











RELIGION
and the

RACIAL CONTROVEFK

THE FALSE PROPAGANDA OF THE CHURCH

It must be distressing to many of those brought up as heirs to the
Christian tradition, whether Catholic or Protestant, to see the disturbing
influence of the partisanship displayed by the hierarchy of the national
Church of England and other Christian denominations in connexion with
racial problems arising when fundamentally different kinds of people migrate
indiscriminately from one nation to another, and the question is now being
asked whether institutional religion can usefully make any constructive con-
tribution to a matter more essentially secular than spiritual in character,

Broadly it may be said that the Church bases its teaching on the
premise that all members of the human family, irrespective of the race or
nation to which they belong, are born equal or could be made equal under a
common culture, and that mixing the races and dissolving the nations have
Scriptural approval.

Whether humanity as a whole would benefit from the application of
such an egalitarian belief is open to doubt, as will be appreciated by the
earnest student who reflects with an open and unprejudiced mind on what is
outlined in this essay.

THE MYTH OF RACIAL EQUALITY

In the world of reality men are not born equal, nor is each mind at
birth an undifferentiated tabula rasa, uniform with every other mind, as was
once supposed. All human beings are distinguishable by innate diversity.
Some are born more sensitive and with brighter minds than others; some are
extroverts, others introverts; some by nature are generous, others mean, all
such inner qualities predetermining the tone of behaviour in the individual
and the character of his race. As a condition imposed by natural law one
man differs from another in inherited constitution, disposition and temper-
ament, in reasoning powers, imagination, genius and aptitudes. And all such
fundamental differences can be viewed and compared on a racial basis.
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not require any assumption of natural equality. Nor does uniformity of
treatment under law confer equality of being.

The human and racial equality as professed by the Church is no more
than a device of political expediency invented to enable men of all races to be
treated and ruled as pawns of equal value. In the Church this socially dis-
ruptive doctrine of egalitarianism, which in its modern Marxist form springs
from the insurrectionary impulses that gave rise to the French Revolution
and later the Bolshevik Revolution, has now assumed the character of dogma.

The concept of equal opportunity, useful as a formula for freedom
implying the moral right to discriminate, has the effect in practice of proving
that one man is superior to another. This also has racial significance.

Under the natural order of Creation human qualities and potentialities
vary considerably from man to man and from race to race, and there is no
way of eliminating or altering such intrinsic variety by upbringing or
education. It will thus be realized that the teaching of equality between
persons and between races unrelated to reality inevitably tends to inculcate
envy, discontent and rebelliousness. Frustration results in loss of respect for
traditional values, tried conventions and authority. Were the emphasis placed
on quality rather than equality how much more civilised humanity would
become.

The Church rarely if ever preaches the need for racial or national self-
respect or the patriotism that stands on loyalty to one’s own family and
kinsmen under natural and divine law. On the contrary, the Church, as only
too plainly revealed by the utterances of bishops of the Church of England
acting in their temporal capacity in the House of Lords, has shown a
pronounced bias towards communal licence and latitude.

“We are all children of God, all created after His image, and are there-
fore all alike and equal” is perhaps the most common of the fallacies now
bedevilling the thinking of the Church when for purposes more political than
religious the claim is made that men of all races are born equal and that
inherited racial differences do not exist except in prejudiced minds. How
successful the Church has been in propagating this Communist concept may
be illustrated by quoting a letter from Malcom Muggeridge, published without
rebuttal in The Times of July 19, 1970, in which this well-known publicist
states in connexion with immigration and racial integration: “As children of
God, one human family, there cannot be any intrinsic difference between
man and man. To suppose otherwise is the vilest blasphemy,”

Not all theologians, however, have been ready to endorse a theory
which offends commonsense and which is at variance with the truths of
nature as revealed by science. For instance, Ralph Inge, who was for a time
professor of divinity at Cambridge and who later became famous as Dean of
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moral responsibility. Such is not the case, however.

Degrees of intelligence depend more on genes than on environment.
From the environment new knowledge may be gained with perhaps more
understanding, and new habits may be formed out of instincts, but such
acquisitions, though to a certain extent modifying character and personality
during one lifetime, cannot permanently change the genetic structure in the
way Lamarckian scientists once thought possible and which is still part of
Church and Communist ideology. “Like father, like son™, it is often said,
but, contrary to Church (and Communist) belief, nothing acquired by
education or exercise in one generation is ever passed down in the flesh to
the next generation.

The second part of Acts 17:26, “..and hath determined the times
before appointed and the bounds of their habitation™, is not so frequently
mentioned by those who seek to dissolve the human racial divisions (as is
being attempted in Communist Russia, and now also in America and Great
Britain) since in this we have evidence of the divine will that the races should
be kept apart in their own lands.

According to their natural inclinations and social needs “...every nation
made gods of their own”, as we read in 1] Kings 17:29, or as put by the
scientific historian, Professor C.D.Darlington of Oxford, “Each religion had
its own racial origin. Nowhere better than in the divergent expressions of a
common religion do we see the divergent expressions of different races.”
St. Paul was well aware of the intrinsic variations within the body of mankind
as exhibited in diverse national cultures and religions, for in 1 Corinthians 12
reference is made to “diversities of gifts....differences of administration....
diversities of operations....for the body (of mankind) is not one, but many.”
And the inclusion of the two sexes in Galatians 3:28 amply proves that St.
Paul did not have in mind any physical (biological) equivalence in human
relationships. In his commentary on St. Paul’s Epistle to the Galatians
Martin Luther had this to say: “In the world and according to the flesh,
there is a great difference and inequality of persons; and the same must be
diligently observed.” As between persons, so between peoples, natural racial
distinctions must be heeded if mutual understanding with tolerance is to be
achieved.

As St. Paul pointed out in I Corinthians 15:44, “There is a natural
body, and there is a spiritual body.” In racial matters we are largely
concerned with the “natural body” and the human fitness to survive
progressively on earth. St. Paul was a missionary divinely inspired, not a
Socialist politician as are some bishops today, and the essence of his teaching
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the hand of God.

Any synthetic levelling process of racial intermixing, whether this
involves interbreeding or not, which breaks down a nation’s natural cohesion
cannot possibly succeed in lifting up the whole of humanity to a higher
uniform level. Without the ties and restraints of family life and kinship with
racial affinity national societies become unstable, as we know from Biblical
history. Such societies are invariably disfigured by shoddy habits and moral
laxity.  Already racial promiscuousness is becoming as rife as sexual
promiscuousness.

It should not be concluded from this, however, that the superior races
have no moral obligation to help the more backward races if these races are
in need of help.

MARRIAGES BETWEEN RACES FORBIDDEN BY GOD

In Deuteronomy 7:3, under the heading of “Communion with the
nations forbidden”, appears the stern injunction against marriages between
members of different races: “Neither shalt thou make marriages with them;
thy daughter shalt thou not give unto his son, nor his daughter shalt thou
take unto thy son.” This divine command is made doubly clear in Ezrg 9:12:
“Now therefore give not your daughters unto their sons, neither take their
daughters unto your sons, nor seek their peace or their wealth for ever: that
ye may be strong, and eat the good of the land, and leave it for an inheritance
to your children for ever.” Such an insistence on racial purity and integrity
is again stressed in Ezra 10:11, “Now therefore make confession unto the
Lord God of your fathers, and do his pleasure and separate yourselves from
the people of the land and from the strange wives.” And no one can
misunderstand what is meant by the Almighty’s order in Leviticus 19:19,
“Ye shall keep my statutes. Thou shalt not let thy cattle gender with a
diverse kind; thou shalt not sow thy field with mingled seed; neither shall a
garment mingled of linen and woollen come upon thee.”

We know from Numbers 12 what acute distress Moses caused his own
people when he married a black woman not of his race.

The Hittites were not of the Jewish race or faith and great grief was
brought to Isaac and Rebekah when their son, Esau, married two foreign
Hittite women, as described in Genesis 26:34:35.

Similar anguish is being suffered today by parents when their children,
against wise advice, marry into another race, a procedure the Church
specifically blesses even though it is contrary to Biblical law and can be seen
to be disruptive of family life and social harmony — and national unity.

Authorities have suggested that the offspring of Esau and his alien
Hittite wives were the ancestors of the racially mixed Edomite people, later
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That JEwsS are NoO More tndn d SUC1V-ICURIoUS BIVUP. 1ILUS IS CIILITLY CHIULSUUD.
Benjamin Disraeli, for example, was a Jew by race, of the Sephardim, a fact
of which he was supremely proud, but he was a Christian by faith and an
Imperialist. Karl Marx was a Jew by race, of the Ashkenazim, but he was
baptised a Christian, though later in life he became an Atheist.

Obeying the Lord and resolutely refusing to be assimilated and
absorbed by another race of people, which they were inspired to see would
lead to their extinction as a special race, the Hebrews under Moses took their
people out of Egypt. For precisely the same reason a similar Exodus is now
being attempted from Socialist Soviet Russia and the adjoining Communist
lands.

In passing it may be said that the Jews, mostly of the Ashkenazim, now
invading the Holy Land and the lands of the Arabs in the Middle East are
heavily charged with the genes of non-Semitic Mongoloid (Khazar) ancestry.
Many of them are not Judaists at all, a fact deplored by the rabbinate, but
atheists or rationalists who belong to the same racial group that did so much
to bring about the Bolshevik Revolution in Russia.

APARTHEID OR SEPARATE RACIAL DEVELOPMENT AND
PROGRESS

The independent Negro (Bantu and other) nations in Africa, now under
“one man, one vote, one party” despotic regimes, are determined by a
process of what is called Africanization to retain their racial identities, but
for some reason the Church has raised no objection to such apartheid
practices, even though these highly race-conscious nations are now tending
to renounce Christianity, which they feel is a cult more suited to European
than African races. Many Negro politicians, indeed, are coming to believe
that Christianity is little more than an instrument of imperial colonialism.

We have seen how certain God-fearing Christian elements in the Congo,
in Nigeria and in Zambia have been murderously suppressed, how the Moslem
Arabs in Zanzibar were massacred, how Indians (Hindus and Sikhs) and
Pakistanis (Moslems) were being thrown out of Kenya (a nation now famous
in history as the scene of the Mau Mau terrorist atrocities) and Uganda. But
such racial political operations have evoked little criticism by Churchmen,
who seem to be purblind to their real significance.

Recognising the need to protect for posterity the qualities and
traditinnal enltures of the different races and subraces in their domains,
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Religion without realism is no more than superstition, but in pursuance
of a narrow and outmoded ideology, sanctioned neither by the sciences nor
by the Scriptures, the Church seems to be incapable of making itself aware
of the reason for its loss of influence and the cause of its decline.

Their heritage and birthright now being thrown away, the people of
British stock who made Britain a great nation and established a great empire
are now being admonished by Church and State to resign themselves to
I oming a nation no longer British but multiracial, a nation without a soul,
a self-destructive cosmopolitan fraternity of mixed races and mixed religions,

mnited and bereft of any disciplined sense of destiny, a people fully
meriting the condemnation in Deuteronomy 32:28, “For they are a nation
void of counsel, neither is there any understanding in them.”

Race mixing against God’s will is the surest way of destroying a nation,
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