Rstered 4t the G.P.O. as a Newspaper

The

ne LXXX11l—No. 18

In
thouel J i!0LY OF holies of secular learning and rational
that h i/12 ~eacl'ng Room of the British Museum, upon
other\ gplOWWed  sP°t where (within a few years of each
c¢ntem ai® Marx applied to the world-structure of his
las ~.Porary society that literary nuclear bomb entitled
SdgwaPltaU and where the Russian theologian Vladimir
in »eet actually saw the Holy Trinity (all three of them
AnwSQ—°r so he said!), | recently encountered an
C , 1Ch scholar ‘hen en-
exci,;,, uP°n a scarcely less
pretv. ? task. For he was
injprinS a thesis upon the
t(;’fri(:alirrs_and certainly his-

VIEWS AND

- interesting theme
dorme Anabaptist “King-
Pali  Munster (West-

sighfV In. 1534-5. At first
R A v R T e A
can’ aad Perhaps even a risky undertaking for an Ameri-
ar to tachle in this year of grace and of the
hav,, ”ar 1963; one that only a few years back might
of entangled its learned student within the fell clutches
LhAC ate Senator McCarthy’s notorious Committee for
io”rrican Activities. For were not the Anabaptists,
Vie 8 esPecially those who set up the 16th century
aiqy the Saints” in Munster, dangerous revolution-
&r ”and did they not represent the contemporary “Red”
ary i etl Crimson) Peril in the eyes of all the contempor-
iz2] ~‘ders of church and state, including both Luther

°ne?
qﬁg 48 $& criminal tenets of the Anabaptists of merely
(V nt memory. For every time we open the Book of
O  0* Prayer (as no doubt readers of The Freethinker
Attiofntly do) we will find amongst the Thirty-Nine
U .~es of the Church of England, that number 28 warns
:]‘gron‘nst the Communistic practices of the Anabaptists:
Perty is not to be held in common as the Anabaptists
tW, ainly boast”, etc., etc. The originally German
S/F K whom | visited recently in their present
of in Shropshire, represent a still surviving olf-shoot
Anabaptist movement, and still practice a modified
Arw®l Christian communism. However, apparently
V  cat>students are nowadays allowed to write books
..Communism, provided it is four hundred years old,
@) .1k Preceded the Declaration of Independence. Or
JaeU Possibly be that President Kennedy and the FBI
M utter even heard of the Anabaptist “Kingdom of

AsT* % Bunk” . ) .
Mh  had occasion to point out recently (in connection

classical Servile revolution led by Spartacus), the
student of such ancient movements of social pro-
b*mseH WP against all sorts of difficulties if he

a sympathetiC, or even a reasonably objective
°f these ancient “enemies of society” such as
m0 ajc classical Spartacists and the medieval Anabaptists.
Miig .their extant historians were their bitterest enemies;
°Niiil0 emocracy and_Ibe democratic toleration of minority
ns Were conspicuous by their absence, particularly
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in the age of the Reformation. As far as the short-lived,
but spectacular “Kingdom of Munster’” was concerned—
as in the earlier case of the Spartacist revolution in
Ancient Rome—all that we positively know about these
sensational events which yet probably shook their con-
temporary social orders to their foundations, could be
written down in a single exercise book. Speculation, bias,
and often enough demonstrable slander actually make up
the bulk of all extant
accounts.

In the case of the Ana-
baptists, when theological
bigotry (both Catholic and
Protestant) combined with
political and economic hos-
tility, perhaps less is known
than of any other radical
movement, and | can probably relate al?/that is known
(as distinct from what has been stated or conjectured)
about the Anabaptist “kingdom” in the course of the next
paragraph. For unless my American acquaintance, who
has now optimistically gone to Munster to look for still
surviving clues, happens to stumble upon some contem-
porary documents which would almost be an “Act of
God” at this time of day, we shall probably never know
any more than we do at present about the Anabaptist
“kingdom” of Jan of Leyden, which struck such uni-
versal terror in its contemporary Europe. For when, as
in the case of virtually all subversive movements in church
and state, their historians are invariably their enemies,
Henry Ford’s controversial comment, “history is bunk”,
is, by and large, correct.

Social Heresies

The Anabaptists, the stepfathers, as one may term them,
of the present Baptist Churches, represented the extreme
left of the Reformation, so much so indeed, that the more
orthodox reformers like Luther and Calvin disavowed
them completely and Anabaptist appears to have become
a contemporary term of abuse, much like Communism or
Fascism in various contemporary circles. From the
theological point of view, it is rather difficult to compre-
hend this furore since, apart from their practice of adult
baptism (from which the sect derived its name), their
tenets do not appear to have been very sensational, or
even to have gone much beyond what Luther himself had
stated at the Inception of his movement.

For example, the Anabaptists are stated to have
advocated religious toleration, but then so did both Luther
and Calvin at the start of their reforming careers. Prob-
ably the Protestant historian of Anabaptism is correct in
stating that it was their social, rather than their con-
temporary theological heresies that got them so bad a
name. In particular, their communism, real or alleged,
brought upon their heads systematic persecution by both
the Catholic and Protestant orthodoxy of the 16th
century, backed to the full by all contemporary secular
rulers. Even the relatively tolerant Elizabeth of England
sent Anabaptists to the stake. As in the case of other
persecuted religious movements of an originally peaceful
character, it appears to have been the frightful persrcu-
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tions to which they were subjected in both Catholic and
Protestant states alike, that drove them to take up arms
against their oppressors as a counsel of despair. This they
did in 1534 in the Westphalian town of Munster then
under the feudal rule of a prince-bishop.

“The Kingdom of Munster”

First invited to the town by a sympathetic burgomaster,
the Anabaptists soon swarmed to the “New Jerusalem”
from all over Northern Europe. Eventually, the saints
seized power by an apparently unopposed coup d’état
under the leadership of two Dutch Anabaptists, Jan
Matthys and Jan of Leyden, both of whom successively
reigned as “kings” of Munster. Matthys was killed in a
sortie early on, but Jan of Leyden, having issued an in-
vitation to all Anabaptists everywhere to come to the aid
of the “New Jerusalem”, proceeded to defy the prince-
bishop, Franz von Waldeck and defied the power of the
Holy Roman Empire, which promptly came to the aid
of the Catholic prince-bishop. Whatever the truth of the
fantastic deeds alleged to have been perpetrated by “King
Jan” and his Anabaptist entourage, it seems evident that
he was an able military leader, and that the Anabaptists
fought with heroism (or fanaticism, the terms would be
synonymous in such surroundings).

The End

At least the “Kingdom of the Saints” defied the com-
bined efforts of both the Catholic and Lutheran princes
to suppress it since both Catholics and Protestants appear
to have united in defence of law, order and property.
The Anabaptists repulsed attack after attack for sixteen
months, and the city, after holding out for a year, was
eventually only taken by treachery. Since aid failed to
reach them from the outside world, despite attempts at
relief by Dutch Anabaptists, the end of the unequal
struggle would appear to have been ultimately inevitable
—as usually happens in social wars from the days of
Spartacus to those of General Franco. The capture of
Anabaptist Munster was followed by an appalling terror,
“King Jan” and his lieutenants being torn to pieces alive
with red-hot pincers in the presence of the restored
Bishop of Munster. We learn that his episcopal Lordship
of Munster went on reciting the seven Penitential Psalms
whilst the butchery was proceeding, until the stench of
burning flesh compelled the spectators to quit. Evident-
ly the Nazi Gestapo had its predecessors in German
history!

Fact and Fiction

The above represents all, or at least pretty nearly all,
that is known for certain about the “Kingdom of the
Saints” in Munster from 1534-5. But it is not more than
is known (sic) to its contemporary historians, both
Catholic and Protestant alike, who regale us with all sorts
of hair-raising stories about the goings-on of the “Saints”
in the Munster “New Jerusalem”. For if we are to
believe them, Jan, on becoming “King Jan”, not only
kept a harem in imitation of King David (“the man after
God’s own heart”) but then proceeded to “dance naked
before the Lord” in the presence of his wives in imitation
of that Biblical hero. From the same biased sources
(from say, “Our correspondent in Munster”), the Saints
literally put into force the Biblical injunction “the last
shall be first and the first, last” by making the burgomaster
public hangman and the public hangman, burgomaster.

How much, if any, truth there is in these obviously tall
stories, we have now no means of ascertaining. But if
only upon the time honoured principle that “the defendant
is entitled to the benefit of the doubt”, they are ipso facto
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excluded from the purview of serious history. All that

n £ I1°\ for certain is that the Anabaptist “kingdom
<emendous sensation in its contemporary Europe

Haelel ﬁgréltoumt orhg(\)/ GfoHS.en gS{e\?v%eEn%l\J/\I/yli%Hg eggye W
its alleged communism may have merely amounted to the
war-rationing customary in a Jong siege. However, “
would appear possible that the “kingdom” has left its
E_ s.lIP°" English literature as welfas on the ThuV
Nine Articles. For according to some modern historians,
acS ”S loly War and Pilgrim’s Progress incorporated
K ? Incidents In the siege of Munster stories of wind
lingered on in Baptist circles.

Convent Horror EXxposed

1
We don’t know whether John Justice of The Peov ” jCe
Margaret Mcllroy’s Views and Opinions on, sefit
on Adoption (The Freethinker of April 19th ' rel3e
to him as well as to his editor). If he did, he nug  2lst.
it to the front-page story in his own paper of Ap; jyrs.
headlined, “Girls’ Hair Shorn in Convent Horror ¢ re3l
Mcllroy, it will be remembered, pointed out that *
tragedy of adoption (overlooked by Mr. Justice) .Mjtu-
“thousands of ‘Catholic’ children are doomed to op-
tion life because no Catholic couple wants them, a nUses-
Catholics may not have them”. A succession ot
she said, “or nuns, who are not permitted to "¢ pla#
sonal attachment to any living creature, cannot
loving parents”. , fap, ia

It was at the orphanage of St. Martha’s, EUU)iGef O
Co. Donegal, Ireland, run by the nuns of the = peQple
St. Louis, that the horror referred to in fhe [
occurred, and it was exposed when Mrs. Bridge tjlfe
an lIrish woman living in Alton, Hampshire went
in response to a letter from her daughter, Philon>en
13. “If only you saw us you would die”, the g'1* ‘1
about herself and her two sisters, aged 14 and
beg you to get me out. Please pity me.” n v f

“The children had been thrashed with canss>
People reported. “Their hair had been cropped to g0t
an inch of their scalps. They had been put
rations. All for disobedience and playing truant.

A picture showed the three girls with the ftioil
cropped, and a reporter told how they stood to a ~ }#
like soldiers when they were introduced to him, a \Wo#j
it “took 30 minutes of gentle persuasion before theyot a
open their frightened mouths to speak of the n  g%j
St. Martha’s”, to which they had been sent by *
Ministry of Education when Mrs. Daly and her
parted in 1956. . afge

When Reverend Mother Martina, who is in ¢
the convent orphanage, was asked about the J , (fi
of the girls—and of five others who had also is™*
hair shorn off—she said: “Cutting off a girl s ,
common punishment here. But it Is administered  w
extreme cases. What the girls did was inexcusable
gave them the choice of choir singing or library a ei”,e
on a Sunday evening. But they"didn’t want to f%e
Instead they played truant and gave us a bad sCjj ¢
second time they vanished we even had to
pogce’é. feel that it is rather th oA "
s BRIy Bt Iheere aum oL
Mcllroy indicated, no substitution for family a =S 7
worst, under frustrated celebate women, it ca
People showed, be sheer hell.
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Bertrand Russell

By G. L. SIMONS

$imk , IAE can do full justice to Bertrand Russell; no
whole .can either. For he is a man about whom
this i f ra*es VW ~c written in the future. But despite
ave » uC*  worthwhile to mention some of his remark-
wDa CVements to indicate his stature to those people
infOrnre Unfaniiliar with his work. Much of the following
Aan ” [0n 's derived from the excellent biography by
A, Vo°d> Bertrand Russell—The Passionate Sceptic.
RBMandson of the Liberal Prime Minister, Lord John
anOr v Bertrand Russell was born in 1872. He became
childh 10 wi*cn he was four and led a somewhat solitary
relig0°°d- At 15 he started to doubt the validity of the
hiss V 0 which he had been brought up, and recorded
dSDOUs 'n a diary, using Greek characters lest it be
the neered” He also doubted Euclid, not satisfied with
d~~sity of having to assume certain axioms; he was
At 1» when he heard of non-Euclidean geometry,
te f,  be entered Trinity College, Cambridge and for
odd fSAI'me “ound that intelligence was not regarded as
hinself 1 Cambridge he met men who were later, with
irdin ~ to dominate English philosophy. In his Portraits
intere F Wory’ Russell recalls and describes some of the
thet ptin® ar,d important men whom he met. It seems
Sl derived more from conversation than actual
himf bis Cambridge lecturers temporarily diverted
of v,,r°m empiricism, and for a time he became a follower
InToo He8el and Bradley. . .
men n when 23, he went to Berlin and studied Ger-
dij Pphtics at first hand. At that time both Communism
adld(n""""t-wing politics were active in Berlin. Russell
sy® Njned Prussian arrogance and although expressing
lhedy r.y and admiration for the Communist Manifesto,
PO his first (of several) hostile criticisms of Marxist
HnsPhy. A year later his first book appeared—Ger-
turej ?clal Democracy. In the same year, at 24 he lec-
$Ca In America on the logical nature of geometry; a
later ? book appeared the following year. Three years
lewj lectured at Cambridge on Leibniz, presenting a
(nj ~crpretation. True to form a new book appeared
BA] °iz- This work enabled him to reject Hegel and
O >eVand he began to organise a new philosophy based
his "Ommon sense tempered by mathematical logic”. In
\&s Wh words “The change in these years (1899-1900)
Cdti, revolution; subsequent changes have been of the
In d@f an evolution” .
de he decided that the whole of mathematics was
Ao/ ion °l 1°8*%c. ar>d »n a mighty prose work. The
*ex/ 'ev °f Mathematics (1903), began to establish this
at A; And in 1903, with Professor Whitehead, started
AvA . was to be the greatest creation of his life.
Jears PU Alathematica took Russell and Whitehead ten
he  to write and is acknowledged universally as one of
VolJreat achievements of the human mind. In three
'0i0aes.it runs to almost 2,000 pages and is largely cast
° niath symb°l°gy> being an attempt to derive the whole
FUe ] a?rnatics from the propositions and principles of

%k%ﬁ‘g“ It%s:C the work involved in producing Principia
"ntinAa,'ca. Russell somehow found the time for other
ngs and activities. |n 1907 he stood for Parliament
IW Liberal and was-defeated. In 1908 he was made a
r6/p of the Royal Society. In 1912 he wrote The
ns of Philosophy, which did much to establish him

as a philosopher. Numerous articles also appeared in
Mind and similar publications.

In 1914 Russell was again lecturing in America, this
time at Harvard on philosophy. These lectifres formed
the foundation of Our Knowledge of the External World
which appeared in the same year and consolidated his
reputation as a philosopher. Then came the First World
War, and on returning to England Russell plunged into
pacifist activities. (These are also recounted in Portraits
from Memory.) In 1918, for criticising the government,
Russell was committed to Brixton for six months. But
the time was not wasted. He wrote Introduction to Math-
ematical Philosophy and did other important work. Be-
cause of his pacifist activities he was also dismissed from
Cambridge.

In 1920 he visited Russia and China. In Russia he met
Lenin and Trotsky; in China after lecturing in Peking, he
contracted acute pneumonia and almost died. Professor
Dewey wept at his bedside, and when Russell finally re-
turned to England he had the pleasure of reading his obit-
uary in The Times. In the nineteen twenties Russell wrote
15 books on such diverse toEics as Bolshevism, relativity,
morality, nuclear physics, philosophy, China and educa-
tion. He also stood as a Labour candidate in two General
Elections, being defeated each time but reducing a Con-
servative majority. In 1924 he lectured in America and
predicted the future rivalry between the United States and
the Soviet Union. He also predicted the use of atomic
power in his ABC of Atoms (1924). In 1927 he founded
an experimental school which for a period he almost suc-
ceeded in establishing; however he ran it almost unaided
and after some time it had to close through administrative
difficulties. His experiences in the field of practical edu-
cation led to a questioning of Freud, and two further
books.

In the nineteen thirties Russell wrote another ten books,
largely on moral or sociological questions. His awareness
of an impending world conflict stimulated him to write
two highly relevant books—The Way to Peace which he
would "not now be prepared to defend, and the social
analysis, Power, which in certain circles is regarded as
a classic.

In 1940 Russell was again lecturing in America and was
invited to lecture at the College of New York. But Catho-
lic opposition succeeded in achieving a judicial verdict
that Russell was unworthy to teach, and the college re-
fused to engage him. This is perhaps the unhappiest
period in Russell’s life. The shabby affair is described in
an appendix to Why | am not a Christian. Russell was
supported by all the leading American academics and even
some liberal religious leaders. His final rejection was
based Iargel¥ on his innocuous Marriage and Morals,
although In fact he was to teach mathematical logic and
philosophy. In the nineteen forties three of Russell’s
most important books were to appear—An Inquiry into
Meaning and Truth, based on his recent Californian lec-
tures, the History of Western Philosophy and Human
Knowledge—Its Scope and Limits which is regarded as
the last full-scale treatment of his philosophical position.
In 1944 he was invited back to Cambridge to lecture. In
1948 he lectured in Norway, although once again he nearly
died. His plane crashed in the sea. and at 78, in an over-

(Concluded on next page)
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This Believing World

In spite of the fact that Bradlaugh’s Oaths Act was made
law in 1888, there are still many magistrates and coroners
who appear never to have heard of it. They get quite
angry at anybody refusing to “swear on the Bible” (as if
that really meant any more than swearing on Grimm’s
Fairy Tales!) The other week, a Methodist parson in
court refused to take the oath, and quoted the Bible in
support (Matthew 5, 34) which so surprised the Chairman
of the magistrates that he threw overboard the Precious
Words of Jesus, and insisted that the parson must swear
or get out.

That is to say, 75 years after the Oaths Act became law,
we have magistrates ignorant of it, and quite ready to pena-
lise a witness, though they have no right whatever to do
so: he was following both the Bible and the law. This is
typical of Christian arrogance and should in every case be
resisted. We congratulate the Rev. D. Martin on his
courage.

We were always tau%ht that Christianity was God’s great-
est contribution to the way erring man should live while
on probation in this sinful world. But Dr. Coggan, Arch-
bishop of York, pooh-poohs this out-of-date conception
of his divine belief and roundly claims (Daily Express,
April 13th) that “the first object of Christianity is to
tell a story without parallel . . . that it is such astonishingly
good news that many have been offended by it”. And
what is this marvellous story which “offends many”?
Simplﬁ/ that “Man was in a mess”, and that this mess
“reached its zenith when he crucified Jesus”. Of course
we know that that has to come in somewhere whenever
an Archbishop writes an article, but again, we were al-
ways taught that God Almighty deliberately sent his only
Begotten Son into the world to die for us.

In other words, it was the Lord himself who saw to it
that Jesus was crucified, that is, if there ever was a cruci-
fixion—for this word does not occur anywhere in the
Bible. Dr. Coggan’s article is full of the phrases so be-
loved of the tract writers of the nineteenth century—"the
Cross of Jesus”, “power of Christ”, “the once-crucified
but now living Lord”, “the essence of Christian belief re-
leased for the believer”, “a spring of hope andJoy”, “a
song of discovery and deliverance”, and similar non-
sense. Still, we must expect this kind of thing at Easter
from an Archbishop.

Writing to the London “Evening Standard” (April 2nd)
a correspondent thinks that “praying from a prayer book”
is “childish and lifeless”. Prayer “should come from the
individual soul”. But what happens to a naughty soul
who (or which) refuses to pray? A Church of England
spokesman in reply admits that changes in prayer are
“needed”, but the Book of Common Prayer cannot be
changed without Parliamentary authority. What a pity
that the unbelievers in Parliament—and there are quite
a few—are so often silent when discussions on Christianity
take place in the House.

Isn’t it time that Parliament should leave religion out of
its domain and let the Christian clergy discuss it in their
own preserves? Modern science has annihiliated the out-
worn and outgrown beliefs of an ignorant Oriental people
with its supernatural naive nonsense. Does even Mr.
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Macmillan really believe that Jesus went after his de
up to “Heaven” in full view of his followers?

On ATV’s “About Religion” (April 21st) we had.a f It
and a Communist discussing the Pope’s Encyclic -
was a most interesting discussion, for the Com *
agreed with the Pope on some social aspects of 1
life, while disagreeing altogether with his theology- ~
Jesuit appeared pleased to learn that the Encyclic3' »
not condemned out of hand— though it is onlﬁ)Sir ot
that he did not appear to agree with anything "at
Roman Catholicism. Still the discussion does Pr0Y only
Communists and Catholics sometimes can agree 1
agreeing to differ! -
BERTRAND RUSSELL

{Concluded from page 139)

coat, he had to swim until he was picked up by 3 txl<§]>
Several people were drowned. A short time later R
lectured as though nothing had happened. : A for
Although in his eighties, in 1954 he started his w0 cond
nuclear disarmament (which was later to involve as &
visit to Brixton) by founding the Pugwash Commit!?
international group comprising world-famous 1G(ad
and philosophers who were prepared to take 3 _jo
against nuclear arms. One of Einstein’s last acts gut
express support for Russell’s work in this field the
Russell’s work in other fields did not diminish. , jjng
nineteen fifties, twelve new books appeared, 'nC
a brilliant philosophical autobiography, My PhilosoP
Development, and two lively works of fiction of
Russell said “l do not think the reader’s surprise * q)
can be greater than my own”. Even now, adl<]JIO0E
years old, Russell continues to work. Already four
have appeared in the nineteen sixties. .
The present article is wholly inadequate. Thet® e
many important aspects of Russell’s work which A__
not mentioned. | have said nothing about his ]
ship of the India League or his support for family P j(
ning, equality for women, democratic socialism,
government. | have not mentioned most of his
works, or indicated the wit and beauty in his prose- jg-
intellect and moral courage are doubted only by m#
norant, the stupid and the apathetic. It is some nie’j6y
of the man that he has earned the praise of such "C’gf
differing people as Henry Moore and Huxley, Sch™
and Einstein, U Thant and Khrushchev. f M
For me, Bertrand Russell, OM, FRS, holder 0L -,g
Nobel Prize, the Kalinga Prize (UNESCO), the Sp*1°
Prize, the De Morgan Medal, the Sylvester Med3%x” L\
Grotius Medal, etc., passionate fighter for humanity
truth, hater of all things that threaten or restrict 3
happiness, is unquestionably the greatest living
man. Some say that this title belongs to Sir yj'Egd
Churchill.  But whereas Churchill’s genius is undo g
he is essentially an Englishman; this is his Iimit(‘rta.JI
Bertrand Russell, whilst his love of England is ce
speaks for mankind.

BERTRAND RUSSELL IN PAPERBACK

UNARMED VICTORY—New Penguin Special on the
Crisis and China-India Dispute, 2s. 6d.
An Inquiry into Meaning and Truth (Pelican), 6s.
Has Man a Future? (Penguin), 2s. 6d.
Nightmares ot Eminent Persons (Penguin), 2s. 6d. prgit* 0
On Education - Sceptical Essays - Power V,NnPintSS
Idleness - Marriage and Morals™ - The Conquest of m
(Unwin Books) all at 6s.
The Practice and Theory of Bolshevism, 5s.
Plus postage, from The Freethinker Bookshop
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Lecture Notices, Etc.

Edinn U OUTDOOR
eenin _Branch NSS (The Mound).—Sunday afternoon and
Undon gD Messrs. Cronan, McRae and Murray.
(Marhi Branches—Kingston, Marble Arch, North London:
Arch), Sundays, from 4 p.m.: Messrs. L. Ebury, J. W.
owER C: e - Wood, D. H. Tribe, J. A. Millar.
Hill). Every Thursday, 12—2 p.m.. Messrs. J. W.
ManTER and L. Ebury.

Eve L2ndon Branch NSS (White Stone Pond, Hampstead).—
AottinA.Sunday, noon: L. Ebu .
I n8narri Branch NSS (OIEy Market Square), every Friday,
Prn-: T. M. Mosley.

oy INDOOR
gﬂhH"am Branch NSS (Midland Institute, Paradise Street).
fiToda »” May 5th’ 645 pm': J' B' DuRK- “The Catholic. Church

oarnlUmanist Group (Friend’s Meeting House, Cleveland
Enio * Monday> May 6th, 7.45 p.m.: Speaker from Federal

VIE(r)]_n,iD’ace Ethical Society (Conway Hall, Red Lion Square,
“Pia°n>W.C.1), Sunday, "May 5th, 11 a.m.: Dr. John Lewis,
ga (jc Teilhard de Chardin and the Nature and Destiny of

Notes and News

for Franco’s new “liberalism”! The execution

lan Grimau has put an end to it, if it ever existed.
Freeman, a London barrister engaged by Mrs.

“eJru to hold a watching brief, described the trial as
Qijd y a farce” which “proved nothing except that
UboUJ Was a Communist”, while Mr. John Mendelson,
aainlf fer Penistone called it “an act of vengeance
u/ie ¢ man” and “nothing whatever to do with justice”
Otim~nday Times, 21/4/63). A priest stood by as
his >au .faced the firing squad, in case he should abandon
hi{ Earlier refusal to confess and take Holy Communion,
V * did not change his mind” (Sunday Citizen,
W )" The National Secular Society, like many other
dor A~ has addressed a protest to the Spanish Ambassa-
edjl Cnd we trust that Franco will be proved wrong in
AWV ating that Grimau’s execution would be just a “two-

y 'vonder” .

hy v

If(%a!nANiG Crimau”—wrote Tom Akass in the Daily
fert of (3/4/63)—"Spain has shown that she is still not
5holirt tfe world that calls itself civilised. Personally for
day | would prefer to go to a country that does”.

\t *
while ago, San Juan (Trinidad) Branch of the
jor pna Secular Society purchased a small printing press
'O (i°Paganda purposes, and we have nothing but praise
e resultant bimonthly, The Thinker, devoted to

FREETHINKER 141

Freethought and Secularism. The editor, S. Gustavus
Stephen, apologies for theloccasional “literal” and trans-
position, but these are notably few—and the blight of all
editors anyway! In fact, The Thinker is an extremely
competent production in every respect and we send our
congratulations to Mr. Stephen and his colleagues.

The new edition of H. C. Lea’s The History of the
Inquisition of the Middle Ages (Eyre and Spottiswoode,
25s.) contains an introduction by Walter Ullmann, Reader
in Medieval Classical History at Cambridge which under
the pretext of being “purely historical”, reads suspiciously
like an apologia for the Inquisition. As the book will
be reveiwed by S. D. Kuebart, we don’t ﬁropose to com-
ment further upon it here. On April 18th, however, The
Listener printed a Third Programme talk, “The Inquisi-
tion: an Explanation”, in which Dr. Ullmann goes even
further in attempting to justify what he calls “this task
of eradication, an intellectual surgery” of the disease of
heresy. “This was the rational business of Inquisition”,
Dr. Ullmann goes on. “It was a regular legal procedure
in place of a mob violence”. Historical phenomena, he
argues, “can be explained only by the standard supplied
by history itself”. To which we reply: historical phenom-
ena must be judged as well as explained.

Peter Kelly, an ex-monk, who now lives with his wife
in South Africa and works for an advertising firm, believes
that the vow of celibacy “throws men and women straight
into Hell” (News of the World, 21/4/63). He had, he
said, seen fine, normal men and women turned into cranks
or worse, for “If you suppress the sex instinct in a normal,
healthy human being, sooner or later nature takes her
revenge” . Few people realise, Mr. Kelly continued, “the
temptations that torment priests, monks and nuns shut
off from sex, love and affection by this wholly unnatural
vow”. If priests had been allowed to marry, Mr. Kell

would never have left the Church, for he is still a staunc

Catholic. “Many other priests and monks, and presum-
ably nuns, are leaving—or have already left—the Church
for the same reason, though the layman never hears about
them”, Mr. Kelly said. No doubt, they are smuggled
out, as he was, at four o’clock in the morning.

«

The occasional magistrate still displays intolerance when
confronted by an unreligious person (or even, as instanced
in “This Believing World”, a religious person) who asks
to affirm instead of taking the oath. And Hugh Delargy,
MP, deserves credit for branding as “impertinent” the
behaviour of Bow Street magistrate, Mr. K. J. P. Barra-
clough (Sunday Citizen, 21/4/63). Three Aldermaston
marchers refused to take the oath and told Mr. Barra-
elough the?/ had no religious beliefs. “Yet”, he said, “you
blindly follow the Canon”. Apart from the fact that they
were entitled to affirm, commented Mr. Delargy, “it is
rather odd to assume that the Canon was leading a re-
ligious procession”.

Another Sunday Citizen columnist, Merry Archard, had
wheeled her six-month-old twins on the last lap of the
Aldermaston March and heard many adverse comments
from bystanders. But why shouldn’t they come along?
Mrs. Archard asked. “And anyhow, what’s the difference
between taking my babies on a march or having them
christened or, when they’re older, sending them to Sunday
school? Isn’t a little boy too young to decide whether he
wants to be a Christian or not?”
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A Few Notes on Sir Leslie Stephen

By H. CUTNER

Let me assure my old friend William Kent (The
Freethinker, February 22nd) that | was quite aware
what Sir Leslie Stephen meant by the word “apology”
in An Agnostic’s Apology — and I’'m only sorry that
my little quip misfired, Newman took no chances, and
called his history of his religious opinions an “apologia”.

In truth, An Agnostic’s Apology is a fine work and well
worth all the eulogies showered upon it. It is one of the
best defences of Agnosticism | know, and has the addition-
al merit of being short as well as of being sincere. Stephen
wrote just as well on other aspects of religion and of
Christianity for he had no more belief than T. H. Huxley
—uperhaps even less. But he appears to me to have hated
“militant Atheism”, or even militant Deism, and this in
an offensive “militant” spirit. In his History of English
Thought in the Eighteenth century he took Paine as an
example of militancy against Christianity and attacked
him with a malignancy utterly surprising for anybody with
the gentlemanly character Stephen is credited with by
those who knew him.

John M. Robertson’s pamphlet, Thomas Paine: An
Investigation, written in 1888, is a devastating analysis of
Stephen’s strictures against Paine. Robertson was a con-
summate debater, and he followed Stephen step by step,
exposing not only a monumental ignorance but an angry
one. So angry was Stephen that he did not hesitate to
misrepresent if it suited his purpose. Just as one of the
many examples noted by Robertson, he says,

He (Paine) explains . . . that his chronology #}n the Age
of Reason] is taken from the dates printed on the margins
of the “larger Bibles” which he apparently supposes to be
part of the original documents . . .

And what did Paine really say? Here it is: —

The chronology that | shall use is the Bible chronology,
for 1 mean not to go out of the Bible for evidence of any-
thing, but to make the Bible itself prove historically and
chronologically that Moses is not the author of the books
ascribed to him. It is therefore proper that | inform the
reader . . . that in the larger Bibles, and also in some of
the smaller ones, there is a series of chronology printed in
the margin of every page, for the purpose of showing how
long the historical matters stated in each page happened or
are supposed to have happened, before Christ, and conse-
quently the distance of time between one historical circum-
stance and another.

And what was Robertson’s comment on this example of
Stephen’s misrepresentation of Paine? “I doubt,” he said,
“whether wilful dishonesty could reach worse results in
the way of false witness than Mr. Stephen contrives to get
to through mere carelessness and prejudice”.

The reader who is lucky enough to possess Robertson’s
pamphlet will see how dozens of Stephen’s preposterous
assertions are countered, and it is with regret that | can-
not quote them all. So angry was Stephen throughout
that he could even insist that Paine was “in a sense but
the echo of Collins and Woolston, but the tone of the
speaker is altered” which Robertson characterises, as “a
choice Hibernicism”. In one part of Stephen’s book,
Woolston was called “poor mad Woolston” and “the
most scandalous of the deists”, in another we are told
that he “wrote for educated men” as against Paine who
wrote for the uneducated—which is of course sheer non-
sense. Some of us in any case would like to see how
many of our “educated” theologians and bishops would
now answer The Age of Reason? The Bishop of
Llandaff tried his best, but so poor a performance had
little chance of surviving, though | believe copies of his

Apology for the Bible can be picked up among heaPs 0
theological rubbish, sometimes for only a penny. »

Of course, we are told by Stephen that Paine’s A
ance was vast”, a phrase “which might loosely be
of any man”, says Robertson who adds:

But | observe that it matters nothing to Stepheii '“ntrjve

Paine were well-informed or not: either way he will co

to belittle him.

Stephen agreed that Paine had shown that it V&S gut
possiitle for Moses to have written the Pentateuch,
theni, Stephen must have felt that he hatl praised
too moch for he immediately added, “The same dif=cH
had been suggested long before by Spinoza an *
Newton; but those writers were apparently beyond
range of his reading”. If Paine came to the same
elusions as Spinoza and Newton without knowing 1

surely it was to his credit? But not in the eyes of Steg
, ES
Robertson’s pamphlet was of course utterly Tén°r~Ly’s
vas only to be expected; but when Moncure C n

classic, his Life of Thomas Paine, was published "Efff
had to think again; and his “recantation” (to which.
Kent refers) appeared ‘in 4¥e National Reformer th
He says there, the
The account which | gave of Paine in the book PP’\onIX
18th century was, | have no doubt, erroneous. '

excuse, if it be an excuse, was the old one “pure 'Snor &6

I will not ask whether or how far the ignorance w

cusable ...

But as Robertson pointed out in a note, all this a3,
to Paine’s life, and not at all to his writings. n. Yy
Stephen in the course of an article in the FortruS
Review—Conway’s life of Paine forced him to wrltErOlp
said, “My description of Paine’s last years was taken
a statement by a witness whom Mr. Conway has Pro0t
to be utterly unworthy of credit . . .”. Of course. *
Stephen would even then not let go of the stone
similar “witnesses” that Paine “drank brandy to exces *
“crime” which he did his best to perpetuate even 1 fry,
article on Paine in the Dictionary of National Bi°*'al On
albeit not quite so strenuously. Indeed, as ajjie”
made clear in his article “Mr.” Leslie Stephen on P "jias
{The National Reformer, August 27th, 1893), ‘‘IC fa
taken pains to make his retractation an occasion *
fresh criticism of Paine somewhat on the old lines - it
Robertson proceeded to give Stephen a terrific onsh

on the same lines of his previous one, far too a
sorry to say, to deal with here, for it is too brilh
critique to be abridged. ad

The truth is that, although Stephen, sadly enoug "ere
mits that many of the “facts” he cited about P3/10 eis
taken frow lying “witnesses”—Cheetham and Cfa” fre
for instance—Stephen had very little sympathy
Deists of the ei%hteenth century whom he c°rSliS &
quite inferior to their Christian opponents. An
one example of his editing the Dictionary of '~;-ticl
Biography, | have often wondered whether his se
of the Rev. A. Gordon to write on Robert T ay a
deliberate. Fancy choosing a parson to wrjtej¥y .
man who looked upon Jesus as a myth! 9 QirnvI°fS
forced to be fair to Taylor because he had his [I " blit
autobiography before him as to details of his. J of
would anyone in his senses trust Gordon’s 9r .*pevil’s
Taylor’s work? Stephen probably disliked the pajre-
Chaplain”, and his work as much as he dishke
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sid°Y  rest>"mniay be worth recording what Robertson

0 Stephen in his History of Freetbought:

s ' ' «What had exasperated Stephen was not any shadow of
rem $'°n  he had not made proper retraction, but the
fadtar\ that in handsomely retracting as to Paine he had
D,yn tnto a new historical error . . . His anger was to take
wirl uca' forms (cp. Maitland, p. 494), and was at times
fortt bur'cd even at his old friends. But the record of his
ine f Cunder his heavy trials, and finally under his suffer-
trom cancer, outweighs and effaces all memory of in-
His final modesty of selfestimate, indeed, was as
essive as any of his judgments had ever been.

Ll Wondcr whether Stephen could have written so of
obertson?

Police Raid Home of

Montreal Freethinker

Yen'Y AS A Pretext tbe bict that several bombs had
v thrown about by an unidentified terrorist group
thepn as FLQ (Front for the Liberation of Quebec),
Up ¢ cderaL Provincial and Municipal Police Forces joined
pe ma series of raids on the private homes of some fifteen

Pte known for their advanced thinking in various fields.
htorIQl®  bfteen who were thus visited at 4.40 in the
jGs lling and taken away to a cell, without a warrant, was
CerjPfi La Riviere, an outspoken French-Canadian anti-

bott°U °.®cers °f the law searched his home from top to
heg Oni* including the frigidaire and the wine-cellar, but
Sv t(? be content with seizing Freethought literature in
T1,j languages, including copies of The Freethinker,
yOf. jndiart Libertarian, La Raison, Forces Laiques et
| a Réveil Rationaliste, etc.

S eeased a few hours later as his lawyer brought pre-

to bear upon the Police Department, Mr. La
he lere Promply issued a statement for the press in which
fi'_atGLUSec" tbe Church of having denounced him, in order
aifj the police might have a Chance to visit his library
At Nstr'buting centre of anti-clerical literature. On
de rday. April 20th, he was given an opportunity to
Dr °Unce the illegal raid over the network of the Canadian
prOadcasting Corporation, when he announced that legal
tlw Codngs would be taken against the police to force

1 to reveal the source of their information . . .

Lanje Gardyen.

N Catholic Lapses

b FLIkiIJARv 8th, The Universe reported an annual
°f 5,000 Catholics in Austria, as revealed by the
lie, ,nan statistical central office. “In 1959, 8,473 Catho-
®64>Psed fro™ the Church. In 1960, 9,113 and in 1961,
faith” ' Ibe rate °f conversions and “returns to the
rose from 3,796 in 1959 to 4,857 in 1961, and
hHjpu Universe seemed to get some consolation from the
GjLe* rate of loss in the Evangelical Church (0.51 per
and the Old Catholics (0.88 per cent).

Rie Freethinker Sustentation Fund

k. ¢edOusly acknowledged £98 19s. 6d. S. H. Hoddes, 10s. 6d.;

ton fI"6'"R, E1 2s./6d.TF.°Soatcr, £1; C. Minet, £10; D. Parting-

-VchJ’ Is.; W. E. Huxley, I4s. 6d.; D. Behr, 10s.; T. W.

SL% E{s L 54R R- Atherton, 3s.; F. Kumar, 5s.; A. Ungherini,

arryum’.i I"s. 6'3.; |\7/P \?grhow %2 2£sI Ilrs1 M’(\elmol\r/ly o%rm}(se.’ E!O%C
' Total to date, April 26th, 1963, £124 16s. 5d.
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The New Psalter
By ANTON JAMES

Such is the lack Of respect paid to the sacred writings
by a Commission of the Church of England presided over
by the Archbishop of York, that hell itself may be abol-
ished and the ancient natural history of the Near East
re-written.

The Commission was set up to revise the Psalms as they
appear in the official Prayer Book Psalter, “to remove
obscurities and serious errors of translation”. Its report
was recently published (SPCK 9s 6d.).

In some respects it follows the lead of the Noncon-
formist body which has drained the blood from the more
cannibalistic hymns in the “fountain filled with blood”
tradition.

It has also mildly bowdlerised a few passages to make
the Psalms rather more respectable and bourgeois than
when first translated in an uncouth age. The Roman
Catholic Church, of course, set a precedent years ago with
the Douai Bible which, in its various editions, kept the
party clean by excluding the dirty bits.

Coming down to hell, the Commission decides that the
“wicked shall be turned into hell” no longer, but “given
over to the grave” along with (and the Commission is
silent as to this), the righteous, Perhaps the wicked just
get there sooner, though Adam, the first and original
sinner, avoided the inevitable for 930 years.

The Psalmist’s natural history has suffered by the sub-
stitution of many of the original characters. The poor
and humble conies have gone but, far from becoming
rabbits, refy)pear as badgers, whilst the wild asses are
camouflaged as zebras. Some of the domesticated ones
appear to have been sitting on the Commission.

Dragons no longer belch fire and smoke but are sub-
stituted by that cowardly sneak-thief, the jackal. Just
think of the valiant Christian knight rescuing the glam-
ourous Princess from a jackal!

The poor mythical unicorn, with his single horn, loses
all his mystery in becoming a wild ox with two. Why
not a rhinoceros, whose unique facial structure possibly
gave rise to the unicorn myth? But the word does not fit
well into a chant.

The Egyptian plague of “lice in all their quarters” be-
comes “gnats in their borders”. Why not “ants in their
pants?” This is at least euphonious and alliterative, as
are the “asp and the adder” which replace the “lion and
the adder”.

A reverend gentleman replying to critics says that the
Commission set out to cure occasional infelicities, fre-
quent archaisms and not infrequent nonsense

To one who regards the Psalms, whilst ignoring much
of their content, as outstanding examples of translation,
retaining their original poetry and clothing them in
mellifluous English, this pretended cure achieves less than
nothing. It has yet to be accepted by Convocation and
then Parliament, before it can be appointed for use in the
church.  Accordingly, the instrusive asp, badger, gnat,
jackal, ox and zebra have not yet supplanted the original
fauna. Perhaps they never will.

In addition to Frccthought literature
THE FREETHINKER BOOKSHOP
carries a large up-to-date stock of paperbacks (Penguins,
Pelicans, Pans, Unwin Books, etc.) and a wide variety
of Children’s Books (including the indispensable
Lad?/blrd ).
Postal Orders will be gladly executed.
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The Editor welcomes letters from readers, but asks that they
be kept os brief and pertinent as possible.

“SPARTACUS”

With reference to the letter by Mrs. Eva Ebury (19/4/63
relating to Mr. H. Cutner’s criticism of Mr. Ridley’s boo
Spartacus, | would like to add the following comments:

1 Mr. Cutner completely misses the point when he states
“There is no evidence that his gPauI’s] pistles were ‘spiritual
opium’ for the early Church”, and in fact misquotes Mr. Ridley,
who certainly did not state what Mr. Cutner alleges. The fact
remains, as J. M. Robertson, Ingersoll and many others have
pointed out, an essential prerequisite to the rise of Christianity
was the failure of the Spartacus Revolution and the denial of
hope in this world leading men to turn towards another mythical
world where injustice would cease and conditions be ideal. Even
the Church does not deny its role as an “opiate” when it so
frequently asserts that one of its important functions is the
“consolation of the distressed”—to lag behind the theologian in
perception is indeed leading the van from the rear!

2. Whilst it is true that it brings us no nearer to knowing any-
thing of a historical Jesus, surely it cannot be denied that since
crucifixion was reserved for revolutionaries, some parts of the
Biblical narratives must of necessity have derived from historical
events and cannot be explained by mythology alone?

3. Like Thomas Paine, Mr. Ridley will undoubtedly have to
wait until after his death for his revolutionary ideas to become
“respectable”. Although Mr. Cutner may nof know it, as long
as the Church and the state are two sides of the same coin, he
also is a revolutionary. A. Millar.

DOGMATIC ATHEISM

Mr. G. L. Simons (19/4/63) freely mixes “dogmatic” and
“dogma”. A dogma, he writes, “goes beyond or against the
available evidence”. No quarrel there; but why not be dogmatic
(quite a different word) about atheism instead of joining the
waverers, who want to go beyond or against available evidence;
Eerhaps because of their lack of self-confidence, or because they
ave lost contact with the world of breakfasts and jobs—and
censorship and persecution too—in their Eursuit of attempts to
n}ake_it a_tlworl of meanings, playing tricks with reason instead
of using it!

Unlilge Mr. Simons I'm grateful to Dr. Duhi? for his very
useful list, “Theology or Truth”, in dogmatic form (one can
refer to old Freethinkers and other sources if it seems that
items go beyond or against available evidence?] and it is more
useful than attempts to dispute the dogma that the existence
of God can be proved by reason (12/4/63) perpetrated by the
trained tricksters of the Roman Catholic or any other religion!

Jim Little.

I wonder if it occurred to Mr. G. L. Simons that he could be
said to be “dogmatic” about Dr. Duhig, as he seems to think the
Doctor is about atheism. Does Mr. Simons know the difference
between being “dogmatic” and being merely “didactic”’? Per-
sonally | suspect we could do with a little more of the Doctor’s
John "Bluntncss. What a mixture of susceptibilities one has to
consider! Reginald Underwood.

If atheism is not to become dogmatic, says Mr. G. L. Simons,
“it must permanently retain an clement of agnosticism”. Is he
seriously suggesting, then, that we should not tell our children
that fairies or angels do not exist, since this “goes beyond the
evidence”? Robert Dent.

Dr. Duhig is an admirable advocate, who presents his case
strongly but not dogmatically. H. Fairhurst.

I am quite confident that Dr. Duhig can and will demolish the
arguments of Mr. Simons quite easily. What the latter fails to
understand is that the onus of proof lies on those who make
assertions. If they fail their case is lost. Non-existence can
never be proved. "It is rightly inferred from the lack of valid
proof of existence. Mr. Simon’s last sentence is sheer bunkum.

Incidentally, for the information of Mrs. Tacchi-Morris
(12/4/63), “we” means the writer and people of his persuasion.
Ideas can be fought and killed without shedding blood.

W. E. Huxley.
RELIGIOUS BELIEFS OF STUDENTS

The short review “Religious Beliefs of Students” (The Free-
thinker, Vol. 83, p. 114) brings to mind several questions which
must be answered before any conclusions can be drawn from
the presented data. . ) )

Firstly, the scores as given in the review were means and the
psychologists doubtless tested for significant changes of the mean
score with year of study by statistical analysis. The tests with
which | am familiar make assumptions about the populations
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from which the compared means arc obtained, one bein re_
—that the populations are comparable. It is reasonable, L.
fore, to ask what differences exist between the student P*/grst
tions of different years of study. Taking the two extreme,
and fourth years, the most striking difference would  oin.
diminished number of students in the latter. This is a{%
plished by a steady elimination of both less-able and
dustrious students. = Thus the comparison of two studen * an(j
the members of which must of necessity differ in abm j
apglication, cannot_ be straightforward. reVielv
econdly, and arising from what has gone before, the {g]
does not give the period over which the survey was con
If it was undertaken during one academic year the change
mean may merely reflect a change in the populations ~  entered
If the survey followed the four-year careers of those who —ere
their first year during say 1959, then the data would be
likely to reflect a change in individual opinion, but a
parison of means cannot show this. j te
Unfortunately, | have not had the op[portunity to rcaijn,
Sunday Times “article which may very well discuss these Pjot
the existence of which the social psychologists were no — .igs
aware. Their existence, however, underlines the . lInnature
attendant upon_any inquiry of this type, and the tentative
of any conclusions therefrom. G. LewTHWA A
[No doubt, as Mr. Eewthwaite says, the social psycho i "
are_aware of the points he makes; some may be referrea-T[i\es
their full report, though they are not in the Sunday ,rei
summary, which didnt even state whether the survey wascO,L in
to one university. The conclusions are tentative, we 0Sree’,D 1’
conjunction with our personal experience, suggestive—*1

OBITUARY o ctods
We send our deepest sympathy to William Collins of &
port, for many years a member (and from time to time cN
and Secretary) of the Manchester Branch of the National 2ToOg
Society, on the death of his wife Marion. Mr. F. A. ~°JJnl riitive
a close friend of Mr. and Mrs. Collins, represented the Exe
Committee at the funeral on April 19th. o
Edith Annie Tarry, of Derby, who died on March 14th 3 nd
age of 68, had been a widow for 25 years. She and her hus "Mt
the late Frederick George Tarry, were married in churci, r¥(
gradually became sceptical and, after the death of her yet,
Mrs. Tarry’s anti-religious views strengthened. Like her baTfcul3(
Miss D. ‘Tarry, she was a member of the National 6
Society and a reader of The Freethinker for many year.,j for
was never afraid to express her opinions. She had been *
six_months. , jjotr
A secular service was conducted by Mr. J. W. Thailand;
Secretary of Nottingham Branch NSS, on March 16th.
our deepest sympathy to Miss Tarry and her sister. X!

NEW PAPERBACKS

Usage and Abusagc, b%/ Eric Partridge, 7s. 6d.
South from Granada, P/ Gerald Brcnan, 6s.
Conversations with Stalin, by Milovan Djilas, 3s. 6d- ,, 5m
The Basic Facts of Human Heredity, by Amram Scheinte ’icli,
The 3Ex%lé)sion of British Society, 1914-1962, by Arthur M3*
S. 6d.
Love and Marriage, by Dr. Eustace Chesser, 3s. 6d.
The Outsider, by Colin Wilson, 5s.
Childbirth Without Fear, by Grantly Dick-Read, 5s. , W
Britain in the Sixties—The Crown and the Establish«100*
Kingsley Martin, 3s. 6d.
Thinking About Marriage, by John Wallis, 2s. 6d.
The Comprehensive School, ‘by Robin Pedley, 3s. 6d.
The Image, by Daniel J Boorstin, 4s. 6d. Zj.
The Integrity of the Personality, by Anthony Stoor, 3s.
Space Research in the Sixties, by Patrick Moore, 4s.
Wildlife in Britain, by Richard Fitter, 7s. 6d.
African Songs, by Richard Rive, 2s. 6d.
The Descent, by Gina Bcrriault, 2s. 6d.
The Man Who Would Be God, by Haakon Chevalier, 5s-
A Conne(cjticut Yankee in King Arthur’s Court, by Mark
3s. 6d.

PENGUIN SPECIALS <
Torture: Cancer of Democracy, by Pierre Vidal-Naquet.
Common Sense about Smoking, several authors, 2s. 6a-
Asia in the Balance, by Michael Edwardes, 3s. 6d. , is, 6
United Nations: Piety Myth and Truth, by Andrew Boyd. »
Britain in the Sixties: Housing, by Stanley Alderson,
Plus postage, from The F reethinker Bookshop-
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