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have a healthy regard for established institutions, and respect 
the freedom of others as deeply as they value their own. They 

are, moreover, as I have said already, suspicious of umfgrmlty 

and logical exactitude and have a kindly feeling for justifiable 

anomalies. These prejudices, if they be such, are as apparent 

in the Board of Education as elsewhere ; witness the experience 

of schools already in receipt of a direct grant. If future pfimials 

of the Board are as willing to meet the difficulties and hesitations 

of independent schools as are those in office today, we shall have 

little to fear. 

The public schools, with all their falings, have a not 

inglorious history. If they are brave enough to read the signs 

of the times and to trust the good sense of their fellow country- 

men, I believe they have before them a yer more glorious 

furure. Hucn Lyox. 

GOD AND EVIL 
By C. E. M. JOAD 

HE controversy as to the existence of purpose and design 

in the universe is an old one. Why, it may be aske_d, 

raise it again? I suggest that it raises itself, and ‘dm_:s s0 in 

the following way. Many, perhaps most, of the thinking men 

and women of my own and later gencrations were agnostic.. 

We did not, therefore, believe in the doctrine of original sin 

and we did not believe in the innateness of evil. Professionally 

optimistic, we regarded evil as a by-product .Of circumstance ; 

of economic circumstance, in the first place—it was in poverty, 

over-crowding, under-feeding, under-education, racket, dirt and 

stench, that Shaw had assured us was the root of evil—later, 

when we had learned our Freud, of psychological circumstance. 

Bad psychological environment in carly childhood laid the 

foundations of the repressions and complexes which later 
expressed themselves in the psychological defects—we did not 
call them vices—of adult life. And the inference? Remove the 
poverty, change the psychological environment of early child- 
hood, ensure that everybody had good food, fresh air, proper 

education and understanding and sympathetic treatment from 
his very earliest years, and the evil in man would disappear. 
A world of perfectly psycho-analysed Communists would, in 
fact, be millennial. - 

Since the Nazis came, it has become increasingly difficult 
to hold this view. Can the brutalities and injustices of the 
Nazi régime be written off as merely the by-product of adverse 
circumstance? Are all the sadists of the concentration camp 
made sadistic by poverty and early repression? It seems 
unlikely. But if not, what follows? That men, some of them 

at least, are evil by nature and not by circumstance ; that evil 
in fact is endemic in the heart of man. Did He who made 
men, then, make them evil? Were the brutalities of the Nazi 

régime designed when the universe was conceived? It is 
difficult to believe that they were, and with these questions 
and with this difficulty we are once again in sight of the 
nineteenth-century controversy as to the existence and purpose 
of design in the universe. That we are indeed in sight of ir, 
the revival of interest in the subject by students with whom it 
is my lot as a university teacher to come into contact, students 
who persist in asking precisely the questions which I have 
cited, affords significant testimony. 

What is the answer? There are, it seems to me, three 
possible answers.  First, that the universe is uncreated and, 
therefore, undesigned. The commonest form of this is the 
mechanist hypothesis. The universe is conceived after the 
model of a gigantic clock functioning through the automatic 
interaction of its parts. It is possible that at some time or 
other somebody wound the clock up, but we have certainly 

no right to assume the occurrence of such an event. For mind, 
as we know it, is not prior to, but a by-product of, matter, 
an emanation from material substances thrown off at a certain 
point of the earth’s physical development and subject to the 
same laws, the laws of physics and chemistry, as those which 
govern the behaviour of the material substances which produced 
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it. One day material conditions will cease to be favouray, 
to life, which will then finish its pointless journey with 4 
little significance as, in the person of the amoeba, it begap 

Till then, life travels an incidental passage across a funds 

mentally alien environment, in which the material and i 
inanimate everywhere condition the spiritual and the anima 
In such a universe there is, it is obvious, no room for purpos 
or design. This view, popular in the early part of this century, 
was largely derived from the physical science of the tme, 
which was thought to require it. Recent developments iy 
physics, and in particular the changed attitude to the conceprs 
of force and mechanical law, have largely destroyed the founds. 
tion of simple, solid, obvious matter on which it was based, 
and it is today no longer held with the old certainty. 

Secondly, there is the answer suggested by theories of 

emergent and creative evolution. There are many varians 
of these views, but broadly it is held that the universe, inirially 
unconscious and, therefore, unpurposing, evolves consciousnes, 

and with consciousness purpose, in the process of its own 
development. The universe in fact is inherently creative, 
developing real novelties as it goes along. One of thee 
novelties is mind, another purpose. This view became fashion- 
able just before the last war owing to the genius of Bergson, 
A variation more immediately relevant to my present theme 

is contained in Alexander’s Space, Time and Deity. To cach 
level of evolution there is, according to Alexander, its appro- 
priate purpose, the purpose namely to achieve the next. The 
level next to be achieved performs. therefore, the function of 
an end, or goal, for the level that already exists. As Alexander 
puts it, the Universe vet to be realised is God to the universe 

that seeks to realise it. God, therefore who is the universe’s 

purpose, is a later development of the process which both 
engenders and strives after Him. Always potential, He i 
never actual ; continually approached, He as continually recede:. 
God, therefore, is not transcendent but immmanent. He & 

wholly within the universe. 
And therefore? Therefore, as Dean Inge has pointed ou 

He shares the fate of the universe. This fate, if the second law 
of thermo-dynamics is to be trusted, is to run down until— 
the metaphor of the clock again suggests itself—the cosme 
reaches a permanent condition of static eventlessness. In s 
far, then, as the evolving of a God-generating universe can b 
said to be purposive its purpose is its own extinction. 
The third alternative is the view which has commended 

itself to most human beings, the view, namely, that God & 
outside and prior to the universe, and created it in pursuance 

of a plan. It is obviously not a.view which can be discussed 

at the end of an article. There is, however, one observation 
which I will venture to make which relates it to my starting- 
point. The most serious difficulty with which this view h 
to contend is the existence of pain and evil. “ Just lock & 
the world,” says the sceptic in effect. “Are you really goinz 
to maintain that this was designed, that intended? If so. the 
designer was a half-wit, a satirist, or a practical joker. I prefe 
to believe that nobody was responsible for such 4 mess.” The 
commonest method of meeting this difficulty is to ascribe pain 
and evil to the agency of man. In order that man might 
become a fully moral being, God endowed him with the gilt 
of freewill. To be free is to be free to choose between good 
and evil, free therefore to do evil, frec to cause the pain which 

comes from the doing of evil. God is thus absolved from 
responsibility for the condition of the universe ; the responi 
bility devolves wholly upon man. 
Does this answer really fill the bill? It has two deficiencics 

Nature was red in tooth and claw, and the world of nature wa 

therefore, shot through with pain, before man appeared on b 
scene. Can we hold man responsible for events prior to b 
appearance?  Secondly, God, being omniscient, must haw 
known what the result of endowing man with freedom woulé 
be. Therefore, though not Himself the creator of pain ant 
evil, He wittingly connived at their introduction into a worlé 
which knew them not. If it be maintained that God did 2% 
know, and did not know precisely because the univers 
really is free to develop as it pleases, then we can no long?
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ain that the process of its development is designed or the 

urposed. 
is the upshot? I have space only for one impression. 

pression is that in face of the new urgency of the fact 

‘the claims of dualism are once again making themselves 

ot There is evil in the world not because God put it there, 

ot even because mac put it there, bur because God shares 

e oovernment of the world with a spirit of evil which is His 

sonist. With it He struggles for the mastery of men’s 

E[, uls. This, the hypothesis of the Zoroastrians and the 

{anichees, has in my experience during the last few months, 

cropped up in the most unexpected quarters. 

[The issue raised in the last paragraph of this article wil! 
he discussed next week by Mr. C. S. Lewis, Fellow of Magdalen 

Colloue. Oxford, and author of a recent book on * The Problem 

mai 

WHAT TO TELL ITALY 
By DAVID THOMSON 

T is crisis-hour for the Fascist régime in Italy, which means 
thar it is the supreme opportunity for British propaganda 

o move to the offensive.  Mr. Churchill’s great broadcast, with 

is revelation of Mussolini’s wilful war-mongering, and the 
ubsequent  distribution of his speech in Italy, mark the 
eginning of this offensive action. What are the principles of 
traregy which this action must take? Since the rise of Hitler, 
{ussolini’s forzign policy has been distracted between two con- 
ficting purposes. One is the national security of Italy, her 

al material welfare. This demands Italian control of the 
driatic and resistance to German penetration in the Balkans, 
hich are the natural economic hinterland of Italy. This led 
lussolini to send troops to the Brenner Pass in 1934 to pre- 
crve the independence of Austria; to make the Treaty with 
‘ugoslavia in 1937 3 and to attack Albania in 1939. At the 
me time, personal ambition, party prestige and the exigen- 
ies of internal propaganda have dictated a policy of *glory 
nd overseas expansion. This led Mussolini to attack 
byssinia in 1935 ; to intervene in the Spanish Civil War ; and 

o enter the present war as soon as France was defeated and a 
wision of colonial spoils seemed imminent. These two 
notives of Fascist aggression must not be confused. 
The cost of overseas expansion was conflict with the Demo- 

fces and increased dependence on Germany. The Abys- 
inian War invoked sanctions. Sanctions threw Mussolini into 
lier’s arms. And the penalty of dependence on Germany 
as exclusion from the Balkans. The attack on Greece is best 
nderstood as a belated attempt to evade full payment of this 
enalty. It seemed to ofer other advantages: a auick victory 
ould restore personal and party prestige at home, and it could 
¢ represented to Hitier as a valuable contribution to the 
encral Axis drive in the Eastern Mediterranean towards Eevnt 

But its chief attractiveness was that it would make 
it Traly, and not Germany. should control the mouth of 

Adriatic and the tip of the Balkan peninsula. It had become 
‘tar that Iraly would get only what she managed to take by 
et own arms,  The Greek War was a move against Germany 
s much as against Britain, and was a belated effort to safe- 
vard national interests which had been seriously imperilled by 

wis exploits. It is ironic that its first and most obvious 
has been to endanger those very overseas possessions 

1 had cost so much. 
I conflict of interests, which has been inherent in Fascist 

v for the last six years, could be concealed so long as 
olitical crisis was raised separately, and could be pre- 
as an issue of vital natonal interest. Thus, the Abys- 

i zamble could be presented as the successful defiance of 
sive Democracies, intent on depriving Italy of her legiti- 

: national rights. The best measure of the recent inepti- 
* o Fascist policy, and of the degree to which Mussolini has 
e sutwitted by Hitler, is the fact that the Duce now finds 
mf engaged in two wars simultaneously. The two. strands 
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of Fascist policy, the national and the imperial, with all their 
mutual inconsistencies, are now for the first time presented 
together to the bemused gaze of the unhappy Italian people. 
Fascist failures in both«Greece and Africa have clarified the 
whole development of the last six years into one great dilemma. 

The basis of our propaganda must now be 10 hammer home 
and exploit this dilemma., The strongest popular enthusiasm 

in modern Europe is Nationalism, and the strength of Fascism 
has been the alliance between the force of Narionalism and the 
institutions of Dictatorship. Luigi Villari could write in 1926, 
“The real merit of the Fascist Government in foreign affairs 
is that the Italian people feel that they can really trust it to 

dzfend their interest to the best of its ability with firmness and 
dignity. This is, indeed, 2 new sensatien for Italians.” Their 
present disillusionneent is correspondingly great. Our propa- 
ganda must, in a word, appeal to Nationalism against Dictator- 
ship. 

Italy ar peace with Britain, or even in her stte of “ non- 
belligerency,” was comparatively immune to British propaganda. 

But Italy engaged disastrously in two wars is peculiarly sus- 
ceptible to it. All former Fascist insistence that the Democracies 
were decadent, “stranded whales from which blubber can be 
cut with impunity,” at once becomes a boomerang. Public 
opinion, trained and accustomed by years of censorship and 
intensive propaganda to react in certain ways to particular 
stimuli, has had its natural powers of *sales-resistance” 
lowered. A docile public opinion, which may be a source of 
strength to Government in peace-time diplomacy, becomes its 
greatest weakness in war-time. It can withstand neither the 
bruises of military defeat nor the cold blasts of enemy pro- 
paganda. And our attack has already been given a flying start 
by the clumsiness of Fascist propaganda itself. The effects of 
the fall of Bardia have been multiplied tenfold by the way 
in which the strategic and roral importance of the place was 

assiduously built up by Mussolini’s Press and wireless in the 
week before it fell. That is equally true of Tobruk. In modern 

warfare, it is not only important to win victories, but also 10 
“ put them across ” to the enemy civilian population. This was 
quite adequately done for us by the Fascist Party. 

The final question of interest is, will Italy soon be ripe for 
the launching of a  peace-offensive 72  There is little likelihood 

that Mussolini will call in Hitler to get him out of his difficulties 
in Greece. This, except in the form of limited supplies of 
German tombers and pilots, would produce the very situation 
which the artack on Greece was designed to prevent,  Mussolini 

would rather have Greece independent again than Greece under 
German control. His best hope, thercfore, would be an 

immediate armistice with Greece, which would free his forces 
for Libya. If this were refused, his next best hope would be a 

separate peace with Britain. Amongst the Italian people, never 

enthusiastic for the war, this would be popular. And just as 

the Greek war was a belated ecffort o safeguard national 

interests. so a separate peace might attract h'm as a means 

of recovering personal popularity at home. Both to the Duce 

and to his subjects Hitler's vaunied “ New European Order ™ of 

force and fraud is bezinning to appear less and less attractive: 
less attractive, even, than timely terms with Britain. 
The immediate aim of our propaganda must, clearly, be to 

intensify the critical internal position of the Fascist régime. 
We must make still more obvious the divergence between the 

real national interests of Italy and the overweening ambitions of 

her Fascist leaders But that is not enough. The only aim 

worth while is the permanent discredit of Fascism in Italy, and 

thereby in Europe as a whole. We must at the same time, 

therefore. make it clear to the Italian people that we have only 

two alternatives before us. We must make a devastating peace 

with Mussolini, or a generous peace with a morc trustworthy 

régime. Just as they have found him a treacherous trustee 

of their national welfare, so we cannot afford to make a generous 

peace with him in the midst of a life-and-death struggle with 

Hitler. We must present them with our only alternatives ; 

either ‘the overthrow of Fascism. followed by full British co- 

operation in resisting German cfforts to dominate Italy and in 

preserving the national interests of Italy at the end of the war ;


