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Ocf|l THE LATE "OPE “shuffled off this mortal coil” in
Cal! r *e more intelligent members of the Roman
faf elc Church must have been extremely relieved. In
nra’-11 Would not be surprisin? if theY had actually been
|v vi?8 for a “happy death” for his late Holiness! For
WS whbhst an experienced diplomat of the old school,
ni|SLea"y a rehc °f a bygone age, and like his opposite
he ir at e Gremlin, had survived into a world which
uid ooi reslly umdes

shnd. The accession of the
Present Pope was then
Widely hailed as signifying a
change in general policy and
‘n world outlook by the
ratican.
’oine Moves with the Times

Up to the present time, it
gatl hardly e affiries that
pr Actions of his present Holiness and his entourage have
Of Oisely set the Tiber on fire. However, a recent item
t0 B* s announced at the beginning of March does appear
A mhdicate that the new post-Pacelli regime will actually
¥o~niething to implement the hopes of its supporters,
atr pP0 J°hn has just announced the proximate creation
W* Lonc™ave in the near future of several new Cardinals
£0.°\as such, will have a vote in the election of the present
~N|~s successor (Pope John is 78) and may themselves
LhQOrsclered fer election. In that, there is nothing very
A a |, but there are several unusual features in the newly
CarrliCed  creaf'on- Most surprising, one of the new
a .nals is an African, a Negro Bishop from the British-
ent  Stered territory of Tanganyika. As such, he repre-
Cols fhe first pure-blooded African to be admitted to the
wjij eSe of Cardinals, the supreme Senate of the world-
tllee Roman Catholic Church. Almost equally novel is
)a a%o intended appointment of a Japanese, the first
"Rticse, though not the first Asiatic Cardinal. Another
do at,c is a Filipino from what is at present the only pre-
ma Itlar>tly Catholic land in Asia (the island Archipelago
the @ a’ter I*ie *most Catholic” King of Spain, Philip_ II.
an “arr>e King who sent the Spanish Armada against
traj. gr island in the West) and also — as opposed to
ei8hn°na® Nat’can practice — the majority (six out of
aue the new Cardinals are non-lItalians. Does this
bon r w™at many observers now expect: that the next
Hte or the one after, will be a non-ltalian? For there
tho” a clear non-Italian majority among the Cardinals,
forJp not yet, I think, the two-thirds majority necessary
RolJle Va'd canonical election of a Pope.

£ a and the Coloured Races
Conrad this routine announcement of the creation of
i Ured Cardinals, there seems to be a profound change
strat *development of, the international policy and world
of pQy of the Roman Catholic Church. For the Church
fri- OrPe. whilst it traditionally has possessed a coloured
bred 'n Asia, Africa and the Americas, is primarily and
rhgjo°minantly, a white, a European, Church. Tlie vast
’hernKy Past a°d present adherents were, or are
Qjg rs °f one or other of the white races of European

“n- So also, have been the bulk of its Popes. There
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were, apart from its legendary Founder, St. Peter, a few
bona fide Asiatics among the early Popes; whilst the
famous — or infamous — Borgias are reputed to have
been of Negro descent. (A Negro was once offered but
declined, the See of Canterbury.) But for many centuries
past at least, every Pope has been a member of one or
other of the white races. However, the world changes and
so, despite its allegedly immutable character, does the
Vatican as well. We are en-
tering a phase in which the
coloured races are beginning
to play a much more signi-
ficant role than they have
played in, at least, recent
centuries. In the case of
Africa, a much more impor-
tant role in world affairs
than it has ever played be-
fore since the days of the Pharaohs. As our contemporary,
the Daily Express, commented in a special article on the
new Cardinals about to be created by Pope John, the Vati-
can evidently realises what Mr. Macmillan has recently
described as “the wind of change” that is now blowing
through the length and breadth of the African Continent.
Our contemporary also adds, no doubt correctly, that the
simultaneous creation of Asiatic Cardinals from Japan and
the Philippines, indicates the present intention of Rome to
fortify these particular Asiatic States against the new Com-
munist “yellow” (or red) peril which threatens to spread
from China all over the Far East.
East and \West

Taking a broad view of the historic process as it has
unfolded throughout the centuries, one cannot fail but to
notice how hitherto Asiatic and European civilisations have
successively superseded each other. Human civilisation
which originated in the East with Chaldea and Egypt,
then swung to the West in the heyday of Greece and Rome.
Whereas after the Fall of Rome (5th century) again the
balance of human civilisation swung to the East, where
China and the Arabic courts depicted in The Arabian
Nights, far outshone the darkest Europe of the Dark Ages.
In modern times conversely (as the Indian publicist K. M.
Pannikar has recently demonstrated) European civilisation
and its agents, the white races, have extended their sway
over virtually the entire globe, a process that culminated
in the Victorian 19th century. Now, however, we appear
to be upon the eve of a new phase, one tills time in which
not only Asia but equally Africa, are now rising to parity
with — perhaps eventually even to superiority over — the
white-skinned races and civilisation of the West. In which
connection it may be added that the racist theories of in-
herent and inalienable white superority held by Hitler and
liis present would-be imitators (including, alas, the Ameri-
can Truth Seeker) date from the past era. Nor, incidentally,
are they peculiar to the white races, for Chinese and Arabic
annals indicate superiority on the part of these coloured
races in bygone ages.
Rome and the Racial Question

We are disposed to agree (for once!) with the Daily
Express that Pope John’s decision to create more coloured
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Cardinals, indicates his awareness of the growing impor-
tance of the non-European races, particularly perhaps in
Africa. Rome has one immense advantage over “national”
Churches like the Established Churches of England and
Scotland or the Lutheran and Orthodox Churches: as a
cosmopolitan institution, she can shift her emphasis from
age to age. For after all, neither her “divine founder,”
Christ, nor her human founder, Peter, were pure-blooded
Aryans. No doubt if circumstances continue to evolve
upon their present course, the Jew(?) St. Peter, will even-
tually number Chinese, Indians, and Africans among his
“infallible” successors. We may even have a Russian in
due course! Furthermore, we may expect Heaven to regis-
ter the current practice of the Vatican; for in a future
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African, or Japanese Church, what more natural than a
black Christ or a yellow Virgin? Certainly no one W
ever be able to prove that either of these so dubious!)
historical characters was really a bom fide Aryan. But P

us end on a more serious note: behind all the ceaseles

process of adaptation which has accompanied the evolution
of the Roman Catholic Church since it first emerged h'ail
the Roman catacombs 19 centuries ago, lies a single pr®
sistent and consistent word — strategy. The Vatican stoop
only that it may conquer. Behind all its theological an

political changes, a single purpose remains constant: tn

pursuit, attainment and perpetual preservation of won

power.

After Stalin

By P.

Certain people Sstill like to ridicule our activities as
“flogging a dead horse.” However, thanks to the ceaseless
boosting of religion on radio and television, the horse is
still very much alive and kicking.

In Lenin’s Soviet Union the struggle against the “Opium
of the People” was the specialised task of the League of
Militant Atheists (Bezbozhniki) whose leader, Yaroslavski,
in 1939, stated that it had proved “much more difficult to
uproot religion from the consciousness of the people than
to liberate them from capitalist exploitation.” The logical
conclusion would have been an intensification of the efforts
in what Marx, in his Critique of the Gotha Programme
called, “our duty to cleanse the minds of the religious
obsession.”

What did happen? Seven years after Mussolini had
concluded his Lateran Treaties with the Pope, the “Stalin
Constitution” was adopted. Article 124 ordained that “in
order to ensure to citizens freedom of conscience, the
Church in the USSR is separated from the Stale and the
school from the State,” whilst freedom of religious worship
is guaranteed. Freethought bodies as such were disbanded,
and it was planned to persuade people to drop the ideas
they had had instilled for centuries. In 1943, the regime
was forced to retreat still further; it not only “discouraged
Party men from using the tactics of persuasion but, in
1943, it came to a political arrangement by which it recog-
nised the existence of certain religious creeds and organisa-
tions. For the churches, this was a considerable victory
and one which the church leaders were quick to consoli-
date” (John Long, Modern Russia, p.44/5).

In 1947 the Government felt the necessity to erect a dam
against the religious floods. A society for the propagation
of materialist knowledge was set up and leading scientists
were brought to the microphone to present the knowledge
of modern science in opposition to religious ideas. Con-
sidering that quite a few past and present scientists — and
some of them of quite outstanding repute (Jeans, Wemher
von Braun, etc.) — are theists who succeed in keeping their
specific science and religious beliefs apart in airtight com-
partments, it is not surprising that the result was negligible.

After Stalin’s death, Khrushchev* directed the Party to
“stop insulting the religious susceptibilities of believers”
and to concentrate instead on “persuasion.” The book
quoted above, whose author himself strongly sides with
religion, admits that “too few books and pamphlets on
atheistical topics are being published” and those available
are on pure science and beyond the grasp of the ordinary
citizen.

*Be it noted in passing that in this name Kh denotes Cyrillc
X which is a guttural sound like the Scottish ch.

G. ROY

When it became sufficiently clear that a collection ofP ¢
freethought articles could not be published in this count;
(let alone in the States), | considered that the only“PoA
bility might be in one of the “People’s Republics.” m,
enquiry to this effect in Czechoslovakia drew no answer
all; then | wrote to half a dozen East German publish®
whom | considered possibilities, among them the
established publishing house of Dietz (on whom the Ofd
of Karl Marx was conferred, as their letterheadings boasl
Those who answered wrote that they were assigned ot
tasks than science, for which to cater the Dietz Verlag 1
solely been authorised.

My letter to Dietz had been dated November 20th, w'.d
On January 5th, 1960 — probably after consultation
the Central Committee of the Party — Dietz deigned »
reply (I had sent my synopsis in English and mention
I was sure their “Lector” was sufficiently able to read Vh
manuscript in English prior to a decision whether it WPu.
pay to have the whole translated). Their letter is w°r
translating literally: — jet

Our series of freethought publications, to which you r j

in your letter, represents an experiment at propagating ‘L,

popularising among our population the scientific conceP1

of the world. . e

In this attempt we refrain both from combating the

and declaring war on religion, but strictly keep within the 1

of a matter-of-fact presentation of the proper and S o ft

conception of the world to be implanted in the minds ot

people. Your manuscript docs not conform to this outline
therefore you will understand that we cannot but decline >

offer to consider your book. R

Wec freethinkers, therefore, are in a queer posits »
Capitalists and Communists alike are afraid of our
ganda, for the fight against God, the fountainhead of ad
lute power, is the fight against absolute authority. And
result behind the Iron Curtain? ay

| have just received word from a friend who
visits those parts of the Eastern world that in Catl’C (
Austria the Roman Catholic Church remains a State wn *
a State with extraterritorial rights; only a continuation®
what it ever has been there. However, in Hungary, Crefjn.
and Poland, this very Church has grown so strong agaA
that in the words of my friend, “People are afraid of

more than of the State Police.” .p
For the rest, | quote without comment from
Gunther’s Inside Russia Today:— . O

It is clear that something akin to a religious revival ‘s A™p-
on in the USSR. One authority states that the number of ~
tisms has doubled since Stalin’s death in 1953. “~dcrc ' ((r
46,000 churches and 50,000 priests in Russia before the ],
ber revolution. By 1935 only 4,000 churches and 5,000 PC~
were functioning, but the figure for 1956 was 20,000 chi,r
and 35,000 priests.
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God Is No Gentleman!

By ROBERT H. SCOTT
(US.A)

Mbng the best of reasons for the disbelief of the
th f**n Ite existence of God — any kind of God — are
e facts that human beings are partly carnivorous; that
Jy must endure, in common with all other animals, cer-
repellant physiological functions; and that, in the
r rmial course of things, the human body undergoes a
'jolting decomposition when it has ceased to live.
, T say that every aesthetically sensitive man or woman
~ ows that these three particular conditions and necessities
1Uran life would have no place in "the cosmic scheme
a G°d (assuming his possibility). These are things to
>hthe clergyman never directly refers, and to which he
J ey or never alludes, and which, if he does, he never
A O'eheartedly excuses. This shocking triumvirate even
A clergyman does not willingly attempt to justify.
Sif 6 \eSetanan believes that men do wrong, except for
it-preserVation, to kill cows or sheep or pigs or deer or
fleb n °~ler lower animals for the purpose of eating their
ki*: He is repelled, and justifiably, by the virtual canni-
Or IS5 involved in the eating of beef or mutton or pork
i5s \nison by a human being. If he believes that there
tJj.G°d, he is all the more convinced, despite the contrary
tu Imiony of human teeth and human digestive organs, that
an n "e'nSS are not>by nature, ﬁartly carnivorous. He
ba not help seeing that the lion, the tiger, and the shark
hy e a need for flesh as food; but this gruesome necessity,
it Says, does not hold true of man. This he will say even
*as did the vegetarian George Bernard Shaw, he live in
Operate zone and take liver extract for his self-induced
ansemial!
iti d Phis XII, speaking to a gathering of sports writers
g fxorne in September of 1945, said; “The human body
@ .Masterpiece of God’s work.” This statement is not
anjSIMt w*fh the belief that a God, presumably all-wise
H» haughty, devised the human body. Nor is the state-
o consistent with the facts. To believe that a deity,
C'mably omniscient and omnipotent, devised the human
of yis to ascribe to that supposed being a lamentable lack
good taste.
aj.llc Honourable Culbert L. Olson, an atheist who is
ip Pl ITler Governor of California, said in a public address
in & at the laying of the cornerstone of a medical clinic
Puran Francisco: “We no longer talk about the divine
At P°S of the various organs of the human body in an
of T1* to make it appear to be a logical and rational piece
duhl°nStruct‘on'” Ford Bertrand Russell, in his book
OH* " eMS‘on and Science, says: “If | were granted
I 'Potence and millions of years in which to experiment,
the f°U* not think that man was much to boast about as
anal result of all my efforts.”
ire*le manner and the anatomical location of human birth
"asQrl,gh in themselves to prove that human evolution
QO me'ther planned nor guided by a supernatural being
G}, er>a being or power to which the name “God”
tiish Properly be applied. Augustine, that North African
ea0°P °f the fourth and fifth centuries who exercised an
Sttieti>-s 'n“uence throughout the Christian world, said
$ad b'ng about human birth which | could not be per-
garer t t0 duote f°r publication even in the Latin. Mar-
ablesj ‘alter, who was a social reformer and one of the
Whenl American literary critics of her time, told herself
ing fsf}e was at the point of motherhood that “the bring-
Pat 71. fe into the world should be an exalting experience,
rils nauseating, oppressive, disgusting thing.” (See her

biography by Margaret Bell, chapter seven, published by
Charles Boni in 1930).

Jonathan Swift was a dean of a cathedral as well as the
famous satirist who wrote Gulliver’s Travels; yet Swift,
having in mind certain unaesthetic features which are in-
separably part of human life, said of man that he is the
only animal that is offensive to himself.

Clearly neither Dean Swift nor Margaret Fuller nor
Augustine looked upon the human body as a “master-

iece.”

P Genetic variation and natural selection, during the course
of several hundred thousand years, have raised man far
above all other animals as respects intelligence, self-
awareness, and aesthetic sensitivity; nevertheless, genetic
variation being demonstrably haphazard and natural selec-
tion being ever ready to preserve whatever adequately
serves an animal for survival, the human infant, whether
it be born in a hovel, a mansion, or a palace, must come
into the world in the revolting manner of the horse, the
dog, and the pig. This fact as to human birth was one
of the things that distressed the aesthetic and sensitive
atheist Friedrich Nietzsche.

I could easily believe that a God (assuming his possi-
bility) in order to place on human egotism a wholesome
restraint, might have arranged that man, as Charles Darwin
wrote as the closing sentence of his book The Descent of
Man “still bears in his bodily frame the indellible stamp of
his lowly origin”; but | could never believe that a God
would, for this purpose, resort to the irksome, the embar-
rassing, and the repugnant. | could never believe that such
a being would be as insensitive to aesthetic considerations
as is the merchant who, solely for monetary gain, promi-
nently displays certain articles and commodities that
should, out of delicacy, be kept out of sight. The facts
that human beings are partly carnivorous, that they must
endure, in common with all other animals, certain repellant
physiological functions, and that, in the normal sense of
things, the human body undergoes a revolting decomposi-
tion when it has ceased to live — these are among the chief
reasons why | am an atheist.

Alfred Tennyson, in his poem entitled “To an Evolu-
tionist,” wrote: —

The Lord let the house of a brute to the soul of a man.
And the man said, “Am | your debtor?”

And the Lord — “Not yet; but make it as clean as you cun,
And then will | let you a better.

But even if we had a complete assurance (we have none
at all) of a future life for human beings in a better form,
the kind of post-mortem existence that Tennyson had in
mind but of which he a “pantheist,” was sceptical, the
obtrusively disagreeable features of human bodies that
constantly remind us of our kinship with the brute would
not be for us more tolerable nor less unreasonable. Were
I to be told that a God did, nevertheless, cause or permit
human beings to evolve, | would answer: “Very well: but
you must admit that, whatever else your ‘God’ may be,
he is certainly no gentleman!

r-*‘NEXT WF.FK*—
SCIENCE NEWS
By JACK GORDON



108 THE FREETHINKER

This Believing World

Although we are always told that the Bible is the world’s
Best Seller, our religious contemporary, the Daily Express,
has discovered that six out of every ten people in England
have never read it, though “very few claim to be non-
believers.” No doubt this is the reason. Were they really
to read the Bible with understanding, they would certainly
nearly all be non-believers. Out of every 100 people in
England, nine do admit to non-belief, but most of the
others call themselves Church of England, and only nine
in 100 call themselves Roman Catholics.

In any case, only one in seven goes to church or chapel in
England, and most of these are completely ignorant of the
Bible. Very few indeed would be able intelligently to ex-
plain the Epistles of Paul — or indeed any of the boring
speeches made by Jesus “according to John.” Yet both
the BBC and ITV are doing their utmost to make this
hopeless conglomeration of ancient Oriental myths in the
Bible believed in again, and are spending thousands of
pounds doing so. Neither the Roman nor the English
Church is going to give up its enormous wealth and power
without a struggle.

And of course these powerful Churches do not like rivals.
The Rev. F. Martin of the Sunday Graphic dislikes “Hot
Gospellers” most heartily — including even our old friend.
Billy Graham. He admits their “super-productions.” but
hesitates to call what they shell out “religion”? Why? All
the Hot Gospellers take their cues from those other Hot
Gospellers, Peter and Paul, in the Book of Acts and they
easily outshone all their followers, ancient and modern; if
they did not teach religion — even at its silliest — what did
they teach? The figures of converts at the Graham revivals
tot up no doubt to millions — but how many have that
“deep, spiritual faith” the Rev. Billy inspired them with
now? No wonder Mr. Martin is sadly disillusioned.

Wc note — not with horror — that another scion of a
famous Roman Catholic family, Miss Elwes, has married
a man who has a divorced wife living. The family were
not allowed of course a church wedding, they all had to
go to a prosaic register office, just like any ordinary citizen
without religious affinities; and the happy couple were
made man and wife according to the State and not accord-
ing to a foreign religion. They do not appear to be a
penny the worse for it. On the contrary indeed. But
what are they doing in Rome about it?

An awful religious row is brewing in Sweden where the
State Lutheran Church wants to ordain women as full-
blown priests. Opponents want to boycott everything
which might help some ladies to step into the sacred pulpit
and take over the ri%ht to teach delinquent males to sin no
more, or put their heavy sins on to the ample shoulders
of Jesus — or perhaps now on to Mary. Well, our only
comment is that no man can stop women these days from
doing what they set out to do; and if they want to be
priests they will be. But from the Freethought standpoint
it may mean a longer perpetuation of silly beliefs, for
women are notoriously far more prone to the “super-
natural” than men.

The plan to make a century-old Baptist chapel into a home
for a “striptease” show, with a bar packed with liquor in
the vestry, is not looked upon with favour by the inhabi-
tants of Tiger Bay in Cardiff. Even a Muslim considered it
a “desecration” of a holy place, though he said the chapel
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had neither his religion nor his God. As a matter of shef
fact all the same, we simply do not know the difference
between Allah and EI except in pronunciation. It’s yl
same God all right. But the Rev. J. McHaffie was ta
more angry. He called “striptease” a disgusting display
but did not say what was actually disgusting. We hav
often wondered what the original “baptisms” under tn
expert supervision of John and Jesus were like. Were they
not all “striptease”?

Continuing the agreeable task of making the Bible
again, the BBC on TV took us to Glasgow where VB nd
a parson and a number of ship-workers — though we o
it difficult to disentangle their confused talk on
Precious Word. As far as we could do this, however,
discovered that one of the greatest duties man could Pe*
form before God was to keep the Sabbath Day holy. Thw
all did this by refusing to follow the Bible here and pin1iil
their complete faith in Sunday — the day devoted to t
worship of the Sun, a relic no doubt from Mithras, \f
Sun God. How this resurrects the dead Bible we were filll
unable to discover.

U.S. Students and Religion

In a Master’s thesis for Northern Illinois University”
surveyed the religious beliefs of 350 students, 216 of tne
Protestants. You may be interested in a few of the o
elusions that I came to in the paper | wrote.

“About one-fourth of both Catholics and Proestajl
are undecided about a life after death. About lhree-fourV
of both Catholics and Protestants feel that a church shou”
have a social as well as a spiritual function. Over one<a,
of the Catholics and three-fourths of the Protestants te
that conversion is not the prime purpose of a mission» rj
And about two-fifths of the Catholics and seven-tenths
the Protestants feel that non-Christian missionaries sho»
be invited into Christian groups even at the risk of 1°d 5
some Christians to other beliefs. ., in

“The same number of Catholics who express a belie*
heaven also express a belief in hell. But within the Pre* t,
tant group there is a significant conflict of ideas. Althea
seven-tenths of the Protestants express a belief in heave >
only two-fifths of them feel that there is also a hell. f

“Less than one-half of the Catholics and two-thirds
the Protestants feel that there has been some chang6 *
their religious beliefs (since entering college) and over x
per cent, of these people did not feel that the change 1
been for the worse. J

“It is quite interesting to note that roughly one-fotr
of the Christians feel that they have a working philosoP
or code of ethics that is outside of their religious beilie-'
In other words, out of the total of 350 students survey”'
119 or one-third feel that they have developed a philos®P (
or code of ethics from other than religious sources.
three-fifths of the Catholics think of themselves as belo »
ing to the only ‘true’ Church, while only one-seventh

the Protestants feel this way.”
E. A. BERGVIAN
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P OUTDOOR

jnburgh Branch N.S.S. (The Mound).—Sunday afternoon and
Lnranlllg Messrs. Cronan and Murra
™ “(Tower Hill).—Every Thursdyay 12—2 p.m.:

I\/Bi, Barker and L. Ebur

««Chester Branch N.S.S. (5eansgate Blitzed Site).—Every week-
ga> 1 p.m.. Messrs. Woodcock. Corsair, Smith, etc. Sunday,
Ma kim * Messrs. Woodcock, Mills, Smith, etc.

role Arch Branch N.S.S. (Marble Arch).—Meetings every
~unday, from 4 p.m.: Messrs. L. Ebury, J. W. Barker, C. E.
N K» and D. Tribe.

J«1 London Branch N.S.S. (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).—
Nnl,.ery Sunday, noon: Messrs. L. Ebury and A. Arthur.
n,In8ham Branch NSS (Old Market Square)—Frlday, 1pm.:
Sunday, 6.30 p.m.: T. M. Mosley.

c INDOOR

Jway Discussions (Conway HaII, Red Lion Square, W.C.l)
Fsday April 5th, 7.15 p.m.: Dr. M. Burton, “What is the
I\/ﬁi ce ofl WoiiurR
$ s Rnd District Humanist Group (Trades Hall, Fountain Street,)
Leic ay>APril 3rd, 7 Pm-: A- Dressler, “Religion in Russia.”
ester Secular Somety (75 Humberstone GategJ Sunday, April
NO03 6-30 p.m.: T. Mosley, “Spinoza, the God-Intoxicated Man.”
Al‘nfiham Branch N.S.S. (Trades HaII Thurland Street,) Friday,
W ik Ist>7-30 p.m.: T. L. Peers, leerty and Responsibility”.
Wb Place Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
p~N'CL) Sunday, April 3rd, 11 a.m.: W. E. Swinton, Pii.d. “The
nomcnon of Man.”

Messrs

)

A :National Secular Society has protested to the South

SriCan High Commissioner at the recent Sharpeville mas-
rc- A copy of the letter is printed below.

PROTEST TO

. SOUTH AFRICAN HIGH COMMISSIONER
s, 23rd March, 1960,
ITin™..National Secular Society, which has among its
Practical Objects, “The abolition of all privi-
f(E s .based on heredity, racial and colour distinction,
hoo>  a spirit antagonistic to justice and human brother-
topsa’  expresses its deep-felt horror at the terrible
prd * cre of coloured South Africans at Sharpeville, and
fOl s most strongly at this latest example of the ghastly
k °* the South African Government’s racial policy.
V erJM"ts. too, at the callousness of Prime Minister Dr.
reen °erd’s reference to the massacre as “a periodic pheno-
to L°n™ and declares the South African Government unfit
Cm a member of the United Nations or the British
mmonwealth.
Yours faithfully,
National Secular Society.

(Signed) Colin McCal1, Secretary.
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®---—-- CHANGE OF ADDRESS =

Readers are asked to note the new address of: -
The Freethinker,
The Pioneer Press (G. W. Foote & Co. Ltd.)
The National Secular Society and
Secular Society Limited will be

103 BOROUGH HIGH STREET, LONDON, S.E.l

We regret that no telephone number will be available
for several weeks..

Notes and News

W£ have nothing but praise for those clergymen who
stand up for the rights of coloured people in South Africa
and the Southern States of America, and the National
Secular Society contributed to the Christian Action Treason
Trial Fund. But we have had occasion in the past to show
that the courage and humanity of a few clerics can not
always be taken as representative of their Church. The
Rev. D. C. Thompson, a Methodist minister, is one of
the accused in the Treason Trial, and we read in The
Guardian (23/3/60) that the Methodist Church in South
Africa had refused to give him a church “since his arrest,
and accordingly his family were in financial difficulties.”

Al praise to Mr. Merrick Winn and the Daily Express
(19/3/60) for their exposure of the Salford (Lancashire)
poltergeist and those connected with it. And for not pulling
their punches when exorcist clergymen, E. W. Dimond
and F. W. Osborn (rector of St. James’s, Higher Broughton,
and St. Clement’s, Longsight) who still believe “a poltergeist
or spirit . . . unbeknown to the boy, was using his body
as an instrument or medium,” claimed in a letter (23/3/60)
that there was “a cessation of the noises for a period of
five days” after their service to cast out “unclean spirits.”
Mr. Winn agreed that “the noises quietened (but did not
stop altogether) after the exorcism service,” but he sug-
gested this was because Mr. Dimond and Mr. Osborn
“urged, with earthly insight” that the boy who has since
admitted responsibility for the noises “should sleep in his
parents’ room for a while.” “If these priests still prefer
their belief in a ‘spirit,” as apparently they do,” said Mr.
Winn, “there is no more to be said. Argument is impos-
sible, reason cannot count.” Which just about sums it up.

It has never been our practice t0 make capital out of
the misfortunes of our opponents, and we don’t intend to
start now. But it is part of our task to persuade Christians
of the folly of their faith. We quote, therefore, from The
Trinity Light, bulletin of The Assumption of Our Lady,
Deptford (20/3/60). “We had a letter from Father C-----
last week.” it says, “written for him by one of the nursing
sisters at the convalescent home at St. Leonards. He ex-
presses deepest gratitude to the Men’s Guild for their great
kindness in having the Mass said for him last Sunday week.
Owing to two very serious strokes and a bad heart, he is
practically unable to speak nor (sic) to read and cannot
smoke. He is completely dependent on the devotion of the
good nuns caring for him. Apart from this great cross,
his condition is considered to be generally good. We hope
you will keep him in your prayers.”

The tragic absurdity 0f Theism in the face of human
suffering was, of course, dealt with by Mr. F. A. Ridley
in his article, “Agadir — and God” (18/3/60). A copy
of this was sent to the Catholic Truth Society with an offer
of space in The Freethinker for a reply. The C.T.S.
replied that “After careful consideration we have decided
ti}?t it is not possible for us to take advantage of your
offer.”
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Where Stands the Old Testament?

By H. CUTNER

Whenever a Christian has to explain the wars of Joshua
(which are legendary) or some of the terrible examples
of the ferocity of Jehovah, he does his best to throw them
overboard if he can, and pin his faith and hope for “salva-
tion” on “our Lord.” Jesus, in fact, came to substitute
peace, love, justice — indeed, all the known virtues — for
everything in the Old Testament he does not like. And
why does he not like these things? Because modern scep-
ticism and modem ethical values have shown that Oriental
ideas, particularly those which flourished over 2,000 years
ago, are mostly quite uncivilised. But you cannot get
people who have been taught that the Bible as it stands is
God’s Precious Word to throw it overboard by a mere
wave of the hand, so to speak. And therefore from time
to time we get publications called “Studies in Theology”;
and it is one of these | have been reading. As it was first
published only last year, we can confidently claim it to
be the best by a Christian that can be done on the subject.
It is by G. K. Anderson, Professor of Old Testament
Studies in the University of Durham, and is entitled A
Critical Introduction to the Old Testament.

Prof. Anderson at the outset considers Old Testament
study “is far more difficult to assess today” than it was,
say, in 1912, when the late Dr. G. B. Gray published his
Critical Introduction to the Old Testament. Personally,
after a very careful reading of Prof. Anderson’s book, |
can only express surprise at the way in which he has
shirked many important problems.

It is true that he has done his best to describe the various
books in the Old Testament, and show where possible
something of their structure, and assess when they were
written. On this, the key word is “speculation” for nobody
knows who wrote any of the books, and most critics have
to fall back upon the theories that the various books were
written by Jehovistic or Elohistic or Priestly writers, or put
together by various editors including Ezra or Nehemiah
or both (if they lived at all). Prof. Anderson, it is true,
goes far more into detail than this, but when we have
boiled down all his speculations, he produces no, or very
lit'le. evidence for anything he says.

For example, who wrote the Pentateuch? Nobody
knows, though the idea, fostered of course by Jewish rabbis
and scholars that it was written by Moses was exploded
centuries ago by Spinoza, and probably also by many
Jewish commentators who knew the truth. As far as |
have been able to get behind many of Prof. Anderson’s
very guarded statements, | should say that he really believes
there was a Moses, and that he did write something: but |
am quite sure either he himself or some of his readers
could produce something from his book to contradict this.

Now, however important it must appear that speculations
as to which part of the Old Testament was written by E
or J or M (for Monarchy) are to Prof. Anderson, it is a
pity that some kind friend did not tell him that in actual
fact it does not matter two hoots.

The only thing that matters is whether the various narra-
tives are true, that the events described really happened,
and that the Old Testament is really and truly God’s Word.
If it isn’t, then the Bible is a book of what can be described
as fairy tales, myths, or attempted “personifications” of
heavenly phenomena.

Prof. Anderson merely takes at first the point of view
that the Bible is a literary work, and speculates as to who
wrote it and when. Nothing else. His book therefore is

not a “critical” introduction at all, for the Bible is pajTet
with supernatural events which should either have bee
defended or discarded. ,
For example, does he believe the Creation Story? *
not mean, does he merely believe that it was written by
J, P, or M — | mean, does the Creation Story tell
exactly how the Universe was “created”? Does he believ
in the Flood, or in the “Exodus” of the Israelites? P °,
he believe and give us “critical” reasons for so believing-
And what about the language most of the Old Tests
ment is written in? Does he believe that Moses wrote tn
Pentateuch in the Hebrew which is read out in Je"Pf
synagogues at this day? The word “Hebrew” is so uninl
portant with him that it does not occur in his Index.
has in this Index 17 references to the Greek Bible, but n
one to the Hebrew Bible. He has no reference to the Ma
soretic text which is considered by the Jews to be yj
“sacred” one, and details about which would or shou
have been of the greatest interest to students of a “critic
Introduction to the Old Testament. S
Who began writing this part of the Holy Bible? j
Prof. Anderson know? Does he know — and can
course prove — that it was written in Hebrew, the san,;
Hebrew throughout, with no change for nearly 2,000 yeapf
How came the Jews to lose the art of writing and speajo”
it if, as both Jews and Christians assert, Aramaic took 1
place? Why and when did this happen? Did the JeNM
speak pure Hebrew while they were slaves in Egypt an '
if they did this for hundreds of years without losing it,
did they lose it when they had their own country, and wn
all their literature was written in it? To none of these i
portant questions Prof. Anderson has an answer. He P'f
fers to tell us that later hands “arranged” this portion,
he leaves out what anybody who wants genuine informatif
on the way the Old Testament was composed should kno ,
Prof. Anderson is naturally not afraid of pointing Q
many contradictions and inconsistencies in the vafl°|j
books, but then almost all students are fully aware of thenl
They are commonplaces of the textual criticism of the B1'))
as a whole. And there must be a large number of JeM .
and Christian theologians who are prepared to show th
there are no contradictions whatever in God’s Holy
In any case, where does the Professor stand? Does he
lieve that the Old Testament is inspired — like the Ne .
In his final chapter, he deals with “the Old Testament
Christian Scripture” and he insists that we must not 1?
upon it as “a literary anthology” but, if it has any meanUV
“as a rell?lous meaning.” That is, to devout students, &V
his speculations on the way it was written might easny F
taken as sheer infidelity. But he notes that in spitefliC
“Marcion’s onslaught” upon the Old Testament, it wasil
“original Bible of the Christian Church,” though he Q°.e
not make it clear that it was not the Hebrew Bible, but t
Greek one — and the Greek and Hebrew differ often Prj
foundly in hundreds of places. Even Paul, who is supp°S
to have been a Jew — he wasn’t — never quoted ?
Hebrew but the Greek Bible, as did Jesus. (I am referrl 5
of course to what is said in the New Testament. ) ,
Prof. Anderson gives a most interesting but very “se 5
Bibliography.” It is notable that it omits Jewish schof”
on their own Bible, and of course it omits any Freethougf
work. This need not surprise us. The one thing necessab
to prevent any genuine criticism of the Old Testament...
well as the New is never to provide students with detal
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infidel” works. These must always be boycotted. No
foXIBbe bookseller would dare, even in 1960, to expose
B H? Ca wor™ say. bke Ingersoll’s Mistakes of Moses, or
~aulaugh’s scholariy criticism of Genesis. | have spoken
vh rozens Christian students, and never found any
th?  ever lieard °f Ingersoll or Bradlaugh, or knew
p a journal like The Freethinker even existed.
Jir’f. Anderson’s book, erudite and scholarly as it is,
1 continue to perpetuate the myth that the Old Testa-
>enf is a “Holy” work with “God” as its great Hero.
0]jS,s Himself,” joyously says Prof. Anderson, “used the
Testament Scriptures with sovereign freedom,” and
g~s Ue remains the supreme sanction of their place in the
t,.rishan Bible.” | can fancy nothing more fatuous than
JyS<Jt proves how far we still have to go in our fight for
Ari ought- And bow little of genuine value is Prof.
Person’s book though packed with “scholarship.”

No Rose Queen

Aqoording to the Beackpool Evening Gazette (7/3/60)
lle new Vicar of St. Mark’s, the Rev. Harold J. Parks,
t"s that for the first time in 32 years there will be no
N _Queen festival begause it is “founded io paganism,

i jXar explained that there was no Christian basis, his-
theCaly speaking, to the Rose Queen celebrations: that
-nV,Were_a forro of nature worship which obviously had

Place in the Christian Church.

“fOet me draw his attention to a few more practices
g Udcd in paganism” which have found their way into
Inanity and the Church. Angelolatry is a Platonic be-
Or.that only through angels could there be any mediation
A Intercourse between God and man. The Christian belief
UeanSels differed in no degree whatever from the Pagan

Ory of gods or demons. Pagans used the term “angels”
to syn°nym for the gods long before there were Christians

Jseit at all.
tion Ptism's ass°ciated with Mithraism. It preceded initia-
al roto the mysteries. Infant baptism, or lustration, was
fi Ordinary Roman rite. If | may quote from the Church
t(ries>“Baptism as a symbolic ceremony was known cen-

Tés before the Christian era.”

Mr . ‘dea of the Trinity, of an incarnate Saviour, of the
of i birth, the Second Advent, and the Sacrament, are
that 8an or'2'n- and the study of primitive religions shows
V@ri ?Vary one of these beliefs has been held in the pagan
e*/.quite independently of Christianity. To term them

Usively Christian is no longer possible.

F.S.H.

n~tional SECULAR SOCIETY EXECUTIVE
w COMMITTEE MEETING

iNairtSoY' March 16th, 1960. Present: Messrs. F. A. Ridley
~biir, ~Barker, Cleaver, Corstorphine, Ebury, Johnson, Mrs.
ji’ Mrs. Trask, Mrs. Venton, the Treasurer (Mr. Griffiths)
H °Cretar’™ Apologies from Mr. Hornibrook. Mrs. Venton
tecr favourable development in setting up a society for
Jd 'B3 Fish horses. Mr. Moore had thanked members who
ktrs Is,ted him or written to him in hospital. Mr. Douglas
n dem had declined the challenge printed in The Freethinker
CoUnpipastrate his spirit powers under NSS scrutiny. National
p" for Civil Liberties’ support of Sir Leslie Plummer’s Racial
ieasOns r OB Insylts Bill was regretted. A letter giving NSS
M s for opposing the Bill was authorised for distribution to
C Reports and financial reports were available from Bir-
tetuiTl, anc* Blackpool Branches. These Branches were con-
er hcan- and 'banked. Mr. F. O’'Dempsey had translated chap-
?f Re/- ?8S °f the Russian Book of the Museum of the History
®PrintS°n an”® ¢theism 11, and was thanked for his pains,
dieetin s °f two Freethinker articles were authorised. The next
8 was fixed for Wednesday, April 6th, 1960.
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Spiritualists at Humanist Meeting

On March 3rd, | attended a meeting arranged by the Humanist
Group of South West London, at which two Spiritualists had been
invited to explain some aspects of spiritualism and to give a
demonstration of mediumislic powers.

Mrs. Paxton (one of the mediums) described her experiences
over a good many years. Her “guide,” whom she had met in a
dream, was named Lon Chan, and she told us of the occasion
when he gave her an injection to ward off the shock she was
going to receive the next day. Sure enough she met with an
accident in which she received serious injuries.

It appeared to me at this point in her story, that it would have
been much more helpful if Lon Chan had told her the details of
the accident, and thus warned her of what was going to happen.
Or perhaps events just have to happen and there is just nothing
anyone can do about it. This medium did mention that the won-
derful events in Cyprus had been foretold by the spirit “guides,”
but again | could not help but wonder why the terrible disaster
in Agadir had not been foretold and the people warned. What a
wonderful saving of life and suffering could have been brought
about! This is a question that spiritualists will perhaps answer
one day.

Mrs. Paxton told us that we all have spirit “guides” if we will
only allow them to come through to us. Life is all vibrations she
said; it swirls out in ever-increasing spirals, reaching to the utmost
heights. We were told of the great healing power latent in all
of us, and of the growths of which she herself had been cured.
She said how dangerous it was to use spiritualistic powers for
material gain, and how evil spirits were set free when this was
done. But there is one thing that evil spirits can just not stand
and that is the “Sign of the Cross.” Prayer is also a great defence
against such spirits, she said.

Mr. Roy Morgan, the other medium, then gave a demonstration
of his “nowers”. And this was the first time, during my visits to
spiritualist meetings that a medium had ever attempted to give me
messages from the spirit world. A lady was the first “victim”
though, and Mr. Morgan had a fair success with her, in that he
told her that she had a sister named Lily, that she lived by the
river; had done some house decorating; that her mother had
“passed over”; and that she had put a flower in the coffin. A lot
of the things he said were quite wrong, however.

Then came my turn, and in all fairness to this medium, it is
quite fair to say that he did not have much luck. He certainly
told me that | had a car and had done a few miles in it, that |
had been to or came from the north of England!!). He said that
I had been to Devon and told me one or two other such items.
The majority of the items he picked up from the spirit world
though were wrong. And so it was with others.

We were then invited to give our impressions of what had trans-
pired, and | could not do anything else but disgrace myself by
saying that | had not heard such a lot of twaddle and rubbish
for a long time. | may be wrong, but a medium does not give
messages; he subjects the person to a cross-examination. In my
case for instance, there were really important things that could
have been told to me, things known only to myself, but in every
case the “messages” were of a paltry nature. So with one gentle-
man for instance, who was told that he had a scar on his body,
and he pointed out that when a lead was given, the medium was
quick to take it up, but when there was no lead the particular
point was quickly left. This gentleman said in a polite manner
and with respect that his impression was one of disgust. He
said that he would have been more impressed if the medium had
told him where the scar was.

Now the outcome of all this was not very good for spiritualism.
What a chance they had really to show us something! Instead
it was “messages” about bits of red glass, a scar on the body,
stamps in the pocket, having a car and so on. Not one useful
bit of information was forthcoming the whole of the evening. |
am certain it is quite true to say that not one person at the
meeting of some 40 people was at all impressed. | would have
thought that the medium, for instance, would have been able to
tell me that I was an atheist, especially as he knew the kind of
meeting at which he was demonstrating.

However, | would like to express our thanks to both mediums
for letting us see what they could do. Spiritualists usually fight
shy of operating where they can be criticised, especially where such
criticism is forthright. It is surely significant that Mr Morgan,
the medium, failed to get over to such an audience. The Sign of
the Cross may keep evil spirits away, but a rationalist meeting
will keep all spirits at bay. There was certainly none there that
evening.

Our Humanist friends are doing good work in organising such
meetings, a really enjoyable evening was had by all.

E. Mills, Secretary, Kingston Branch,
National Secular Society.
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REPLY TO A CATHOLIC CORRESPONDENT

Thank you for your excerpt from the Catholic Times. | have
read in the Catholic Press letters from Catholics who are in sym-
pathy with the campaign against the trade in horses for meat.

With reference to your personal comment, | did not “put the
Pope in” to my article (The Freethinker, February 12th); it was
the Daily Mirror which, understanding the immense power the
support of the Pope would give to the campaigners, thought fit
to ask him for help. It was the answer given by the Pope’s
spokesman, “The Holy Father could not possibly intervene,” to
which | referred in my article.

I did not expect the answer to be otherwise. The Pope speaks
with the voice of the Church and in loco, the God of the Old and
New Testament. To neither is the prevention of suffering a matter
for consideration apparently. The Pope is traditionally correct in
his attitude and has the warranty of Scripture for his attention
to the length of garments, the size of candles, decoration and attire
of priests and people, and his use of anathemas to control them.
He has also the warranty of Scripture and the tradition of the
Church for the keeping of slaves, for bloodshed and murder in
the name of religion, for the killing of heretics and the utter
extermination of unbelieving peoples.

Had the Pope spoken in the name of Humanity and the com-
mon heritage of man and animals, he would have given to the
Blue Cross Society the support of millions of Catholics.

The crew of the “City of Waterford” are sailors, we hope from
choice. Their safety and health are matters of concern to all.
Life-boats and life-belts are provided; they are not thiown over-
board with fettered legs; all the services of radio and shipping are
accorded to them, irrespective of nationality, in times of trouble.
Your comparison with the horses is ridiculous. Eva Ebury.

CORRESPONDENCE

DEBATE-SHY?

Your challenge to Mr. Douglas Johnson (26/2/60) prompts me
to write of an experience which befell me last September.

In response to a large poster advertising a special meeting of
the Birmingham Christadelphians where questions were invited,
another secularist and myself attended—ready with our questions.
After hymns, prayers and bible reading, Brother A, Brother B and
Brother C stood up and made spoken contribution from the audi-
ence. No question had been put and, as the advertised closing
time was approaching, | interrupted with: “May | ask a ques-
tion?” “Are you a member?” asked the Chairman. “If not, write
your question on paper and hand it in at the end of this meeting.”

That is now the local Christadelphians deal with questions in-
vited from the public.

At a later meeting of this same body, | contacted a Central
Ecclesia member with a view to arranging a public debate. He
was delighted and remarked “We shall need a larger hall for all
our people will wish to come.” Within a week | received a letter
from their Secretary informing me that they appreciated my offer
but the Committee had decided to decline it. 1 enclose a copy.

Thos. H. R. James.
THE BENEDICTINES AND CULTURE

The following extract from pp. 203-4 of Dr. H. George Farmer’s
Historical Facts for the Arabian Musical Influence, 1930, hardly
seems to bear out Mr. Ridley’s view of the cultural role of the
Benedictines:—

“Under the early Benedictine rule, there were but slender
chances of classical studies being pursued. Cuthbert Butler, in
his Benedictine Monasticism, written primarily for the Benedic-
tines, says: ‘The idea of a universally learned Benedictine body
is a myth ... At no time have the general mass of Benedictines
been learned.”l St. Benedict himself names only the Holy Scrip-
tures and exposition thereon by the Catholic Fathers and ortho-
dox doctors to be read.2 That was only natural, since the monas-
tery was but ‘a school for the service of the Lord,” the concern
of the monks being ‘the work of God.” Had not the proscription
of the liberal arts come from the very bosom of the Church?
Tertullian (d.c.240) had decried Pagan literature,3 and the authori-
tative Apostolic Constitutions had said: ‘Hold aloof from Pagan
books entirely.’4 Eusebius (d.340) was against the study of the
Greek sciences. In the next century St. Jerome (d.420) was warned
against reading these Pagans,5 and he actually laments that so
few knew about Aristotle and Plato.8 Even St. Augustine (d.430)
pandered to the crowd when he said ‘Heaven is for the ignorant’
(Indocti coelum rapiunt). Cassian (d.480), the founder of monastic
institutions in the West, reveals that the fiat against classical
authors was still in full force.”7 E.N.
1p.337. 2Reg. S. Benedict, e. 8. (1843) p.32. 3Patroligia Latina,
i, 750. *Pat. Apost., i, 206. ‘Pat. Lat., xxii, 416. ePat. Lot., xxvi,
428. 'Pat. Lat., Ixxi, 161.
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ISLAM AND DR. MORRELL .- ,60)
I have been highly amused at Dr. Morrell’s letter 0°'J'aC
under the caption “Istam.” If | remember correctly, sornecv
of that name was wanting to teach Mr. F. A. Ridley a n
weeks ago — “how to suck eggs.” Since the days of my
weaning | have lost all interest in sucking anything. Mental R® ()
lum must be more solid than that which Dr. Morrell 0Jlcrocr.
suit my palate and digestion. Because | was deploring the P j
secution of Christians, my would-be tutor seems to have pto. g
to the conclusion that I must be a Christian, but had he be
real Aristotelian he would never have fallen for such an a P
assumption. He may not know that | was — probably —awo »
for The Freethinker before he was born, but not under
nom de guerre of Padraig Krinkill. Firstly, he overlooked
fact — and “facts” are his special boasts — that my theme
“Arab Nationalism”; and proofs of its invalidity, plus the r?a jC
whereby Nasser, like his predecessors, have been able to Is* j|\¥
Egypt. The latter were but variations on that theme. Secon
I am against all persecution whether by Muslims, Christians,
Atheists: that the latter are equally to blame is proved up to N
hilt by the treatment of Muslims in Soviet Russia’s contro .
Turkestan. Dr. Morrell cavils at my not quoting “authority
for my statements. But why should 1 burden the readers of ~
Freethinker with quotations from the Arabic works ol t
‘Abd al-Hakam, Ibn Qutaiba, Al-Biladuri, Al-Tabari, Al-Mas
Usama ibn Munkidh, lbn al-Athir, Baha al-Din, lbn Khal
Al-Qalgashandi, Al-Magrisi, Al-Mahasin, Ibn lyas and Al-Suy
It might show how learned the writer mlght be, and so Prov® il
to be more reliable than Dr. Morrell who can only quote seco y
hand authorities in ‘Abdallah Suhrawardi and Saiyid Amir
After all, the editor of The Freethinker will know that 1 j
not in statu pupilari in Oriental studies, as evidenced by mos Of
my books. Lastly, Dr. Morrell attempts to rebut my charges”
the Muslim persecution of the Christians in Egypt during .(
Middle Ages by showing how nicely the Christian monks ot
Near East speak of the Muslims today. Are we to deny the cf »
bility of the wholesale slaughter of heretics in the past because
their attitude to us today? The only reason why they cannot {®
advantage of that cruel writ de heretico comburendo is simP
because there would be too many to burn. Padraio KRi™k1_
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