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desth j » fn d s of German anti-Nazis were tortured to
Inte"igent  er's concentration camps, when the Polish
f Russi'SIUWes slaughtered, when hundreds of thousands
KvermenrS M'ec® as a result °f being treated as Slavic
°éngs J Llen (sub-humans), and when 6,000,000 human
Qttirch  fff- n,urdered for being non-Aryan, Catholic
uratin» tvCla®s in Germany bolstered the regime per-
head an® CX cr'mes- The Pope in Rome, the spiritual

[?cher  fsuPreme moral ,
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tJ= Cath ,P uenter Lewy’s rVI9I ittG TI

?a% Gen?lc Church and
5 ~Meoknn™ (~ e'denfeh’
a book
toaii'cial ev'i & su”lc'ency
5» ever aa..z (hce to .make one wonder how the hierarchy
aarjty. Mr T ieem hself the pillar of Christian love and
jicnives Gy mLewy admits the inaccessiblity of the Vatican
3 been llcerning the more recent past, but this blank
anH™g of XIT cnsat ed for in good measure by careful
3 of Qer e arc3 ves °f the German Foreign Ministry
nWtIb nianf diocesan archives, all of which hold a
(Le- One 3 0* comrnunications from and to the Holy
3 casujst_ynnot doubt the listed facts, although some of
Kxeusc Vmay st'h be under cover.
aiv mitted|v
th) c°nfusiry i e story 's one °f great complexity, but
Vi ~tican n d?es notllhig to excuse the German bishops,
I”s never dec - an army of underl'ngs. Hitler himself
ear|"9ew th about the corruptibility of the clergy.
w yyears to le cou™ exploit Catholic support in his
Nation ii?an.*P ate those not yet fully indoctrinated
e .Mally a, Socialism and to confuse world criticism;
eas'i®nded fOn bc “ad won the great war to end peace,
led « suPPress an institution which could so
of .pda] agjv int® any cause which glibly promised some
as < Churc?ntk8e* Meanwhile, he was so contemptuous
i .a ear>1iv , lad cven when he was accepting the priest
PajJstry”, JIpC aux'bary of the Goebbels propaganda
tea s to*ni'ii not resist instigating periodic cam-
W eessin the Plates look ridiculous. Of course,
of.QNiernadrt nSj an” restrictions, applied in measured
(3 Qi at tu 8 d°ses, were means for keeping the men-
I, Vagant r Cringe- "
$3 has bc LenSths

I y hor"gH. suSgested that the bishops in Germany

fent *Pof 1, cx°rcise the Devil of Communism with
ength , Zebub; but in fact they went to extrava-

solves. , lo extol the Fihrer and his maniacal

treirthe victin Inies they did make some attempt to con-
\i> e QOxs 3s Weh as t° Hatter the hangman; but
'fithh?1 SoeiTi™ern Was t° establish the affinities between
Mchlhe im "sni and Catholicism.  Catholic books,
‘del S hmnatlir. were issued to this unholy purpose.
fiiiner>remind’ Professor of Dogmatic Theology at
aH 70u]lf  edhis readers that Catholic and liberal
at;onal bc reconciled, and that Catholicism
Aociahsm should march hand in hand. The
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new stress on authority, he wrote, represented the counter-
part in the natural sphere of the Church’s authority in
the supernatural realm. “Catholics have always regarded
the fate of the ]people, anchored in blood and soil, as a
manifestation of divine providence, and for that reason
they also have to share ‘the just concern for maintaining
the purity of blood,” the basis for the spiritual structure

of the people.”
Later, when the govern-

P ™
opintons Argin J60e o olhurdt
was asked to aid the
< ni i authorities since prior to
111 1j Lo OCI 1874-1876 births had been

registered only in churches.
The Catholic clergy will-
ingly co-operate right
through the war, complain-
ing only that priests already overburdened with work
were not receiving compensation for this special service
to the state.

Yes, when it was convenient, the Church did not fail
to use. the concept “Jew” after the manner of the Nazis,
as a term of racial classification. During one of the
phased direct attacks on the Church, the Nazis made
extensive use of a 19th-century rabble-rousing anti-clerical
book, Der Pfaflenspiegel. “Soon,” Mr. Lewy records,
“the sorry spectacle developed of the Church trying to
undermine the effectiveness of this piece by arguing that
the Protestant author, Otto von Corvin, had been a
half-Jew.”

Sterilisation

It was not for lack of Nazi fervour that Hitler occasien-
ally persecuted the Catholics. It must be granted that
when the sterilisation laws were introduced, the bishops
felt constrained to bleat a few protests; but soon the
episcopate decided that Catholic physicians and social
workers might report those inflicted with ills calling for
sterilisation.  “Reporting was material co-operation which
was lawful, since the act of reporting in itself was morally
indifferent, and since the official in question would other-
wise suffer harm, that is, lose his job. To submit an
application for the sterilisation of a person, on the other
hand, was ‘formal co-operation” which, being an essential
part of an evil action, was sinful.” Thus are hairs and
humans split!

In 1940 the Sacred Congregation of the Holy Office in
Rome actually announced that Catholic nurses in state-
run hospitals could assist at operations for sterilisation if
“a sufficiently important reason was presoit”—if the nurse
might be dismissed for refusing co-operation,

Morality, in the chopper’s hands of the theologian,
becomes mincemeat. Who indeed will ever again be able
to bow with submission to the “Natural Law’ after it
was invoked by the Catholic Bishops in Germany to
excuse almost anything from the cry for Lebensraum to
the Nuremburg Laws. Bishop Hudal, head of the
German Church in Rome, said that the Nuremburg Laws
were a necessary and natural self-defence against the
influx of foreign elements. The Church in her own legis-
lation, the bishop contended, had held a radical position
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on the Jewish question “until the walls of the Ghetto had
been tom down in the 19th century by the liberal state
first and not by the Church.” Consequently, from the
point of view of the Church, there could be no objection
to laws containing discriminatory provisions for Jews.
“The principles of the modern state [based on the rule
of equal treatment before the law] have been created by
the French Revolution and are not the best from the
standpoint of Christianity and nationality.”

The Concentration Camps

The bishops, as Mr. Lewy reveals, had full knowledge
of the abominations of the concentration camps; but the
only response came from a few who whimpered a little
about the sufferings of those “not of German blood.”
Not once was the word Jew used in this context. Catho-
lics had been excommunicated for duelling, but no Catho-
lic was excommunicated for the maiming and massacring
of Jews. For that matter, Hitler was never excommu-
nicated, nor was Mein Kampf ever placed on the Index.
No, one cannot repeat too often that the German bishops
lost no opportunity to fawn on the Fihrer on the occasion
of a birthday, a victory, a “miraculous” escape from a
bomb, etc.; and it is quite sickening to read about such
felicitations and about the public prayers for The Leader
in Mr. Lewy’s work. The Catholic Church has no answer
to the question the young girl in Max Frisch’s Andorra
asks her priest: “Where were you, Father Benedict, when
they took away our brother like a beast to the slaughter,
where were you?” It must be remembered, too, that
there was a round-up of Jews in the Nazi Ministry of
Ecclesiastical Affairs.

The one thing the Church held sacrosanct—her sub-
sidies.  Hitler, to compromise the clergy, never cut off
the subsidies even when he was turning on the heat and
informing the laity of “the filth and vice” in monasteries.
Such vilification always made the bishops squirm into new
degredations of obsequiousness. It is almost beyond
credence that the bishops thought they were acting in self-
preservation and never realised that ultimately Hitler had
no use for any rival organisation however much it might
be reduced. The Gestapo, however, was indignant when
the bishops, to demonstrate their conformity, started to
preach “Jesus, our Fihrer” and to greet one another
“Heil Bishop”. Instead of being lauded for “carrying
all the items sold by the competition”, they were rewarded
with new instructions suggesting how they could better
implement “the disgusting instrumentality of the lie” by
relinquishing the right to publish Catholic newspapers.
The papers ceased, for no humble pie was too tainted for
the bishops of a Church which had once defended slavery
as an expression of the “Natural Law”.

Mr. Lewy gives space to the case of the apologists, of
those who hold that the bishops could not have opposed
Hitler because the “faithful” would not have understood,
of those who assert that for the sake of the future of
Catholicism in Germany the pontiff could not have pro-
tested and given the Germans an excuse to say that the
Vatican had been responsible for Germans losing Rome
itself.

Inevitably, there were exceptions, one or two ordained
men who realised that genocide was an integral part of
National Socialism, who spoke out and were executed.
But it is sheer hypocrisy for the Catholic Church to hail
now these men as martyrs who justify the glory of the
hierarchy. At the time the bishops murmured politely
that atrocities were “unfortunate side effects”.

After his arrest the Pallotinc priest Francz Rcinisch was
denied Holy Communion by the prison chaplain on the
ground that he had violated his Christian duty by refus-
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ing to take the oath of allegiance to Hitler—the s

worked out by a military bishop, which virtually
anyone from the stigma of his acts. Reinisch was  jj
by a high Church dignitary who tried to persuade b
abandon his refusal, and who finally left in a fit °j
declaring that the priest deserved to be “shortene
head”.

Curate Roth wrote: “If in the course of PrO
against the Jews as a race some good and harmless >j
with whom immorality because of inheritance is . J
will have to suffer together with the guilty ones, thisl |
a violation of Christian Tove of one’s nelghbour as $
the Church recognises the moral justification of
example, where many more ‘innocents’ than ‘guilty o
to suffer.” Roth, Mr. Lewy notes, was allowed t? Li
his poisonous pen without ever being formally disFiif.
by the Church, and was encouraged to become an c”*
in the war. But all such quibbling is nauseous, f° $
is a time when if the truth is not stated all
lapses. Maybe an apologist can marshal a f~ *
specious excuses for the Vatican than for the »
bishops, but even if one chooses to forget the * $
personal messages of encouragement to the Fuhnj*j$
can compile a terrifying list of sins of omission.
which Himmler praised as the “discretion of R°al
Mockery 1

The Catholic historian Friedrich Heer felt on »
confess that “in 1945 the situation [the Cathoh
promise with evila was so critical that only a Tw3f
attempt at concealment was regarded as able to s *
restore the face of official Christianity in »
Certainly one imagines that all the brains of the  f
worked on the camouflage, for at the end of
not a single bishop had to resign in Germany.
can one say of the mockery of the Church Maria Jf
Martyrum in Berlin which is supposed to be decl " if
heroic figures like Rcinisch? What can one say.
honest confrontation with the hideous mistakes
necessitated such a martyrdom is still to come. $j,

Thank goodness there is Mr. Lewy’s book t?n]fo'/ffl

observation of Sidney Hook who averred that

crucial situation the behaviour of the Catholic

may be more reliably predicted by reference to its

interests as a political organisation than by refcr

its timeless dogmas.” Clearly, owing to

patient documentation, one may now refer to the 1 f

Law * as something flexible and ambiguous and

aceoniiivedate alimost any uiiiaiuial hoikors - - bC
Then there is the doctrine of the just and

war. . The German_bishops endorsed Hitler * &

polity, sl AbGe? ohiea FaRAH fHe HIASHER " d

war waged for expanionist aims could be just a ll_l;c

fore' legitimate’ for Catholics. ‘One might ask“v"\;b j'

ishops failed to eir ewn . country s
? poIRt \A/?llch is ﬁg up t%me 1 MF. LEWY/s. 1tey
that thlf.l Vatitdr, rather than prociaim a Wi 1-

ifiet “a teriffict bf loyipytiea ameii the @ tﬁjjﬂ'ﬁﬁj’
aggressor.nagign”, is prepared to fell all Catsly W
they should-fight With valour on whatever si0 jip ¢
themselves. Hence the vaunted moral leaders
Papacy is limited to what people will accep/ *\V
Zahn concludes, this kind of advice reduces L t*'
structure of the ‘just war—unjust war’ the(;NJJ
status df a ﬁatenﬂy useless and-socialy—rl@Ant™ ft
Icctual exercise.” Mr. Lewy lets us sec that jyIMl
of a pontiff could be carnal by fighting an.. $U
Hitler, by giving one’s life to the anti-Fasc*

(Concluded on page 388J A
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Anarchists and Anarchism

By F. A. RIDLEY

aLh's recent book. The Anarchists, (published by Eyre
dten P°rhswoode, 35s.), an Oxford historian, James Joll,
1° compress within the confines of a single
tw. €' both an outline of anarchist history and a sum-
inar accour>t of the philosophical (for it would be
ayr A ‘Anarchistic to describe it as political) theory ot
W Ism* The net result of this ambitious attempt
the t.ents- sometimes in a rather marked manner, both
hawe / en2*h and weakness of academic historians who
°r so | would assume from the text) no first-hand
lol intance with actual revolutionary movements. Mr.
but ,Is Usually objective and invariably well-documented,
W i\any°ne who like this writer has been personally
Qltimted wi(h the anarchist movement (I met Emma
I19M ari and knew most of the English anarchists of the
arem?cluding Guy Aldred and M. L. Berneiri) there is
M. 1Qltness and even at times, a sense of unreality in
DG ST o1 R 1S, Snarchist, mRYSTEDR.ry
glaments, Mr. Joll exagc};erates out of all due Pr |
ecious influence ST ideas. revoluuons and very
ft& ly non-political revolutions hkc **'Ideashav?
infiLd fe- not from conscious theory. In as far
U is primarily because they comcide wtth”*and
\faji, reflect contemporary reality. Fo  .honan(j
KO dhave evolved in much the same way if 1 jor
N A i(its two major theorists) had never lived™
24 pisher Mandsm Woilkd RBa¥SsaRIS: have evolved from
N r rent social conditions even if Marx and Enge s
an.usted either. Authentic revolutionary movement.,
the hentic religions, spring from the actual expenenc ”
, Mui~ses and not from the brains of “great men.
S n dailure t0 appreciate this cardinal fact about revo-
Joll's3  movements seriously lessens the value of Mr.
tive> otherwise generally lucid and well-informed narra-
Nen r anyone at least who has any practical ex-
* k C of the movement it involves a flight from reality to
Nrani® lbe evolution of anarchism under a series 0
Nchu, 1cbaptcr headings. For example, the Spanish
In who stormed the military barracks m Barcelona
Aedutmost with their bare hands, did so because they
IN 3 antl hated tyranny not—as one would imagine
S ¢ din8 Mr. Joll—primarily because they had read
N v S Making due allowance for this perhaps ncces-
NerANess in the writing of revolutionary history by
N fl **ut,onary authors, there is a great deal of valuable
J™hai~aterial assembled in The Anarchists, mostly
it bor In a lucid and interesting manner. For ¢
¢ anciSuneys the evolution of the movement from
J in ~ antl medieval forerunners in classical Greece
S aflectsl like the Anabaptists, who repudiated e
J'ag ci c”Urch simultaneously and appeared to
¢™hisSS? of their day as iconoclastic, much as the
t?lieth ,.Yemselves were to do during the nineteenth ai 1
ou°ev CetUuries.
itv\Unsfp.”" 2ne tan hardly term the Anabaptist kingdom
/n M 1534-5) an anarchist experiment: after all.
~ N liv nEdoni”. a state, though a very peculiar one.
N r9tlvy’ ~ r- loll appears to show some credulity
"C'ated tuning at their face value, the tall stones
King Jan of Leyden and his Anabaptist
toNnt, contemporary defenders of law and order
N 1| Luther and the pope. It may be relevant
at- when | debated with him a few years ago.

the fanatical Catholic convert Sir Arnold Lunn (who was
in Spain during the civil war) claimed to have evidence of
similar unmentionable atrocities by the Spanish anarchists.
Revolutionaries rarely get objective treatment!  However,
as Mr. Joll does not fail to remind us, anarchism, both
as a major European (and American) movement and as a
concrete social theory, really began with the French Revo-
lution; and its “heroic” era lay between the revolution of
1848 and the Spanish civil war of 1936-39. It is con-
sequently and necessarily with this classical century that
the bulk of the narrative is concerned.

There have, of course, been several variations of the
anti-statist, anti-government movement genetically de-
scribed as “anarchist”, including religious, e.g. the Ger-
man-derived Bruderhof, spiritual descendants of the Ana-
baptists, who still practise a kind of Christian-anarchist
communism in Shropshire. There is even a Catholic
anarchist movement in present-day America, which would
appear to be a contemporary example of the dialectical
principle of interpenetration of opposites. But such
historical curiosities apart the main stream of anarchism,
may be said to have begun with that tempestuous persona-
lity Michael Bakunin, and then passed via his Russian
and Spanish successors into the Labour movement of
certain pre-industrial agrarian lands like Russia, Italy and
above all, Spain, where the ideas of Bakunin (and to a
lesser degree, of Proudhon and Kropotkin) gained
influence on account of their immediate congruity with
the prevailing social conditions.

Mr. Joll recounts the amusing story of the original
foundation of the Spanish anarchist movement, destined
to become the most powerful in the world, by Fenelli, an
Italian disciple of Bakunin, who could not speak a word
of Spanish. Incidentally, Bakunin could not go to Spain
himself for want of the railway fare.

The highlight of anarchist evolution in the nineteenth
century was the embittered conflict for control of the
First International between Karl Marx and Bakunin. But
it is quite inadequate as well as being quite contrary to
the tenets of historical materialism—which incidentally
both Marx and Bakunin accepted—to describe the clash
betweeen even these two titanic personalities in individual
terms.  For these powerful protagonists represented
incompatible and rival stages in the evolution of the
European masses—Marx, the proletariat in the advanced
lands of the industrial revolution and Bakunin the still
pre-industrial agrarian lands; Marx stood for the workers
and Bakunin for the peasants. It was left to Lenin, who
in practice borrowed impartially from both Marx and
Bakunin, to evolve the modern formula of the union of
the rival classes, workers and peasants (I learned from an
old German Social democrat who knew him personally,
that before 1917, Lenin was widely regarded in “orthodox”
Marxist circles as a Bakuninistlzl.

The twentieth century anarchist movement has continued
to flourish in agrarian lands like prc-Tsarist Russia, pre-
Fascist Italy and above all, in pre-Franco Spain, in pass-
ing we must note such ephemeral phenomena as the propa-
ganda by deed, the assassination of several monarchs and
statesmen by anarchist (or alleged anarchist) terrorists;
and the rather uneasy alliance in France (and to a certain
extent in prc-1914 England and USA) of anarchist ideas
with syndicalist organisations in the traditions of which

(Concluded on page 388)
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This Believing World

“Bishops in Revolt” was the startling headline in the
Daily Mail (November 20th). Not Anglican bishops,
mind you, dying to go back to the infallible Church which,
during 19 centuries has stood like a rock defying the puny
attacks of heretics and unbelievers alike, and showed a
completely unchangeable front all the time, as befits a
divine religion. They were actually good Roman Catholic
bishops at the Vatican Council, and what they wanted
was a break in infallibility, and a more tolerant approach
to modem problems.

In other words, the infallible Church has collapsed as an
infallible Church. The intolerance which it has always
shown to “the winds of change” has done Romanism
more harm in a few years than aggressive Protestantism in
a few centuries. The Church now has to deal with the
advance of science, with birth control, with religious
liberty, and many other urgent problems. It may,
under the present Pope, still try to hide its bewildered
head in the sand, but that cannot be for long. Perhaps
the Pope and his advisers are sorry they continued the
Vatican Council.

*

Most, if not all, “miracle” healers try to cure human
beings, but there is one lady who is out to cure incurable
animals, and every week a queue gathers with them to be
“faith-healed” by Miss Hazel Ward in New Milton, Hants,
where she has of course an altar with a painting of Jesus
above it. Miss Ward has had in her small “sanctuary”
many remarkable cures of quite incurable animals but,
says a reporter in The People (October 11th), “she was
reluctant to tell me the names of the people whose pets
she had successfully healed”. This reluctance appears to
be a characteristic of all successful healers of animals and
humans. They are so very modest. The reporter felt
it necessary to warn animal owners of a danger of “bitter
disappointments” if pets were not healed. Not healed:
what an outrageous idea!

The task of rehabilitating our “glorious and holy Fihrer”,
Adolf Hitler, was bound to come, and it will be in full
swing when, in 1965. all Nazi criminals not caught will
be unconditionally pardoned in Germany. After all (we
are already being told) the Fihrer believed “that in
annihilating the Jewish people, he fulfilled a sacred
mission” (Daily Mail, October 8th). In defending five
Nazi policemen for butchering 7,000 Jews, Herr Heinecke
claimed that they could not be guilty as they were not
activated “by malice”. And Hitler was not a murderer
even if he did order the massacre of millions of Jews; he
didn’t do it through “malicious motives”, you see.

It is needless to add that Herr Hcineckc was never a Nazi
but a thoroughly convinced Christian. We have no doubt
that the five gallant policemen will get off, for they were
not Nazis either. They were only doing their duty as
Christian gentlemen, and it isn’t done to convict a sincere
Christian.

As the Vatican Council drew to a close the Pope
announced another honour for the Virgin Mary. He
made her the Mother of the Church—but whether this is
a greater honour than being the Mother of God Almighty
is something we prefer to leave to Catholic theologians to
thrash out. However it seems that all the bishops and
cardinals at the Vatican Council hailed this great distinc-
tion with one mighty shout of approval. Full unity there
of course.
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WRITTEN IN BLOOD
(Concluded from page 386)

as well as by refusing military service on the gr°
conscience.

Qn% m(?y argue that war is a fever in which all *Is
their heads, Mearts and umanity:-but-Mr.-L NN
that before the war the only comments the » ~
bishops had to make on the barbarities of the cO?Q\iO
tion camps were hosannas for the system which”.
brought about the nightmares. The story of the
cordat between the Vatican and Nazi Germany, as.m
through Mr. Lewy’s scholarship, is one of the shan
The Church was in no position, politically or *nte it
ally, to oppose Hitler when he plunged the woh
chaos—even if the German bishops had wanted
so. “Thank God and Hitler” had been their an\g'et}'rﬂtl
too long; and the veteran Father Sern had haile j
in 1934 as “the tool of God, called upon to over
Judaism.”

Without centuries of the Church’s anti-Jewish \ %

tLillem%gg' ht have found it, harder. to pra%JuJaate .
sions. But in Bavaria, way back in 1337, the ¥jjij

mance of an anti-Jewish play by a Benedictine rno” yd
so fired the pious citizens of Deggendorf that they
killed off all the Jews in their town “out of legitin)3” p
pleasing to God.” This is only one typical item
anthology of the years. Is it any wonder that Freeth *
hold that “religion” is an X subject for childre *
should be banished from our schools? Read Mr IS |
and learn how willingly the religious instructs V,
Germany taught their pupils “the healthy core of j
Then you may marvel once more why so menV 3
equate “religion” with “good citizenship” and “*
Vicar General Steinmann told a meeting of ®£
thousand Catholics youths in 1933: “We know 1 ?Qf
who stands at the head [Hitler] is given us by God *
leader.” Isn’t it enough?

Every Freethinker should buy The Catholic ¢
and Nazi Germany—or at least make certain tha
is a copy in the local library.

ANARCHISTS AND ANARCHISM
(Concluded from 387) A

the French Georges Sorel was the best-known spo Vj [K
and the Aymerican Mdusirial WanKers of the wf,n -
most militant exponents. The anarchist revolt
Russia eventually suppressed by the old [
and (again) the heroic epic of anarchist
the Spanish civil war represented the high-water 1
anarchist aetiv/iéy within this cémtary. AV M
adequately recorded in Mr. Joll’s well document”
Theoretically, anarchism presents itself as a 1 j
an abstract idea only hitherto realised locally 3 K
modicaily; as a fact (if at &) of this far future! alljjng.
anarchist ideas have inspired many utopas, Phafv v i
most delightful of all. News from Nowhere,
Morris, though Morris himself cannot be um®
classed as an anarchist. In her book Journey " e
Utopia many such utopias have been vividly {$of
Miarie Luise Bernciri, that britliant Italian ar¥se-]j (w g
dazzling personality and tragically early death »
be remembered with admiration and regret bv ~ ytopl
knew her. But is the anarchist society itself — ~ i*J
At least the anarchists do not think so! F°r j(r
the reality of tomorrow. But will tomorrow pv
Is anarchism a utopian myth or a prophet* *
Tho only answer at present would appear to be
mark: preferably a large one.
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I eenin>. wantb NSS (The Mound).—Sunday afternoon and
°ndon 8L Messrs. Cronan, McRae and Murray.

parble An® es—K'n8ston. Marble Arch, North London:
it Eburv > XSundays, from 4 p.m.: Messrs J. W, Barker,
w'“Quer I»..,mA- Millar and C. E. Wood.

7nchestsr n e EveiY Thursday, 12—2 e/._m.: L. Ebury.

* \niniK Branch NSS (Car Park, Victoria Street)) Sunday

A .
erﬁ\rﬁdv Branch _ NSS (Pierhead).—Meetings: Wednesdays,
~rth ¢-Sundays, 7.30 p.m.

\dy  9n branch NSS (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).—

i“gh L Eb .
I ma.mT Eﬁngr?oﬂlss (Oldurkl/larket Square), every Friday,
'm 1¢ M. Mosley.
INDOOR

iCster e» )
findav rSUar Society (Secular Hall, 75 Humberstone Gate),

N 0. R*!“cmber 6th, 6.30 p.m.: Aid. E. Marston, ClIr.
M stions?”°RD' ClIr' E' M- Hardy- Clir- E- ¢ - Tucker “Any
[®ndon'rcd], j3mnch NSS (Carpenter’s Arms, Seymour Place,
7 Supjp”'-- 2unday- December 6th, 7.30 p.m.: Rev. J.
ml ol%)ct to be ai Qu%ﬁﬂe. P

fr» So,,&ulai Societyv\500nwa Hall Humanist Centre, Red
Me ar(’>London, W.C.1.), Friday, December 4th. 8 p.m.:
¢(piARoO rP uatcrcentenary meeting:  Lecture and readings
fta flap» nli? NTS Paul Hansard and David Tribe
hd Linn Jr’hical Society (Conway Hall Humanist Centre,
n am . s?uare, London, W.C.l), Sunday, December 8th,
utanjc'rL,, Kathleen Nott “Psychology and Scientific
tllb IROVh -k Tuesday. December 8th, 7.30 p.m : Gillian
in Gram ASnostics and Adoption”.
in~hbercKT School (Heanor, Derbyshire), Wednesday,
of Modem 0’5 Pm.: Debate, “That God Has No Function
1Keann,. ~°Clcty”. Speakers T. M. Mosley and The Vicar

> Notes and News

8 S E « jow consider whether with the growth of

ofgad\Urel i knowledge and new medical discoveries,
b= 3 should nat foritiulate a fuller docinime.” Tdese

Gw .M iLsf 1~ are—helieve it or mot! —Dr. Heenan’s,
Irw”S arl ibcore be left Rome for Bombay to make the
c"bitie r rss at the Eucharistic Congress.  Asked if the
(fyhge, L Orbidding contraceptives was undergoing
ade clinrnnswered: MO 1 would say It Is developing
-fiw 23/11/64).  As if development isn’t
k~eh Ph, verre®” the Archbishop informed us that,
h~use jt s KIlI condemned the pill in 1958 it was
toe.s°ni" jVas, considered a sterilising agent. Now we
thence 5u°ts about that. Tliat is why we must listen
(G vy applying scientific knowledge we can show
kwlrg the n[I!c rcmains_unchanged because it was pro-
tAtific ~ Pul for an effect it may not produce. Now
V il for ucy .may possibly show us that there is no
Atter rajnin8 the pill.” But how, one must ask, does
et ect on Pius X 11’s infallibility?

FREETHINKER 389

Apparently the great majority of the bishops leaving
Rome after the third session of the Vatican Council were
dissatisfied, “incensed” even—according to the Daily Tele-
graph (23/11/64)—at the postponement of two decrees
until the fourth and final session, for which no date
has yet been announced. The decrees are, of course, those
on religious liberty and on non-Christians, including the
Jews. Most of the bishops believe the postponement to be
due to “obscurantism and obstruction by the Roman
Curia”, and the Telegraph, considered it “unfortunate” that
“the world must walit a year or more for this proof of the
reality of the Roman Church’s intention to ‘modernise’
itself.” Could it be that the Pope himself doesn’t really
want anything truly changed in traditional doctrine?

The general response in India to the International Eucha-
ristic Congress has been “spontaneous and warmly
enthusiastic”, the Times informed us (23/11/64), apart
from “Some small opposition from fanatical communal
groups referred to in the local press as the ‘lunatic fringe
of extreme rightists.”” These accuse the Roman Catholic
Church of proselytising (of which there can surely be no
doubt) and “winning over India’s poor and needy...
through free doles and donations during the Congress.”
We confess to having some sympathy with these
“extremists”—as the Times called them. They have seen
a lofty altar surmounted by a cross “soaring higher into
the sky than the encircling six-storey buildings”; they
will witness nine days of ceremony, including the con-
secration of a bishop from each continent by the Pope on
December 3rd. And they know that Indian central and
state governments, city civic authorities and other official
bodies have “contributed generously to the needs of the
Congress.” No secular government could have done
more for it, said the Indian Cardinal Gracias.

The Commission Of the General Assembly of the Church
of Scotland has called on the Caledonian Steam Packet
Co. to abandon its plan for Sunday ferries to the Isle
of Skye. The Rev. Professor G. N. M. Collins, convener
of the Public Questions Committee, described the proposal
as “a grievous violation of the Lord’s Day” (The Glasgow
Herald, 19/11/64). It would turn not only Skye, but the
whole of the Western Isles into “a kind of Sabbath play-
ground” for any whose inclination lay in that direction.
And the commission’s unanimous resolution argued that
“to develop tourism at the expense of disloyalty to the
Lord of the Sabbath ... and to force an unacceptable way
of life upon the God-fearing and Sabbath-loving com-
munity would be an action at complete variance with our
boasted democracy.” It is not undemocratic, mind you,
to enforce Sabbatarianism on those whose inclinations lie
in the direction of Sunday enjoyment.

Scientists Who would not accept evidence of psychic
phenomena and those who would not accept the Bible
because of its miracles were criticised by Canon J. D.
Pearce-Hiegins, Vice-Chairman of the Churches’ Fellow-
ship for Psychical and Spiritual Studies, when he spoke at
Nottingham University recently (Nottingham Guardian-
Journal, 14/11/64). We have heard the Canon on this
subject and were appalled at his naivety. “Much authen-
ticated evidence of spirits, levitation, fire-walking and
spiritual healing had been accumulated by many people
of good repute,” the Guardian-Journal cited him as stat-
ingrin fact, he is prepared to accept practically any absurd
story at second or third hand—so long as it involves

ghosts.
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Religion in America

By LEON SPAIN

Theologians and religious commentators have gone to
great lengths to appraise the “recent surge of piety in
America.” The increase in church membership and the
prominence given to the role of religion in American life
has both enheartened and emboldened various religious
leaders to declare, in effect, that religion has not outlived
its usefulness, but is coming into its own and taking, what
they deem, its rightful place in American life. However,
keen and critical analysts, even in the higher echelons of
the clergy and religious laity, have come to the realisa-
tion that such optimism is unwarranted, and that the
apparently formidable array of statistics compiled by the
spokesmen of the various denominations cannot survive
scrutiny.

Such an instance of the hollowness of religious statistics
is evinced in an article written by Louis Cassels in the
November 14th, 1964, issue of the Philadelphia Evening
Bulletin. Mr. Cassels is a syndicated UPI writer whose
principal newspaper forte is writing about religion in
American life, and on the whole it cannot be denied that
he has never refrained from calling a spade by its
proper name, even if it would reflect upon the cause which
he is undoubtedly dedicated to promote. In the above
article, Mr. Cassels proves positively that the claims of
the increase in church membership by the various pro-
ponents are hollow. And he has done this in a manner
which cannot be gainsaid. In fact, what he has presented
should have been obvious—indeed it can be safely said
that it was overlooked because it was so obvious.

Mr. Cassels states explicitly that the churches virtually
had it all their own way for at least fifteen years follow-
ing the conclusion of the second world war. In his
opinion, it was not necessary to go out and search for
straying sheep, it was just enough for the gates to be
opened and the sheep counted as they poured in in vast
numbers. It seemed, that during that period, nearly every
one was joining a religious denomination: church member-
ship increased at three times the rate of population growth,
which even the most critical would admit was consider-
able. Sunday schools were so swamped with students that
double sessions had to be scheduled, and the overflow of
students necessitated classes in the hallways. A religious
revival of unprecedented proportions had seemingly
arrived upon the American scene, and an irrepressible
“surge of piety” was having a telling effect which was not
to be easily dismissed. Even the most indifferent realised
that, whatever misgivings they may have had about
religious tenets as such, going to a church was at least a
social asset and a means to making friends, particularly
if one lived in a small community. However, it is now
conceded by many religious dignitaries that the mushroom
growth of church membership did not have all the ear-
marks of a genuine revival, there was, in fact, much of
the element of a social fad or nominal acceptance about
it. The clergymen are even willing to admit that going to
church was “a social must.” But, it seems, with the
passage of time the “social must” has nothing further to
recommend it.

Mr. Casscls, in his straightforward manner says, “those
who have no real interest in religion can now ignore it
without fear of being subjected to social ostracisation or
even to raised eyebrows.” The teeth have gone out of it.
Further, Mr. Cassels points out that there is a considerable
decrease in baptisms as recorded by several Protestant

denominations which, considering the rate of popula®
increase, has meaningful implications. Mr. Cassels re* \6
that infant baptisms in the Methodist Church
declined from 212,799 in 1959 to 163,572 in

drop of 23 per cent over a four-year period. He j
indicates that the United Presbyterian Church re8ISLj:
an 18 per cent decline in infant baptisms during the sa t
four-year period, with declines of 16 and 13 per, n)
respectively in the Evangelical United Brethren Chufly,
and the Reformed Church of America. Mr. ’
further shows that baptisms have fluctuated during j
same four year period in the Lutheran and EP’ jp
Churches, but the authority whom he quotes states |
it has had no retarding effect upon “the sharply down"*
trend” in the baptism of infants in the principal PI’OdI
tant Churches. Other figures could be given, but t
mention would be needlessly repetitious: they would
further bear out what has been mentioned. A

It can readily be concluded from Mr. Cassels’s ob, it
tions and comments that there is a developing indin”e,
to religious observances in American life, and ~
undoubtedly, religion will persist to a degree ™ g
future it seems that its prospects for enjoying the &%
it had during the immediate post World War |1 days i,
reduced. The pressures to conformity in A®
were considerably increased during the MecCarthy
and are only now being belatedly relaxed. 0

McCarthyism, during its heyday, was one of the 3 >
overt and unbridled movements in America crep'pjj
stampede to conformism in conventional politics
church membership. There has been also at all %/’
the subtle type of Main Street pressure, or the ack*"
ledged social compulsions of the community variety,
has made church membership a means to social a *
tance but which under closer examination has - g1
earmarks of being merely nominal affiliation. 1
the basic disinterest to religion increased; what has *
interpreted as religious revivalism asserted its".ijiij
When the presstt@s fo conformity were {freamest ' ¢
parents sent their children to Sunday School in °ri*
learn what they deemed “moral values,” or the Pfyei
ties conducive to a “good upbringing.” Mistaken, *
might be but many still believe that Biblical myt'$
legends can be instrumental in promoting good sod3 U
duct in the younger generation. When parents rea ILUP
e EMlreh' el ty be & mOMIISMG ageney €2
less, and can just as well be promoted by secular aS™.er
the decline in Sunday school and church atten
likely to decline still further. ..

Mr. Cassels concludes with the comment—which. $
ingly betrays an underlying uneasiness—that .
growing decline in church membership is to be dcP.M
it may lead to, “a sound and genuine religious A
“True religion,” lie says, “has always flourished dp
an atmosphere of freedom. And subtle social Prjjjd.
can be just as_inimical to voluntary choice as g°ve:4iA
coercion.”” ~What, it may be asked is “true 7‘9“
and in what particular time and place did it«

Mr. Cassels could well be reminded that re-
flourished where ignorance was widespread or Wrerig
ruling powers gave it support for their own * , eC¥
An afterthought that | offer for Mr. Cassels is that »
rism and godlessness could well grow in an atmos" k
freedom.
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Labels and the Fifth Column

By KIT MOUAT

gives us so much good sense and
[of pr lcc that | am surprised when he talks of the “roots
like MpA “reet"[n~'ng] being purified”. Sounds more
tocour, tfan.t"e NSS. And can anyone really be taken
ofbg 0Ol a libel charge for accusing a Humanist sheep
besOlll° a Christian wolf in disguise? Unless there is to
\ arer “thar-papal committee to decide whether or not
en°ugh atlonal enough to be called Rationalists, thoughtful
tob| u ° ae accepted as Freethinkers or human enough
laels  Umanists, we shall continue to choose our own
dissgfe an(l while agreeing on objectives, continue to

I, 0On the methods of achieving those objectives,

be ac a8ree, however, that Jesus-worshippers should not
rde OUPCd into the Humanist movement. This would

t° °h wh Unitarians and Quakers, clergymen and
0r9in2 th 10 ca'l themselves Humanists while per-
that Of . Christian miracle of the twentieth century—

Phra% "atinS one’s cake and keeping it. But how to
Swe pe , question on a membership form? How to
va [j.P. the opportunity to emerge from Christianity
°BaniJ.-nanism as active members of a Humanist
e rear'°n™ ~ ¥ not so eagsy. i

bas, J se that those of us who have never been Chris-
>£, were not even baptised in infancy and certainly
ijPvthip;,?, lave been confirmed into a religious faith “for
Panger® may sometimes need to be reminded of the
i'‘eare , acduirir,S the unneccessary prop of religion.
* ®p.t-°° rcady> perhaps, to distrust the fervour of
A Christ-, 10na”sts wh® were, at one time, equally fervent
ptinQtlans>and we cannot help asking, “What on earth

My  lem and why should it come out now?”
Pat js appreciation of the present Humanist move-
Py a ’'n relation to my despair in the forties at finding
[[FPe P BY. male-centred (if not misogynist) edifice. 1
K% Dat « 1le ®*ti&h Humanist Association will prove that
At posi st anti (-Christ, -clerical, -religion and -women)
i°l°RV A& Pro‘human welfare, social reform-without-
k lsf_rg)_n,a c’ear thinking. 1 am encouraged by its pro-
,Phari ti 1the school in Bechuanaland to the campaign for
iCs Arl C Cniversity Humanist Federation, to the Agno-
Hc sdi®1100 Society- The Housing Association is, |
, ?ndid. | wish, however we could have more
fj thinp?* broadcasting,
frthe f, arSaret Knight has said that “compromise is
@ as trim  act‘on and there can be no compromise as

tiv ‘vith Ki’s concerned-" | applaud her wisdom. 1
(Yet° ca Mr. Khrushchev who said that the only altema-

rorists W%(istence *5 non-existence. As one of the anti-
2 Is married to a Christian, | feel | do know

QMY about the value of coexistence.
ti*ni/l SOn "as “>een 8'ven dear guidance about
chst. Ay at home; an opportunity to see its best and
jitipmSo twelve he rebelled against morning worship and
a”™ eand lben | went into battle with him. He
LUier’s W, 'ipformed, atheist-freethinker (avoiding his
V ted that i 'S Other’s labels!) and whereas | am de-
VAUl a 1r 2 shares my convictions, his father is just
iv_Patial?’Si am °f his honesty and courage. Between us
ter f0* . to get the headmaster to ask an atheist
| i'.t'tdeej IVe Ihc Sunday service and it went down very

1 t.
IC rage , think that the real value of such a mixed

~ as Ranid surely Humanists do not disapprove of
°man Catholics do?) is that children can see

that people who disagree on important subjects can still
love and respect one another. On the whole my husband
shows more tolerance than | do, especially now he has an
atheist son. He encourages me to write and speak and
keeps quiet when | am faced with opposition within my
own organisation. He could so easily say, “You lot are
really no better than Christians for all your holier
than thou attitude, are you?” but he doesn’t.

Many people have complained about the title, Agnostics
Adoption Bureau. | don’t like the label “agnostic” and
have certainly never applied it to myself. We were very
fortunate, however, to have two Christian adoption experts
at our original working party and they supported and
helped us a great deal. They made it clear that the sort
of would-be-parents whom they have had reluctantly to
turn away (because of the terms of their constitution)
called themselves “agnostics” as often as not, and would
be most likely to respond to a bureau with that name.
They were proved right. And we wanted to help not
just our own committed members, but all those people
who wanted children but refused to perjure themselves to
adopt them. So the Agnostics Adoption Bureau (and
now Society) it became. Perhaps a better name will be
found in the future, but it won’t be easy to find one that
will continue to attract the people who most need the sort
of help we think we can give.

One more point on adoption and one, perhaps, that
mothers are better able to answer than anyone else.
Agreeing that it is monstrous that moral welfare workers
should ask unmarried-mothers-to-be what their religion
is in such a way as to make it almost impossible to admit
atheism, is it a good thing that such women should be
allowed to state exactly what religion they do (or do not)
want their baby to be brought up in? Agreeing, also,
that what matters is the good home and loving parents
and security, would we, as mothers, want to be sure that
any children we might have to have adopted would be
protected from say, a good, loving and secure home
with Roman Catholics, Jehovah’s Witnesses or Exclusive
Brethren? What matters, | feel, is that the mother should
be able to admit she has no religion and stipulate that her
child should go to a home where there is no fanaticism. But
it is another question that is not easy to answer, and we
really need the help of the young women concerned.

And with regards to secular education: | fully support
the National Secular Society’s drive during November to
publicise the problems involved and put our point of
view forward, but surely most of our disagreements are
a question of method rather than basic principle? Start-
ing from the point where it is recognised that morality is
not dependent on any religious belief, it seems to me we
have to decide: (a) how to make sure children are taught
about Christianity so that they will not (from ignorance)
plunge into it at a later and emotional stage of their lives;
(b) if education were purely secular, would there be a drive
to intensify the sort of Sunday school mockery of educa-
tion that produces so many earnest churchgoers and
Bible belts in the States? (c) how we can ensure that
young people are given really responsible guidance in

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY
Quatercentenary of the birth of Christopher Marlowe
Hansard in the Conway Hall Humanist Centre, Red Lion Square,
Lecture and Reading Dy Richards Clements, David Tribe, Paul
London, W.C.L, on Friday, December 4th, 8 p.m.
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ethics, human relationships and sex, without their teaching
being coloured by the personal faiths of the teachers? (I
presume we are not going to imitate the Christians and
penalise teachers who don’t agree with us); (d) what hope
there is for changing the drizzly “climate of opinion” and
how much shall we, in fact, have to compromise in action?

There is also the point that whereas any indoctrination
makes a mockery of education, RI is an excellent breeding
ground for atheists! | deplore any suggestion that our
children should ever be expected to fight battles for our
convictions and resent those non-parents who suggest that
they should.

CORRESPONDENCE

“FRENCH WOMEN AT RAVENSBRUCK?”

Madam Pierie Pador, a lawyer at the Paris Bar and the chair-
man of the French survivors from Ravensbruck, approached the
Defence Committee for Victims of Nazi Persecution, asking for
support and assistance to stage an exhibition “The French
Women in Ravensbruck,” in London. We feel that such an
exhibition would not only demonstrate to the courageous women
of France our debt to them for their heroism, but it would
focus attention on the serious situation arising out of the West
German Government’s intention to end all prosecution for war
crimes on May 8th, 1965, in accordance with the twenty year
rule. Tlte West German authorities have refused to make special
exceptions for Nazi crimes, in spite of the fact that these fall in
quite a different category from *ordinary crimes”, for which the
twenty year rule would apply. The London Agreement of
August, 1945, and other international agreements had made Nazi
crimes a subject of International Law, and National Law could
not apply. With great regret we noticed the absence of any
comment in the British Press on the issue of the time limit on
war crimes.

Recently Dr. Kempner, depu US prosecutor at the
Nuremberg trial, stated that only about one-seventh of the war
criminals had hitherto been dealt with; the other six-sevenths,
including many major war criminals, were just waiting for the
twenty year rule to come into force.

In the course of our work dealing with victims of Nazi persecu-
tion, we have observed that the resurgence of neo-Nazism in the
Federal Republic has now reached a vety dangerous level.
While the former SS enjoys freedom to continue its activities, it
also receives the official suplgort of some representative of
political parties such as the CDU and the FDP, as for example
In the case of the SS meeting in Rendsburg, Schleswig-Holstein
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a weekend or two ago. The Mayor of Rendsburg n.°'(‘)m
welcomed the SS but ordered flags to be displayed in_
honour. Among the guests of honour was the notorioj
criminal Sepp Dietrich. At the same time, the persecuJ* 3
former anti-Nazi victims, including many survivors of conc"j, it
tion camps, continues. Under these circumstances we *$£j0
imperative that all possible support for the exhibition f
Women in Ravensbruck” should be forthcomin%. In
these important facts about the issues raised ﬁ the utl' it
intentions of the Federal Government, can be brought
notice of the British public. ) \dis:
We appeal to you to assist us by sending generous
If we are able to raise sufficient funds to hire a hall in he ji
the exhibition will be staged during the first two
February. Two women of the French resistance, both sVhidil
of Ravensbruck will open the exhibition and remain in *

for the duration of it. n .fed
P.S. Cheques and Postal Orders to be made out to:
Committee for Victims of Nazi Persecution. «

Mrs) E- D j-

(Ilon? lgecretkp!
Defence Committee for Victims of Nazi Persecution,
Avenue, Gillingham, Kent.

HUMANISM ADRIFT . . ca<

F. H. Amphlett Micklcwright has, | think, been rather ~~,ft
away by the notion of a fifth column inside the
movement. Certainly he seems to put a wrong emphasis
Victor Purcell’s article in the Humanist for November, *

Dr. Purcell does not, so far as | can sec, “categorically o
that "a fifth column is at work,” bent upon the Al Vg,
humanistic and freethought endeavour™—Mr. Mmka'ﬁ&:féj‘
words. Dr. Purcell’s own words are: “Some of the
Humanists are of a nature to su%gest that they are part
activities, of a ‘Fifth Column.’ say this advisedly,
war-lime Director General of Information in an Eastern *
I claim to be able to recognise methods that are
inspired.”. . ) ) -

here is quite a_difference between “categorically” ic 0
and finding something to be “of a nature to suggest. ~ (il
is perhaps an even greater difference in the general &terrfl
two articles. Mr. Micklewrights has | feel, a person 0L 0
that is absent from Dr. Purcell’s. Moreover, the
only correspondence from individual—and probably
Humanists which has appeared in the Humanist. ~Mf- hOpdy
wright talks of “people who turn up in humanist _
because they like to hold office, and no other organisation
be willing to give them an opening”; he even visualises ¢
sell-out to the Black International of the churches.” in

ho over-dramatises. lit
Robert D
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