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Tre
Proba hfEUTEST dramatic sensation of recent years has
Pav t/ R°If Hochhuth’s powerful and controversial
S 7he Representative, which was received with a
i Protest from the Catholic press, in which
Jired * ~lont'n* (now Pope Paul VI) eneré;etically
author ndeed, so strong was the feeling aroused by the
Parti* Pe°rtrayal of the Vatican in

-fﬁ ﬁ'glt‘s°3{)rl(ﬂ%éslag3tmﬁregentation of Pope Pius XII,

,Gaoal  continental coun- VIEWS
mes upon the play’s initial
~Ppeurance, and police pro-
%ﬂon.was invoked several
, S M order to prevent

adherents of “the

nurch Militant” from By F. A.
[ R he  porfarmme. . .
bis vojc riUs not, as the play categorically charges, lift

living " if,? 1 behalf of the persecuted Jews doomed to a
obvjou £ ,, aPProaching that of theological fiction, this
°f voiQy, dJoly Father” appears to have found no lack
bniin'1 Raised on his own behalf,
Silence

Mnobnnéﬁge iair as well as relevant to recall that the
nat, asCnta* a‘m of this undoubtedly powerful play was
Cathojj Seems to be assumed by some critics in both
Catho[;Cdjd non-Catholic quarters, to condemn the Roman
Church. For, though the author is apparently
<105 1. ¢ this tremendous condemnatian of Pope Pius
«letice b cr'm*nal (as the play unmistakably depicts it)
xUhtan . ore one of the most terrible crimes in recorded
t nnals, is dedicated to two clerical victims of the
nctual #  both of whom died in Auschwitz; and its
beoc.. _ >is a Jesuit priest who condemns the Pope, not
a Catholic, but because he so conspicuously
tip to whait the Jesuit regards as the divine

¢ils yu® fhc Church.
It ; N ®efore Histor ., f
Prart Salso fair to adal that an honourable minority of
Jesu SIng Catholics, includini; some members of the
of ,1 °nder itself, have publicly endorsed a critical view
\bice « fai,ure of Christ’s “representative” to raise his
face !'n O<ler to prevent the physical elimination of the
X ’tﬁri:e(fOr.%,lt to which Christ. Peter (the “first pope )
ISR, eﬁ"?rlginallly"bélO‘fﬁgid‘.N Morgover, | oéher
\ent® P atholic prelates of the period (includin
s 8V%U&|§uc&egsop) wene much mlmrree acti\me( than weg
> e« Mt wbfist The Representative (“vicar” would
, a a euore apt translation), ought not to be con-
KU I10ng ran ~dictment of the Catholic Church, it is and
°Pe Pinoffla'n a tremendous indictment of the policy of
pPe wa ~ff and of the Vatican hierarchy of which this
"Piled but® lyP’cal a product. It is exclusively from this
T1Hole 1 Active point of view that, in my opinion,
th nX X nW * sh°uld be considered. Had, for example,
Mvar gpl fwb© as a papal legate in the Balkans during
“2%tims in .,nis to have done quite a lot for Hitler’s Jewish
p Sht hav/L! area) been pope at the time, no doubt there
i’ The ftbeen a different story. But then, in such a

ePresentative would not have been written.

AND
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However—and presumably by the grace of God who
infallibly delegates his own infallibility to his representa-
tive—Eugenio Pacelli was pope during the early 1940s
when the Nazi death camps were in full spate; and it is
this pope’s persistent silence—his criminal silence as our
dramatist charges—that has to be explained. Nor have
such Vatican-inspired “apologies” been lacking. This is
so even in respect to the British theatres in which

Hochhuth’s masterpiece has

or will be shown. For by

an incredible exercise of
medieval perogativc, and
an intervention on the part
of the Vatican which would

certainly have provoked a

riot in Victorian days, the
* Lord Chamberlain in his
outmoded role of arbitrary censor of the British drama,
has ordered every programme or any relevant document
connected with the play on sale in the theatre, to contain
a letter written by the present pope immediately before
his election to the papacy. In this he elaborately evolves
a defence of his wartime predecessor and (whilst ad-
mitting that he has not seen or apparently even read the
pleg/) yet categorically condemns it as morally malevolent
and as historically inaccurate. One might have thought
that such a quasi-infallible statement made by Cardinal
Montini at apparently the direct request of the English
Catholic paper, The Tablet, might have settled the matter.
But apparently not. The Catholic Truth Society has now
issued a special pamphlet: The Pope, the Jews and the
Nazis, by Sir Alex Randall, CMG, written expressly in
order to exculpate Pope Pius XII from the specific criti-
cisms made in The Representative. Evidently Rolf
Hochhuth hits hard.

The Lesser Evil

That master of unconscious humour (traditionally the
most effective kind), King George Ill, once commented
on Bishop Watson’s Apology for the Bible (a “reply” to
Thomas Paine’s Age of Reason): “Very good dear
Bishop, very good indeed; but really | had no idea that
the Bible needed apologising for”! One could perhaps
say much the same about his late holiness, Pius XII, for
actually both the now infallible Montini and the (presum-
ably fallible) Randall both take the same line—not actually
a very convincing one. Briefly, they are both constrained
to admit the facts at issue, that the Jews were being
murdered in millions; everyone knew this at the time
(1942-44) including obviously the Pope, who notoriously
has the best espionage system in the world, and yet the
Holy Father never said one word. Our apologists, in-
cluding Pius’s present successor, have to admit this, for
the word was never spoken. All that they can say in
mitigation is that the Pope’s silence represented “the lesser
evil” since, had the Pope spoken out and condemned
Hitler, he would have done no good to the persecuted
Jews and would merely have brought down the wrath,
and probably the active intervention of the Gestapo upon
the Vatican itself.

This is the substance of all the “apologies”, including
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Montini’s. But with all due respect, it doesn’t seem to
amount to much. For in the first place, how do they
know that papal intervention would have been entirely
useless, when it was never even attempted? Actually,
Hitler only started to kill off the Jews en masse when the
war was beginning to go badly after Stalingrad (at the
end of 1942 when The Representative begins). At such
a critical juncture in his fortunes, the Fihrer had every
reason to avoid a head-on clash with the Vatican. An
open papal intervention on behalf of the Jews at that
precise moment might have done a great deal to stop
the appalling massacres then just getting under way. It
might even have stopped them altogether. And even if
the Pope’s worst fears of an extension of the persecution
from Jews to the Vatican itself had been realised, what
has happened in this 20th century to the traditional glories
of martyrdom? Was Pius not prepared to suffer for his
beliefs under the modem “pagan”. Hitler, as the founder
of the papacy itself, St. Peter, nad traditionally done under
the ancient pagan persecutor, Nero? Evidently times have
changed, and martyrdom is no longer fashionable at
Rome!

Religion in Germany

The questionnaire of the German census of 191 in-
cluded a question on membership of religious bodies. Such
a question is not surprising, as all Germans have to pay
taxes to their selected religious communities as long as
they have not opted out. The result of this inquiry shows
the following results.

Of the 54 million inhabitants of Western Germany, ex-
cluding Berlin, there are 96.8% believers, of which 96.6%
belong to Christian denominations and only 0.2% to other
recognised World religions.

The 96.8% are made up of about 47% men and
53% women. The 96.6% are composed of:

49.6% Protestants

0.6% So-called free Protestants such as Methodists,
Salvation Army, etc.

45.5% Roman Catholics

0.9% Other Christians, e.g. Jehovah’s Witnesses
and Eastern Churches.

The remaining 3.2% are split into 3 groups:

0.2% Freethinkers of various organisations
2.4% Non-committed
0.6% Persons of unknown attachments.

In these groups there are on average 59% men and
41% women.

Since the census in 1871 the percentages of Protestants
and Roman Catholics have continuously decreased—the
latter to a greater extent than the former—as a whole by
3%.

It is interesting to note that the others, i.e. non-Pro-
testants and non-Catholics, form a high proportion of the
population, in Hamburg 15.1%, in Berlin (West) 14.4%,
in Sleswig-Holstcin 5.6%, Bremen 5.1%, Lower Silesia
3.6%0, North Rhinc-Westphalia 3.5%, in Badcn-Wurt-
emberg 2.7%, in Bavaria 1.8% and in the Rhenish
Palatinate 1.4% and in the Saar District 1.1%0, But in
Hamburg and Berlin (West) the number of unattached is
12.4% and 12.5% respectively.

These statistics unfortunately show that even in the
country of Goethe. Humboldt. Haeckel and Ostwald free
thought never plays any very important part. Actually
the number of godless appeared to be highest during the
census of 1939.

(Extracted by L. J. Fischer from the Bulletin of the
German Federal Government, No. 6, 1964.]
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Actually there is no real difficulty in explaining tjj
papal reasons for remaining silent during the most terribi
era in modern history since the Vatican itself launch®
the Thirty Years War. Only first one must abandjjj
fictitious premises and try to study the facts as they reall
were. To do so we must shed definitively the basic R®)
mise of the Catholic apologists themselves, that the Cliurt,
of Rome and the papacy arc primarily religious and ethi0*
institutions concerned with human betterment. What |
have to realise is that the Vatican is primarily a polity
or, more accurately, a totalitarian institution, concern
primarily with its own preservation and its own po\V
When viewed from this correct angle. Pope Pius conl
and no doubt subjectively did adopt the politically
ible plea that the lesser evil was to throw the Jews ,n'
the gas chambers rather than to allow his own Church
perish, either at the hands of Hitler or of his Bolsl'cj
conquerors. In so acting he demonstrated that Pajr{
statecraft, which in the days of the Borgias elicited 1
special praise of Machiavelli. But also in so doing.
any moral point of view, he branded himself as a criml
before the impartial bar of history.

Catholic Archbishops on South Afri®

Tin: Most Rev. William Whelan. Roman Catholic ArJ
bishop of Bloemfontein, issued a statement on Febr”,
18th (reported by Reuter) which defined what he said

the Catholic Church’s attitude on South Africa’s rjC

pejE .

f){ere was, he said, no teaching of the Church ll(
opposition to the idea of a State composed of a nuflj*
of national or racial groups, maintained in their sep*
and distinct identity by the State, of which they f*rl

The Church had often declared that “public i'u! * P
have an obligation to assist the cultural and racial P (
in a pluralistic State in their distinctive develop®
The Archbishop added that “the Church regards
moral any policy aimed at levelling such ethnic t
into an amorphous cosmopolitan mass”. o

In reply to a question as to whether aspects Vv
present Government’s policy could be consider®
moral. Archbishop Whelan said it was common kno
that several provisions of the racial legislation, ing3n
residential anil employment restrictions on
(Africans), “involve hardship and injustice”. .,

Another question was: “Surely apartheid, whic ~
the democratic principle of ‘one man, one witLV -oi#
eluding 80 per cent of the population from the e* »

cannot be reconciled with Christianity?” The r&P(he 0%
The Church has never considered democracy tO hg\lﬂ])(
form of government compatible with Chrlstlanl
a State which is democratic in structure, the *

vote" principle is not always desirable . . « tl”é
Archbishop Whelan said lie was not dlsturb* r

present situation in South Africa because it waV,l)re
the situation, "in spite of its defects, is stable. SC ,
full of prospects for future development”. . .&
He was disturbed “in so far as South AfE® ijd
made the object of criticism that is largely Prt’J /
to say the least uninformed . u’\le¥ i
The following day, Archblshop Dennis 0*

Durban and Archbishop Owen McCann of ~.j,i™l

Ihcy reie~nkxnirp. ~h?,an™ views! and denic* |

*as. they said offla;*" view of the Church,
Archbishop ffllrul'ln8.Jn a purely personal «,PalL/t

official attitudg, of £ - Rl BT Chiteh e -
' «¥eluded on page 68)
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Religion versus Secularism

By G. L. SIMONS

a U<on, as everyone knows, has been with man since
tk ~rliest times. It was bom in the fuddled mind of
eearly savage. Conceived by fear and sired by ignor-
religion was and is the largest systematised super-
IOKh" It is opposed to change since knowledge is
Jltile to it; it I1s opposed to thought since only blind
in|iftance can perpetuate it. Religion is most at home
ignoranl>primitive community; rite and ceremony

i@ ac performed with unquestioning orthodoxy, and
iiS? and superstitious dread reign supreme. In the
lae ¢ ~Ses also, religion had a happy time; then (as
byr where possible) religious fervour was accompanied
Hx&an(J use ok rack and pillory, faggot and dungeor,
ﬁ?ﬂcs were imprisoned, mutilated, burned: the pious in
i§f righteousness prayed that the wrath of God would
lim e ninbbléaver, and. as if doubtiing his ability, assisted

WL Pogrom and persecution.

lire *'e a “ew n°blc men tried to understand disease and
il I*e Church ranted about sin and “possession by
ndlls m While a few reformers tried to put bread in the
Ho]lJyhungry, the Church wondered whether the
Wi -°remunion bread was digested in the usual way.
lg.gr\), a few practical men tried to improve sanitation.
“Hiifdh debated about the number of angels that could

C * r- he head of a4 pin. Until recent times, the Chumh
tW**» self-satisfied in its security, complacent in its
Sam1 &PPy in its power. Ruling the lives of men with
(Iognyiridnity. concerned ofly with the-unthinking-ortho-
RiJ. bat consolidated its position, the Church has im-
Padi ,a reoral and intellectual tyranny which has few

C 9 n history.

kecin'ifay Its position is changing. No longer can it
aPathyn b'gotry and ignorance. No longer can it rely on
jut fJHt* blind obedience. No longer can it assume
hti°'vicd> acknowledge its self-styled sanctity.
horest and religion are incompatible if men are
"gun | f*cligion is degenerate, riddled with nonsense and
Niibit: t overs- imbued with outmoded dogma and cruel
a faw jOIIS- Were it not for science and the courage of
%icab] ,ted frcctbinkers religion would today be as
Fa..e antl perverse as it was in Protestant Germany
.Hght j°0,lc Spain. It was not the cruel priests who
V* their (Wron8 *° sacrifice children to Moloch or Baal,
b'hotit fr<on within their OWN SOaety OF from
ald jrt han |i%i°n am™* crucily have almost always gone

P hecthr't r?ligi°n has changed—it has been forced to
af\é becON?IK freethinkers. Had it not changed it would
H'2'nd  «Wtoct. and it would prefer to exist in an
Aion| eejtying form rather than not to exist at all.

aJPetiti”™ ehanged, and is changing ﬁill, a]s iiltiﬁaﬁ?sriﬂ
i . o C
"?ecularisvr\rqth fHSeSHp?5 %rion has € C%?'tﬁgglo'bigﬁg

inj Ranged by atheists and_ rebels. «  satisfied
i»nnistsy And freethinkers wd longcr
rcligi™'gion is changed so much th. influence

until the Church’s social ~ ~ ,, yed by

(o} 1 > -
Qflg%%l\?a,l!&;%nt ‘?-tSSF‘s%'Sb ?cs)nfosuppress%n. cenior
- uch opcn and fair ideological competition. J be
S'1 bicdliv ,*cll frereblc: its days arc numbered. How
£>7? ~ reystcry-mongering compete with modem
heban a, bo really beliewes that faith is more likely

°m-bomb to move a mountain?

A few sad thinkers try to prop up the Church’s decaying
authority by devising fallacious arguments to mislead the
masses. Always claiming to be intellectually respectable,
the Church with a sophistical technique perfected over
the centuries, teaches that belief in God is reasonable, and
quite compatible with the findings of modern science. The
emphasis has changed; no longer are scientists said to be
wicked (as they were so-called when lightning-conductors,
steam-engines, anaesthetics, etc., were invented); no
longer are scientists dismissed as wayward children, lost
and confused; no longer can the Church sneer at evolu-
tion, psycho-analysis and hypnosis; no longer can priests
assume that confident air of patronising superiority which
characterises them in what they consider to be their
secure moments. Science is progressing, ever achieving
new victories over taboo and superstition. The Church
can no longer argue that religion and science are incom-
patible—if it did, too many people would choose science.
Instead a different tack is adopted.

Theologians can no longer decry science but welcome
it. suggesting that a grand scientific/religious synthesis is
not merely possible but necessary in the modern world.
But now that even the Church admits the respectability
of science, the superfluous nature of religion is clearly
revealed for the first time to the broad mass of educated
mankind, including religious believers. Religion occurred
because man was not the master of his destiny, his en-
vironment being too capricious. But science gives man
the power he formerly lacked, and his environment can
be controlled more and more. At a time when astronomers
and biologists give no support to the creation story, when
psychologists give no support to the soul theory, when
independent historians give no support to the idea of
Christ’s divinity, when philosophers are hostile to meta-
physics, religion is seen to be an anachronistic concept
totally unsuited to life in the modem world.

By contrast the rationalist offers Secularism as a modem
philosophy suited to the needs of man in a scientific age.
With Bertrand Russell, the rationalist affirms that the
good life is based on love and knowledge. The Secularist
believes that no knowledge is absolutely certain, but that
science is the best way known to man of approaching the
truth. Morality he regards as a relative thing, varying
(quite rightly) from society to society, and being changed
when social circumstances change or when science makes
new advances. The Secularist affirms that human intelli-
gence should be devoted to enriching human life, making
it fuller, more enjoyable and more complete; ancient
taboo should not impede this approach, nor should the
ramblings of ill-read priests who seek to carry man back
to the Dark Ages. The Secularist looks to the humane
psychologist and biologist for his ethical theory, to the
ic,c(ijentist and empirical philosopher for his theory of know-
edge.

For the Secularist, man is important above all else,
and human happiness should never be restricted by ancient
texts written by ignorant men. Today we know more
about man, his body and his mind. We realise that life
can be approached rationally and with courage; no longer
do we need supernatural props, designed to keep us as
children, afraid of dark places and independent thought.

People should sweep away the trivial religious epithets
that take the place of wisdom, and organise their lives

(Concluded on page 68)
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This Believing World

We seem to be a most desirable target to be saved, for we
continue to get all sorts and conditions of evangelic tracts.
Now before us. emanating from Canada, is An Answer to
Atheism, a reprint of one by the notorious D. L. Moody
who is designated “a Champion Soul Winner”. It deals
with a meeting that the saintly winner of souls had in
London in 1883 in which Bradlaugh gathered 5,000 of his
supporters to crush the great Moody. But so telling was
Moody’s oration, so packed with God’s answers to the
blatant infidels there, that “reluctant tears were wrung
from many an eye”, and this was capped by all the 5,000
joining the believers in singing the conquering hymn,
Only Trust Him.

After such a triumphant victory, it was easy all the way.
“The Holy Spirit” burst among these one time enemies of
Jesus, and “the batle was won”. Bradlaugh’s followers
switched right over to God — “they heard his voice and
they followed Him”. Moody and God between them con-
verted 5,000 infidels! We hope that our readers are now
suitably impressed with the divine resurrection of this
sheer twaddle 80 years after it took place in the vivid
Christian imagination of a great Christian “soul winner”.

In Canterbury', the city of so much genuine Christianity,
where, indeed, there ought never to be a soul to save, some
of the choirboys who help in the business now prefer to
take Sunday newspapers around rather than sing in the
choir. The Rev. D. I. Hill, vicar of St. Gregory’s sadly
admits that “once they drop out of the habit of coming to
church at such an age. they seldom return”, a calamity
enough to make an angel weep. But it does show how
illusory is the divine impact of “our Lord” on Christian
boys. Perhaps it soon will have to be choirgirls only.

Boxers are often called “punch drunk” after having taken
severe punishment in the ring for a number of years, but
it was In the Daily Mail that we came across the caption
“Punch drunk with TV Religion”. How true! It appears
that all denominations are catered for on TV, but the
Methodist director, the Rev. C. Thomas, had to stop
eleven Presbyterians who were taking turns “on closed
circuit”, from “waffling on about redemption and salva-

tion”.

But for heaven’s sake, what else can Presbyterians talk
about? The two Johns, Calvin and Knox, perpetually
talked about salvation, which only a very few Christians
would ever attain, and redemption which neither ever suc-
ceeded in expounding intelligibly. Poor Mr. Thomas com-
plained that he was getting “punch drunk with religion”
at the Churches Television Training Centre. But one can
get punch drunk with religion without going to a training
centre. Just listen to the radio and TV every day.

It Is interesting as Henry Fielding of the “Daily Herald"
noted (February 17th), that emerging African states may
reject Western ideology but find it less easy to throw off the
influence of Christianity. “God and the devil are intimates
of the Africans’ political philosophy”, said Mr. Fielding.
“Their language is marked with Old Testament rhetoric
and Prayerbook responses”. When John Okello addressed
a mass parade to celebrate Zanzibar’s revolution, he called
the Sultan “a devil of the imperialists” and asked: “Do
you reject these devils?” Back came the response: “We
reject them. amen”. Just like a revivalist meeting.
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American Religion

According to the National Council of Churches’ eml’g
survey, 63.4 per cent of Americans are members
churches, synagogues and other places of worship. T4
is slightly less than the record 63.6 per cent in 1960 but
as The Guardian remarked (17/2/64), still a formidab;
total of 117,946,002. Out of 252 bodies who sent 1
returns, 222 were Protestant, with more than 64 mill'0
adherents, but they are being overtaken by the R °#
Catholics, whose total was given as 43 million.
Jewish community was numbered at 5,509,000, the Eastfr
Orthodox Church at over three million, and the Method*"
over ten million. But the fastest growing Church was y.
Southern Baptists with a membership of 11 million.
were, incidentally, 60,000 Buddhists, and Presid
Johnson’s Church, the Disciples of Christ numbe
1,779.046.

CATHOLIC ARCHBISHOPS ON SOUTH AFRICA

(Concluded from page 66)

pletely erroneous”. And Archbishop McCann, chairU®
of the South African (Roman Catholic) Bishops’ co*
ence said that Archbishop Whelan’s statement had 1L
been issued by the conference. th

Reuter was unable to obtain a comment from
Apostolic Delegate in South Africa, Archbishop J¥%&lj
McGeough. but it was stated that he was conferring "M
Archbishop McCann in Cape Town. A

Whatever “official” or unofficial statements may |,
issued, however, one at least of Archbishop Whelaj,
remarks deserves emphasising, that the Roman Cathn
Church has never considered democracy to be the O m
form of government compatible with Christianity.

RELIGION VERSUS SECULARISM
(Concluded from page 67)

according to humanity and science; we need no mM
criteria for our philosophy. If we arc concerned »
reducing cruelty and suffering, and we are preparedTﬁ
accept science with its logical implications then we !
Secularists, and should rightly be interested in spread™
a rational view of things. There are many trained tfl t
sters and charlatans in the way, and many other P"o
who unconsciously support a conservative indifference j(
stupidity, injustice and unhappiness. All these
must be opposed, stirred out of their apathetic indoleT
attacked for their complacency and insensitivity, and
to realise that self-satisfaction merely indicates
ponsibility

Life on earth is the only life we know. It ci'j
tedious, cluttered with sanctimonious claptrap, a
hibited by archaic moral imperatives, or it can be c*c'J
and virile, liberating men from a bestial origin, awakey
them to beauty, truth and love. Lifg can restrict m n,r,é,;
eripple his imaginatien, or it ean stimulate im afit*
him to be more fully human. Which it does depcn¥of
large part upon the philosophy he adopts. He can €82
a hackneyed, old-fashioned creed, supported by the
minded, the celibate and the unimaginative or a tlll't)
progressive rationalism, based on science and huffl3p
and supportai by the greatest intellects in the world-
tfp]e_healthy, uninhibited mind this should be a very
choice.

A Freethought Approach to Witchcraft
The Dark World of Witches by F.ric Maple
(Published by Robert Hale)

Plus postage from The Freethinker Bookshop
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Lecture Notices, Etc.

B K OUTDOOR

~burgh Branch NSS (The Mound).—Sunday afternoon and
10nj nin6: Messrs. Cronan, McRae and Murray.

(MPn  Branches—Kingston, Marble Arch, North London:
Beo * Arch), Sundays from 4 p.m.: Messrs L. Ebury, J. W.
alJKer, c. E. Woo H. Tribe, J. A Millar.

n. W& Hill). Every Thursday, 122 p.m.: Messrs. J. W.

« ER"d L Ebur
P nester Branch Ngs (Car Park, Victoria Street) Sunday
Ml enin8s

I cyside Branch NSS (Pierhead).—Meetings:

honkO}1: Sundaé/s 730'\P.m.

Be London Branch NSS (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).—

“sttin 1 Sunday, noon :

] n8ham Branch NSS (Old Market Square), every Friday.
Pri)-: T. M. Mosley.

Wednesdays,

3 INDOOR
Bm,'n and Hove Humanist Groulg (Arnold House Hotel,
Ujv. *er Terrace), Sunday, March 1st, 5.30 p.m.: Martin
CoiwALs" “Civil Liberty’.

ay Discussions (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, London,

Tuesday, March 3rd, 7.30 p.m.: Charles Marshall.

MieJ, Wo Need an International University?"
$uH Secular Society (Secular Hall, 75 Humbcrstone Gate),
S|w*y’ March 1st, 6.30 p.m.: 83rd Anniversary Meeting. Guest

% r: Richard Clements, obe, j

Arch Branch NSS (The Carpenters Arms, Seymour Place.

Acc [t0On'rW.1), Sunday, March 1st, 7.30 p.m.; Hector Hawton.
I’ 7he Humanlst “The Humanist Revolution".

i *'rc Humanist Group (Guildhall, ngh Street,

JJNbetlnq Under-Lyme)# Friday, February 28th, 7.15 p.m.: A

and Twickenham Humanist Group (Community Centre.
p ~ocie, , ranl), Friday, February 28th, 8 p.m.: Debate “Modern
p\ ”as No Need of Religion”.
Fond,..ic? Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
plAr, W.C.l), Sunday, March 1st, 11 a.m.: Professor T. H.
vualitics Desirable in a Social Psychologist”.

g Notes and News

nation-Tc  Honour at the 58th Annual Dinner of the
ScH(jén, ~Ceular Society will be F. A. Ridley, a former
f Tuin  ™c Society, who needs no introduction to
V°Ur a Rrcaders. The Dinner will take place at the
&5fch la 1 1s’ PaSc Street, London, S.W.I, on Saturday,
ATetar' i Tickets are available (21s. each) from the
"s 103 Borough High Street, London, S.E.l.

"df/ve %N this week to Rolf Hochhuth’s The Repre-
h”satio” “hich he aptly calls the “greatest dramatic
j* Vjv . rcTdt years”. Mr. Ridley refers to Pope
Jjulsaij altack on a play he hadn’t seen. It was. Pope
“it’ awildly imaginative reconstruction of history”,
cMifiht  -d as wc"  Oie creative imagination of
Vent v insufficiently endowed with historical dis-
hifv °rdin-rC* P°ssibly. though please God it is not so.
Ing\vitiary .“nman mtegn;[jy) would forbear from
subjects of this kin ” It is worth recalling
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Tony Geraghty’s comment on the above in a Guardian
(7/2/64) review of the biography of Pope Paul, Apostle
for Our Time by John G. Clancy. The Pope’s rejection
of the play’s historical accuracy, Mr. Geraghty said, “is
unlikely to be shared by at least one historian who has
seen and reported upon the play—Professor Hugh Trevor-
Roper . . . ”. Mr. Geraghty even doubted if the Jesuit
Father Corbishley (who had publicly discussed the play
with Professor Trevor-Roper) supported Pope Paul in his
attack on The Representative.

Ronald Fletcher’s “A Humanist’s Decalogue”, which
first appeared in New Society and then (slighty
lengthened) in The Freethinker last year, has now been
published in expanded and attractive pamphlet form by
the Pioneer Press under the title, Ten Non-Command-
ments. “In the era of the Beatles and when all the press
exploits teenagers and their doings with big headlines, it
is refreshing to read sense on the subject”, said Tribune
(14/2/64). And, it added, Dr. Fletcher’s Humanist
approach to problems of morality “deserves great praise”.
Margaret Mcllroy reviews the pamphlet on page 71. And
we know that readers will join us in offering our con-
gratulations to Dr. Fletcher on his recent appointment as
Professor of Sociology in the University of York.

Archbishop Michael Gonzi is gathering his forces to
resist any attempt in the new Maltese independence con-
stitution to curb the powers of the Roman Catholic
Church. Thousands gathered outside Valletta on Febru-
ary 16th in response to an appeal by the island’s fifty
riests and Catholic lay organisations, and passed a reso-
ution “solemnly” refusing to accept any clause which
would “reduce the rights and liberty of the Church” (Daily
Telegraph, 17/2/64). Then they sang the Creed.

It was “a season of unheard-of mortification” for the
Rev. Francesco Angelicchio and other members of the
Catholic Film Centre, who for reasons of (heir office had
to view over five hundred films shown in Italy last year.
Writing in the Vatican newspaper Osservatore Romano
(18/2/64), Father Angelicchio referred to “a vast collec-
tion of shame and wickedness such as had never been
seen in the history of the cinema”. The percentage of
“positive” films in the Catholic Film Centre’s classifi-
cation dropped from 67.81 in 1962 to 65.94 in 1963 and,
among the “negative” films, those classified as “excluded”
for Catholics rose from 17.91 to 19.92 per cent.

SO Mrs. Lee Radziwinl, sister of Mrs. Jacqueline
Kennedy, is now free to marry her husband. Prince
Stanislaus Radziwill, Polish nobleman and London
businessman. They have, of course, been legally married
since March 1959, and they have two children, but the
Vatican Tribunal has only just confirmed the annulment
of Mrs. Radziwill’s previous (Roman Catholic) marriage
to American publisher Mr. Michael Canfield, which took
place in Washington in 1953, a marriage that (legally)
ended in divorce. The Vatican annulment was granted on
the grounds that Mr. Canfield, who is not a Roman
Catholic, “had no intention of having children when he
married” (Daily Telegraph, 17/2/64).

On March 1st, Leicester Secular Society will celebrate
its 83rd Anniversary with a lecture by Mr. Richard
Clements of South Place Ethical Society. This will be
preceded by the half-yearly general meeting, at 3 p.m.,
and tea at 5p.m.
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MR A

By DENIS COBELL

The organisation now known as Moral Re-Armament,
was founded by the late Dr. Frank Buchman. In the
1920s it was known as the Oxford Group Movement (not
to be confused with the Oxford Movement of 1833 which
sought to protect the Church of England from dis-
establishment and “liberalism”) and only changed to its
present name just before the outbreak of World War I,
In an attempt to attract a larger section of the Christian
congregation, notably the Roman Catholic. Ideologically
it has three fundamental principles, God-guidance, moral
absolutes and “life changing” of individuals through per-
sonal work. Many churchmen have criticised its theology,
particularly its lack of a Christological basis.

During the "20s and ’30s MRA received wide publicity
and much popular support; it held large rallies in the
Albert Hall and similar buildings throughout Europe,
America and South Africa. After the war its international
headquarters were set up in luxurious surroundings at
Caux-sur-Montreux, Switzerland, but its influence has
lessened. Nevertheless, the Swiss Government’s recent
order to the movement to reveal its sources of income for
tax purposes has not met with enthusiasm!

MRA has frequently employed the media of film and
stage to propagate its ideas, and Peter Howard, at present
its most prominent exponent in Britain, has written several
plays to explain its mission. In pursuit of its aim to “clean
up” the theatre, MRA erupted once again into the news-
papers last year, and provided the initiative for my protest.
A nude—a moving one—would, of course, create some
sort of a stir in the minds of a British nation attuned to
acceptance of hypocrisy, but it is a little astonishing that
such a small movement as MRA should cause such a
furore and reaction to the “happening” in the McEwan
Hall on the final day of the Edinburgh Festival Drama
Conference. Although the prosecution was unsuccessful,
there can be little doubt that this misguided organisation
has played a part in the cancellation of the proposed 1964
Poetry Conference.

To find out what makes MRA “tick”, it is necessary to
unravel a little of the past life of its originator, Frank
N. D. Buchman. He was born of pietistic Pennsylvanian-
German parents in 1878. He lectured as a Lutheran in
Personal Evangelism at Hartford Seminary until he re-
signed in 1922 and decided to “live by faith”. This faith
which he acquired from listening to a sermon at Keswick,
obviously paid him well, for he never received a salary
for the last forty years of his life, yet always managed
to live in a grandstyle.

Buchman thought in a grand manner as well. MRA’s
protest at Edinburgh followed naturally the clichd-ridden
declaration he made in 1934: “The Oxford group’s aim is
a new social order under the dictatorship of the Spirit of
God. making for better human relationships, for unselfish
co-operation, for cleaner business and cleaner politics.”
R is from this sort of statement that his movement also
gained a reputation for alleged Nazi sympathies. Just
before his death in 1961 he declared, “I want to see the
world governed by men of God. Why not let God run the
whole world?” Buchman was the victim of much hero
worship: in Madras a man who had not seen him for
twenty years embraced the feet of one of his friends and
inquired, “Where is the master?” His vision was often
false. One official remarked, “Dr. Buchman’ visit to
South Africa in 1929 was of national significance. It started
a major and continuing influence for racial reconciliation

throughout the whole country.”! His humility can best j*
fu(gnmed up in his own phrase, “l have been wonderfull('
ed”.

Frank Buchman’s activities have been a veiled supp°j*
for capitalists over the years. He maintained close fri««™.
ships with Ford. Firestone and Edison. Although he na
encouraged the manipulation of populaces by government’
the bulk of his invective during the last years of his '"
was directed against Communism — the organisation t*
is most successful in using his methods. His bitter dis*
greement with Communism stems from Lenin’s statentf
concerning its future: “It can never succeed until the mv,
of God is removed the mind of man.” In its heyday, JV
Oxford Group attracted much support from the upr
middle-classes and often featured in the settlement ofl
dustrial disputes to the advantage of the working-dasS
and, therefore, somewhat justified the comments of
and Lenin on God.

Buchman failed to see that the evil in Communis
emanated from a similar source as the evil in his o
ideology. He did not recognise that this was because u*
both wished to close man’s mind — the one under
dictatorship of God and the other under a dictatorship »
the proletariat. He claimed to have thwarted the Conin
nist movement in Japan and, in Brazil, muted a pro-Cas
demonstration on Cuba’s National Day by holding L
own meeting in a nearby arena. MRA issued a pamPT
five years ago. ldeology and Coexistence, to combat |,
rising tide of Comunism. However the emphasis was P j
upon the superior ideology possessed by MRA as °PP"83
to a dispassionate consideration of co-existence, the n
important factor if mankind is to be preserved. .

The “absolute standards” adopted by MRA. apart ¢
philosophical invalidity, render it hopeless as *“;in,,Of
dispensable foundation for the reconstruction and
Europe and the world” that Buchman suggested in *
The alarming proposal of “God-control” leads far
the responsible society of Humanism. | am not a fp~n
agnostic who believes in the progressive goodness — *
as a perfectible ideal; such a dénouement is unattain *
Man has reached_his exablted place in the animal kingz'—"i
by measures of extreimé brality andicoercion in RS
ings with members of his own and other species, an« y
hope of “changing” the innate nature of man by J
method, let alone the appeal to a mythical God, is bey. ]%
our wildest dreams. The very existence of MRA™ ,;
ﬁrime example of man’s urge to dominate.

opes that the most optimistic can entertain for suy f
and happiness depend, not on God-guidance and iS%|
ance, but rather, on an unbiased, thoughtful and edpi”j
ﬁiusttloor())/k’ built upon a knowledge of man’s origin

AN

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIET'

58th ANNUAL DINNFJ{

Guest of Honour: F. A. RidiEY
Followed by Dancing .
SATURDAY, MARCH 14tli, 196,
at The Paviourx Arm*, Page Street, London, S-W-*
Reception 6 p.m. Dinner 6.30 p.m.
Chairman : David Tribe j

Vegetarians catered for Evening Press OP'a 1
Tickets 21/- from the Sec., 103 Borough High Street-»
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A Guide for Living

By MARGARET McILROY

n Non-Commandments—A Humanist’s Decalogue, by
Doneld Fletcher (Piomeer Press, 2s. &) is.an venlarged
. r1Sl°n of an essay that has already been published in
wew Society and The Freethinker. It deserves the

finest of welcomes in its present form, for it is the
relV f answer to those apologists who insist that their
Q08lon is the only basis for morality, and that without
fish I"ere wou*d He no, way of understanding what it is

V to do, and no motive for doing it.

P he decalogue is of the widest interest, although Dr.
AMier addresses himself primarily to young people, to
fideQl  dedicates the booklet “warmly and with con-
liodG" “e wr'tes scathingly of those who condemn
are Om youth, and he insists that “young people of today
Hs K Worse jn character than people of earlier times”.
yu uMalogue consists of ten items of advice to guide
“Nen >n the modern world. His first principle is
@ yjr accept authority . . . unless in your own seriously

"tiered view, there are good grounds for it”.
reietTA*n Heals with summarily: “You are right to
insisn orlH°Hox religions; at present (as our clergymen
#0u,. orthodox religions are a shambles”. Conduct
are i He based on “simple human principles”. There
Hti ' Fletcher says, “three possibilities about God.
dterer. 0) He does not exist, in which case nothing is
kel ... Or (2) He does exist, and the moral rules
in Kdown are in accordance with those we find good
hHs  human experience ... Or (3) He does exist, and
géoj .ra' rules and exhortations are not those we find

j| In our human experience, . . . and in this case we
dl ™ Have no option but to disagree with him ... In

Ss then, God is superfluous for human morality”.
eais Ural,y a large section of Ten Non-Commandments
s wiVH sex. “In sexual behaviour—use your brains
rtien k S “our 8cn'tals, and always in that order. But
HetQh ber 1?° that love involves more than both”. Dr.
adod F ° ‘nts out that, though there is nothing wrong
their SCX y°ung people ought to exercise self-control over
allc® ual conduct.  “It is very doubtful whether many
tares”Cen,s can enter easily into casual sexual adven-
i°retho ~ sexual relationship “needs the exercise of much
"1 suff *st something that begins lightly should end
s Cria8”. | would only question whether Dr. Fletcher
~Anously enough with the risk of pregnancy from
he ,» relationships. He says that young people “should
SuV? a thorough knowledge of contraceptive tech-
I"fo * Hut until the reliability of contraception is
'He danger is not negligible.
n°l He a snob” is a particularly timely “com-
“Treat people as human beings and not as
°r Y’ .tors.  Use material possessions for enjoyment and
¥ s@r,ching you own experience: not as an insignia
Iig is Ws for competitive snobbery”. Perhaps status-seek-
se™°nc °f the nastiest of modern vices, and it is good

Man'l cxP°scd in all its shabbincss.

°f Dr. Fletcher’s “commandments” urge young
Aj¢t° an active concern with social issues. They are
“rtain to “strive to eliminate war”, to “seek to preserve
Hveri ubdamcntal human rights”, to “strive to eliminate

N aud work for greater material prosperity for all”
Drrjniit themselves to active citizenship. His final
Nr “Have confidence in the modern world and in

"Wi< to improve it”, and he insists that “the
a8c is . . . full of the promise of great achieve-

ments in which each person can play a significant and
important part”.

The study of Dr. Fletcher’s pamphlet will certainly
assist young people to look confidently and intelligently
at the world they are growing up into, and will guide them
to distinguish true values from the false or trivial ones
they are so often offered. This booklet may become a
real formative influence in the lives of many of its younger
readers. In writing it Dr. Fletcher has done a great ser-
vice to freethought, and it is to be hoped that freethinkers
will ensure it a wide circulation.

Portugal
By DAVE SHIPPER

The pamphlet, Portugal: The Price of Opposition, by
Mrs. Helen Ward (British Committee for Portuguese
Amnesty, 30 Benson Road, London, S.E.23, Is., plus
postage), contains a mass of information in compact form.
Among interesting statistics given are the facts that the
average weekly wage in Portugal in 1962 was £2 12s. 6d.
(Diario de Lisboa, 17/5/63), that more than 40% of the
population is illiterate (World Illiteracy, Mid-Century—
a UNESCO publication), that Portugal has Europe’s
highest rate of tuberculosis (WHO Vital Statistics, Vol. 13)
and the second highest rate of infantile mortality (WHO
Vital Statistics, Vol. 15).

“l do not believe in universal suffrage ... | do not
believe in equality. | believe in hierarchy”, said Dr.
Salazar, and Mrs. Ward shows what a sorry mess
Portugal is in after 37 years of Salazar. The Portuguese
Constitution is itself not responsible for the denial of
democratic rights and is frequently shown to critics of
the regime who question the denial of elementary human
rights. These rights are however actually destroyed by
special laws and police practices which make the promises
of the Constitution a shallow mockery.

Mrs. Ward explains the differences between the various
brands of police and how political repression has been
legalised. She shows how the application of “Security
Measures” may lead to indefinite imprisonment for
opponents of the regime. Examples given are Manuel
Guedes, arrested on May 17th, 1952 and sentenced to
four years plus Security Measures, and Manuel Rodrigues
Da Silva, sentenced to eight years plus Security Measures
in 1950. Both these prisoners are still in gaol. (Da Silva
had earlier spent ten years in the notorious Tarrafal con-
centration camp, having been sent there without trial.)

Torture, horrific prison conditions, the intimidation of
defence lawyers, the denial of adequate medical treatment,
are all dealt with in turn, and an appendix deals with
Lord Russell of Liverpool’s An Independent Investigation
on Prisons and Prisoners in Portugal.

Lord Russell’s visit was at the invitation of the Portu-
guese government and he endeavoured to show that reports
of torture and ill-treatment were unfounded. Although he
made criticisms of certain cell facilities he did not
apparently question why the prisoners should be detained.
Perhaps Lord Russell—who does not speak Portuguese-
leaned loo heavily on the services of a government inter-
preter?

The best answer, from ex-prisoner Dr. Maria Luisa
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Dias Soares, was written to Lord Russell and is given at

the end: —

There are no words to express the pain and indignant sur-
prise these people [families and prisoners] expressed when
they spoke of the inaccuracy of the picture of the general
conditions in which Portuguese political prisoners live. | am
well acquainted with the PIDE's private prisons in Oporto,
the Forte De Caxias where | spent four-and-a-half years, and
with Aljube and Peniche where some very close relatives were
imprisoned for many years. It is impossible for us, and for
thousands of Portuguese from every social strata who have
passed through the PIDE prisons, to identify your report with
the painful reality we know so well.

This detailed analysis is a “must” for students of the

Portuguese scene.

CORRESPONDENCE

THE HUMANIST REVOLUTION

Having just completed a slow, careful, but very contented
reading of The Humanist Revolution by Hector Hawton, my
desire to see final achievement of this revolution has been greatly
intensified. Yet here in England it seems scarcely to have begun.
Certainly a few Humanist books and periodicals are regularly
published, a few Humanist lectures are delivered, but we see no
sign or indication that national policy in any direction has begun
to be dictated by the kind of thinking which makes a Humanist.
Many professed Christians desire that England should continue
to be governed as though it were a Christian country, although
they must know that all the observable and verifiable facts arc
dead against them.

I imagine and suspect that the Humanist revolution is more
advanced in China and far more advanced in Russia than it is.
here in England. | suspect that the present differences between
China and Russia are due to the fact that China has not yet been
able to catch up with Russia in the Humanist direction. Yet there
is probably more unity of thought and feeling between Russia and
China than there is between all the rivals of the Free World |
should imagine that there is general agreement between leaders
of thought in Russia and China that the whole human world must
eventually yield to the logical force and power of some form
of authoritarian communism.

The mam obstacle to the Humanist tevolution is human nature
itself. All the religions of mankind have tried in vain to produce
the perfect type of Homo sapiens. Science has already in a very
short space of time revolutionised the actual physical conditions
of human existence, but has not up to the present, produced any
vast corresponding ethical change in human nature. Christianity
was certainly intended to be a revolutionary change in human
nature to be achieved with the aid of divine supernatural grace.

NEW PENGUIN TITLES

Available on February 27th
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Since in actual fact there is no such thing as divine supernaluf
grace, Christianity was bound to fail, and is bound to fail m0
and more completely as time goes on.

The modern secular scientific Humanist revolution aims at r
pairing the damage done by the downfall of the gods, and 0
hopes of ultimate success are not nullified at source by a contr(j
dictory belief in original sin or the ineradicable wickedne,
human nature. The animal part of human nature may contin ﬂf
ebstruct the course of the Humanist rewvolution, but every
points to the conclusion that man can and eventually will becoul
a rational animal.

Peter P. Crommeli™

SPIRIT B]p)
If it is the function or object of psychical research to estal
the factual existence of spirit, will Mr. G. L. Simons km0'
suggest what method should be adopted for doing so? Can: .

suggest any scientific test which could be adopted to achieve

end? Can he define “spirit” or state what exactly is the differ”™
between spiritual and material? In other words even if L
existed, how would it be possible for anyone ever to know &)

thing about it?
J. R. DuncansoN

VIOLENT INDIGNATION @
Indignation is an emotion, generally a very violent one,
though emotion may be good or poetry writing, it tends to bit®
one’s reasoning powers when one enters the field of controver™
This emotional state seems to have so far blinded your “Indignf
Catholic” corespondent as to make him (or her) forget his L
her) name. | feel like a person challenged to a duel and then
at from behind a bush. This emotional blindness seems to bu *|
cause, too, of the first shot going widely beside the mark. 1 d'd’ j
speak of mixed marriages being invalid for Roman Catholics, .j
said those between non-Catholics are certainly considered
by the Roman Catholic Church. The second answer suffers
from emotional blindness as it merely confirms what | had
instead of confuting it, as an “enemy” should surely try to Jy
As to the third, | am sure that many good people will gratet%
receive the indignant information supplied, unless of course, b®
Roman Catholics, they bring the matter before their confess%
I should, however, like to reply to a logical conclusion K
by another reader, that the use of so-called "safe period -
hypocrisy on the part of Roman Catholics. | think the ansW# v
that this use is allowed by the Catholic Church becausell
always possible to have chi?/dren, although using such period*»
this objectively. Subjectively, it is difficult to icconcile a
intention of having children with the deliberate use of a
not to have them. r
Isn’t the term “enemy’s camp” rather inconsistent with $
separated brethren movement? According to Rome even >
and | are children of God. ,
Mary C. Blakiston iPadua-

TEN NON-COMMANDMENTS
(A Humanist's Decalogue)
by RONALD FLETCHER
(recently appointed Professor of Sociology in the
University of York)
. .. deserves great praise”—Tribune
Published by The Pioneer Press
Price 2s. 6d., postage 6d.
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