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THE DEATH PENALTY
nt'l about a fortnight ago there had been an apparent lull in the activities of the “bring back the rope” lobby. Suspicions 

those who wanted to bring back the dteath penalty had by no means given up—were duly justified when on 2 May 
jTj- Elaine Kellet-Bowman, M.P., presented to the Commons a petition calling for the restoration of capital punishment, 
ĵ .nad been signed by some 250,000 members of the public, and had been organised, at least in part, by Mrs. Maureen 
tow r(̂ son’ w^ ow °f ^ e  murdered Blackpool police Superintendent. Readers of this paper will surely feel sympathetic 
f ards Mrs. Richardson over the loss of her husband in such tragic circumstances, but the answer to the latest demand 

r Ac restoration of the death penalty in Britain must still be a firm and insistent “No.”
ft

aPUal Punishment Irrevocable
. ThiIC case against the death penalty is basically a very

^Ple one; namely that it is an irrevocable act which 
ercby increases the prospect of miscarriages of justiceoccu

S|mil;
u]rr|ng. In many cases of conviction for murder and

(In k ^UIIies mere is usually ai least sun a snauuw ui 
^bt about the accused’s guilt or the exact circumstances 

enr i  w*1‘c 1̂ t*lc crime took place; and even under the most 
lightened of legal systems judges and juries remain fal- 

e- If a man is found guilty of a serious crime but after 
Passage of time is subsequently proved to have been 

Sorongly convicted he can be released from detention and 
, aie attempt towards restitution can be made to him. If, 
an̂ ver, he has been hanged1, nothing can be done, and 
to injustice will have been perpetrated that it is impossible 

redress. The same argument also holds good, of course, 
P'nst punishments such as mutilation, common a few 
Juries ago.

to whether hanging is a “deterrent” to murder, or 
ce , ?Cr its presence keeps the murder rate down is un- 
Pu • n* an<! the evidence of those who support capital 
of^hment on these points is unsatisfactory. In the days 
[h fhandlopping, and public executions of children for 

the crime rate was still high in proportion to popula- 
and the nature of offences as appalling as tod'ay, and 

lifetimes more so. As long as society possesses the sanc- 
¡n 11 of ]ife imprisonment (for life)—which is also being 
t- rcasingly questioned—there seems no further justifica-

^  f O r  f K o  r r o  11/~\ ii7C’ o p  o  i r i A o n c  a E  n r A t A o f i n o  <k r» m i K l i o *aj) lor the gallows as a means of protecting the public: 
about the only serious case that is left for the use of 

*iiT) penalty is for atrocities committed by troops in
th,

fCr c of war, where the circumstances are markedly dif- 
an5nt from those of a civil population in time of peace 

a order.
A,

°city Trials in Bangladesh
Tvr  P°'nt> °f course, raises the thorny question of 

¿ er the authorities of the new state of Bangladesh are 
I°rn 1Ct̂  *n Putt'nS the captured military leaders of the 
for Cr Pakistan army of occupation in East Bengal on trial 
ser "'ar crimes. The Pakistan government’s sympathi- 

^taintain that this was essentially a civil war between

Pakistanis in which India intervened without declaration of 
war, and that therefore the Geneva Convention does not 
necessarily apply. There was, however, no distinct prece
dent in international law for the trial of the Nazis at 
Nurcmburg, and there seems no reason why the Pakistani 
prisoners should not stand trial so long as the trials arc 
conducted scrupulously, according to the laws of evidence, 
and with the right of proper defence. The allegations of 
sadistic cruelty and of systematic and remorseless terror as 
deliberate instrument of government bear a sickening simi
larity to those proved against the Gauleiters of Nazi- 
occupied Europe.

WINIFRED ROUX RETIRES
Readers of The Freethinker will be sorry to hear that Mrs. 
Winifred Roux has resigned from editing and managing 
the South African Rationalist Association’s journal, The 
Rationlist (Die Rasionalis). Her place is taken by Ann 
Weinberg, who deserves our congratulations and good 
wishes.

Mrs. Roux took over The Rationalist in 1964 when the 
previous editor (her now deceased husband) was placed 
under restriction by the South African Government. The 
tenacity and courage of the Roux family and of the officers 
of the South African Rationalist Association in standing 
out against apartheid and Calvinism may not have made 
them well-loved in their own country. They may, however, 
rest assured that they are greatly admired and respected1 
elsewhere.

TWO NEW N.C.C.L. FACT-SHEETS
Two new fact-sheets, concise, and1 designed for quick 
reference, have been issued by the National Council for 
Civil Liberties. They cover an individual’s rights on being 
questioned by the police (Police Questioning) and the pro
cedure for making a formal complaint against a police 
officer (Making a Complaint against the Police).

An earlier N.C.C.L. fact-sheet, Your Rights on Arrest, 
is still in print and all three are available from N.C.C.L., 
152 Camden High Street, London NW1.
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THE RADIO FREEDOM LEAGUE f . h . s n <*

My association with the National Secular Society began at 
the Godless Congress of thirty-two years ago, by which 
term the Catholic Church signified the International Con
gress of Freethinkers, to which I had obtained1 introduc
tion through the kind offices of H. G. Wells. At about the 
same time I became a member of the Rationalist Press 
Association, of which Charles Watts was managing direc
tor. I remember how proud I was to become identified 
with the two principal secularist organisations. As an 
ardent atheist, I wished for the education of the public in 
reasoned arguments against belief in the hoary tale of God, 
heaven and hell, and hoped to play a part in bringing the 
truth to the people.

It was during the “blitz” of London that I became a 
member of the Radio Freedom League. Making my way, 
in company with W. J. Poynter, an able contributor to 
The Freethinker, towards Red1 Lion Square, to attend the 
N.S.S. Annual General Meeting, I was fearful lest Conway 
Hall had been destroyed. Past smoking ruins, with gas 
pipes emitting acrid fumes or flame, stumbling over rubble, 
we reached the still erect place of the meeting, where we 
found an understandably small gathering.

Mr. Poynter rose to propose the forming of a body to 
agitate for greater facility for the expression over the 
radio of freethought, with the ultimate aim of full freedom 
for secularist ideas. The proposal was adopted, and1 the 
projected body came into being. On a certain Wednesday 
afternoon, at the Chancery Lane headquarters of the 
National Secular Society, the Radio Freedom League held 
its first meeting.

There met, at the dusty premises off Holborn, under the 
chairmanship of Chapman Cohen (President of the N.S.S. 
and editor of The Freethinker), Miss Evelyn Millard, B.A., 
who had prompted the idea of the League and was its 
secretary; R. H. Rosetti (General Secretary of the N.S.S.), 
W. J. Poynter, P. Victor Morris, Basil Bradlaugh-Bonner, 
Bill Margrie and the writer of this article.

the fact that freethinkers would fight, if need be, for 
right to freedom of worship as well as of freedom 
thought.

The Radio Freedom League fizzled out, despite the 
of Chapman Cohen, Miss Millard, Basil Bradlaugh Bonn 
and P. Victor Morris, the latter of whom became PreslCvL 
of the N.S.S., and editor of The Freethinker, after 1 
greatly lamented death of Chapman Cohen. The vf 
zealous and amiable R. H. Rosetti died soon after his o 
tinguished colleague, and the demise of W. J. Poynter an 
of Bill Margrie—who wrote poetry under the title of ‘ 1 
Sage of Peckham”-—further depleted the number of tn?' 
who constituted the pioneers of organised campaign1”® 
against the virtual embargo on the publicising of secu 
humanism over the air.

,L *

Subsequent efforts to secure greater facilities for 1 
broadcasting of anti-theistic ideas have been little ni° 
successful than were those of the ill-fated Radio FrceCl°rSt 
League. Not only so, but the societies I joined in the n 
year of World War II, hoping that they would sth 
powerfully at the entrenched1 forces of superstition, ha 
lost sign of urgency for the broadcasting facilities * 
would enable them to put the atheistic case to the ma - 
millions comprising our radio and television audiences-

Religious Belief still widespread

Is the enlightenment of the people as to the case 
God no longer important? Though belief in the deit; 
fathers is not so general today, religious belief is si— .ye 
by the large majority of our population, whilst p°sl J  
disbelief in God, Jesus and the Gospel Story is pr°feS e 
by few outside the secular movement. Indeed1, the signs , 
that belief in the metaphysical is increasingly strong. ^  
we have recently seen a backsurge to Christ-wors 
amongst various adolescents. Roman Catholics, Morn*  ̂
and Jehovah’s Witnesses continue to gain numerically- a 
our immigrant population to produce fresh believers.

aga'n
■ofo
ill 0

B.B.C. Stranglehold

The efforts of the Radio Freedom League to secure a 
relaxation of the B.B.C’s stranglehold on the throat of 
freethought were very unpromising. Lord Reith hardly 
deigned1 to acknowledge its appeals, astutely though rather 
trenchantly worded under the direction of Chapman Cohen. 
Miss Millard was nothing if not tremendously keen in the 
cause of air freedom for sceptical ideas. Financially, the 
League was virtually threadbare. We laboured on, how
ever, moving our meeting places in accordance with the 
menace from enemy aircraft operations, and being numeri
cally augmented by several enthusiasts, one of whom was a 
spiritually-mediumistic lady, who failed to reveal anything 
helpful to our cause.

Are secularism and humanism, as represented by 1 
N.S.S. and R.P.A., satisfied with this condition of 
There is no indication, in Humanist and The FreethU1 \  
that the societies whose policies they reflect, are pertuf 0f 
about it. Father Corbishley gloatingly informed readers ^ 
The Universe several years ago that they had no cause 
fear the effect on the public of humanism’s anti-Chris1̂ , 
pronouncements, which were so mild as to be hardly rcC jy 
nisable as those of sceptics. Father Corbishley would s 
not have taken pains to reassure Catholics in those te 
unless they and he were fearful of the atheistic propag3” ¡s 
which humanism regards as needless today. The 
plain that the Christian sects fear mightly the bite o* 
“dead horse” that organised secularism is concerned 
burying.

We held several al fresco meetings at Hyde Park’s 
“Speakers’ Comer” , at which Chapman Cohen spoke 
eloquently, ably supported vocally by Miss Millard, Victor 
Morris and A. D. Howell-Smith. An indoor public meeting 
at Conway Hall was well attended. Bill Margrie was ac
corded the privilege of announcing the speakers, though he 
declined the honour of a personal speech. Cohen was very 
effective, also Howell-Smith, who laid special emphasis on

Conniving at Longevity of Religion

The question arises: Are we content to await the dejj^, 
of religion until humanity rouses from its supers*1 
drugged sleep and, of its own volition, throws 0,1  ̂
shackles? If so, religious belief will be a very, very the 
time in dying, and the sceptical world will be liable t 
charge of conniving at its longevity.
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The Radio Freedom League suffered from numerous 
*ar-time handicaps and1 other unfavourable circumstances, 
but had a fighting spirit which, more now than ever, organ- 
1!>,ed secularism needs. Without it, there is faint prospect 
°t our securing the broadcasting facilities essential to the 
Effective dissemination of secularist ideas. And if our 
journals continue to cater only for the already converted, 
■ means of matter largely uncritical of religious doctrine, 

ind appealing chiefly to “high-brows” , how shall we reach 
the People?

As an adherent of “The Best of Causes” , over a 
period of fifty years, I ask: Is the hope too vain, of a 
re-orientation of humanist ideals away from ultra-permis
siveness and towards the implementation of our basic 
raison d’etre—the enlightenment of the masses as to the 
many intelligent reasons for rejecting religious belief, which 
has been the cause of the bloodiest wars and persecutions, 
and is today the main barrier to world peace and the drastic 
betterment of human conditions?

a brief reply to critics PHILIP HINCHLIFF

Will deal first with Mr. Morrell (8 April). Historical 
cuM>Sm’s not pointless word-chopping (did Nero “perse- 
stre or “punish” the Christians?) in support of the 
f  a?§e idea that the evidence of two Roman historians, 

c'tus and Suetonius, reporting the same event, is not 
u ,tUaHy corroborative. Nor is it a complete failure to 
fo ^ tan d  the point at issue in the Tacitus text, which 
0jf me benefit of readers who must by now be heartily tired 

the whole dbbate is quite simply this: why should any 
fa Us Christian scribe deliberately insert a passage in a 
Qln °US ^ oman history that described his own faith in the 
to st scathing terms? At no time has Mr. Morrell sought 

answer this simple point.

^°gical Fallacies
1(> r ,  of course, should Mr. Morrell commit blatant 

8'cal fallacies, thus: ‘ ‘as once we resort to tradition we 
"not really question any talc associated with Jesus and 

<>s followers, but must logically accept all” [my italics], 
once 1 see a black cat, have I to accept that all cats 

are black?

Next, Professor Wells (15 April). I accept that the 
to TCrCnt accounts ' n Acts and Galatians of Paul’s visits 
le Jerusalem raise severe problems of dating, but nonethe- 
Ss there arc three main points:

Galatians 1 :18 and 1:19 recount that Paul went to 
hr^alcm to confer with Peter and James, the Lord’s 
, other, three years after his conversion. Whether or not 
)qme$ really was the “brother of the Lord”—and both 

affhew 13 ; 55 and1 Josephus, in his Jewish Antiquities, 
Se Cr to James as the brother of Jesus in the straightforward 
tl)jSe °.f the word—is not vital to my argument, for what 
j s episode in Galatians reveals is that Paul’s notion of 
jn' Us did not take root entirely outside a Jewish context, 

Which mystery-cult concepts of Jesus would have been 
'he pnant- And 1 still sec no good reason to doubt that 
a Peter, James and John referred to in Galatians and 
c0t!f Wcre fbe leaders of the original Jewish Christian 
is ^U nity  and contemporaries of the historical Jesus. It 
re bertain]y conceivable that Peter, James, John and1 the 
i]0l Wcre all leaders of various grouplets all of whom had 
ev-^Perience whatever of Jesus, but whether there is any 
y,denCe for such an assertion is another matter entirely, 
of jUPPose such a thing would be to dispose, arbitrarily, 
tyj JT the gospel evidence that directly links these apostles 

^esus> not t0 mention discarding the Acts of the 
jw^des as an early history of the Christian Church, I 
iseier the more orthodox, if unexciting, view that caution 
tyjt^A'fired before chucking out all the bath water along 

a the baby. To show that a particular theory is tenable.

in the sense of being consistent with the facts, is not neces
sarily to provide any evidence for that theory, as Professor 
Wells acknowledges.

Paul and his Opponents
(ii) Some brief remarks on the differences between Paul 
and his Jewish Christian opponents. The Jewish Christians 
depicted in Acts were exceedingly zealous in their dedica
tion to Judaism; their community included many priests and 
Pharisees; they took part in the customary Jewish rituals 
and sacrifices; and their leader after 44, James the brother 
of the Lord, was so devoted to his Jewish faith that his 
execution by the high priest Ananus in 62 so provoked 
the influential Jews in Jerusalem, those most renowned1 
for their practice of the Law, that they agitated success
fully for Ananus’s removal. Contrast Paul’s vehement 
opposition to the Jewish Law and the evidence of strife 
in the early Church on a whole range of issues arising out 
of Paul's teaching. It then becomes necessary to explain, 
which Professor Wells does not, how a divine or quasi- 
divine Jesus could ever have been accepted by the Jewish 
Christians. For the difference between them and orthodox 
Jews was that they held the crucified Jesus to have been 
the messiah of Israel, not just that they believed salvation 
to have come from Jesus rather than the Law. How other
wise could they have continued to be Jews?
(iii) I know Professor Wells thinks the gospels to be late 
creations, although he admits that the edited gospels were 
all based on earlier documents. To my mind, it will not 
do to use as an argument against an early date (around 70) 
for Mark, the silence of Clement of Rome when the latter 
could well have used details from Mark’s gospel, had he 
known it. For this is exactly the kind of argument from 
silence that Professor Wells uses too often. One could 
employ a precisely similar argument to show that the 
Pauline epistles are to be dated after Acts; for Acts, as 
Profesor Wells says, has no indication that its author 
knew Paul’s theology, as contained in the epistles, whereas 
to quote Paul would certainly have been useful for him. 
This is because Acts is primarily an apologetic document, 
concerned to paint an edifying picture of the spread of 
Christianity throughout the eastern half of the Roman 
empire, culminating in its preaching at Rome itself. As 
Acts sets out to conciliate the Romans and disparage the 
Jews, it would have been highly appropriate for its author 
to quote Romans 13, in which Paul dilates on the need to 
obey the Romans as a power “ordained1 of God.” But Acts 
does nothing of the sort; hence we could use an argument 
from silence to show that Paul’s epistles postdate Acts. 
Yet we know, of course, that the opposite is the case. It 
is because arguments from silence must be used with 
extreme caution in this sphere that Professor Wells’s 
critics remain unconvinced.
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London: Collets, 66 Charing Cross Road, WC2; Housmans, 
5 Caledonian Road, King's Cross, N1; Freedom Press, 84b 
Whitechapel High Street (Angel A lley), E1; Rationalist Press 
Association, 88 Islington High Street, N1; Conway Hall, Red 
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Manchester: Grass Roots Bookshop, 271 Upper Brook Street, 
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National Secular Society. Details of membership and inquiries 
regarding bequests and secular funeral services may be 
obtained from the General Secretary, 103 Borough High St., 
London, SE1. Telephone 01-407 2717. Cheques, etc., should 
be made payable to the NSS.

Freethought books and pamphlets (new ). Send for list to 
G. W. Foote & Co. Ltd., 103 Borough High Street, London, 
SE1.
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Mouat, Mercers. Cuckfield, Sussex.

Humanist Holidays. Details of future activities from Marjorie 
Mepham, 29 Fairview Road, Sutton, Surrey. Telephone: 
01-642 8796.

EVENTS
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.

Freethought History and Bibliography Society, Conway Hall, 
25 Red Lion Square, London WC1. Saturday, 20 May, 2.45 
p.m.: J . S. L. Gilmour, "Some Freethinkers and their Writings, 
II. The Eighteenth Century and Beyond."

South Place Ethical Society, Conway Hall, 25 Red Lion Square, 
London WC1. Sunday, 14 May. 11 a.m.: Dr. John Lewis, 
"Beyond Freedom and Dignity"; 3 p.m.: Marion Boyars, Dr. 
Jonathan Miller and others, "Censorship." Tuesday, 16 May, 
7 p.m.: Dr. Mary Austin, "Acupuncture and Radionics."

Welwyn Garden City Humanist Group, Backhouse Room, Hand- 
side Lane, Welwyn. Thursday, 18 May, 8 p.m.: Max Dias, "Is 
Judaism a Faith or merely a Way of Life today?"

13 May 1972

NEWS
OBITUARY
Mr. Frederick E. Papps, who died recently, was a life-
m i. j. ivu,l/ivuiviv i_(. i  nrro, miu uiuu luvwmj, ~ ur

long member of the National Secular Society and Ĵ a 
of The Freethinker. He lived in the Midlands be 
moving to Devon several years ago.

At the secular funeral ceremony Mr. Papps’s gran̂ .s°n 
spoke, and music by Schubert and1 Handel was play^’

J

We extend our sympathy to Mr. Papps’s family an 
friends.

THIS MATCHLESS TWADDLE
Our comment last week about the Lord’s Day Observance 
Society being distressed by the passage of the Sunday 
Theatres (No. 2) Bill was duly confirmed in a press state
ment issued by the L.D.O.S. General Secretary. “Agn°s‘ 

said1 Mr. Harold J. w  I «K*rtr>n “have* Dublintics,” said1 Mr. Harold J. W. Legcrton, “have put . 
welcomed this action and now plead for ‘others to P ^0
for the abolition of obsolete Sunday regulations govefn'j^ 
sport, trade and licensing laws.’ Therefore let all takevalue the Lord’s Day—which is never obsolete ^  
warning from this grave disaster and be ready to sta 
actively with those who have fought so long to prese 
this matchless heritage. The call to the C h u rch  is 
‘Be watchful and strengthen the things that remain.’

We, of course, shall do likewise, for instance by 
the shaft of our iconoclast’s sledgehammer another ru 
down with linseed1 oil!

Meanwhile, the new legislation has been well reed''' . 
in theatrical circles. Eric Johns, editor of The Stage, ** , 
forecast that “the habit of Sunday theatregoing, like that 
lunchtime theatregoing, is likely to mushroom and Pr ,,Uas 
all sorts of results beneficial to the profession,” as well 
provide “a new theatregoing public consisting of th° 
people whose only free day is Sunday.”

ONE HUNDRED YEARS AGO
The disestablished Irish Church has substituted the 
“our Sovereign Lady the Queen,” for “our most relig10 
and gracious Queen,” in the prayer for Parliament.

L. a

Josephine E. Butler forwards us a protest against 1 ^ 
somewhat recklessly drawn Infant Life Protection Bill 
before Parliament. Intended probably to prevent haW 
farming, the measure in no wise deals, as J. E. Buy
points out, with “the difficulty experienced by the
of illegitimate children in maintaining them, together w 
the grossly unjust favour which the law of bastardy sn 
to the fathers of such children.”

—From The National Reformer, 12 May 1872-

CONGRATULATIONS f
Even committees, it seems, are not without a sensCa0- 
humour. The Executive Committee of the British Hun* 
ist Association has tabled the following motion to* 
agenda of the B.H.A.’s Annual General Meeting in Ju “
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AND NOTES
t ^ ls A.G.M. congratulates Malcolm Muggeridge and Long 

°ngford on their efforts during the year in promoting human- 
m ar*d asks the B.B.C. to ensure that their television appear- 
nccs are equally frequent in the future.

We would respectfully suggest that, by way of amend- 
t> erW the name be added of Peter Simple, whose “Way of 

9 World” column in the Daily Telegraph has become 
tr H-t0ric chronicle of humanism, bolshevism, anarchism, 

endism and “treason”, ancient and modern.

Mo d e r n i s i n g ” Ch r i s t i a n  m a r r ia g e
T'h,ne shattering news that the Church of England’s Litur- 
° cal Commission was considering redrafting its marriage 
rere,ffl°ny was doubtless greeted by most Freethinker 
o aders with a wild, hysterical yawn. Until now the Book 
r Common Prayer has listed the “aims and objects” of 
arriage in this order:
h The procreation of children, to be brought up in the fear 

and nuture of the Lord.
• A remedy against sin, and to avoid fornication.

T Mutual society, help and comfort in prosperity and adversity. 

As ever, the Christians have had their priorities wrong!

Mvri-ABORTIONISTS “DISGUSTED”
0 h*lst the organisers of Liverpool’s anti-abortion pageant 
4? April must have been gratified by the turnout of 
r ’ ^0 of the faithful, they were not so pleased at the 
bSPonsc to the adVance invitations the Society for the 
rejection of Unborn Children sent to 167 local M.P.s, 
 ̂dcrnien and councillors: less than ten per cent even 

pothered to reply. “I am absolutely disgusted,” said Mrs. 
rances Foot, Merseyside secretary of SPUC, in an inter- 
ew ¡n The Universe, “It is the very time when they should 
showing their strength.”
The Daily Telegraph quoted Mr. Leo Abse, M.P., as 

jj k'ng after the parade that the Abortion Act was a con- 
aJ“nce trick played on women by immature men. Quite 
gPau from {kg fact that most protagonists of the present 
f t 'Vere women, pray tell us, gentle reader, whom do you 
j. Sard1 as the more “mature” on past performance, between 

David Steel, M.P. (who proposed the 1967 Abortion 
otn °n t îe one han(T anc* Mr. Abse (and friends) on the

Ba p t is t s  a n d  r a c e

i e American Rationalist reports that most white 
^ uthcrn United States Baptists object to having Negro. 
jCiribers in their congregations. The minister of the First 
^Ptist Church of Birmingham, Alabama, resigned when, 
daer months of bickering, a Negro member and her 
tighter were rejected. The minister, with the support of 
(L staff members, formed a new, multiracial church and 

^ claims 300 members for it.
tl^ere in Britain, the Baptists are facing a gloomy future: 
C  latest annual report for Great Britain and Ireland 
^  .that membership fell by 5,800 and that some 16 

Ptist churches have closed.

NINETY YEARS AGO
Many people cry out that Ireland should at once be put 

under martial law; in other words, they demand a stronger 
dose of the wrong remedy . . . The Coercion Act, it must 
never be forgotten, was in full force when Lord Cavendish 
and Mr. Burke were murdered within two hundred yards 
of the Viceregal Lodge, and the assassins easily made their 
escape, despite all the armed constabulary . . . Let the 
Government be armed with ample powers against secret 
societies, but let the constitutional rights of the Irish people 
be respected. Above all, let not the guilt of a few villains 
be charged against a whole people . . . Freethinkers should 
oppose themselves to the momentary madness. They must 
show regard for the permanent interests of humanity. They 
must resist any attempt to gag, oppress, and1 imprison a 
nation.”

—G. W. Foote in The Freethinker, 14 May 1882.

SECTARIAN SCHOOLS: A LESSON
“It may be that the only alternative to a bloodbath is a 
further partition of Northern Ireland, with the two counties 
around Londonderry being ceded to the Republic of 
Ireland and the four remaining counties remaining part of 
the United1 Kingdom under Stormont rule. An exchange of 
populations within the six county area could then be 
arranged under military and police supervision.

“Further partitioning is a sad admission of the inability 
of English-speaking Christians to live together in peace, 
but let it not be forgotten that one of the worst villains in 
the whole affair is the British Government policy of almost 
total subsidy for sectarian segregation in education. Other 
nations, including ours, should never forget this lesson.”

—From the American magazine, Church & State (March 
1972).

FIFTY YEARS AGO
Newspapers report the death of a Matadore, killed by a 
bull during the course of a Spanish bull fight. Our sym
pathy is wholly with the bull, and the prevalence of this 
“sport” is a striking commentary on the moralising effects 
of Christianity.

—From The Freethinker, 14 May 1922.

FREETHINKER FUND
We are most grateful to those readers and friends who 
kindly contributed a total of £19.57 to the Freethinker 
Fund for April.

Our thanks to: Anonymous, £1; H. J. Batty, £1; Jack 
Benjamin, 33p; Robert Brownlee, £1.70; James Cullen, 
45p; W. H. Goodall, £1; M. S. Grimsditch, 28p; Robert J. 
Hale, 45; T. E. Harrison, 16p; James Kent jnr., 35p; 
Gerald P. T. Lewis, 45p; Thomas Marino, 35p; “U. C. 
Mann”, £2; Mrs. W. N. Mawson, £5; R. M. McGarry, 
13p; S. C. Merrifield, 35p; D. Molyneux, 80p; Mrs. Mada- 
lyn Murray O’Hair, £1; W. C. Parry, 68p; R. Reader, 64p; 
N. S. Read, 20p; H. Scuffle, 25p; I. Yettram, £1.

“Reason, to me, marks out the method to be used on all 
occasions by humanists; compassion marks out the ideal 
in the service of which reason is employed.”

—H. J. Eysenck, psychiatrist.
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MAGAZINE
NEW HUMANIST. Pemberton Publishing Co. Ltd.* 
£1.50 per annum.

In celebration of their monthly journal’s having been 
accepted (after 86 years, no less) for display on the book
stalls of the almighty W. H. Smith & Son, with effect from 
the current (May) issue, the Rationalist Press Association 
has again changed the title of the journal—this time from 
Humanist to (wait for it!) . .  . New Humanist.

In further celebration, a press reception was held on 
Tuesday, 2 May in the magnificent “penthouse” of New 
Zealand House, looking dbwn from a height of eighteen 
storeys upon the metropolis. The National Secular Society 
was represented by Barbara Smoker, and among the dis
tinguished guests was Dr. J. Bronowski, on a rare visit 
from America.

The R.P.A. and their editor, Christopher Macy, are to 
be congratulated on the very substantial circulation increase 
that is effectively guaranteed by the Smith contract. The 
change of name, however, appears to be little more than 
a publicity gimmick, all too reminiscent of a washing 
powder (New Daz, New Persil).

One might have expected at least some noticeable change 
of format in an attempt to justify the new “New,” but it 
is difficult to discern anything even slightly new about the 
May issue—except for a few extra pages and inevitably, 
a new price (raised from lOp to 15p). But perhaps the old 
familiar style is not to be deplored: it can be disturbing 
when an old friend has a face-lift. So it is good to see that 
the contents of ‘Volume 1, No. 1’ are, anyway, up to the 
usual standard, and, in particular, that Hector Hawton’s 
monthly chat page continues. Long may it be so.

BARBARA SMOKER
* 88 Islington High Street, London N1 8EL.

BOOKS
CLUB LIFE AND SOCIALISM IN MID-VICTORIAN 
LONDON by Stan Shipley. History Workshop (Ruskin 
College, Oxford), 60p.*

Among the somewhat specialised readership of this 
History Workshop “pamphlet” (it is so described by the 
publishers, though it has 85 scholarly pages and might 
rank at least as a booklet) certain general claims will come 
as some surprise. The author himself concludes: “Social
ism in London is said to have started with the formation 
of the Social Democratic Federation in 1881. But the initial 
spadework was done amongst workers by workers from 
a club in Soho which held a pivotal position in metropolitan 
clubland between English artisans and1 foreign exiles. This 
was the Manhood Suffrage League.” And in a foreword 
Raphael Samuel claims, inter alia, that “this pamphlet puts 
into question a very common stereotype of the Victorian 
working man—respectable and self-satisfied, narrow and 
selfish in his trade unionism, and making use of education 
chiefly as a means to personal advancement.” What is 
surprising about these claims is not that the specialist 
reader will challenge their content but that he is expected 
to find them at all original. Now, it may be true that they 
are in conflict at certain points with The History of Trade
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Unionism by the Webbs, but no one familiar with the 
typically well-promoted, prolific and opinionated views 
that have characterised leading Fabians down the yeafS 
will find this at all surprising either.

The fact is that for two centuries many historians hav 
been not just reinterpreting the past in the light of t 
present (which is inevitable and valuable) but rewriting 
and nowhere is this truer than in connection with socialist 
and communism. In the nineteenth century “socialist1? 
was used for Owenism (which itself fluctuated wildly in 1 
aims according to the favour or disfavour enjoyed fr°„ 
year to year among its supporters by “labour exchanges 
and “utopian” communities), Christian Socialism, the c 
operative movements and Marxism. “Communism” mea
support for these communities, the Paris Commune ai 
Marxism. Running through these movements was inter^
in land law reform, which began with the Diggers in 
seventeenth century and took the form of demands f°r 
“nationalisation” among the followers of Bronte^ 
O’Brien and others in the ninetenth century. Thoug*1 
Marx’s Das Kapital was not available in French and Eng' 
lish till the 1880s, Engels and he spent most of their worK'
ing lives in England, the Communist Manifesto was first
published in English in Harney’s Red Republican 
November 1850, Marx himself was active in the r 
International when it was based on London, and Mar ,
ideas influenced one branch of the republican moverneen1
1UVUU U1I1V.V11VVW VI1V OlUIIVil Vi mv XVL/UVllVUli • .

and certain working-class clubs, especially but not only JJ1 
Soho, in the 1870s. Further, “liberty, equality, fraternity ’ 
with varying degrees of literality, were something of a . 
aspiration in radical circles from 1789. It is plainly absur, 
to speak of socialism arising newborn in the 1880s, though 
it hardly became a national talking-point among all class1“ 
till that time. Readers of History Workshop pampm^
arc, however, likely to have read social history and perihaPs

IT V  T V *  ) V V  11U  I V  i  V U V t  U V ^ W lU l J  V.I * * V. J- >

the original documents where the full story can be asce 
tained.

What Stan Shipley’s interesting essay has in conn?10̂  
with Fabian literature—which makes it controversial >n 
way neither realises—is an assumption that social Pr?SrfU] 
and “scientific socialism” in Britain are in any meaning! . 
sense equatable. Despite its Clause 4 it is bizarre to sp.ca 
of the Labour Party as socialist in any Marxist connotati ’ 
and most of the social legislation implemented by Lab?,_„
Governments in fact originated with the Liberals. The
most characteristic statements of the socialists of the 188<?S 
were, as Bradlaugh pointed out, pure hot air; and it 7

‘forgotten” with greater d&c „noticeable that today he is-------«.  —v ——j — -- ---  ” ----  u q$
mination by socialists than by Christians, and as mu 
by reverent agnostics. And it may also be said, unk^y-jtdiy-
that the caricature of the nineteenth-century trades unio 
referred to by Mr. Samuel looks only too true of 
twentieth-century counterpart.

Having made these reservations about the intentions 
this pamphelt (at some length because in many respect ,
lo ~ --------~c „— — -or*/is typical of a substantial genre of contemporary 
vanced” literature) let me say that its actual content^*----- 7 ----- . ----------* ------------ / -- -------  , j P

fascinating. Though I am myself pretty familiar wim t
c m i r o o c  A / i t *  U n n  A / . « A f n l i n f l f i  ™sources, Mr. Shipley has found interesting quotations 
I rushed past in my own researches. He has also r V^e 
duced dbcuments made available^ him by secularists.^ a
Mrs. Emily Warner and Miss Ella Twynam and Pa"
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REVIEWS
nbute to a much-neglected treasure-house, the Bishopsgate 

/■stitute (which contains, by the way, the original minute- 
°°°ks of the First International).

DAVID TRIBE
Ç0Pies of Club Life and Socialism in Mid-Victorian London are 
“'so obtainable from G. W. Foote & Co. Ltd., 103 Borough High 
street, London, SE1 1NL, price 60p, plus lOp postage.

so c ia l ism  in  Br i t a i n  by t . l. Jarman.
'̂Ctor Gollancz, £1.50.
This is a timely and thought-provoking book. Its appeal 

? secularists and humanists arises from their concern for 
be development of a good life on earth. Now that it has 
ccome clear to millions of people that mankind must 

*?rge its own destiny, the creation of democratic, progres- 
,!Ve> economic, political and social institutions emerges as 

dominant issue in our age. That, in essence, is what 
b°dern socialism is about. It is not a petty matter of party 

Politics.

Our author has surveyed British socialism in a capable 
and fair-minded manner. He has analysed a mass of 
J^aterial; and, in doing so, has introduced his readers to 
leading socialist pioneers, has described the nature and 
ltleas of the movements in this country which have evolved 
j^dcr their influence, and posed the question: what is 
lv>ng and what is dead in British socialism today?

Mr. Jarman is an academic, and writes frankly and 
^tractively from his own standpoint. He is not a dogma- 
ilst> nor is he a socialist. In his own words: “I have always 
£cn a Liberal, but one who has felt at times the attraction 

°f the socialist ideal without being able to accept it as a 
jtystem.” This approach explains certain weaknesses in the 
7°°k; but they do not detract from the writer’s sincerity, 

the outset he explains that the theme of the book is 
rise and decline of socialism in Britain. Now it is clear 

n° conscious socialist would accept as a fact that socialism 
^ a y  is in decline in Britain: and, indeed, a much more 
• 'dcly held opinion is that the old capitalist order, both 
x) .this country and abroad, is in a state of grave crisis, 
/either the Labour Party under revisionist and right-wing 
^adership, nor the present Government, has succeeded in 
faking the system work. The failure has disillusioned a 
s hole generation of youth, and spread far and wide the 
plrU of frustration and cynicism.
My impression is—with perhaps some reserve on points 

l‘ detail—that the historical and descriptive parts of the 
?°k are excellent. They are factual, informative, and 
'aiulating. For example, humanists will read with pleasure

Jfhat our author writes about such social pioneers as 
1 hornas Paine, who in his Rights of Man (1792), “made 
ĥ Wn the exciting ideas from France, and advocated a 

*v*'cy of democratic political reform with a social policy 
'°sely related to it, whereby the state should use taxation 

c° aid the helpless and the old.” In fact, an eighteenth 
¡JWury type of Beveridge plan, which inspired rational 
bfuiry and reforming zeal for many decades.
(l̂  hc pages descriptive of the changes brought about by 
liir ^rcncb Revolution in Europe and the Industrial Revo- 

l0lt in Britain are excellent: “both,” writes Mr. Jarman,

“however gradual in their development, . . . were revolu
tionary in their effects. Things were never the same again 
after the French Revolution—as, indeed, they were never 
the same again after the Russian Revolution of 1917—and 
Jacobinism haunted Europe after the French as did 
Bolshevism the world after the Russian.”

A whole chapter is rightly devoted to the life and work 
of Robert Owen (1771-1858), who is described as “the 
characteristic figure of the industrial age . . . and at the 
same time the most famous figure in the early history of 
British Socialism . . .  he considered the new productive 
forces must be subjected to social control for the common 
good.” These views led him to become a pioneer advocate 
of factory legislation to ensure the safety and health of 
the industrial workers; of shorter working hours; better 
housing, education; and more humane industrial relation
ships. He was the great rationalist of his age.

The note of contemporaneity sounds also in Owen’s 
argument against low wages. “The markets of the world,” 
he wrote, “are created solely by the remuneration allowed 
for the industry of the working classes, and those markets 
are more or less extended and profitable in proportion as 
those classes are well or ill remunerated for their labour. 
But the existing arrangements of society will not permit the 
labourer to be remunerated for his industry, and in con
sequence all markets fail.” In other words, the problem 
of poverty lay not in the sphere of production, but in the 
failure of society to distribute wealth in an equitable and 
rational manner.

There are also pages of condensed historical writing on 
Chartism and the Chartists, Marx and Marxism, the Fabian 
lecturers and writers, and other socialist voices. Amongst 
the latter will be found brief sketches and comments on 
John Ruskin, H. M. Hyndman, William Morris, Annie 
Besant (recalled in her role as “a well-known speaker in 
the cause of secularism”), George Bernard Shaw, H. G. 
Wells, and Robert Blatchford.

The book gives its readers an account in outline of 
notable movements and1 personalities in some two centuries 
of British social history. I found myself wishing at the 
end of the story that Mr. Jarman had laid more stress 
upon the part of the trade unions, the socialist pioneers, 
the co-operative movement and the secularist groups and 
societies, in the process of civilising British society. This 
simple fact is often lost sight of in the heat of current 
controversies. Its full appreciation is also very important 
for the future: humanists and socialists still need to have 
a deep concern for “man’s unfinished business.” No fore
seeable form of society is ever likely to succeed in the 
sense of finding final solutions to individual and' social 
problems. The vital task is to prevent any slackening in 
human advance.

RICHARD CLEMENTS

LETTERS
Capitalism and War
Mr. Charles Doran (Letters, 29 April) says that the plotting of 
Col. Repington and Co. took place in 1906-14 and that as a result 
and of the bribery made at this time “Czarist Russia became our 
ally.”

Well, Russia became the ally of France against Germany (and 
therefore indirectly and ultimately of us) as early as 1896, when 
the Czar paid a visit to Paris. You can read about this in the
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history books. So if the “plotters” went about bribing Russian 
foreign ministers in the 1906-14 period they were wasting the 
taxpayers’ money!

This brings up another point. The rivalry between Russia and 
Austria was just as big a cause of the First World War as Anglo- 
German rivalry and in fact touched the war off. And the rivalry 
between Russia and Austria was clearly caused by the struggle for 
national power in the Balkans.

Mr. Doran brings up that old story of wars being caused by 
capitalism. Well I do not believe that any longer! If capitalism is 
the cause of wars why are Russia and China at loggerheads? 
Some time ago I bought a book at a Communist bookshop issued 
under Marxist auspices which admitted tacitly that the industrial
ists of West Germany were against their government’s anti-Soviet 
policy because it prevented them selling to their traditional markets 
in Eastern Europe. And the U.S. capitalists are also said to have 
been against the anti-Soviet policy of J. F. Dulles because it pre
vented them selling their export surplus to Russia. When Mikoyan, 
the Soviet trade minister, visited the U.S.A. in the late fifties he 
got a rousing welcome from the financiers of Wall Street!

Mr. Doran does not answer any of the points I brought up. In 
regard to Admiral Consett, I still do not believe that, if British 
capitalism had to be saved from Germany by having a war, that 
British capitalists would have helped Germany—and I am not 
impressed by Mr. Doran’s vague talk about “contradictions.” 
Finally as I said in my last letter, Col. Repington’s book in fact 
does not seem to bear out Mr. Doran’s assertion. I. S. Low.

The Right to Vote
Whether or not Peter Cadogan (Letters, 29 April) succeeds in 
“getting through to people,” he surely gets through a number of 
subjects with questionable ease. The subject of democracy is one 
over which it would be particularly unfitting even to try to “score 
points”; yet, in so far as imagination and “new ideas” are relevant 
to the subject, it seems well to recall that—unlike the freedoms 
of infinite fantasy—“rational imagination”takes place within the 
bounds of criticism. The right to vote is surely an essential part of 
democracy, and is critically important as a safeguard against the 
potential tyrannies of those who believe they arc “working for 
objectives that are good in themselves” and who may work for 
their living and their love. Surely, experts represent expertise—it 
is the improvement of the representative principle which alone 
can ensure that the wishes of the people arc best served.

Charles Byass.

Pliny the Younger and Tacitus
Nicholas Reed (Letters, 29 April) will soon discover, should he 
take the trouble to look, that there is a wide divergence of opinion 
as to the respective dates of the governorships of Pliny and 
Tacitus, and in the light of such disagreement my point stands. 
Tacitus was a member of the small (relative to the population of 
Rome) ruling class and held the highest elective offices other than 
the actual principate, he would thus move in the circles close to 
the emperor, and his appointment to a province of great strategic 
importance is indicative, particularly in light of the immediate 
history of government in Rome, that it is reasonable to call him 
a friend of Trajan.

I agree with Mr. Reed that Pliny would have difficulty in con
sulting records housed in Rome. However, it is well to remember 
that had the persecution of the Christians taken place it would 
have happened during his lifetime, thus he would have known 
something of the cult. In the light of this his ignorance remains, 
as I maintained, inexplicable, unless there was no persecution, and 
then, of course, it is fully understandable. As to Nero’s conduct 
we might bear in mind that certain of those who “wrote up” his 
life cannot escape the charge of bias, and Nero showed consider
able diplomatic skill both in the quality of his appointed officials 
and in his successful negotiations with the Parthians. Trajan would 
have learned much of value had he consulted the records of Nero’s 
reign. Robert Morrell.

Sex and Illiteracy
When your paper is called The Freethinker, why do you get an 
illiterate person with a closed mind to review my Sex and De- 
humanizationl D avid H olbrook.

Illiterate!— ? (Ed.)

PUBLICATIONS
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What is the Sabbath Day?
How The Churches Betray Their 

Christ
Religion and Ethics in Schools

Edited by D. 
Reyolds and 
W. Mcllroy 

Edited by W. 
Mcllroy

Herbert Cutner

£2.00
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6P
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David Tribe
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Rl and Surveys 
Ten Non Commandments 
The Cost of Church Schools 
Humanism, Christianity and Sex 
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Freethought and Humanism in 

Shakespeare
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An Analysis of Christian Origins 
New Thinking on War and Peace 
A Humanist Glossary
Morality Without God
Humanist Anthology
Rebel Pity: The Life of Eddie Roux
The Martyrdom of Man
Rome or Reason 
Materialism Restated 
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Religion and Human Rights 
Comparative Religion 
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Objections to Christian Belief 
Objections to Humanism 
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