and his publishers are to 
he congratulated particularly for again focussing attention 
Ppon a really great, but almost forgotten, figure in the 
annals both of English historical writing and of English 
radical thought. Like his friends and great contemporaries, 
•• S. Mill and Herbert Spencer, Buckle has ultimately paid 
I°r his fame by a subsequent prolonged and unjustified 
neglect. It is now time to rescue this great pioneer of a 
really scientific historiography from his undeserved oblivion 
and with the objectivity of another age, to place Buckle 
against his historical background and thus to estimate his 
respective merits and weaknesses. This task Mr. St. 
'rubyn accomplishes very fairly and fully.
. H. T. Buckle started life with the advantage—an almost 
^dispensable one for a literary freelance as he later 
Pecame—under Victorian capitalism of inheriting a private 
ltlconie of substantial proportions from his father, a suc- 
Cfissful merchant. Without this income Buckle, who had no 
Profession and was self-educated, could hardly have found 

leisure to undertake his gigantic work, upon which he 
'Rvoted his short life in solitary study. Like his predeces
sor Gibbon, he owed his leisure to inherited wealth. His 
'terary fame was crowded into his last five years, and he 
clled at 4 0 . He spent his life in seclusion, only emerging on 
o0e brief occasion when, in 1857, he vigorously cham- 
P'oried a crude, but courageous Cornish well-sinker named 
ooley who, for some harmless if rather elementary criti

c s  of Christianity, received the savage sentence of 18 
fr ith s ’ imprisonment. Buckle made a sensation by the 
Publicity which he attracted to the case by his spirited 
t,uack on Mr. Justice Coleridge, the Judge responsible for 

sentence. Apart from this solitary interposition in the 
a0rld of affairs, Buckle finally undertook the journey to 

e East, in the course of which he died at Damascus.

An Arabic inscription on his tomb predicts that his work 
will long outlive its author; one could, in fact, say that 
Buckle’s work was his life. However, during his short 
period of fame in his last years, Buckle relaxed his solitary 
habits and frequented the brilliant literary society of his 
day, where his prodigious memory attracted much atten
tion, and his exceptional brilliance as a talker was gene
rally acknowledged. Among his associates were such 
famous figures as Mill, Darwin, Spencer, Macaulay and 
Thackeray; a lesser known contact recounted by St. Aubyn 
establishes an interesting link between Buckle and our own 
age. Among the great historian’s feminine admirers was 
Kate Stanley, later to become Lady Amberley and the 
mother of Bertrand Russell, Buckle’s present successor in 
the radical tradition of English thought. Darwin, in par
ticular, greatly admired Buckle’s work, but, though the 
historian immediately accepted Darwin’s evolutionary 
theory when The Origin of Species appeared in 1859, the 
great discovery came too late to be embodied in Buckle’s 
historical theory. His present biographer is of the opinion 
that it is this pre-evolutionary outlook which has been 
largely responsible for the short-lived nature of Buckle’s 
once universal fame.

H. T. Buckle lives by a single book; though the book 
which he actually wrote represented merely a fragment of 
what he had originally intended to produce. However, his 
Introduction to his projected Introduction, was at once 
sufficient to give him world-wide fame. His great book was 
found equally in the libraries of German professors and of 
Russian peasants—and was even quoted on the Russian 
stage! In view of recent events, it is interesting to learn 
that a passion for scientific inquiry already characterised 
the educated Russian people around 1860. Among English 
Radicals the great book was at once hailed as a classic. 
Upon this point the American Encyclopaedia of Social 
Sciences tells us: “Its brash confidence in human progress, 
its lordly generalisations, its apt detail and its swinging 
rhetoric, its attacks on conservatism—especially on clerical 
conservatism—gave it a place superior even to that occu
pied by Comte, Mill and Spencer in the minds of thousands 
of obscure faithful nineteenth century radicals.” However, 
even if some of his generalisations proved to be over
simplified, Buckle was a really great philosophical his
torian, besides being the master of a rather long-winded 
style of Victorian eloquence. He was essentially original 
and his present biographer is, no doubt, correct in stating 
that had he received a formal education at a university, he 
would probably never have written his masterpiece. He is, 
I should say, one of our greatest philosophical historians; 
had he lived thirty years longer and completed his pro
jected History of Civilisation, he might well have been one 
of the greatest in world literature.

We thank Mr. St. Aubyn for reviving the name and 
fame of this great man; we hope that this timely and 
instructive biography will have the wide circulation, in 
particular in Rationalist circles, which both its merits and 
its subject matter deserve.
[A Victorian Eminence. The Life and Works of Henry Thomas

Ruckle, by Giles St. Aubyn. Barrie Books. 25s.]

NEXT WEEK 
S E L F  S A L V A T I O N
By C. G. L. DU CANN
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This Believing World
Rarely in its history of over 1,900 years have the Churches 
had such triumphant publicity as they received this Easter 
from the radio and TV. Apart altogether from the many 
religious programmes which in general deluge us during 
the week, Good Friday was almost taken over by various 
parsons telling us again and again the Grand Old Story of 
the Death and Resurrection of “Our Lord and Saviour 
Christ Jesus.” We had in “Lift up your hearts” a Bible 
reading and comment on “The Agony of God”—an 
“agony” too dreadful to contemplate. Then, of course, 
there was the “Morning Service,” and a harrowing descrip
tion of “The Last Hour,” described as “a Meditation on 
the Passion of our Lord.”

★

At “Five to Ten,” there came “A story, a hymn, and a 
prayer,” later followed by the story of “The Road to 
Emmaus.” Then came a “People’s Service,” packed with 
“The Passion Story” in “hymns and scripture.” And later, 
“With Heart and Voice” we were given (if we had not 
already forgotten all about it) “A Solemn Remembrance 
of the Death of Our Lord Jesus Christ.” For children espe
cially, there was “The Way of the Cross’; and for every
body, a “choral” concert packed with religious music. And 
once again we had to be reminded about it all in a “Medi
tation for Good Friday night,” otherwise some of us might 
even then have again forgotten Jesus.

★

But for those who like their music light they got Stainer’s 
“Crucifixion”—which is described as a “Meditation on the 
Sacred Passion of the Holy Redeemer ” All this was on 
the radio only—but what a feast TV enthusiasts also had, 
beginning with an “hour of worship” from Bromley— 
“God so loved the World.” Then came “The Stations of 
the Cross,” all about “Jesus of Nazareth,” entitled “a cycle 
of plays on the Life of our Lord,” finishing with “An Epi
logue,” again all about the day Christ died “and the even
ing when his suffering was over.”

★  •
On the other hand, ITV got the “agony” over rather 
quickly. We had, naturally, a “Good Friday Family Ser
vice,” no doubt designed for families who preferred look
ing in and eating their hot cross buns comfortably at home 
rather than going to church wondering what they were 
missing at home in the eatable line. In the afternoon we 
were given “The Crucifixion” again, no doubt with all the 
usual excruciating details—but that was all in the way of 
“services.” There was, however, a discussion on “Are new 
cathedrals necessary?” with a vigorous “yes” from the 
Bishop of Guildford, who is quite sure that there is now a 
genuine religious revival going on in England. And judging 
by all these radio shows and TV exhibitions, one would 
imagine there was.

What is the real truth? Apathy, apathy, and still more 
apathy. Most Christians naturally believe in Jesus Christ, 
but what the word “believe” means with them is a different 
matter. Ask almost any married lady whether she believes 
in the Virgin Birth and see how difficult she finds it to 
keep from laughing. And the same with Devils, Angels, 
and Miracles. In spite of the terrific exertions of the BBC 
and ITV, can anyone truthfully say that there is nowadays 
more belief than ever in the story of Christianity?

★

For example, we get columns of tosh on “Prayer” in the 
Daily Express with the assurance from Mr. Godfrey Winn 
—who can beat anybody in writing and speaking the kind

of thing best described as maudlin—that he “has seen it 
work” ; and a similar assurance from a lady, who proudly 
tells us that she is “a Christian and a Catholic.” We won
der whether prayer worked in the case of the six millions 
of men, women and children who were butchered and tor- 
turred by Christian Germans at the command of the 
Roman Catholic Hitler. But perhaps it only works in the 
case of popular writers like Mr. Winn and Catholic ladies.

★

If there is one thing which is quite unknown, it is the date 
of the Crucifixion—assuming that one ever took place. 
However, for the London Evening News this is a small 
matter as nothing is easier than inventing a date. In a new 
version of “The Easter Story” by P. G. Munro Smith, he 
starts with giving us the exact date of the “emergency 
meeting” held by the Jewish Sanhedrim “about a certain 
young man from Nazareth.” It was “March 17, A.D. 29.” 
Thus is history made—and falsified. There is literally no 
scrap of proof for this date, or even for “ the emergency 
meeting.” No wonder Christians hate the word “evidence.”

The Rising Generation
XXIX — M O S E S

It w ould  not be unfair to state that almost every Christian 
and Jew without exception believes the story of Moses as 
related in the Bible. He is the great Law-giver, the author 
of the Pentateuch, the Israelite leader to whom were given 
the Ten Commandments. And his name and fame will be 
perpetuated for long years ahead.

Yet there is not a particle of evidence of any kind that 
he ever lived at all. Not a scrap of archaelogical proof has 
ever been unearthed confirming a single word of the Bible 
story.

On the contrary indeed. What has been discovered is that 
Moses is just one of the many great men who have been 
invented to give point to and a raison d ’être for, a people’s 
mythical history. ,

The Old Testament is a compilation of myths and' 
legends, some founded perhaps on fact, and adapted by 
later Jewish writers as having happened in their own histori
cal past. Moses is the Jewish adaptation of one of the 
stories floating round the East about various men and 
Gods. For example, we can take the well-known God 
Bacchus — the God of wine, among other things. He was 
found on the waters in an ark; so was Moses. Bacchus was 
styled a “lawgiver” ; so was Moses. Bacchus had two 
mothers, his nurse as well as his true mother. So had 
Moses, his own mother and Pharaoh’s daughter. Both 
Moses and Bacchus are represented as having horns in their 
heads. Bacchus “dried up” the rivers Orontes and Hyd' 
arpes so that he could cross them dryshod. Moses passed 
through the Red Sea in the same way. Bacchus struck 
water out of a rock; so did Moses. The rod of Bacchus 
changed into a dragon; the rod of Moses, into a serpent- 
Bacchus was called Osaraph; Josephus calls Moses, Arsaph- 
Bacchus married a Ziporah; Moses married a Zipporah- 

There are many other astonishing parallels between the 
two, and no doubt they influenced the famous Bishop 
Colenso (1814-1883) in his great studies on the Pentateuch 
to say that it could not have been written by Moses, aflb 
further, “that the Mosaic narratives by whomsoever writ' 
ten cannot be regarded as historically true.”

And Bishop Colenso stands still unanswerable, as whe*1 
he made that astonishing statement. H ^
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TO CORRESPONDENTS
Geo. Dutton.—While there is only one F reethinker there are 
dozens of Christian papers. Can you persuade one of them to 
Publish G. I. Bennett’s arrticle and your reply alongside? If none 
°t them has the courage, can you find some Christian official 
representative to answer Mr. Bennett in The F reethinker? If 
none will, then send us the evidence for any single one of your 
Unsupported assertions.

M. Beddow Bayly, G. Bibby (Secretary, National Anti- 
Vivisection Society), Pat Sloan (General Secretary, British Soviet 
friendship Society) and other animal lovers who have written.— 
Many thanks for your further comments, but we adhere to our 
Published decision to close the controversy for the present. We 
*111 retain your communications and advise you next time the 
controversy is opened. Meanwhile, we have shown Mr. Hammcrs- 
Jcy your comments. His article was not written in any spirit of 
dogmatism but merely to present a case as put by a speaker at 
Leicester.

Wf. regret that owing to the Easter holidays and other 
unavoidable causes, there will be some delay in acknow
ledging receipts, orders, etc., to the Pioneer Press. We are 
doing our utmost now to deal with everything and expect 
to restore our normal deliveries in a very short time.

★

T he unexpurgated Autobiography of Charles Darwin has 
just been published by Collins at 16 shillings. We have not 
yet come by it, but we note that Darwin’s granddaughter. 
Lady Nora Barlow (who edits the book) has reinserted 
passages which were suppressed at the wish of Darwin’s 
wife. Some of these record the great scientist’s scepticism. 
One (quoted in The Observer, 6/4/58) expressed his view 
of Christianity. “I can indeed hardly see how anyone ought 
to wish Christianity to be true,” he wrote, “for if so, the 
plain language of the text seems to show that those men 
who do not believe—and this would include my Father, 
Brother and almost all my best friends—will be everlast
ingly punished. And this is a damnable doctrine.”

★

S ir H arold N icolson , reviewing the book, says the 
modern mind does not find it “so repugnant that the Old 
Testament should have been criticised as a tribal myth, 
provided only that the New Testament retains unimpaired 
the beauty and the incitement of its philosophy.” Can it be 
that Sir Harold thinks the hell-fire idea is confined to the 
Old Testament? If that is the case it may go some way 
towards explaining what has puzzled us for some time: 
why, though he was an “agnostic,” Sir Harold resolutely 
refused to put in a word for unbelievers when he was a 
Governor of the BBC.

Lecture Notices, Etc.
INDOOR

Bristol Rationalist Group (Co-operative Hall, Prewett Street). 
Wednesday, April 23rd, 7.30 p.m.: B. K. Preuss, “A Rationalist 

' „ Approach to the United Nations Organisation.”
Bradford Branch N.S.S. (Mechanics Institute).—Sunday, April 

20th, 7 p.m.: 0 . C. Drewitt, “My Years as a Monk.”
^°uth Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 

\  W.C.l).—Sunday, April 20th, 11 a.m.: W. E. Swinton, ph .d ., 
v„“The Religion of Success.”
•Vales and Western Branch N.S.S. (Bute Town Community 

Centre).—Tuesday, April 22nd, 7.30 p.m.: L. Ebury, “Wherein 
ls Salvation—Science or God?”

OUTDOOR
Edinburgh Branch N.S.S. (The Mound).—Every Sunday after- 
. noon and evening: Messrs. Cronan, Murray and Slemen. 
Vj’ndon (Tower Hill).—Thursday, 12-2 p.m.: J. W. Barker. 
Manchester Branch N.S.S. (Deansgate Blitzed Site).—Every week
ly . 1 p.m.: G. Woodcock. Sunday, 8 p.m.: Messrs. Wood- 
^ cock, M ills and Wood.
’Qrth London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond Hampstead).— 
Every Sunday, noon: Messrs. L. Ebury and A. Arthur. 

•ottingnam Branch N.S.S. (Old Market Square).—Friday. 1 p.m.: 
Messrs. T. M. Mosley and R. Powe. Sunday, 11.30 a.m.: 

Powe.W,®st London Branch N.S.S.—-Every Sunday, at the Marble Arch 
Lorn 4 p.m.: Messrs. L. Ebury, A. Arthur and J. W. Barker.

Notes and News
1958 Annual Conference of the National Secular 

°ciety will be held on Whit Sunday, May 25th, in the 
. o-operative Hall, Nottingham. A number of hotel rooms 
We been provisionally reserved, but accommodation is 

: ery limited, and members who intend to be present should 
j iorm the General Secretary, N.S.S., 41 Gray’s Inn Road, 
tr°ndon, W.C.l, as soon as possible. Please state whether 
iln8le or double room and for which nights they are
^Uired.

- ★
As usual, the BBC was right up to date with the news on 
Easter Sunday morning. Just after the last stroke of Big 
Ben, the flash came through: “Jesus Christ is risen today.” 
Appropriate hallelujahs followed and then, after a suit
able pause, we got on to the insignificant stuff—H-bombs 
and the like!

★
A veteran Irish reader, aged 82, tells us that an old play
mate of his who became a Roman Catholic priest often 
used to remark: “I shall not feel happy unless I see you 
safely on the other side.” Recently, the priest, now a 
canon, has been sending his curate to try to accomplish 
a conversion. “1 can feel no enmity for the canon," says 
our reader, “he has a great regard for me, and he is per
fectly genuine, but I have told both him and the curate that 
I shall die a Freethinker.” And he adds with a chuckle: “I 
have a few questions up my sleeve for the curate’s next 
visit.”

★

T he British film, Innocent Sinners, revolves around a 
young girl’s desire for a garden of her own in a built-up 
area of London. At times it is amusing; more often it is 
banal. We mention it here because of the intrusion of 
Roman Catholicism—a feature of many American films, 
but, as yet, rare in our own. When a wealthy young man, 
who is a trustee of a blitzed Roman Catholic church, brings 
his fiancee to see the building, the child prays to the Virgin 
Mary that the couple should lunch at her guardian's high 
class but unsuccessful restaurant. We watch the big car 
drive past the restaurant, stop, and then reverse to it. 
The couple then go in to eat. Yes, it is as silly as that at 
times. Let us hope that it is not indicative of what British 
film studios have in store for us!
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My Years as a Monk
AN I R R E L I G I O U S  I N T E R P R E T A T I O N

By O. C. DREWITT (Ex-Father Norbert, o .p .)

T he Protestant E nglishman’s idea of a monk is 
frequently confined to the pages of Robin Hood. Or he 
may remember a wall-picture at school, displaying fat men 
in aprons. There his idea finishes, and, if you take him 
over a ruined abbey or priory, he does not know what to 
look for, or what anything means when you show it him. 
This particularly applies to the church, where the relics of 
the medieval Mass, from the high altar to the sedilia in the 
south wall of the chancel, are unintelligible to him. Dis
located sentimentalities—for example, the legend of St. 
Francis and the birds—he may have heard about, and he 
may enjoy tangled recollections of having been taught 
something once about Cranmer and Bloody Mary. But of 
what the Catholic Middle Ages meant, of the complex, 
closely interconnected historical institutions and doctrines 
that characterised them, he has only feeble impressions.

None of which would greatly matter in the twentieth 
century were it not for the fact that, with no guidance 
beyond this nebulous information, he may be a parent who 
sends his children to a convent—which he does in the 
belief that, although the teachers have superstitions about 
the devil and eat fish, they offer a “sound education.”

Child psychologists are not agreed upon what a “sound 
education” is, but the convents have it, because everybody 
says so. He therefore believes it, just as he believes that all 
girls in Honolulu wear grass skirts or that the Greek 
Church in Cyprus is a form of Mau-Mau.

Such disorganised knowledge is not a basis for an intel
ligent discussion. I shall, for this reason, give a short 
account of the beginnings of the monastic Order to which 
I formerly belonged, after which we can proceed to life in 
these monasteries today. I shall venture a number of mar
ginal observations on the way, and finally draw some con
clusions.

The beginnings of the Dominican Order, which is also 
termed the Order of Preachers, have to be visualised on 
the background of medieval, feudal society. The monas
teries in which I lived and studied were drenched in medie
valism. Their customs and methods of teaching are still 
fundamentally those of the thirteenth century.

These monks, or friars, were the black friars of the 
Middle Ages. Among them were many celebrated names. 
Thomas Aquinas, the fanatical Florentine Savonarola, the 
painter Fra Angelico, the notorious Torquemada, were 
Dominicans. The heretic and freethinker, Giordano Bruno, 
who placed the Jewish record on the level of Greek myths 
and defended the astronomy of Copernicus, was a Domi
nican.

The founder, Dominic Guzman, was bom in Old Castile 
and became a canon in the cathedral chapter of Osma. 
From 1205 to 1215 Dominic preached among the Albi- 
genses in Languedoc, having been charged to do so by 
Pope Innocent III. Hie Albigenses were a powerful here
tical sect, whose doctrines were sufficiently repellent to 
oblige Innocent III to call on the secular princes to sup
press them by force. For seven years Southern France was 
devastated by one of the bloodiest wars in medieval his
tory. Dominic’s friend, Simon de Montfort, was leader of 
the anti-Albigensian crusade. Dominic, according to the 
historian Griizmacher, “took no part in the crusade.” He 
devoted himself to preaching, self-flagellation and pious 
exercises. His attitude to the war, we are told, was one of 
detachment and Christian love. He only prayed for the

success of the crusaders’ arms at the battle of Muret.
The Order of St. Dominic grew out of the band of 

preachers who joined him at this time. By 1214 the 
nucleus was formed. It was called the “Holy Preaching.” 
Dominic went to Rome to obtain permission to found his 
Order. The foundation was confirmed by Pope Honorius 
in 1216, and Dominic died at Bologna in 1221.

Rigid orthodoxy governed the Dominican philosophy 
from its foundation. The black friars, by virtue of it, played 
a dominant part in the elaboration of a dogmatic and 
moral theology that became so intricate in application to 
every field as to inhibit independent movement. The result 
was the Scholasticism of the later Middle Ages. The same 
theological system underlies the pronouncements of the 
Vatican in the twentieth century. Modem Catholic theolo
gians are equally armed with the principles of an intricate 
doctrine which, if obeyed, inhibits independent movement.

For this the Dominican Order was largely responsible, 
and even by the year of Dominic’s death its influence had 
spread over Western Europe, in Italy, France, Spain, 
Poland and Bohemia. Black friars were established in Eng
land in the same year, and were soon penetrating Den
mark, Sweden, Russia, Greece, Palestine and central Asia 
—the vanguard of the biggest theological advance of the 
Middle Ages, protected by the Catholic princes and blessed 
by Rome.

Chairs were rapidly acquired by the Dominicans in the 
universities of Paris, Bologna, Palencca, Oxford, Padua, 
Cologne, Vienna, Prague and Salamanca. The London 
Dominicans were first at Lincoln’s Inn. In 1275 they 
migrated to Printing House Square, giving its name to 
Blackfriars. In 1559 the English communities were sup
pressed. There were none for a hundred years, but this has 
been the only break in continuity. In 1658 the Dominican 
Thomas Howard, afterwards Cardinal, established an Eng
lish house at Bornhem, near Antwerp, and there have been 
English Dominican communities ever since. Some half- 
dozen English priories exist today. There have been four 
Dominican Popes—Innocent V, Benedict XI, Pius V and 
Benedict XIII. The friars, who are males, form the “firs* 
order.” The nuns, females, are the “second order.” These 
nuns are “enclosed.” There is a more active “third order,’ 
comprising non-enclosed nuns and secular tertiaries.

The following is largely autobiographical. I spent nine 
years leading the religious life of the Dominican Order, 
after which I obtained permission to work in a secular 
capacity, but still as a Catholic, “in the world.” The sub
sequent seven years passed in teaching and pursuing my 
studies in psychology and biology, and in philosophy. The 
idea remained for some time of formulating a modernist 
faith which it would be possible to preach in the twentieth 
century. The Catholic modernist movement had interested 
me very much while I was still in the Order, and I con
tinued to believe for several years that the work of Father 
Tyrrell and Loisy in particular, and to some extent that t>t 
Baron von Hiigel, were contributions of permanent value 
which could ultimately be reconciled with a reintegrated 
orthodoxy. The writings of Bergson interested me f°r 
similar reasons, particularly because Evolution Creatr>ce 
offered a possible bridge between Scholastic psychology 
and the dynamic psychologies and biological concepts 0 
the twentieth century. Freud and Jung I had read befor® 
entering the Dominican Order, and I considered Jungs
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findings another possible link, chiefly in connection with 
the problem of relating the Christ myth and the sacra
mental theology of the medieval Church to the pagan 
religions.

These illusions can be dispelled only after the psycho- 
Wological principles explained at the end of this series 
have been understood and applied, which is difficult for 
People who have been subjected to the Catholic system of 
brainwashing.

Consequently the formulation of a viable modernist 
creed continued to occupy me for a long time, but recon
structions continually broke before the cumulative impact 
cf science, particularly biology. The difficulty may have 
been aggravated by reading Darwin, and also Haeckel, at 
the age of fifteen. Orchids, earthworms, embryos, lancelets, 
Phylogeny and ontogeny, conjured up a scientific universe 
•rreconcilable with religion. Irrespective of conjectural 
solutions to particular problems, such as the Adam and 
Fve myth or the “physical premotion” of an omnipotent, 
omniscient God, where special pleading coupled with poor 
tocus could suggest plausible fusions of science and dogma, 
the cumulative evidence prevailed. The evolutionary pro
cess belonged to another universe where “design” and
Purpose,” where they existed at all, had an irreligious 

meaning. Apologists argued that such opinions were anti
quated or “woolly,” their exponents discredited. Similar 
methods were used with reference to Freud or dialectical 
materialism. “Victorian” was a fashionable epithet, and 
the doctrine had been “exploded,” but usually little could 
be unearthed beyond the fact that an obscure writer had 
found it disagreeable.

Wading through polemical refuse to find out what had 
been discovered, “Victorian” or otherwise, took years. 
Possibly the early influence of an agnostic grandfather 
made me view reappraisals of nineteenth-century science 
'vtth caution. He was a scientist, trained at Breslau and 
London, and an aroma of Tylor, Huxley, Darwin and 
hhieckel enveloped him. Coaching in physics and chemistry 
m eleven, and the reading of J. H. Fabre at the age of nine, 
were due to this grandfather. He had a streak of militant 
secularism and I remember a day, as a small child, when 
he found me with a Bible and collapsed with laughter. 
Recording to psychoanalysis, identifications with good (or 
bad) adults in childhood affect the character for life.

(To be continued)
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From Poland
j^T the proposal of the distinguished Freethinker, Pro
fessor Jezierski, the Krakow Branch of Polish Atheists and 
freethinkers established recently a Scientific Research 
jrentre of Religiology and Independent Ethics in connec- 
I °n with Kracow University. Members of the Centre give 
matures in the Freethought Discussion Club which has 
v.Cen founded recently by the Municipal Cultural Centre in 
Lrakow.

Another proposal by Dr. Jezierski is for the establish
ment of an International Home Study University under the 
Jgis of UNESCO. The aim would be the education of 
r?nth for independent thinking on problems connected 
, ‘ffi the moral, social and economic welfare of mankind— 
0(peace, humanism and world citizenship.
: The President of the Society of Atheists and Freethinkers

Poland, Dr. Andrzej Mowicki, is in correspondence with 
A® Manchester N.S.S. Branch Secretary, Mrs. Rogals, and 
( *s her that he is compiling an article on Karl Pearson, 
r°m the books she supplied to him.

The Control of Procreation
By R. READER

In general, human activities become controlled only when 
they arouse both public indignation and a public sense of 
danger. Thus, animal experiments, many of which are 
wantonly cruel and useless, do not excite alarm. They 
therefore continue. But one unfortunate mouse in the soup 
empties a restaurant immediately. Mice transmit diseases, 
and not even the clerical gentleman in the corner assuring 
us it is a sacred mouse can stop the stampede.

Similarly with overpopulation. Far Eastern famine and 
Indian birthrates elicit intellectual appreciation and sym
pathy, but they are too remote from the everyday affairs 
of most people to excite feeling—the mainspring of human 
action. On the other hand, the average person feels very 
strongly about his own personal difficulties and problems. 
Public opinion on overpopulation can therefore be aroused 
by discussing the subject in terms of individual, personal 
problems.

Thus, Mrs. A complains of poor quality foods. She must 
be told that the soil, drenched with chemicals for quantity 
before quality, is nearing exhaustion, and that, only ten 
years hence, the position will be far worse. Mr. B raves 
about his woods being chopped down. He is quite illogical, 
because trying to multiply dividends by multiplying con
sumers inevitably multiplies building and destroys the 
countryside. Mr. B, in fact, is the author of his own 
trouble. Miss C loathes the foreigners. Her missionary 
grandfather, however, spent 50 years indoctrinating them 
with the “Increase and multiply.” If they now overspill 
their own countries—if Tunisia, Algeria, Arabia, Morocco, 
Kenya, Egypt, India, Sumatra, Indonesia are now buzzing 
like demented hives—whose the fault? And Mr. D’s 
expensively-educated sons’ poor jobs. Why should Mr. E’s 
son fare better than they? And, in any case, what will 
happen, also ten years hence, when the 1947 “birthrate 
bulge” is seeking employment? Dr. E, a professional 
psychiatrist, is greatly concerned by the enormous, and 
increasing, numbers of psychoneurotics. Has he remarked 
how, when large numbers of human beings herd together in 
small spaces (e.g., in conference rooms and in public trans
ports) the collective nervous tension rrises, throwing an 
increased strain on all? Or that the growing dementia of 
world affairs might be attributable to this cause?

A million similar examples could be given, but the 
essential is that overpopulation should first be related to 
the individual problem. Afterwards the discussion may 
gradually be widened until the monstrous truth becomes 
apparent, namely, that the present gigantic outpouring of 
money and brains on nuclear devices is a natural logical 
end of our outworn social and religious notions: that a 
world war is simply a biological drama which carries out, 
brutally and inhumanly, a task which reason should have 
accomplished painlessly two decades before: that, like 
cattle in the field, mankind takes no heed of the morrow, 
and like cattle, its end is the same. Gradually, the fact 
must be presented and faced; the weapons of one country 
have come into being to correct the surplus production of 
human flesh of the other country, until public indignation 
and, above all. a public sense of danger is strong enough 
to force the following reforms:

1. No new family allowances or rebates to be allowed 
one year after an announced date. 2. Birthrate propaganda 
to be made a major felony, punishable by heavy terms of 
imprisonment. 3. Legalisation of abortion and sterilisa
tion in approved clinics. 4. The imposition of heavy fines 
in cases where parents ignore the appeal thus made to their
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intelligence and foresight. 5. The young to be taught that 
childless sexual happiness is more conducive to happiness 
—and therefore more valuable to the world—than sexual 
hysteria with a nursery. 6. All, whatever their social class, 
to be taught that procreation is not an inalienable right, but 
a privilege to be earned. 7. The education of girls and 
women out of baby-worship and the opening of all profes
sions to women on the same terms as men.

The above measures form the foundation for a new 
world—that “better world” that the politicians are always 
babbling about. And it is no exaggeration to say that today 
the lives of all of us depend on them. Those who talk of 
race suicide should be asked what purpose is served in 
having battalions ready to plunge, bayonets fixed, into 
areas tenable only by radioactive corpses. Also, what tiny 
fraction of Britain’s 50 millions can design, manufacture, 
or just use atomic weapons? What can the others do but 
get in the way and cause panics?

Lastly, a second powerful lever may be used. Nobody 
likes to be the dupe of others. Yet that is precisely the 
position of millions today. A scrap book can be filled in a 
week with cuttings from the popular press extolling the 
increase and multiply, deliberately twisting news, com
ments, opinions, articles and photographs. It is the perfect 
answer to those who pretend that procreation cannot be 
controlled.

To sum up: You have a personal problem. It is related 
to overpopulation. Your friend is in the same case. You 
can see, by the ordinary processes of thought, that millions 
must also be affected in the same way. In fact, through the 
intricate mechanism of economic life and international 
relationships, your very life is in jeopardy, at the mercy of 
others' procreation. What is standing in the way of 
reforms? The delirium of a handful of religious neurotics, 
posing as the custodians of all that is desirable in human 
living!

CORRESPONDENCE
FROM TRINIDAD
Now that secularism is firmly planted here, religious bccasions 
and ceremonies are noted with interest, and not without a little 
comment. On February 1st and 2nd Billy Graham closed a 
United Evangelical Crusade with his enthusiastic preaching, which 
was given all the publicity possible, from the radio, the press, 
etc. One newspaper mentioned that the Doctor converted 8,000 in 
one hour, though no mention was made as to how many con
verted Hindus and Moslems were in the 8,000. Secularists here 
carried a vigorous campaign before his arrival, and he took time 
off to mention something of it to his followers. Now it is a 
remarkable thing that exactly three days after the departure of 
Billy Graham the Roman Catholics had a stupendous ceremony 
commemorating the centenary of Lourdes, which was kept at 
fresco in a recreation field, the only place available to accommo
date 16,000 believers. At the arrival, the Archbishop inspected a 
guard of honour, comprising Boy Scouts, Girl Guides, and the 
Cadet Corps, after which, standing on an elevation, he blessed 
the crowd, thus doing what the American evangelist could not do. 
A few days ago the Anglican Church erected a 5001b. cross and 
statue of Christ in one of their churches. The value of the cross 
and statue is said to be something like $5,000. What benefit that 
cross and statue would be to the community one cannot see!

F. F. Corbie (Trinidad).
BBC RELIGION
In The F reethinker for February 28th, page 69, Canon McKay 
gives some religious statistics apparently on church attendance, 
which are not entirely intelligible to us of the unbaptised in the 
wilds of America. Will you be good enough to explain: the terri
tory covered, i.e. the amount of total population included and 
the significance of the various categories; Sunday morning service 
in all regions, people’s service, Sunday half-hour, meeting point, 
Life up your Hearts.

I might add that recently I participated in a check of church 
attendance at Sunday morning service in Yakima, where it was

found that approximately 20% of the population were in atten
dance. I ra D. Cardiff- |
Washington. , i
[The figures given by Canon McKay were estimates for radio ano | 
TV programmes of the BBC, not for actual church attendance.
Ed.]

JESUS NOT CHRIST ,
I take the liberty of appealing to my fellow Freethinkers not to 
use the name Christ when referring to “Jesus of Nazareth.” No 
Jew will employ the term in this connection and for good reason, 
as it implies that Jesus was the Anointed Messiah. Freethinkers, 
whateever their racial origins, should do the same.

One could resort to the original name Yeshua bar Yosef or the | 
Hellenised form found in the Grreek “New Testament”; but the 
Vulgate rendering Jesus has been adopted in the English, French, 
German and Spanish translations; it is Gesu in Italian and Jisusu 
in Rumanian. So we may stick to Jesus but, please, without the 
appellation Christ.

W. A. Osborne (Emeritus-Professor, University of Melbourne)- 
MR. DU CANN AND JESUS
It would be interesting to learn what led Mr. H. A. Rogerson to 
believe that Mr. C. G. L. Du Cann is a defender of the gospel 
Jesus. In his 18-page pamphlet, The Faults and Failings of Jesus 
Christ, Mr. Du Cann finds Jesus lacking in almost every desirable 
quality associated with intelligent, sociable human beings. Every 
charge that Mr. Rogerson lists to show that Jesus Christ, judged 
by modern standards, is unworthy of emulation or admiration, 
and many more besides, can be found more powerfully presented 
in Mr. Du Cann’s pamphlet. In his own words, “The mind or 
Jesus Christ was a defective mind.” H. IrvinG-
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Obituary
William H enry Talbot IIayhow, of West Ham and District 
Branch, National Secular Society, had not been well for a long 
time, but his death came at the age of 59 with shocking sudden
ness just before Easter. At his wish, he was cremated at Manor 
Park Crematorium on Tuesday, April 8th, 1958, and a secular 
service was conducted by the General Secretary, N.S.S., Mrs- 
F. G. Warner representing the Branch. We send our sincere sym
pathies to Mrs. Hayhow, who is also a member of the West Ham 
Branch, and to her son and daughter-in-law.

Edward Charles H artgill, of Islington, London, whose death 
also took place shortly before Easter, had never recovered from 
the loss of his wife, Amelia, who died last August. We may say 
of him, what he said of her, that he was a genuinely good man. 
who never knowingly did anybody any harm. As in the case m 
Mrs. Hartgill, the General Secretary of the N.S.S. officiated at the 
interment at Islington Cemetery in the presence of Mr. HartgiUs 
daughters, to whom we send our deepest sympathy.

“Is it another Economic Blizzard?” “Vote-catching and the 
I.L.P.!” “The Catholic Church Today.” See April SOCIALIST 
STANDARD, price 6d. Send today for free specimen copy."'' 
The Socialist Party of G reat Britain, 52 Clapham High 
Street, S.W.4.
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