4.
RIC FAMILIES A common Form of selfishness - Irom which Church
dignitories seem to be exempt -~ is indulgence in
large families. Dr. Barmes, Bishop of Birmingham, has drawm
attontion to the position in the Rede Lecture before the Tniver-
sity of Cambridgs. This leccture rovenls Dr. Barnes ag o discipls
of the famous Rev. Mre. Malthus who argued that the plan of
srention wns o failure beenuse God had sent more people into the
world than the world can feed. Whether Malthus was right or
wrong iz still debated, but death by starvation is s?ill_av&idu
able, and the size of populations has little to do with it. The
~lternntive to the "selfishness! complained of would seem to be
the practice of extreme unselfishnessy all people refr?inin% from
renring fomilies {which would include food»prm&ucers) in ordsr
4o snye the human race from exbtincbion through starvation. Be
that as it may, we can in the meantime conbinue to produce chil-~
dren nnd crops in the sure and certain hope that such probloms
will cease to trouble cconcmists and puzzle preachers when obvi-~
ous Facts are recognised and Tcommon-sense” Decomes COMMON.
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THE OMLY QUESTION: There is only one guestion nowsthere hng never

beon but one questiony there will never be
bub one questions how to provent the fow from saying to the many:
tVou will work and enrn bread, and we will eat it.'" (Lincoln)
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"Britain says 'Thank vou' %o the Dominionsg and the
United States for having "dumped” food in this _
country at 100 per cent below cost price. Why 4o not our Prob-
cotionists protest that all the British people who might hgvn
produced this focd heve been robbed of their employment? Why do
thev not raise o hand about the amount of rovenue lost by letting
211 this stuff come in duty-free? Why do we have an oxhibitiom
to eelebrate the generosity of our friends oversens? BECAUSE
- when we are fnced by the hard Tacks of shorboge, we forget Pro-
becticnist nonsense and are only too glad to say "Thank you! for
all good things that come into this sowntry." (Enid Lokemnn)
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DUHPRD FOOD

"Byce Trade means more bthan lower tariff
Larrlers of roeciprocnted trode treoatles.
Tt mesns thet meh are froe Lo trode with anyone they choosa,
without lot or hindrance on the part of obher mon, and withoub
tnw or toll or treaties or agroements on the part of their own
government. Frec to take goods oubt or bring goods in when ard
where they will without the concern of anyone except themsclves.”
(fi. W. Horen) : :

MEANTNG OF FRES TRADE
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FOR 1/- YOU CAN HAVE THE "PORCTPINE", POST-FREE, FOR A m’&ﬁj_f y

" MR. ATTLEE ON FREEDOM

* garefully desigmned to curtail freedom.

ONE SHILLING 2 vear, Post fres, from
The Manchester Land Valuas League

9106
FThe Dingle, Chester Road,
Harel Grove, nr. Manchester.

{(WITH SOME TELLING POINTS)
July end August 1949,
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Ome of the signs of the present iime
is a wniversal desire for freedom.

Polibicians of 2]l shades of thought wnite in praise of this
fundamental human right - in spite of the policies snd Drogrammes
they have adopted, many of which, in recenmb years, have been

And the continued clash
of comflicting ideals does not inspire hope for the fubure.

It is said that hell is paved with good intentioms, but it

i1d be foolish to condemn resciutions to be and to do good.
My, Attlee, for example, has expressed his deberminatiom to keen
the Freedoms already won, but this cannot be done by means of
restrictive measures which only leave people "free®™ to obey
instruetions and regulations. Im s refererce to Mr. Churchill, .
Mr. Abtleec said he had not grasped the trubh that one man's fres-
dom is anobher men¥s slavery. Perhaps Mr. Churchill would agree:
with him, but if it is true, then it is alsc true that ome man's
slavery 1z another man®s freesdom. Mr. Attlee’s philosophy of
freedom leads to the conclusiom that the largest measure of free—
dom attainable for humanity can be won by making half the populas
Tion slaves.

Whatts in o name¥

Frain, st one time the most powerful coumtry in Europe.

Men working for smbagonistic ideals sometimes call them by
one common name - ustally being equally zealous and equally ignoe
ront. One might as well argue that 1t would be impossible %o use
the brain withoubt paralysing the lepgs, as bo assert that frees
people cannot live and work in complete harmony and to their
mutual advantage. So-calied freedom which camnot be shared
equally by all is as unreal as air which only some men counld
breathe. Failure to recognise this truth led to the dewnfall of
Freadonm
Lonob s gift which govermmeonts can besbtow; they can only ereot

“or remove the barriers which deprive men of freedom. Unless all




men are firee B0 share the opportunitics for production and en;*j-
ment provided by Wokture, real freedom does not exist - and no-one
.would assert thab such conditions are to be found in the sivil-

ised world of to-day.

Brotherhood
' thappily, when men most loudly proclaim their love of

freedom they usunlly forget the other fellow. There is one lime
ftation, and only one, to ony mants freedom, and that is the
equal freedom of other men. Until this vital truth is recoge-
nised and steps are token to bresk dovm the existing barriers,
there can be no general prosperity or lasting pease becnuse
there is no real brobtherhood. Only ignorance and the selfish
interests of shorte-sighted individuasls and classes stand in the
way. But men who talk as though they did not understardl the
meanlng of the words they use are unlikely to be hezpfui.
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BURBAUCRATIC IMBRECILITIES "Some vears ago an exvract from
"Ehe Bankers® Magazine®™ was pub-
iished aboub o man with a windmill-lighting plant being forbid-
den to use it by Government instructions. I have recently
heard also of o lady in England with a cow who, on her childrenst
return to boarding school and having a surplus of milk, was g
ing it to the villagers. BShe found herself in a fearful btangle”
of rod-tape spun by warious boards and authorities. Being a
wisfit and quite un~planncd, she must neither give, sell, nor
pour the milk down the drain , but wns advised by the very finad
Top-Jogs to draw off ondly sufficient milk for her dnily ncods.™.
Here is an example of burenucratic imbeeility from Austral-
YA rragzier had arranged with man-power for help with his
3amb1ng. At the appointed time, the promised help not hoving
arrived, he wired to the Dei@rtment to jog their memories. He
wa.s offlclaliy advised to postpone the lambing." (The Standard."
Sydney, Aus.) :
In Britain: !
overrment methods of dealing with loeal suthorities!
schemes were eriticised ot the annunl confercnce of the Insbi-
tution of Municipal Engincers. Mr. P..W. Ladmore of Torguay
snid man-power was being wasted by the checking of schemes which
had already been checked by technical experts. In his own dis-
~ trict, he said, "we have o housing scheme and so far have built
1 500 houses. But before we did that, we had to consult 57
* Govermmert Departments, and 34 officinls visited the town.”
n the opindon of Birminghamts City Enginser the systom wns a
" tremcndous . waste of man-powsr on the aldar of the fetish of/
. sbandardisation. ("Manchester Guardian,® 2/6/45) e
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‘. THE CHURCHESY DILEMMA It is reported that thers is much

3

uneasiness in the churches about the
Christiasn atihitude towards the use of atom bowbs in fubure wars.
It is not o clear cholce between good and evil, declared the
General Assembly of Presbyterian Churches. Oubtlawing the bomb
would open the way for ruthless men to domimnte the world, and
the church wished %o avoid an unbernable position.

Sofoety first

T is a difficult position for people who are not prepared
to put into practice what they preach. But the churches have
been through similar difficulties without appearing to have losk

" position or influence, and they will no doubt survive to mect

others. The dilemma in this case is that Christiasns are forbid.
den by the founder of Christianity to do viclence to their enem-
ies, regardiass of the consequences, and in thelr belief that the
prectical applieation of what is called Chrisbianity would con-
wvert enemies imbto friends.

“Thou shnlk not sheal

~let others try.

There has been no recent report of the existence of mensi-
ness in Christian circles about the churches? atbitude towards
the use of legnl Instruments to commit robbery. The ancient com~

" mand "Thou shalt not steal™ is no less binding on living Christi-
™ ans than that forbidding murder, but the churches have for gener-
© ations approved, tacitly, of o scocial system which reverses the

natural order by enabling some men to eat bread thoat others have
carned. This is done guite simply - by treating the Crealtor's
bounty to humanlty (1qnd) as the priwmbe property of a few priv-
ileged people. 1o organised effort to choange the iniguitous
system hnas been made by the churches, and those whe hove worked
teo that end huve been frowned on. If there is no clear choics
betwesn good and evil, as stated by the Assembly, and if there

“is no cholece which might not involve other people in appmlling

suffering, then there can be no escape from the dilemms. To seb
people Tree from one set of tyranbs or robbers, and alleow Llem Lo

“be robbed by others, would be as crucl as it would bo usoloss.

Perhaps the conclusion is that there is no dilemmaz; that
Christianity is impracticable; that the world is going fast and
inevitably to the devil:; that the churches can only choose
between evils and are powerless to practice the ideals of truth,
brotherhood, goodness and peace. If so, they should tell us,and
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"PHE FIRST STEP TOWARDS WISDOM is a realissbion of the exbtent of
our ignorance.® {Chas Low in "Great Asiatic Mysteries.")
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