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the right to die

that &n astronomy has created for the human imagination a vision of the universe that makes it seem altogether incredible
the h Cearth should be the one and only place where there are living things and living persons. It is certainly not beyond

°eunds of possibility that life is always living “somewhere”. In that sense it may be said that life is eternal, but not in
lae ° i er sense- Where life is, there is death. Living matter may begin as a “fortuitous concourse of atoms” but sooner or
ftan tle concourse breaks apart and the living matter becomes dead matter. Life is partly a matter of chance, partly a
st er® ch®ice>hut after a time it becomes mainly a matter of habit. We have acquired the habit of living for an approxi-

¢ 'duration” and we tend to be somewhat s%ocked by any human attempt either to extendlor to diminish the
canllral .duration” to which we have become habituated. Buc there is nothing in nature corresponding to what Christians
pOan “immortal soul”. Death must come and it comes not as a division of “soul” and “body” but rather as the end

Ut of a natural process

9Pne can claim the right to die without having any
P’dal intention or any dtesire for immediate extinction.
¢ *% sufficient to know that the right is there and that it
f-/1°c used when necessary as an emergency exit from life,
dre r'ght to die provides a psychological defence against
too .8er °f life becoming too long or too wearisome or
fj ° Painful or too much without any kind of rational justi-
ation. Humanism is what people think and do in their
4 si rational moments. It reflects the “rationality” of a
ahonal animal”. As the cultivation of a rational mind is
tue °ne thing more than any other that seems to justify
leg continuation of an animal life, humanists are rather
s likely than others to make any premature demand for
fra to die. Oddlas it may seem | believe that the
and public acknowledgement of the right to die
lot it actually reduce the number of tragic suicides. | can-
« nelp feeling that the fact that suicide has been con-
S ned as a sin makes it rather more of a temptation to
(ii'lc minds. If people feel that they have a perfect right
whenever they choose, they may perhaps postpone the
Acise of the right until tomorrow, and tomorrow need
the Cme until we want it. Humanists are not likely to Kkill
twelves in any passing mood of despondency; nor are
[0y likely to suffer from any lack of purpose in life, so
be ®as there remain human errors and fallacies that can
corrected by rational argument.

(0]
noufih of a good thing

ha U If an individual humanist reaches a point when he
t0 inclusive evidence that he can be of no further use
sCanyone or anything, he would be not unwilling to
dl cPt the lethal draft or injection. It is possible to have
t °agh of a good thing even when the good thing is life
HZ There is no virtue in paying lip service to the sacred-
pr | °f life when this consists in nothing more than the

°ngation of senile decay or incurable imbecility. | have
Hr ery relat'vc who occupies a place in a geriatric
theDlc ward. The complete lack of any privacy is one of

wPerst features of her situation. She frequently expresses

mortality to which, being mortal, we have a right.

a desire to die as she knows perfectly well there is no hope
of recovery to health and happiness. 1 can see no reason
why she should not be granted the one and only remedy
that can do her any good. There may be no happiness in
death, but | am sure there is no suffering or pain. One can
imagine a life without pain, but one cannot imagine a pain
without a living or a sensitive subject. When mercy and
compassion dictate the action, there can be nothing un-
ethical or anti-social in hastening the natural process of
mortality to its one predestined end. It would be a less
painful worldifor the dying if the medical fraternity were
less Christian but more humane in their ethical attitude to
death. It would be a far less painful world for the sick and
the dying if doctor and patient could come to regard them-
selves as fellow-travellers to the grave, rather than alien
creatures bound on entirely different journeys.

Killing can be an Act of Mercy

Even those who attribute a supernatural origin to the
commandment “Thou shalt not kill” are usually quite
willing to acknowledge that there is such a thing as justifi-
able homicide. Not all killing is foul murder or tragic
suicide or sheer accident. Killing can be a philanthropic
act of mercy and compassion. That is one of the facts of
life. 1t ought to be given some public acknowledgement in
the laws of a free society which is also a civilised com-
munity.

It is a common error to identify positive and negative
with good and evil. It is a great mistake. Nothing can be
more positive than life, yet life can become supremely
terrible. Nothing can be more negative than death, yet this
particular negative is for everyone the ultimate good. As a
matter of logic, there is no conflict between the right to
say “No more” to life and the more positive right to
attempt a record longevity. All that | have tried1to suggest
is that in a civilised community the way out of life could
be made much easier than it is.

PETER CROMMELIN
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DARWIN REMEMBERED

Charles Darwin (born 12 February 1809) died ninety years
ago on 19 April. “None have fought better,” wrote his
“bulldog” in the cause of evolution, T. H. Huxley, “And
none have been more fortunate.”

He found a great truth trodden underfoot, reviled by bigots,
and ridiculed by all the world; he lived long enough to see
it, chiefly by his own efforts, irrefragably established in science,
inseparably incorporated with the common thoughts of men,
and only hated by those who would revile, but dare not. What
shall a man desire more than this?1
This year marks also the centenary of the publication

of Darwin’s book The Expression of the Emotions in Man
and Animals, one of his less successful works in commer-
cial terms but nevertheless described in one of the theo-
logical reviews as his “most powerful and insidious”2
production. 1872 was also the year in which appeared the
sixth edition of The Origin of Species, the last to be pub-
lished in his lifetime. Despite his age and his illnesses,
this new edition carried a note of triumph, for in it Darwin
wrote: “Now things are wholly changed, and almost every
naturalist admits the great principle of evolution.”3

The legacy of this shy, meticulous genius, the gentle
agnostic haunted by a need to justify with facts and argu-
ment his smallest theoretical claim, and perpetually ham-
strung socially and physically by psychomatic ailments of
various sorts, is remarkable. “Indeed,” wrote Sir Gavin
de Beer in his preface to the Oxford University Press re-
print (1958) of the sixth edition of the Origin, “the study
of history, literature, art, music, or, more generally, of
ideas, is today inconceivable against any other background
than that of evolution . . . The realisation that the things
which exist are as they are because they have become what
they are is not the least of the benefits which have accrued
to man as a result of Darwin’s demonstration.”

On 18 April 1882, the day before he died, Darwin ad-
dressed his wife in these words: “I am not the least afraid
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of death. Remember what a good wife you have been $
me. Tell all my children to remember how good they na
been to me.”4 We do well to remember Darwin’s homw
humanism, stoicism, and his unimpeachable intellect®
integrity when many people today still believe
religion for fear of death. Neither should we forget
patience and courage shown by Darwin and his lieutena
(such as Huxley and Haeckel), for we find ourselves ina§
in which superstition and prejudice are still in evid&nJ
in which Jesus Freaks and trendy manifestations of 1
new anti-science andlunreason are by no means unconun
Perhaps as rationalists in the 1970s we should hang O
heads a little in shame for our having dozed when
should have been guarding what the nineteenth centu;
freethinkers won.

The great Victorian scientists have their monument
both on the bookshelves of the world, and in terms
bricks and mortar. Huxley has his in Kensington, ar‘
Hooker at Kew; Darwin’s is Down House, Downe, 1.
Orpington, Kent, where he lived from 1842 until
death. Under the auspices of the Royal College of Surge?
Down House has been lovingly maintained as it was
Darwin’s lifetime andlis open to the public; a foi®
curator was Sir Arthur Keith, the famous anthoropoDS”
and director of the R.P.A. As a scientific Mecca the h°u
deserves at least one visit by every freethinker worthy
the name.

NOTES.

1Huxley, T. H. 1882 April 27. “Charles Darwin” Natureslﬁ
printed in Huxley, Darwiniana (Collected Essays, 2): P-

2 Darwin, Francis. 1887. The Life and Letters of Charles
3: p. 172 (quoted).
3Keith, Arthur. 1955. Darwin Revalued: p. 157 (quoted). F7
4 lrvine, William. 1956. Apes Angels and Victorians: P
(quoted).

THEY BOTH WENT WRONG! N

If you think about economic problems one thing becomes
clear—both socialists and anti-socialists have been making
the same mistake; they look at things from the point of
view of producers not consumers.

The real object of economic policy is to supply us with
the goods and services we need—the food, clothes, educa-
tion, entertainment and so on. We are all consumers and
we only produce so that we can consume. We should
therefore concentrate on getting the things mentioned in
the last sentence but those of the right kind and in the
right quantities. But what do we do? We concentrate on
getting more wages for workers and more profits for em-
ployers. I call this the Producer Approach. It causes many

muddles.

For instance: miners demand a rise in wages- They get
it. That means coal prices go up. So steel workers and car
workers all have to demand rises, again sending prices up,
so the miners are not better off and may have to demand
another rise. To get these rises the workers often have to
strike. And these strikes do not seem to bring us to the
classless society Marxists talk about in which all work for
the good of all. Instead we have a society where everybody
cheats everybody else on a scale that would make a nine-
teenth century capitalist shudder.

Also employers, capitalists or whatever you like to
them, have to make a profit. With modern large-scale V e
duction, this means they have to sell a lot. So they 1
to persuade you that you need two more cars when j
already have a perfectly good one. Result: the world s
sources are used up very quickly, salesmen have t0.v7us
time on unworthy activities, and” (as regards the car in/3 -
try) our roads get dangerously congestedl The whole n
ness is described well and wittily in J. K. Galbraith’s
Affluent Society.

Profits, Quantity and Quality

Another thing. If you have to sell at a profit you 24
to try to make sure your goods have a high price. It
principle of economics that prices of goods rise whet* ~
demand for them exceeds the supply. So producers tr'ot
keep supply down. We thus have employers working
cartels, rationalisation schemes to reduce the nurnbe ¢
plants (coal pits at the moment) and trade unions tO\f
to prevent too many people entering a particular tra j
The Producer Approach causes too much to be prod *
—and too little! j

It also causes a decline in quality. To produce a 8°0f
article costs too much. You will realise that if you thin ¢
some of the things you buy—towels that do not dry an
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j ' n chapter one of Anatomy of a Merger by Robert
of A ‘ver Marriott (a book dealing with the merger

GE.C., AE.l, and General Electric) we read: “In the
jest-war years the three big electrical companies were
$ominae<®  en8'neers who . . . produced a fine product,

tele Mmes re8ar<lless of cost. When they came to make
fj evisiOn sets and washing-machines their natural inclina-

innwas to produce an equally splendid piece of engineer-
8 while their more up-to-date competitors realised that

g0 “2Wer costs < « mwere “le keys to success.” Clear

Po k a free enterprise system and the Producer Ap-
ach operate against good quality goods.

tow® tae a sightly different instance. | live in a small
Th\ near a t)ig industrial city. The bus service is lousy!
bati  .es are stifling in summer, freezing in winter, dirty,
, @y Bt and uncomfortable (in 1972, when technology
gs reached such a peak that we can explore the stars!).
(uen you cannot see out of the windows for filth. The
are.often late: you stand, usually in the rain, for
g ess minutes till you find yourself thinking wistfully of
linneral Tanz in Kirst’s Night of the Generals, the discip-
li arian who insists on everything being done at the right
killo “"ken the bus at last arrives the drivers just about
J you. Frequently they go on “go-slows” or strikes,
Jther justified or not, which cause discomfort and in-
Anience to the passengers and always result in the
ao Passen8crs having to pay higher fares. Complaints
a uj the buses are many and bitter- And the passengers
u definitely andloverwhelmingly working-class, so the
ah/Xsts (antl those who think like them) need not shout
ut “middle-class outlook.”
industries were controlled by committees of consumers
bc & things would be avoided. Such committees should
havrePresentative of all income-groups, age-groups, and
e the best technical advice and information. Of course
necds a lot of working out, but this is the fault of the
, °ple who have been neglecting the Consumer Approach
[ years.

the Miyeq Economy

gjLLgeneral | favour socialism (public ownership of the
§atls of production and distribution) as an economic
8ra k "t0 Prevent the messes mentioned in the fourth rr)Ja_ra—
riljiPh of this article, also to stop the environment being
ft (the beautiful scenery of Northumberland and
for-arn 's being wrecked by uncontrolled industrialism,

‘stance that wild region of great waterfalls, Upper

soale). But | have come to believe in a mixed economy

FfcOM FREUD TO

besj ,eW of what has been happening in Ireland (and is

StfiE In®t0 happen here) attention may be called to the

n "™g parallels between clinical neuroses and certain
Gestations of religious belief.

by l,Is now generally agreed that clinical neurosis starts
gan  “ dividual being exposed to great fear in circum-
in which he is unable to react against it: hence its

cbjli Is usually during childhood. For example, a young
/nay be suddenly, and perhaps unjustifiably, harshly
Ircai *¥ an exasperated parent who has hitherto
snoti  Gkindly. A child does not always understand adult
I ’ 't rm me an anxiety which is then
ﬁ%%re Ssedanfgtostﬂeea unggngg%)us.e %heareaf(tee)rl, ong o% tve\llo
8 may happen. The anxiety may be adequately com-

IRELAND
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(not an economy organised by Mr. Heath!). The state
should own the main industries so that the people can get
the necessary goods and to make sure the economy is run
properly. But some people findlself-realisation in business.
So some private firms should be allowed, to give scope for
real initiative, to prevent the state getting too powerful and
because this makes things more interesting.

“Milk and water socialism! ” sneer some people—in-
cluding some supporters of capitalism! Perhaps the latter
would prefer blood and fire socialism? But what matters
is, not what a system is called, but whether it works.

In the 1930s it was proved that unrestricted capitalism
(or private enterprise) does not work any longer. It caused
slums and slumps, unemployment, poverty, and
coffee being dumped in the sea while millions were starv-
ing. But if the state owns everything there is a danger of
centralisation, bureaucracy, and lack of imagination. Wit-
ness East Berlin, where there is a reasonable standard of
living, but you hardly ever see anybody smiling (and no
wonder—with bookshops full of dull Marxist textbooks—
duller than usual, | mean!). And sometimes you see people
smiling in East Berlin—with amusement, at the goose
step, which the East German army goes in for!

I would like to make two more points. Firstly: to run
an economic system we need a lot more knowledge and
information. There should be a number of men and women
working full-time gathering information and ideas,
thinking it over and working problems out. And these
people should be working for and recruited from the
whole world. | doubt whether are enough of them
in any one nation, and if you have such a body
recruited1from a single nation, they will only have experi-
ence of the conditions of that nation alone, while a world
bod'y would include people who would know about many
different situations and many different ideas.

Also, no nation has enough raw materials to supply
itself. No nation therefore has real control over its own
economic system. Therefore the resources of the world
should be pooled. For this reason, and that mentioned in
the last paragraph, an up-to-date economic system requires
world government.

No doubt my ideas will meet lots of opposition,
but 1 think these ideas have the advantage of
being right. Anyway, we need new ideas to liven
things up. All the ideas prominent in the political world
today are dead and dull and dated. Up the Consumer
Approach! Up World Government!

R. READER

pensated for by the subsequent esteem and affection of
the child’s entourage, in which case it will later show no
markedly abnormal character traits; or, if such esteem
and affection are not forthcoming, then the repressed basic
anxiety will produce hostility, which will later influence
all the child’s relations with the external world. The child
will begin to set up private mental barriers and defences,
designed to compensate for, and allay, the unconscious
anxiety, giving bizarre traits to his personality. Thus he
may be overtly suspicious and hostile to a varying degree,
ranging from the general “touchiness” of mild neurosis
to the almost complete withdrawal from reality seen in the
psychoses and insanities. Or the child may begin to make

(Continued on page 134)
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Action Bangladesh, Conway Hall, 25 Red Lion Square, London
WC1. Saturday & Sunday, 22 & 23 April, 10 a.m. (both days):
Emergency Conference for Relief, Reconstruction and Recon-
ciliation in Bangladesh.

Ashurstwood Abbey Secular Humanism Centre (founded by
Jean Straker), between East Grinstead and Forest Row,
Sussex. Telephone: Forest Row 2589. Meeting every Sunday,
3 p.m.

Havering Humanist Society, Harold Wood Social Centre, Gub-
bins Lane, Tuesday, 25 April, 7.45 p.m.: Mrs. G. Stanley, "One
Punishment is Enough" [Prison After-care].

South Place Ethical Society, Conway Hall, 25 Red Lion Square,
London WC1. Sunday, 23 April, 11 a.m.: Dr. Stark Murray,
"Ethical Values and Medical Care." Tuesday, 25 April, 7 p.m.:
Dr. Don Bannister, "Man, Psychological Explorer—The Work
of George Kelly."
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“NEW HUMANIST”

The Rationalist Press Association’s familiar monthly
journal, Humanist, is, we are informed, shortly to underg
a metamorphosis and emerge at the beginning of ne

May under the title of New Humanist, with a larger nun

ber of pages and with contributions by such well-kn°w
writers as Kenneth Allsop, Richard Neville and A. J. A®
We trust that it will also continue with the “Personal;
Speaking” column by Hector Hawton, whose forthng

commonsense and humour is widely appreciated.

We hope that the new journal’s current publicity
will pay off, andlwe wish New Humanist and its edito
a lively and successful future. In passing we should Pfl
haps reassure readers of this weekly that we are resisting
the temptation to rename it the Old Freethinker!

THE DECLINE OF THE WEEKLIES

On a less happy note we observe that yet another small’
circulation journal, the Independent Labour Party
Socialist Leader, has had to change from being a weekly
appearing fortnightly. An earlier, and similar, casual y
this year was the Unitarian paper, The Inquirer.

Whether or not one agrees with the policies of
Inquirer or the Socialist Leader the fact remains that m*
trend is an ill omen for those who value freedom of eX
pression and of the press. Papers of this type provide
useful platform for minority opinions, and with this genera
decline of the weeklies, and the contraction of the preS
as a whole owing to the pressure of ever-increasing cost >
we shall receive comment and opinion more and nfj_
only from a very small number of large-circulation pu®
lishing corporations on the one hand, and from the nea'
monopolistic broadcasting media on the other. Such
prospect is neither dtesirable nor healthy in a free societyl

Ninety-one years ago The Freethinker started off aSa
monthly, but rapidly went fortnightly, and finally beca”
a weekly. It would be tragic if ever this trend had to
reversed simply because of monetary considerations,
hope therefore that last week’s appeal for the Freethiuk
Fund will not pass unnoticed by those able to ensure
humanism and secularism continue to have a weekly v**
in this country.

REPORT ON THE BASQUES

The Minority Rights Group, the independent research uu®
which provides information about international situat*0 ’
has recently published a report dealing essentially with t .
Basques in Spain, but also making some comparisons

the Basques in France andlwith the Catalans. The apfh f
is Dr. Kenneth Medhurst, a lecturer at Manchester Univ
sity who specialises in Spanish and Latin American Aff®L

The report, which includes a map of the Basque C°UJ
try, examines the root causes of local nationalist mQl,,
ments, such as the militant E.T.A. (“Euzkadi Ta Az*4
tasuna”); looks at the position of the Basque langp
and culture and the Basque country’s economy; alt'
the rather interesting part played in the present contf
versy by the Church (some interesting parallels with 1
land here). Dr. Medhurst, who visited the Basque coun”
to write this report, comes to the conclusion that Basi

TJ

tell;

sho
like

R
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AND NOTES

hostility to the Madrid régime is deep and widespread,
an tlat some elements within the Spanish government
Qarmy are beginning to have doubts about the present
£Tcy of repression; others fear that if concessions are
de to the Basques it will also encourage the redevelop-
.of Catalan nationalism, crushed at the end of the

ish Civil War.

3(j"pe Basques is obtainable from the Minority Rights Group,
PQ"en Street, London WC2N 5NG; price 34p (35p ovcrscaas)

°NE hundred years ago

)’% meeting was held on Saturday, the 20th inst., at the
alct°ria Hall, Bayswater, to urge the claims of women to
(i Parliamentary franchise. Mrs. Fawcett, who presided’,
@.hered a telling and animated address in support of the

et of the gathering. One of the resolutions that was
ofS¥" exPressed the opinion of the meeting that the
Ih ens’on to women of political rights, by strengthening in
§.m the sense of responsibility and the duties of citizen-

P. would be attended by results conducive to the highest
"Ware of the State.

—From The National Reformer, 28 April 1872.

frost fracas

tgjh gestion of God,” a writer in the Catholic Herald
s.us, “seems to rouse all the worst instincts in people,

¢jd'cularly in atheists or anti-religionists; they rave and

lj,°ut and try to impose very rigid ideas of what God is
e and why they don’t like him.” He was referring, of

iU, to the Frost Programme on “Does God EXxist?”,
°wn on Easter Sunday.

My own impression, from being in the studio audience,
N Wat the raving and shouting was rather monopolisedl
ip. ms case by near-hysterical believers, as is virtually ad-
("md by the Methodist Recorder which commented:

he way in which David1Frost conducted his Easter pro-
(wj*me . . . demonstrated how best to keep in check
StA those w0 ramble and those intent on destroying

"Ple, heart-felt faith.”

O disagree about the rambling; and find that the

Chrruelming majority of both my (non-evangelical)

wWian and irreligious friends agree that the programme
appalling and superficial in the extreme.

"ERICAL drag

laundry persists in listing cottas, surplices, and albs

C * the generic term ‘Nightgown’ | have no objection,

fill ‘ally since it works out cheaper that way. But when a

d(w 8rcen nightdress comes back instead of a cotta, it
seem a bit of a drag.”

—Pennyfields, in the Church Times (7 April).

/I\n% ETY YEARS AGO

al a0 respect, Salvationism [the Salvation Army] excels
itp~vious revivals. It is unparalleled in its vulgarity. The
c'le coarseness of its language makes one ashamed of
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human nature. Had it existed in Swift’s time, he might
have addW a fresh clause to his terrible indictment of
mankind. Its metaphors are borrowed from the slaughter-
house, its songs are frequently coarser than those of the
lowest music-hall, and the general style of its preaching is
worthy of a congregation of drunken pugilists. The very
names assumed by its officers are enough to turn one’s
stomach. Christianity has fallen low indeed when its
champions boast such titles as the “Hallelujah Fish-
monger, the “Blood-washed Miner,” the “Devil Dodger,”
the “Devil Walloper,” and “Gipsy Sal.”

—G. W. Foote in The Freethinker, 23 April 1882.

NO LONGER YOUTHS ARE WILLING ...

Vatican statistics recently released and' quoted by Michael
Wilson in the Catholic Herald (7 April) show that in the
six years from 1964 to 1970, 13,440 ordained priests left
the Catholic ministry. “More serious,” he writes, “is the
situation in close on 40,000 parishes which are without
a priest ... A further 70,000 pastoral centres have no
resident priest at all.”

Meanwhile, the Catholic, Anglican and Free Churches
in the North of England have issued a “Call to the North”
to “work out a way of making the Christian faith intelli-
gible to those at present out of touch with Christian wor-
ship and activity.” They might as usefully try to square
circles or design working models of perpetual motion
machines.

Welcome as the continuing decline of organised religion
must be to readers of this paper, it cannot be assumed
that it necessarily lead's to a corresponding growth of
reason and common sense. In some quarters, at least, old-
fashioned religion is being replaced by such bunkum as
drug tripping, astrology, spiritualism, and political fanati-
cism. The tasks of freedom, reason and moderation are by
no means yet done.

O TEMPORA! O MORES'!

Gloucester City Planning Authority has received “informal
approaches” from the Cannon Inns catering group for
permission to turn St. Nicholas’ Church, which has a well-
known leaning spire, into a “medieval banqueting hall.”

The same firm has converted the former home of Robert
Raikes (founder of the Sunday School movement), also in
Gloucester, into a public house and restaurant named—
the Dirty Duck!!

NO PRIESTESSES NEED APPLY

“Just as motherhood belongs exclusively to the female sex,
so priesthood belongs exclusively to the male sex.”

—The Rt. Rev. David Hand, Bishop of Papua New
Guinea, on hearing that his former secretary, Miss Mary
Belfry, was hoping to become a priest in the American
Episcopal Church.

During a big thunderstorm over London on 11 April
Westminster Abbey was struck and damaged by lightning.
The “Freethinker” offices were spared . . . Friends and
influence in low places ... ?
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FROM FREUD TO IRELAND
{Continued from page 131)

extravagant demands on others for consideration and atten-
tion, striving to secure this by setting himself tasks which
are usually beyond his powers, or by adapting an in-
ordinately humble, ingratiating, self-depreciatory attitude
in order to gain the protection and patronage of those
more stable than himself.

All these attitudes are based on anxiety unknown either
to the neurotic or the outside world, and consequently
unforeseen situations continually arise. Chance words and
actions by other people are seen as dangerous attacks on
his private mental constructions, which must be parried—
nearly always by retreating to new positions and erecting
further barriers. Hence the neurotic’s behaviour appears
bizarre to others, and makes him difficult, if not impossible,
to get along with.

Belief, Neurosis and Psychosis

Coming now to religious belief, the quiet, inward con-
viction of a divine plan does not, of course, constitute
neurosis. But when believers, whose inward convictions
rarely tally, herd together into groups in order to enforce
collective interpretations of their individual mystical con-
ceptions upon the rest of the world, heedless of the most
lamentable material consequences, then we have a neurosis
which, as in the case of Ireland, develops into a psychosis
of a most dangerous kind1

The onset and development is precisely the same as that
of clinical neurosis, except that the intial fear is always
fear of death—an abnormally intense fear enhanced by
certain religious practices imposed on young children. This
fear becomes a repressed basic anxiety, producing hostility
which, as in the case of clinical neurosis, may show itself
in various ways. For example, an abnormally bitter struggle
is waged by certain believers to gain prestige and power.
Others, again, may adopt an unnatural meekness in seeking
the protection of others. At the same time, an elaborate
private mental system of artifices and justifications is
codified into dogmas which are meaningless for the normal
person. As in the case of clinical neurosis, chance words
and actions may evoke antagonism and hate: hence the
notorious friction that has always existed between various
sects of believers, the mystical conceptions of each sect
being viewed by the other as dangerous attacks upon its
neurotic edifices.

Highly Contagious

Lastly, both clinical and religious neuroses are highly
contagious. Normally stable persons in continual contact
with a neurotic often commence to adopt the latter’s
bizarre patterns of thought and behaviour.

The realisation that, in fact, both clinical and religious
neuroses are diseases has most important consequences.
At the present time, clinical neurosis is a recognised men-
tal problem, and increasingly large numbers of neurotics
are today under psychiatric care in order to discover, and
if possible, remove the basic reasons for their artifices. In
most cases, the condition improves. But in others it
deteriorates. Should this happen, and an individual suffer-
ing from a clinically-defined neurosis or psychosis take a
turn for the worse, and lash out with a broken bottle, there
is a rush of feet, and, without further parley or discussion,
he is interned-

But—and this is the amazing thing—if that selfsame per-
son, in addition to lashing out with the bottle, also yells
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that he is being discriminated against, persecuted, or op-
pressed religiously, politically, or economically, by anotne
religious sect, then time will be given to him to calm do'w’
perhaps assisted by a few rubber bullets, and in his quiete
moments he will be gravely listened to, the matte
pondered, andleverything possible done to make thing
easier for his projects!

In short, psychiatrists—not politicians, financiers ad
economists—are required, and temporary internment
useless. We do not require barbed wire fences to pm
these unfortunates from getting at one another: we reqm
permanent fences to prevent them from ever getting a’
and infecting, the outside world. The matter, in fact, g°e
far beyond the present Irish troubles. Religious neuro”
is the mainspring of our pseudo-scientific society’s expa®
sionist delirium—the basic cause of all our socia;
economic and political troubles, showing in a hundre
neuralgic places in the world today. It has been the unde
lying cause of all the wars of history, and, failing some va
general awakening and defensive measures, it will be B
basic reason for the disappearance of Homo sapiens an
perhaps of all life itself.

REVIEWS

BOOKS

A SHORT HISTORY OF THE PAPACY IN THE MIDDIE
AGES by Walter Ullman. Methuen, £4.50.

In spite of its title, Professor Ullman has actually Pr°
duced a quite substantial book, in the course of wh jug
has managed to compress both a great deal of faC.L
material along with much interesting andl penetrau ,
analysis of the evolution of the papacy during the medie <¢
era. Incidentally, he gives a generous connotation to 1
term “Middle Ages”, extending them at both ends, so
to embrace the entire epoch between the official tolerati
of Christianity by the Emperor Constantine in AD- e
down to the actual threshold of the Reformation in
opening years of the sixteenth century. The result con
tutes an encyclopaedic survey, though one imagines t
Nevertheless, it represents a mine of information ar% n
indispensible reference book to any student und'eterre
its formidable apparatus of scholarship. Incidentally, t*1.g
are also one or two rather stylistic pecularities, notably j
learned author’s invariable habit of prefixing the recurt
term “Ruler” with a capital R! Surely a rather stra e
anachronism in this “century of the Common man

Perhaps the most important dedugtion to be drawn ¥l
the chequered annals of “The ghost of the Roman Ernpji a(
(as Thomas Hobbes so aptly described the papacy) =
the institution itself is far more important than are - j
individual popes, since popes, good, bad, indifferent, a
occasionally great, are merely birds of passage that co
and go but the papacy itself remains! One could a
term the institution as substantially and essentials
bureaucracy: a bureaucracy that appears at times to n j
the secret, if not of eternal youth, at least of P/ Pnbjii
resilience. Here too, the individual popes, most of t j
typical bureaucrats (particularly the most successful o .
have often played an ambiguous role. Several times ino y
as our author dryly comments, “It would be true to
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the papacy as an institution was greatly in need to be
tended against the popes”. This remark was made in
Particular about “The dark age” (in every sense!) of the
Mth century papacy; that selfsame era expressly stigma-
‘9 by the official historian of the papacy, Cardinal
aronius> as “The Age of the Whores”. However, the
Papacy as an institution not only recovered from this dark
a|f-as, "mHter outlived that of the Borgias but went on to
dam its zenith, its golden age, during the High Middle
J* . between 1100 and 1300. Evidently, “The ghost of
e Roman Empire” like its secular original, represents an
Joanism of enormous vitality that can absorb incumbents
every kind and calibre; just as the secular Roman Em-
p e knew how to survive even a Nero or a Caligula,
i tte most va‘ua™e less00 to be learned from this
e book is that the papacy should never be judged by the
"Pes, but always vice versa.

The evolution of St. Peter’s successors has been the
s\ese of smooth, in fact, it has been little more than a
i Teession of wars, spiritual, and often physical as well,

Ih inside and outside Christendom. During the epochs
Jrcifically treated by our author a number of major com-
ifH a8a* both spiritual and temporal, can be briefly
Indicated. Within the confines of Christianity itself, the

cdieval papacy began its autonomous career with a
[*Ceessful revolt against a secular hegemony of the Byzan-

Empire of Constantinople. It actually destroyed this
yPire in 1204 by the agency of a secular crusade, and
thtateiy surv've(l R To fight the “Roman” Empire in

e East,” it createdithe “Holy Roman” Empire in the West
th'6r Charlemagne (a.d. 800). But during the Middle ages,

Is empire also turned against it, and particularly under
¢ ,Hohenstaufen dynasty, represented by Frederick
%-ama’ whe°se grandson Frederick Il (“The Anti-
arst”), came near to reducing the papacy to the role of
I mere imperial chaplain. However, Rome triumphed over
i th empires, and eventually survived both. But she has
ajen less successful in her struggle against modern ration-
IS>from the fourteenth century onwards.

a Jcanwhile, on the primarily religious front, Rome fought
"mole series of “Survivals and Arrivals”. Islam, against
A 'ch she directed a whole scries of Crusades in East and
JQ& alike (usually unsuccessful, since the creed of the
tLran survives as still her primary religious rival); against
e Manichean Albigenses, whom she exterminated in a
ccessful crusade (thirteenth century); not to mention
rUhi “ater Medieval sects as the Hussites and Lollards,
I hlessley suppressed in and after the thirteenth century
il the Roman “Gestapo”, the Inquisition. Professor
m Han actually breaks off his narrative just as a new
resy. Protestantism, rose over the papal horizon.

ﬁ,‘s( our author makes admirably clear, different ages
gf‘ as well as act, differently! To appreciate the motives
the Medieval papacy, as of the Middle Ages in general,
'tarent wave length is necessary, especially as such
Amental modern ideas, as we often take for grantedl
in;/1as individual liberty and the toleration of dissident
H,Pr'ty opinion, appear to have been entirely unknown
Er n '~ges of Faith”; a fact that comes up, notably, in
Mbi- “ntan’s penetrating analysis of the Psychology of the
Uleval Inquisition.

a e only serious criticism that one could perhaps bring
a c'nst this admirable book, is that it appears to indicate
retain lack of perspective. Our author is perhaps too
°f a Medieval specialist to see the papacy as a

thc e' Hence, while his book ends at the Reformation,
Papacy itself did1not end there, as its concluding pages
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appear rather to imply: there followed the extremely re-
silient papacy of the Counter-reformation. “The Catholi-
cism of a State of Siege,” as | have elsewhere termed it.
While today, particularly since the Second Vatican
Council, yet another era in papal annals, the Ecumenical
era, is making currently laborious (though so far at least,
not conspicuously successful) efforts to get off the ground.
But at any rate, the papacy did not end at the Reforma-
tion. Perhaps these later epochs in papel evolution will
presently find appropriate historians as able and learned
as Dr. Uullman is a specialist in Medieval history? Mean-
while, there is much to be learned from this major contri-
bution to Medieval ecclesiastical history andlits leader
the papacy.

F. A. RIDLEY

HENRY VII by Derek Pitt.

Clarendon Press: Oxford University Press, 60p.

Normally the concise biography is a boon to the general
reader, giving him some knowledge of a subject he may
not wish to study in detail. The brevity of such a book is
its whole purpose, but at the same time the reader’s down-
fall because only those with some previous knowledge can
balance what they read and decide on its value. Derek
Pitt’s Henry VI is a very simple account of the reign and
times of this king. To his credit Mr. Pitt covers his subject
well and gives a good outline, but he is not an expert and
has plainly gathered his information from some of the
standard works without further study.

His facts are generally correct, although he gives at least
one false date (the Treaty of Pecquigny was signed in 1475,
not 1471), andlsome of his ideas, such as the finding of
Richard I1lI’s crown under a hawthorn bush after the
Battle of Bosworth, are more legendary than historical.
Mentioning the Princes in the Tower, he says that “no
serious historians subscribe to the ingenious ideas put for-
ward there” (in The Daughter of Time) “and we may
therefore assume that the young king and his brother had
been put out of the way by Richard 111, probably in 1483.”
If he had examined the period in more detail Mr. Pitt
would realise that most serious historians express some
doubt about the Princes’ disappearance, and Richard 111%
innocence is given very plausible evidence in one of the
most scholarly biographies concerned with this period.

Mr. Pitt’s work is sadly unscholarly. By its style it might
well be thought a schoolbook: perhaps as a teacher he
finds it difficult to forget his normal work. He even refers
to “what is called in history the Renaissance” and then
explains its nature—surely something that, as they say,
every schoolboy knows—and some of his descriptions of
the life of the time arc trite generalisations. “The houses
of even the wealthiest would seem unbearably uncomfort-
able to us”, he says, but in the great tradition of historical
fiction “logs sizzled merrily in the enormous fireplaces.”

For some reason, rather than dealing with the reign
chronologically, he has taken it by themes: Henry’s claim
andl accession, his achievements, domestic affairs and
European politics. Only a vague sense of time comes
through and despite the brief chronology at the end it is
somewhat confusing. Perhaps the cautious will find this
book valuable as a guide or as an introduction to more
detailed reading, but for the historically-minded the most
valuable items are the photographs.

CELIA SMITH
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SEX AND DEHUMANIZATION by David Holbrook.
Pitman, £2.00.

We are all concerned today with the dehumanising effect
of the machine-based corporate structured society upon its
members. We might therefore approach David Holbrook’s
latest book with the expectation of finding a useful critique
to place in our liberal armoury. After all he is well known
as a sensitive, sympathetic creator and ceaseless worker.

What we find is the most frightful and saddening, useless
rubbish. Mr. Holbrook’s sensitivity has run away with him.
He is apparently in the midst of some deep personal crisis
andl this hodge-podge of semi-coherent substantially
secondhand raving is the result. Holbrook reads the big
bludgeon into every modern mention of sex, and hatred
into the minds of modem women. He never makes his own
attitude explicit, even in an introduction added, he says,
at the request of his publisher. His publisher was right,
but didlnot press hard enough. Holbrook still gets away
without stating his own attitudes frankly. This is not to
say they are not clear: they are.

Holbrook hates sex. He wants to expunge every last
mention of it; to keep it in the realm of personal mystery.
Do not teach, he says in a dreadful parody of what he
ought to say. Dr. Gilshoft is at his elbow here, I suppose.

Why be angry? There is after all a case to be made.
Holbrook himself has done it better in poetry in the past.
A couple of years ago early Women’s Libbers were put-
ting protest stickers on advertising posters which used the
female as a carrot.

Peter Lomas in a short and kind preface puts the case
in a nutshell. One is angry because this book does not
itself make that case. One Is anxious because the constant
quoting from the pundits of psycho-analysis and foreign
newspapers gives the book an aura of authority which
Holbrook’s own, otherwise well deservedlreputation will
reinforce. Despite its own internal contradictions the book
will make an impact, however, tiny, in the ranks of those
who man the forces of dark under the absurd banner of
light.

Above all, one is angry because this book is anti-
education and anti-human. That said, let us, for Mr.
Holbrook’s sake as well as ours, forget all about it and

start again.
HOWARD BRADWORTHY

LETTERS

“To Encourage the Others”

This letter may make some bizarre form of literary history. It
cannot be a common occurrence for an author to come to the
defence of one of his reviewers, but in view of the comments
contained in your letters column of 8 April, I have no alter-
native.

The most interesting aspect of the letters from Charles Byass
and Arthur Francis is that both men have the temerity to attack
Michael Lloyd-Jones’s review of my book To Encourage The
Others though neither has taken the trouble actually to read the
book! That really is a definitive example of freethinking, or rather
free-for-all thinking.

Mr. Byass declares that the fact that a person is under arrest
does not affect his responsibility for the subsequent actions of an
accomplice. In view of the fact that prior to the Craig/Bentley
case this issue had never been considered by the courts of this
country and was not properly considered at their trial or Bentley’s
subsequent appeal | would like to know from Mr. Byass what
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legal precedents he can quote. His letter states that he raises th
point "as a matter outside the Craig/Bentley case.” This may co®
as a shock to him, but the review, and indeed by book are sole
concerned with the Craig/Bentley case.

If Mr. Francis cares to read my books he will see that I
gone to some lengths to attack not only public ignorance cO,
corning epilepsy but also public prejudice towards epileptic su
ferers. What makes Bentley’s epilepsy highly relevant is the stm ?
possibility that he suffered the equivalent of an epileptic atta
during the Croydon gun battle. Whether Mr. Francis likes it
not, when a person is involved in an alleged crime such as 1
one that Bentley was found guilty of and that person suffers
epilepsy, then the possibility that the epilepsy was the dm
causation of the “crime” can never be safely ruled out. That
not merely my opinion, but the opinion of a considerable body "
the medical profession including amongst others a world author*?
on human brain-waves, Professor Sir Denis Hill, who perfornl
an EEG examination on Bentley.

One final point, Derek Bentley was not merely an illit®n
epileptic sufferer. He was mentally retarded with an L.Q.
and a mental age of 10. If the letter writers expended a
less energy on irrelevances and a little more on demandin
public inquiry, justice might finally be seen to be done m
case of Craig and Bentley. David A. Yallop-

Democracy and Electoral Reform

Peter Cadogan’s letter (1 April) reminds me of what Chrijd'_aft
say—that Christianity has not failed; it has been found dml'a
and not tried. We cannot say that representative democracy 1
failure, so long as we have only half a democracy.

The growth of scale certainly does present difficulties, but t=
clearly are matters that need to be decided on a very lag[
scale. Mr. Cadogan himself says that the nation-state is 9ut for
date, and there will sometime have to be a world authority *
some world problems. At the same time, there are other questi
which concern only a single nation, a city or a hamlet, and
need to have local machinery to deal with these. This need
recognised in the pressure for neighbourhood councils.

Mr. Cadogan recognises that some form of council is necessity
but he wants those councils to be composed of volunteers. £r6
they not so composed now? For seats in the House of Comm
or on a local council, there are usually two or three times asm a
volunteers as there are seats. All that Mr. Cadogan suggests *
different way of deciding which of those volunteers shall m »
be accepted; he wants them to be chosen by lot instead ol
election.

| agree that choosing by lot would in many cases give a & ®
representative assembly than we get now—for instance, in the e fi(
of those local councils which are composed solely of membersi
one party. However, it is by definition a very chancy busn ¢
why not make sure that representatives will include sP°*ce3msC
for all the opinions held by considerable numbers among ]
whom they represent? That is what the single transferable ~
form of proportional representation achieves, and it also cnScjrg
that the elected representatives will not be mere puppets dan”
to the tune of some party organisation; because if the voters vy
insist on electing the persons they want, in defiance of any PL"
organisation, the present excesses of party discipline
impossible. Enid LakeMA/V

Director, Electoral Reform SodC

Literary Standards in “The Freethinker”

Mr. Bensley’s letter of 8 April raises the question of humgqu
literary and philosophical standards in The Freethinker. Ala*’
cannot all be Lady Bracknells, and it is surely no fault ol IS
Editor if journalistic style, in general, has been somewhat (
sophisticated ever since Hemmingway and the Readers y "(fit
Similarly, it is one of the sad facts of life that few political el
ings seem able to achieve the high density of Marx, and even 1 ~
philosophical ones the lucidity of Ayer. However, apart ,, ™
clumsy humour and low standards of style, “laboured points ¢,
still points. What pains me most is the absence of criticism oi  Or
“points”—whether such criticism achieves one’s favourite sty. ji
not seems less pertinent to The Freethinker than that such cri Ajth
should be reasonably rational. Incidentally, | would agree

Mr. Bensley that some of Charles Byass’s writings are “Pal
unfunny.” Charles fiyA
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