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education and the great

Rligion debate

j Sreat educational debate is supposed to be rag-
taf °\er “an,E -A small educational debate has
0j en Place in the House of Lords. The Minister
Education, Shirley Williams, is making regular
~eePing pronouncements on the subject. Lord
01Bford has put a question in the House of Lords,
ji'™ not surprisingly religion has got caught up in
Now perhaps the best way in which religion

* d education should be linked is by a clear agrec-
s.dlt that the twain shall not meet; recent discus-

.S indicate that this is by no means the case at
Present.

A “core curriculum” is the phrase of the day.
has even been suggested by Dr Rhodes Boyson
religion should be the Fourth R. Dr Boyson’s
Ptenients on education have become more fre-
mt and more ludicrous as the years separating
s career as a schoolmaster and as a politician in-
mase- But he is not alone in seeing the time as
j-pe f°r widening the demand for the place of re-
®°n in schools.

Christian Teachers Urged to Fight
Sir Frederick Cathcrwood, whose qualification to
-, ak on the subject is apparently his position as
Ch‘Airman of the Overseas Trade Board, told the
ASstigtion of Christian Teachers that “Since we
\& a society which is nominally Christian, we
Quid fight tO retain it”, and urged Christian tea-
jj ers to fight to win the battle for the public mind.
0 sPoke of the harm which the secularisation of
ucation had caused, leading to juvenile crime
j the blackboard jungle.
jAtt should not be forgotten however that religion
| education, is not always all good; Shirley Wil-
s, herself a Catholic, (like her counterpart in
e Shadow Cabinet, St John Stevas) has criticised
j ar>dards in Catholic schools. Speaking to the Herc-
°rdshire Catholic Teachers’ Association she said,

speaking as a Catholic not as Secretary of State
for Education, that Catholic schools did not al-
ways equip their pupils for the outside world,
which was largely secular.

Another critical comment on religion in schools
was recently made: “Religion also has a great deal
to answer for. It has to answer for much of the
situation in Belfast and Northern Ireland at this
time—the segregation of Protestants and Catholics
in schools and the teaching from youth of this
difference between them. It is not only a situation
which exists in Belfast, Northern Ireland; it also
exists in Glasgow and Liverpool and other cities.”

Lords Debate

These words were spoken by Lord Fenner Brock-
way in a debate in the House of Lords on 16 Feb-
ruary 1977. The debate was initiated by Lord Long-
ford, who had asked a question as to what steps
were being taken to ensure an adequate supply of
qualified teachers of religion.

The National Secular Society wrote to members
of the House of Lords before the debate. In the
letter Barbara Smoker, President of the Society,
wrote:

“We hope you will be in the Chamber ... to
say something on the secularist side when Lord
Longford asks HMG what steps are being taken
to provide a supply of qualified teachers for Re-
ligious Education.

“It is true, no doubt, that many teachers now
taking RE are not themselves believers, let alone
theologians—but that is due to the statutory com-
pulsion on all state schools to provide RE lessons,
though the majority of the population no longer
subscribe to the traditional beliefs or see any rele-
vance in them to life today.

“Lord Longford’s argument from recent increases
in juvenile crime is utterly false, since most of the
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young people who take to crime have in fact re-
ceived RE throughout their school life. Moreover,
it is a statistical fact that Christian families, par-
ticularly Catholic families, disproportionately fill
our prisons.

“At a time when serious education cut-backs are
being made on all sides for economic reasons, it
seems monstrous to suggest that the most contro-
versial and divisive subject in the whole curriculum
should be selected for exemption from the general
stringency, and even for extra resources to be allo-
cated to it.”

Declining Religious Education

The debate was well attended and lasted from 8
pm to midnight, which is a measure of the interest
in the subject. Much evidence was seen to show
that there are many who would like to see the
place of religion in education increased, but en-
couragingly this was also frequently shown to be
due to the fact that it is so palpably in decline.
The very concern over the numerical deficiency
of qualified RE teachers is an indication of its mea-
gre priority in some schools and of the small num-
ber of students wishing to make it their speciality.

Lord Soper admitted that “there are a great many
people who no longer find any sense of peremp-
tory importance in Christian matters” and empha-
sised that religious teaching was the concern of
the churches more than the schools. His conten-
tion that religion is caught rather than taught will
be seen by Freethinkers as good reason for reduc-
ing the chance of infection in schools by keeping
the virus out altogether.

Lord Ritchie Calder described himself as a
Humanist and emphasised that we cannot claim this
is a Christian country. He stated: “l would say
categorically that we do not need—and | am speak-
ing out of turn because | do not think that the
British Humanist Association would say this as
categorically as | should—or should have something
called ‘religious education’ as a prescribed subject.”

No Change to 1944 Act

In his reply for the government Lord Donaldson
noted in passing that the custom of a collective act
of worship was very meagrely attended in the House
of Lords. He stressed that the Government had no
intention of modifying the relevant section of the
1944 Education Act. A much fuller debate is to
take place in the House of Lords next May.

It must be clear to all those engaged in the edu-
cational debate today that some people are actively
attempting a re-emphasis of religion in schools and
to include religion in a “core curriculum”. The time
is now right for those opposed to the privileged
legal position given to religion in schools to express
their opposition with clarity and force.
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WORLDWIDE

CANADA

On December 11, 1976, Quebec’s new governmel
announced its decision to halt all further prosecu
tion of Dr Henry Morgentaler, who has been tne
and acquitted three times in the past three y?T
for performing illegal abortions. While hailing ?
decision, civic groups supporting Dr Morgenta
said that the fight was still on to liberalise the a
ortion laws. Dr Morgentalcr, a past President 0
the Humanist Association of Canada, has endur
innumerable legal battles, imprisonment and Pc®
secution in his heroic struggle to establish women
right to obtain an abortion in Canada.

ISRAEL
Abortion has been legalised by the Israeli Knesc
(Parliament). The Bill only permits abortion *°
unmarried mothers, victims of rape, women ow
40, and cases where there is a serious danger of
child being born handicapped or where social con
ditions would make another child an additional bor
den. It has been strongly opposed by religious Paf
ties and hundreds of women protesters wailed m
prayed outside the Knesset, while the Bill was be
ing passed (January 31, 1977). ,
Liberalisation of abortion laws is now a won
wide trend. At the beginning of 1971, 38 per cen
of the world’s population lived in countries whefe
abortion was liberally available. By early 1976, 1
figure had increased to 64 per cent, nearly t"
thirds of the world.

UNITED STATES

After the US election Dr Matthew Spetter, an Jn
ternational Humanist and Ethical Union repress
tative to UN in New York, has written on God al
Politics in America at Election Time: .

“Election time was very much a time of wWi®
Winston Churchill called ‘a time of the God bdm
A recent poll found that 34 per cent of adu
Americans considered themselves ‘born-again Chr*'
tians’ . . . The religious impulse now prevalent ,n
the US is obviously used for political purpos”
Politicians as well as evangelists want to brmS
America back to God ‘before it is too late’. ‘SccU
lar humanism’ recently was the target of legist'
tion in the House of Representatives. Tolerance S
not on the increase . . .

“It is no accident that as the election canl6
closer, candidates pronounced themselves increas’
ingly more frequently in religious terms. Barely a
presidential address was terminated without tde
phrase, ‘God bless you—as if a minister of tbe
Gospel was speaking rather than a politician ft°?
Michigan. This mixture of godliness and polHi'5
is, of course, heady medicine. There is a threat
democracies when moral leadership becomes °al
fused with piety . . .”



Secret Service and Religious Cults

uch has been written about the causes and
motivations for what has become an international
Phenomenon— the  proliferation of religious
JPPvements, cults and sects. The twentieth-cen-
,UV road to Truth is not without hazards. Cult-
s,s have been condemned by the established
lurches, exposed by the media, investigated by
he authorities, brainwashed, kidnapped and de-
Prel3rammed. The author of this article asks
Waat lies behind the formation of these groups,
nd advances new and disturbing possibilities.

eme cuts deliberately set up by intelligence
te AC*  one country to manipulate and mould
ed Sc'a*and cultural values of another? Is the
result political rather than religious? A look at
Weat events in Washington, DC, offers material on
hy V* governments, committees and devil-dodgers
jn | dozen could have a field day. It happens to
io° Itult °f the year”, the World Unifica-
ij. Church, founded and run by South Korean
Jonaire, Sun Myung Moon.
e fall Of South Vietnam, the complete Com-
d nist take-over in Cambodia, and the final with-
of United States strategic forces in Thai-
.’ have left South Korea, an isolated non-Com-
Mkt dictatorship on the South-East Asia main-
> Mrherahle to the Reds. It is obviously to
& (ncan ‘advantage to support this country, yet
ap ™ Morean fears of a gradual and total US dis-
( .8ement must always be uppermost in the minds
RPa  Politicians, not least of its leader, President
tof Such a daunting prospect has no doubt promp-
bk ~°uth Korean politicians and businessmen to
90C Out fhe added insurance of gaining Congres-
A nal support for their Government. But recent
Mashington disclosures of alleged bribery of US
s ~Srcssmen with cash and other gifts have soured
J* Possibilities.
me urinS the late 1960s, the CIA reported on a
cketing in the Blue House, the South Korean Presi-
~nhal palace. This meeting was attended by Presi-
Pnt Park, Korean intelligence officials, leading
u a Korean businessman Tongson Park, and Sun
ti"U8 Moon’s chief aide, Park Bo Hi. Since that
~a story has emerged of efforts by South Kor-
r'S to bhilk US Congreseaieii im onder tev “create
favourable legislative climate” in Washington for
a ™ Korea. Park Bo Hi, a close associate of Sun
v U8 Moon, has been said to be a member of the
fcrean intelligence service. At the present time,
f. eral officials are busy investigating the scandal,
~yc have been admissions of bribery such as that
°Vernor Edwards of Louisiana, who admitted in
I°ber that his wife was given ten thousand dol-
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lars in cash five years ago by a South Korean
businessman. It is alleged that Tongson Park is one
of the key men at the centre of the scandal. He is
said to have told friends of how he handed out
cash, jewellery, holidays and other gifts to Con-
gressmen, 20 of whom are now under investigation.

Latest information suggests that the South Korean
intelligence agency was promoting the huge Unifica-
tion Church demonstrations at pro-Nixon rallies in
1974 on Capitol Hill, and which opposed the im-
peachment of the then American President. Sun
Moon’s aide and translator, Park Bo Hi, is believed
to have been asked by the Korean intelligence to ar-
range for those big demonstrations. The US commit-
ment to defend South Korea was at a danger point in
April 1970 when Americans withdrew some twenty
thousand troops from South Korea. President Park,
fearing the worst at a time of high resentment
about Vietnam in the States, started to produce
constitutional changes in South Korea that gave
him almost unlimited powers and the gradual re-
moval of democracy as we know it. South Korea
has since expanded in trade, commerce and general
living standards, but its method of governing are
still frowned upon by most Americans, including
Jimmy Carter.

Influence of (he Moonies

Would the Unification Church and its rallies, re-
cruitment and monies exist if an intelligence agency,
in this case the South Korean one, did not exist?
Certainly the Moonies have influenced thousands,
perhaps millions of people in the West, and if
we include the fiscal as well as the “spiritual” in-
fluencing of men at the top of government, it could
significantly affect the survival of the regime in
South Korea.

The influence of religious cults should never be
under-estimated and dismissed as simply nutty crazes
that some kids go through. They can effect the
maturing process in a way that is of deep and of
lasting influence for many a university graduate.
None are more aware of this than the policy-
makers and administrators of the intelligence com-
munity be it CIA, MI6 or Korean CIA. For this
reason one should equally never underestimate the
power and skill of such agencies in trying, at least
in part, to manipulate and mould both the social
and political values of their friends and enemies.
Recent expulsion orders on UK-based writers Mark
Hosenball and ex-CIA man Philip Agee, prove that
the game is a deadly serious one, often appearing
to be above the law.

A close inspection of aspects of a new religious

(Continued on page 46)
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Albany Trust Awaits Whitehouse Replk/mom GRG/A

Last November Mary Whitehouse directed her
smear tactics at yet another target. The work
of the Albany Trust with sexual minorities was
alleged by her to be a misuse of public funds.
Antony Grey, director of the Albany Trust, de-
nounced this "vicious and irresponsible public
attack" at a meeting of Gaycon, an organisation
of homosexual Conservatives. (Reported "The
Freethinker", December 1976). Here Antony
Grey describes how th8 Albany Trust has asked
for a withdrawal of these allegations.

Mrs Mary Whitehouse has failed to answer a de-
mand by the Albany Trust that she should with-
draw allegations about the Trust which she made
in a speech on 24 November last year. A letter
from the Trust’s Chairman, Harold Haywood,
OBE, was sent to Mrs Whitehouse by recorded
delivery on 17 December 1976. Mr Haywood’s let-
ter read:

Dear Mrs Whitehouse,

As Chairman of the Trustees of the Albany Trust,
I am writing to you on behalf of myself and my
colleagues.

The Trustees have considered the terms of the
address which you gave, in your capacity as Hon-
orary General Secretary of the National Viewers’
and Listeners’ Association, to a meeting of Chris-
tian Lunch and Dinner Clubs at the Central Hall,
Westminster, on 24 November 1976.

It is evident that you have been materially mis-
informed about the Albany Trust and its activities.
As a result you have, it is to be hoped inadver-
tently, misled the audience who heard your ad-
dress on 24 November and all those very many
more who have read or heard reports of what you
said.

To enumerate the inaccuracies in your speech:

Firstly, you stated erroneously that the Albany
Trust is “the homosexual lobby front runner”. The
Trust is in fact a Registered Charity whose ob-
jects are to promote psychological health through
research, education and appropriate social action.
While in its early years the Trust concentrated up-
on the provision of counselling and other assistance
for homosexuals in need of it, since at least 1970
our work has lain in the broader field of psycho-
sexual health and education, with especial concern
for members of sexual minorities. We do not have
close links with any specifically homophile organ-
isation. We receive public funds from the Volun-
tary Services Unit of the Home Office and from
the Department of Education and Science, in ad-
dition to private subscriptions and donations.

Secondly, not one of us is conscious of any v
fiuence emanating from “left” elements in the y v
eminent or elsewhere—as distinct from the miﬂ i
or the right—to gain or to maintain Governin®d
support for the Trust; and we consider that > E
remark: “And | mean the left hand” carries 1

plications which are wholly unwarranted, so far®
we are aware. In fact, we have throughout out
istence received both moral and material supP Al

from members of all the three main political par' ms
Thirdly, you said that the Trust “now heS & (ed
own youth officers to counsel what it describes ‘owi

‘the gay teenager’.” In fact, the Trust employ® 0 N)
Youth Officer, funded by the Department of Edu Mi,
tion and Science and supervised by a steering SmP of |
which includes a representative of that Departing ~ a(
His functions are to create a greater awareness e
the situation and needs of members of sexual m N
orities in sex education and youth work train 1 Por
programmes generally. It is no part of his tas* ~ lior

counsel teenagers—nor indeed to work directly " , (i
them to any great extent. He is primarily conoer*l l::
with adult education programmes. ny
Fourthly, you claimed that “some of these y°u. f
counsellors—who work through schools and throDb P/\Zn
j

youth clubs—are otherwise engaged in giving Wil
is euphemistically termed ‘psycho-sexual advl ~— akc
through the columns of various pornographic meS” sor
zines.” The Trust employs or uses no “y°utfl. W)
counsellors”; neither its Field Officer nor its Yon it
Officer “work through the schools” nor “throuf X)
youth clubs”; nor are cither of them or any U
else employed or engaged by the Trust to 81 cag
“psycho-sexual advice” through the columns of a S
magazines—pornographic or other. Y

Fifthly, you alleged that “the support given Jiit
this Organisation” (meaning the Trust) “to Pae j ‘
phile groups” meant that (presumably as taxpaye{ nra
“we are all subsidising and supporting, at least >, Vi
directly, a cause which seeks to normalise sexu i On
attraction and activity between adult males aa a
little glrls ” The Albany Trust does not “81,.
support” (financial or otherwise) to paedop |e
groups”; nor does it promote or encourage II'
person or group in seeking to “normalise”—w . in,
ever that may mean—sexual attraction and activl, i Po
between adult males and little girls: or, for tn 0)
matter, sexual attraction and activity between adu
males or adult females and little boys. v i

Your address, so far as it concerned the Albdl | th
Trust, is most seriously inaccurate and damag*T |
as well as being personally false and libellous I th
each of the Trustees individually and as a body-

We accordingly feel bound, for the protectlQ
and furtherance of our Charitable objects, to ca i

(Continued on page
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NLesson From South Africa

'lliam Benyon's Abortion (Amendment) Bill
"I have been debated by the time of publica-
I0On- How retrogressive a step this amendment
iyuld be has been widely publicised. Here
ﬂ%rrv Duke makes a cogent comparison with
situation in South Africa.

in BSSer<enown by-ﬁroduct of the repressive system
j otith Africa is the terrifyingly high incidence of
lox causet* by septicaemia or haemorrhaging fol-
A #y illegally” procured or self-induced abortions.
.doubt there are a great many other countries
Ich have an equally high or even higher instance
a a*alities resulting from clandestinely performed
Qtions, but | choose to use South Africa as an
ahple jn attacking William Benyon’s private
entber’s Bill because five years as a court re-
tiatar *n Johannesburg convinced me that the irra-
@ attitude to abortion in that country resulted
ly in the deaths of hundreds of women each
f‘»ar’ and an immeasurable degree of human suifer-

p Abortion in South Africa is strictly illegal, and
Ialtles for the “crime” are tremendously high.
et gespite heavy fines and long prison sentences,
Otlons continue to be carried out every day in
W *d back rooms under horrifying conditions,
j Jen 1 was first assigned to the court beat, which
eluded monitoring the inquest records for the
nhannesburg district, | was amazed at the high
cunber Of deaths attributed each week to “septi-
aemia—the result of an abortion procured by pcr-
cn or persons unknown”. Either that, or death
Ni® after messy, self-performed operations with
acting needles or other sharp instruments.
common, in fact, were such deaths that jour-
y. sts never bothered to report on them—unless the
ctiri was white and relatively well-known. The
a’y other time the question of abortion received
Public airing was through the occasional trial of
abortionist. The arrests of these people in re-
“n to the number of deaths caused annually
thr ough inexpert back alley operations were few
Hded and this is surely an indication that the
°lice were unable to handle the burden placed
A them by the law governing abortion.
.Accause the firmly-committed Christian autho-
rs in South Africa would not even entertain
j thought of, let alone embark on, abortion re-
> , the only conclusion one could reach was
j af they felt the death and the misery and the
¢dignity suffered each year because of the repres-
m\é law was far more desirable than shelving their
rational religious objections towards abortion,
hollowed to its logical conclusion, this strong

1

BARRY DUKE

“moral” stand simply proclaims that it is better to
allow both a woman and her foetus to die in the
most sordid possible circumstances than open the
way to a system that would allow a person the
freedom to terminate an unwanted pregnancy un-
der clinically acceptable conditions.

What has this Dark Age stance by a most ill-
iberal regime got to do with liberated, enlightened
Britain? Simply this: Britain took a major step
forward on the road to improving the quality of
life in this country when the existing abortion Act
was introduced in 1967. ft is this progress the anti-
abortionists (who strangely enough count among
their ranks many pro-hanging protagonists) would
dearly like to reverse. To them the present Act
represents freedom of choice—and freedom of
choice runs contrary to popular Christian sentiment.

South Africa is in the unusually powerful posi-
tion of being able to teach the rest of the world
how to avoid tackling a great many things, whether
it be abortion, race relations or censorship. The
least we can do is heed those lessons.

© Stop Press. Mr William Benyon’s Abortion
(Amendment) Bill was given a second reading by
170 votes to 132 on 25 February 1977. It will be
seen as a significant victory for the anti-abortion
lobby. The chamber was crowded, the debate was
heated and reeling ran high. Mrs Renee Short was
among those who spoke strongly of the dangers
that the Bill would decrease the effectiveness of
NHS abortion service and infringe civil liberties.
The measure will now go to a standing committee
for detailed consideration.

Secularists will recognise with respect the firm stand
which the General Synod of the Church of England
has taken on human rights. It is a tragic irony that
within the same week the Archbishop of Luwum in
Uganda, who had apparently stood so firmly for
the human rights of sections of the Ugandan popu-
lation, died in a “car accident”, while being trans-
ported for interrogation. This account seems al-
most certainly a fabrication to cover up yet an-
other political murder instigated by General Amin.
The world’s condemnation of this cruel, ruthless,
lunatic dictator cannot be over-stated. It can only
be noted with regret that a crazed, confused ele-
ment of the Muslim faith seems an aspect of Amin’s
maniac personality. Should the UK Government,
so pedantic in refusing entry to a harmless if tast-
less film-maker such as Thorsen, or so secretive
in its reasons for attempting to deport the Ameri-
can journalists Agee and llosenball, be allowing
President Amin to attend the jubilee celebrations?
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The Origins of Hedonism

Most secularists base their ethical outlook on
Hedonism, which is the individual's search for
happiness, providing this search does not in-
terfere with the happiness of others. Here, the
writer considers two ancient Greek philosophers
who could justifiably claim to be the founding
fathers of Hedonism, and considers their rele-
vance to secularist thought.

Two remarkable Greek thinkers, notable for their
hedonistic outlook, were Aristippus and Epicurus.
They were both vigorous individualists and have both
been denounced as representative of the “deca-
dence” of Greek thought, dubious concept though
that may be. The earlier of the two was Aristippus,
founder of the Cyrenaics, who lived from 435 to
365 BC. Born in Cyrene, North Africa, the son of
a wealthy merchant, he apparently devoted himself
to wandering about in search of pleasure and phil-
osophy. Abundant funds guaranteed the ready avail-
ability of the first, whilst his search for the wisdom
born of philosophical discussion led him to be-
come a disciple of Socrates. There was some differ-
ence of opinion between the two as to what exactly
constituted happiness, Socrates identifying it with
virtue and knowledge, Aristippus identifying it with
momentary pleasures (though he recognized the
pleasure to be derived from intellectual activity). In
his Memorabilia, Xenophon records an argument
between the two in which Aristippus reveals him-
self as a gifted and merciless debater. He scandalised
many by becoming the first disciple of Socrates to
accept payment for giving instruction in philosophy.

He spent the remainder of his life travelling from
place to place, even numbering himself amongst
the courtiers of Dionysus, the Tyrant of Syracuse,
for some time. When questioned about how he re-
conciled the pursuit of wisdom with attendance up-
on a brutal and licentious ruler, he replied, curtly
and characteristically: “l w'ent to Socrates for wis-
dom, Dionysus for money.” When he was once
criticised for bankrupting himself over his famous
mistress, Lais of Corinth, he replied: “I take—I am
not taken.”

Although he evidently was something of a volup-
tuary, he always emphasised the importance of
moderation. Certainly he would have argued the
most desirable experience in life was pleasure, the
most undesirable pain. We know the world exists
because of its pleasurable or painful effect upon us;
at the same time, we cannot make valid inferences
about the nature of independent reality from the
nature of its effect upon us. Aristippus also asserted
that we are only sure of what constitutes pleasure
for us, not for others. Consensus of opinion is no

GEOFFREY WEBSTER

guarantee of identity of experience. Philosophy»
it is to be either productive or honest, must sta
with the most immediate reality experienced
each and every one of us ourselves. ot
He distinguished three possible psychologl
states for a man: violent change, gentle chanS’
no change. The first was undesirable since it mi¢
be preceded, accompanied or followed by pain-
third state, equanimity, was not a pleasurable siae
(this was to be a bone of contention between '?;gt
Cyrenaics and the Epicureans, who claimed
the absence of pain was itself the supreme pleasure)')
Thus, a wise man (that is, a self-interested njl
would avoid the two extreme experiences of agl
tion by violent desires and boredom due to sda-rof
tion, and would regulate his life on the principle
“gentle change”. Unquestionably, bodily pleaS!f
—belly and genital—were the most intense
sures, but a wise man is never possessed by his
sires, impulses and urges, he is their master. Arl
tippus further said that one should not endl
suffering in order to experience happiness in
future, since such pleasure remains problema*1.
He would expect the pleasure to be gained from a
experience to be balanced by the pain that may
tend it, or the “hedonic calculus”, as it was calie *
A man should value his ability to occasionally
go pleasure, if chasing after a particular plcasUff
might appreciably diminish his actual amount
freedom at any given time.

Pleasure and the Individual

Above all, for Aristippus we cannot general*3®
about what pleasure is. Let each person decide 1
themselves what they find agreeable and disagreej
able. The emphasis upon the primacy of personl
experience made a welcome change from the IQ
platitudes of earlier Greek philosophers, and markl
the beginning of a new period of Greek thoughj
in which the systems of the Hellenistic PerlG
(Cyrenaics, Epicureans, Cynics, Sceptics, Stoic5
were to concentrate upon the individual and 4
burning question “How can the individual
happy?” Although he has often been described a
nothing but a silver-tonged libertine, AristipPu,
lived to nearly 80, which showed that pleasure ka
not exactly disagreed with him throughout his

Aristippus died almost a quarter of a century
fore the world began to hear of a young Macea,
onian named Alexander. Epicurus was a product o
the world that began with Alexander, a world 1
which the Greek way of life spread to the b°rdef
of India and heavily influenced the “barbarians” *
Italy known as “Romans”. At the same time, 41
system of Epicurus exercised a tremendous
ence for five or six centuries after his death, *
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Cotfipassionate-man--who-ever lived.

Epicurus of Samos (341-270 BC) was a philoso-
A er By the time he was 30. He spent the last three
cades of his life in a property he had purchased
~the road to Athens, and there he lived and
th) «’ surrounded by a community which offered
e visitor a warm welcome and bread, cheese and
ater for the body. For Epicurus, traditional ab-
. act philosophical speculations were a waste of
» He took from Democritus the atomic theory,
ftly modifying it to allow the falling atoms dis-
.mhuted in infinite space the ability to swerve, col-
fide. and thus form worlds. He was ready to answer
the criticism that this “ability to swerve” in the
°rns contradicted determinism: on the contrary,
e fact that the behaviour of atoms may be un-
rcdictable does not mean they are not causally de-
fined. (This is reminiscent of the “uncertainty
I"nciple” in modern physics, which is said to apply
m certain sub-atomic particles—the fact that their
enaviour is statistically unpredictable does not
can that they are not causally determined either.)
c acknowledged the existence of the gods, which
ere, however, responsible for neither the exist-
ncc nor the government of the universe, but were
InPly ethereal, purely contemplative beings inhabit-
és the space between worlds, neither beneficent
r maleficent, simply indifferent to sublunary hap-
lenings. Thus, Epicurus virtually emasculated the
sods by regarding them as powerless to interfere
the affairs of men. He also denied the immor-
aiity Of ~  sou]( beifeving death meant the ob-
cration of consciousness. To fear death is irra-
°nal, since how can one fear that which is not?

°[lowers_regarding him as the wisest, most cheer-
G it

Measure and Serenity

,» Hor him, pleasures were either “kinetic” or
static”. The Kkinetic pleasures were those which
fQluired the expenditure of excessive amounts of
~ er8y, pleasures of very limited duration. Static
Peasures were preferable and were those states in
P'ch the body and mind are free from pain and
'sturbance, so that we enjoy a state of “ataraxia”,
nruffledness of mind. Differing from Aristippus,
LE Wés reasonably sure that what is pleasurable for

may be so for others also. Like the Cynics, he
Sieved that happiness came from the elimination

superfluous desires. We should avoid what is
Putural but unnecessary, we should also avoid what
Is unnatural and unnecessary, and stick simply to
"hat is natural and necessary. Unlike Aristippus,
he counselled abstention from sexual relations, and
Actually demanded that his followers refrain from
Carriage and parenthood. He was not opposed to
Sexual activity on moral grounds, his opposition
W based on the recognition that sex agitates body

mind and only offers momentary satisfaction.
Serenity is the goal, and anything which opposes

serenity is itself to be opposed. Living simply, hav-
ing likeminded friends, enjoying inexpensive vege-
tarian fare were the ways to attain pleasure for
Epicurus. Since the Cyrenaics ceased to exist as an
independent school in the third century BC, it is
more than likely that they “converted”, en masse,
to Epicureanism.

Whilst the followers of religion offer us deonto-
logical ethics, in other words ethics based on the
notion of “duty”, secularism follows the hedonistic
outlook. Whilst Christian apologists drone on about
the incalculable debt we owe Christianity, the free-
thinker can look back to sages like Aristippus and
Epicurus, who recommended the life based on hap-
piness and cheerfulness. Now that we are awaken-
ing from the long cultural nightmare of Christi-
anity, let us recognise the contributions made to
ethical theory by these two distinguished hedonists.

Albany Trust Awaits Reply

upon you to withdraw publicly each of the false
statements | have listed above, and to join with us
in seeking to obtain as wide a circulation for your
retraction as you achieved for the original publi-
cation of your remarks.

Please let me hear from you in very early re-
sponse to this letter with your confirmation that
you will co-operate, as a matter of urgency, to put
the record straight.

Yours sincerely,
HAROLD HAYWOOD,
Chairman

As no response had been received by 19 January,
the Trust telephoned Mrs Whitehouse to enquire
whether the letter had reached her. She refused
to say, and suggested that the Trust should con-
sult the Post Office. Mr Haywood therefore wrote
again to Mrs Whitehouse:

Dear Mrs Whitehouse,

I understand from my secretary that you may
not have received the letter which | sent to you
by recorded delivery on 17 December.

I accordingly enclose a copy of that letter, and
shall be much obliged for the courtesy of your re-
ply. 1 am sure you will appreciate that this matter
is regarded by the Trustees as important and ur-
gent.

Yours sincerely,
HAROLD HAYWOOD,
Chairman

At the time of going to press in late February,
this usually logquacious lady has steadfastly main-
tained her uncharacteristic silence.
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SOME SAINTS DAY

St Valentine, honoured each February as the patron
saint of romance (and the sale of printed cards),
is out: but Lupercal, the Roman festival of Feb-
ruary 15, associated with fertility rituals, is not
likely to be in. Parallel with the countrywide de-
cline in the number of church attenders, those hon-
oured in the roll of sainthood are to be diminished.

The General Synod of Churches has received
plans from a Liturgical Commission to tidy up the
number of Saints’ days. In the proposals to cut the
number of minor Church of England festivals from
250 to about 80, some of the harp-holders in the
sky are bound to be demoted. A more realistic and
relevant pattern is hoped to be established. Good-
bye St George—hello St Harold? Farewell St Nicho-
las—welcome St Harrods?

TELEVISION OBSERVED BY
RELIGIOUS GROUPS

Television must watch it. It is being carefully ob-
served, not only by the vast majority of the popu-
lation with great frequency and inattention, but also
by a newly formed organisation. The Bristol Family
Life Association (BFLA) has been described as an
organisation to “promulgate and uphold the Chris-
tian standards of family life and public morality”.
The Association has been concerned to survey the
amount of blasphemy, violence and extra-marital
sexual activity on television. In “1984”, by George
Orwell, Big Brother surveyed the population from
a screen in every room, now the would-be guar-
dians of our behaviour are surveying the screen
itself.

In a week shortly after Christmas the BFLA moni-
tored all channels in detail. Many acts of violence
were noted. Everyone must be concerned with acts
of violence in society, though the direct relation-
ship between violence on the screen and in society
is as yet unproven and controversial. Concern with
the quality of personal relationships is also univer-
sal, but whether the context is marital or not seems
of marginal importance. The report tells us that in
the week’s survey there were, between 6 and 9 pm,
96 references to extra-marital sex on ITV, 63 on
BBC2 and 59 on BBCl. Apart from the misap-
prehension that youngsters switch off television
at 9 pm, the grave mistake of the survey is to as-
sume that such a numerical account is likely to
tell you anything more than how inquisitively pru-
rient were the surveyors.

The fact that blasphemies and swear words fea-
tured on 237 occasions during the week’s pro-
grammes suggests simply that they reflect the speech
patterns of the everyday world. (Has anyone worked
out the statistical percentage of such words to the
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total number of words spoken?) Blasphemy °n
radio and television has also been condemned W
the General Synod of the Church of England, whicl
has objected to the “grave offence” caused w
broadcasting authorities allowing the “repeated d|S
honouring of the Lord’s name.” It was complain®

that standards were slipping and that characters r

popular programmes came out with such shocked
as “Oh Christ” and “God blast it”. Would a
more widespread acceptance of Anglo-Saxon e*
pletives be preferable? The continual biased re
ligious slant of broadcasting must annoy ma®
Freethinker readers, but unlike the language of 11
pop group The Sex Pistols this has not, as far &
is known, caused anyone to kick their set to piec<A

SEX, THE LAW AND
THE INDIVIDUAL

Contrary to what some religionists hope, sexua
morality is increasingly being seen as a matter I°r
the individual and not for the law. In several cas#
recently, youths involved in unlawful sexual m-
tercourse with girls under age were acquitted. Judg®
Edward Clarke, QC, at the Old Bailey comments
on one such case: “My view is that this is imtn°f
ality more than criminality, and |1 am not here t0
deal with immorality but with crime.”

Mrs Whitehouse, self-made morals campaigner’
lias commented on these recent cases that the aSc
of consent is being lowered not by Parliamentary
decision but by the law going by default. This, she
has pontificated, is another demonstration of ho"1
uncivilised is a permissive society.

However, her mewing with discontent over tlus
question must have been amply compensated by
her purring with pleasure at Jens Thorsen being
refused entry into the country. The Danish filnl
maker, who plans to make a film on the sex
of Jesus Christ, is provocative, publicity-seeking
and perhaps unlikely to produce a great work
art. But if his film were ever to be completed those
who disliked it could show their displeasure by nol
going and he would probably then lose money. 1j s
predictable rather than disturbing that Mrs Whi*e'
house should express delight in the decision to re-
fuse him entry. What is distinctly more disturbing
is that we apparently have in Merlyn Rees a Home
Secretary who is much more prepared to listen 10
the authoritarian prudes pressing for greater pub'
lie control, than was his predecessor, Roy Jenkins-

A further call for changes in laws relating



AND NOTES

jhorals is more alarming and yet more absurd. The
Nationwide Festival of Light has asked that the
jJ% of consent for homosexual practices be raised
from 21 to 24. They have submitted a report on
age of consent to the Policy Advisory Commit-
on Sexual Offences and to the Criminal Law
Revision Committee at the Home Office. The NFOL
have called for an enquiry into “the whole ques-
i of the spread of homosexual practices and its
Propagation in this country.” Why one might ask,
raise the age to only 24, why not 44 or the age
impotence—94? Fortunately, most people will
Se the suggestion as ludicrous, and appreciate that
real need is to lower the age of consent for
homosexual acts to give equality with heterosexual
behaviour. So ludicrous is this suggestion of the
NFOL that one is tempted to consider it only the
Brotcsque groan of a dying creature, but the Thor-
Sn case and the Whitehouse comments on age of
consent suggest that it is necessary to be vigilant
s° that any backlash be kept back.

JHE POLICE AS VICAR'S
messenger boys?

*he feud between a vicar and his organist must
PE a matter for private concern, though the press
could not resist amusing its readers with accounts

Piano competing with organ at different speeds.
1 is more a matter for public concern that dis-
missal notes from the Vicar of St Mary’s Church,
Andover, to his organist and seven choristers was
delivered by two policemen. Barbara Smoker, Presi-
dent of the National Secular Society, has asked the
Jiome Secretary about the case and the text of her
letter was issued as a press release. The letter read:

“Members of the National Secular Society will,
f am sure, not be alone in their astonishment and
'ndignation at the news that when the Rev Peter
Chandler, vicar of St Mary’s Church, Andover,
Issued notices of dismissal to his organist and seven
choristers these notices were delivered by two police-
men.

We should like to know whether these two police-
men were (a) acting in their official capacity, (b)
"earing uniform and (c) actually on duty.

If the answer to any of these points is affirma-
tive, then we protest most vigorously at this mis-
Ue of police authority and public expenditure in

Private dispute within a particular sect of a par-
I'cular religious persuasion.”

A reply from the Home Office to the NSS claimed

no knowledge of the incident. In view of the wide-
spread publicity, this indicates a lack of informa-
tion which is, to say the least, most surprising.

ANNUAL DINNER

The guest of honour at this year’s National Secu-
lar Society annual dinner is to be Lord Houghton.
The NSS annual dinner has for many years been
one of the Humanist movement’s main social func-
tions. Lord Houghton is widely known for his pub-
lic service inside and outside of Westminster. In
recent years he has been an indefatigable defender
of the 1967 Abortion Act in the House of Lords.
The toast to Lord Houghton will be proposed by
Lena Jeger, who is Member of Parliament for Cam-
den, Holborn and St Paneras North. She has been
a colleague of Lord Houghton for many years.
Mrs Jeger has been a keen worker for social re-
forms and has a fine record as a constituency MP.

The toast to the NSS will be proposed by Peter
Fryer. He is a well known journalist and writer,
whose books include Mrs Grundy: Studies in Eng-
lish Prudery and The Birth Controllers. The re-
sponse on behalf of the NSS will come from Denis
Cobell, who has been active in the movement for
several years. He is secretary of the Lewisham
Humanist Group and recently became a member of
the NSS Executive Committee. The chair will as
usual be taken by the President of the NSS, Bar-
bara Smoker.

The dinner will be held on 2 April at the Paviours
Arms, Page Street, Westminster, SW1. Tickets, £3.50
each, are obtainable from the NSS, 702 Holloway
Road, London N19. (Vegetarians—advance notice
to the NSS is essential.)

Once again there has been an encouraging response
to the appeal for donations to meet the annual
deficit. We thank those readers who contributed
to the Fund during the period 22 January until
21 February.

Anonymous, £1.25; M. Ali, £2.25; A. Ashton,
75p; Mrs M. Chisman, £5; A. Dennis, £6.10; H.
W. Day, £2.25; J. W. Eadon, £3.25; A. Ellisdon,
£3; J. A Farrand, £1.25; Mrs D. Follett, 50p; Mrs
P. A. Forrest, 75p; Mrs G. K. Grubiak, £3.25; W.
Holland, £1.25; E. J. Hughes, £1; Miss C. Jeffrey,
£L; F. W. Jones, £1.25; G. A. Kirk, 75p; Doris
Martin, 98p; Mrs W. A. Mawson, £5; L. M.
Moore, 25p; I. Mordant, 25p; T. Mullins, 50p; A.
Row, £1; E. Royle, 75p; R. Sandilands, £2.25; F.
M. Skinner, £1; D. J. Smith, 50p; G. B. Stowell,
£5.25; Professor Taylor, £3.25; J. Vallance, £3.25;
E. Westman, £1; G. N. Wright, 50p; I. Young,
£1.25. Total £61.88.
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BOOKS

ENQUIRY CONCERNING POLITICAL JUSTICE by
William Godwin, ed. Isaac Kramnick. Pelican Classic,
£2.25.

Godwin’s Enquiry Concerning Political Justice and
its Influence on Modern Morals, to give it its full
title, was published in 1793 and written between
1791 and 1792. It was inspired both by the French
Revolution and by older mentors of Godwin, in
particular Thomas Holcroft and Thomas Paine,
who was in England during the same period writ-
ing Parts | and 1l of Rights of Man. Late in 1792
Paine was elected to the French Convention and
left for Paris just before his trial in London on a
charge of seditious libel. Godwin in publishing his
own book took exactly the same risk; but the mas-
siveness of his work and its philosophical content
put it beyond the reach of proletariat and lower
middle class readers, who avidly read Rights of
Man, in cheap editions, right through to the time
of the Chartists: in spite of the fact that its pub-
lishers and sellers suffered grimly in terms of im-
prisonment and deportation.

Godwin’s 3-guinea book was not considered dan-
gerous enough by the Government to suppress. It
won him instant fame, but an adulation that faded
and turned to desecration as the French Revolution
supposedly jettisoned its early ideals and the Brit-
ish Government, anticipated by writers like Burke,
launched propaganda which was later fortified, in
the English public mind, by the rising and threat-
ening star of Napoleon.

Godwin amended his book eventually in two
further editions, and Professor Kramnick mistak-
enly, | think, has chosen to present the third, pub-
lished in 1798 when Godwin’s backsliding was al-
ready becoming apparent. He had always been what
might be termed a non-combatant defender of lib-
erty, and although his philosophical stance and re-
jection of religion remained, he now became even
more timidly convinced that “the interests of the
human species require a gradual, but uninterrupted
change.” Politics were still “a proper vehicle for a
liberal morality”, founded on the doctrines of
human perfectibility already proclaimed by David
Hartley and Dr Joseph Priestley. Crime would cease
entirely once there was equality of money and pos-
sessions; and Godwin, the one-time minister of re-
ligion turned agnostic, yet retaining all his puri-
tanical scruples in spite of his criticism of marri-
age (as his later admirer and son-in-law Shelley found
to his cost), took directly from Sir Thomas More’s
Utopia the idea that man, in his final moral demo-
cratic state, would totally relinquish the manufac-
ture of all luxuries and “trinkets”, and dress him-
self like twentieth century Maoists in the same
uniform-like clothes.
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Kramnick does not remark on this particular
echo of More, nor did Godwin acknowledge II’
and it is difficult to substantiate the Editor’s claim
that Godwin’s book “was the first great trumpg
against the ‘brute engine—government.” Paine and
others had already preached anarchy as an ideal,
and Godwin was no more unwavering in his advo-
cacy of it, as completely practical politics, than
his predecessors. In spite of the obvious sincerity
of his tenets, it is difficult to disentangle his firer
passages from the jungle of philosophy that spreads
its sometimes impenetrable and repetitive branches
over 795 pages. Its cult of reason has better sur-
vived than its liberal principles, diluted in the light
of events and natural character from the first gl°'v
of revolutionary idealism that still suffused the
1793 edition, in spite of caution: even one of God-
win’s most telling original attacks, on the transpor-
tation of political prisoners and their treatment, IS
much reduced.

The excisions and additions at times make f°r
inconsistency, and in spite of its high philosophies*
tone and prolixity, Political Justice nowhere reveals
the flash of imagery and conciseness and practic-
ality of argument that have preserved Rights of
Man as the far more widely read and politically
influential classic.

It was still worth republication, being long out
of print like Paine’s Common Sense, recently re-
issued by the same paperback firm. Both men’s
works are a part of our radical heritage, and the
Age of Enlightenment that first set the steps of
modern man in the direction of religious scepti-

cism.
AUDREY WILLIAMSON

ABORTION IN DEMAND by Victoria Greenwood and
Jock Young. Pluto Press.

Abortion must be the key to a new world for
women, not a bulwark for things as they are,
economically nor biologically. Abortion should not
be either a perquisite of the legal wife only, nor
merely a last remedy against illegitimacy. It should
be available for any woman, without insolent in-
quisitions, nor ruinous financial charges, nor tangles
of red tape. For our bodies are our own.—F. W-
Stella Browne, 1935.

| totally agree with this quotation and am aston-
ished that it should have been written in 1935. |
felt a grim satisfaction at the phrase “without in-
solent inquisitions”. Insolence is what females have
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to suffer from about the age of 13. Up till then
¢ are sometimes seen as people likely to have en-
quiring minds, like Alice in Wonderland. After
about 13 the insolence of the salesmen of deodorants
and such confuse our advances to sexual hopes and
rears. The insolence of priests and professional coun-
cilors shadow our adult sexual pleasures. Doctors,
welfare workers and maternity ward personnel in-
solently treat our motherhood as though it robbed
us of judgment and brains. It goes on right through
the menopause. Only in old age is the equality of
Ihc sexes reached and that because in old age both
sexes are treated with equal insolence.

So a book with such a text should be a refreshing
treatment of abortion as a technique to be used on
the sole decision of the women concerned, neither
urged on them nor withheld. But what a let down
this book is! It rightly rejects the insolence of those
Playing God by deciding which women *“deserve”
abortions and which not. But it undoes its good
championing of women’s right to hold their own
reasons (which surely they should not even be ob-
liged to articulate) by wanting the demand for ab-
°rtion to be a weapon in the revolutionary struggle
°f the Left! This just about equals the insolence of
the Pope.

After several chapters making excellent case
against reformist nosey-parkers such as the MPs
James White and Leo Abse, who support what they
call socially necessary abortions but want to with-
hold them from trivial and frivolous women, with
bureaucrats deciding who is trivial and frivolous,
the authors disclose that their real aim is that the
abortion demand should be “put forward from a
socialist perspective. Restrictions on NHS facilities
for abortion, for instance, can be related to the
general opposition to private medicine and to cuts
within the private sector.”

They caution that it is necessary to oppose any
legislation which contains within it notions of com-
pulsory counselling, as there is, for instance, in
Swedish legislation. | do agree. Women who know
what they want only need to be told how and
where to get it, so that they can be olf and away
on more interesting occupations, trivial and frivo-
lous or not. However, in a lifetime connection with
the birth control movement in many countries |
have never encountered any counsellors who in-
truded the population explosion into advice to in-
dividual abortion seekers, as the authors imply is
the risk. It is particularly unlikely in Sweden. But
having rebuked Sweden for intrusive counselling
the authors then say there must be “interposed be-

tween the state and the individual counsellors whose
sympathies lie with the women’s movement. For an
important counselling role exists at each stage in
the process of having an abortion. First the real
alternatives . . . should be discussed: housing facili-
ties, social security support, job opportunities . . .
day nurseries . . . pressures from parents or the
father of the child ... a candid assessment of the
concrete support if the woman were to have the
child.” Good grief! It would take all day. And on
the same page Greenwood and Young have been
denouncing paternalistic counsellors!

Poor women; when our problems come up there
are always other fish to fry, if not priestly or com-
mercial, then revolutionary. Imagine going to get a
wanted abortion and having your ear chewed ofT
with Marxist rhetoric and having to discuss your
private relationship with your parents and sexual
partner. This is abortion on demand?

These revolutionary Left authors are no more
prepared to let women off having to give “reasons”
than are the bourgeois legislators they airily brush
with the unwarranted words “racist and fascist”.
Take their statement: “Abortion is a right of the
individual and the provision of facilities a duty of
the state in so far as the necessity for abortion is
often a product of precisely the social order which
the state safeguards.” The phrase which | have em-
phasised is just a lump of revolutionary rhetoric.
The necessity for abortion is simply that the woman
wants it. Were it an indication that the social order
was in a mess what are we to think of the social
order in Communist countries, where abortion rates
are higher, much higher, than in capitalist ones, as
the book’s own tables show?

With the professed aim of the authors—that
women have the right to utilise medical techniques,
abortion or contraception, so that they can, if they
wish, enjoy sex without child production—I agree.
But | am indignant at their real aim of using
women’s discontent for the revolutionary recon-
struction of society. Don’t trust them, sisters! Be
revolutionaries yourselves if you are convinced, but
don’t mix that up with human rights.

The book is dishonest about the treatment women
can expect in Communist countries, unless they are
as eternally vigilant as they have to be in capitalist
ones. The authors mention Rumania only once, and
then airily as a “pragmatic government” which with-
drew abortion facilities in 1966. They do not de-
scribe nor discuss the tremendous hardship for
women and long prison terms for helpful doctors re-
sulting from this tyrannical, pro-natalist decision.
Nor is any mention made of the quite harsh popu-
lation policies of China, where the birth rate is be-
ing deliberately and successfully lowered by enforced
late marriage, puritan sex attitudes, rationing and
public bullying of those who have a baby out of
turn.

“Women’s freedom, the conditions needed to bring
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up children, and the separation of procreation from
sexuality matter to everybody”, says the book, and
then all is spoilt by the next sentence: “They are
the real arguments against the population control-
lers.” Are not those aims real of themselves?
Population control should not, of course, be in-
truded into the private sex lives of individual
women, any more than should pro- or anti-revolu-
tionary aims. But nevertheless it is a genuine and
sensible concern. The earth is finite, as the rulers
of China recognise. Let us hope that we in the free
world can move towards the equilibrium of popula-
tion and resources and space more humanely than
the Chinese, and with more intellectual honesty
than the authors of this book. It is in the Commu-
nist world, Chinese or Russian style, that the birth
rates are tumbling down. They are far more skil-
ful manipulators of women than we “bourgeois re-
formers”.
BARBARA CADBURY

BORN AGAIN by Charles W. Colson. Hodder & Stough-
ton, £4.95.

To hear Charles Colson tell it, the Watergate bur-
glary and cover-up were the inevitable consequences
of Richard Nixon’s aggressive approach to affairs
of State and his overweaning pride in the office of
President of the United States. Mr Colson, Special
Consul to the President and White House “hatchet
man”, has written this account of his contribution
to Nixon’s administration and his own conversion
to the faith once the scandal had been exposed and
“all the President’s men” began to fall before the
US Senate Investigating Committee. As Colson re-
peatedly points out, he was not directly involved in
Watergate. He was indicted and received a one-to-
three year prison sentence for his part in the con-
spiracy to discredit Daniel Ellsberg, the former aide
responsible for leaking the Pentagon Papers on Viet-
nam to the New York Times.

Colson’s crime was analogous to Nixon’s: he was
aware of the break-in of the office of Ellsbcrg’s psy-
chiatrist, but was immediately to blame. Neverthe-
less, he speaks of Ellsberg as a subversive against
US security, and seems to have accepted the task
of exposing him with the alacrity of the House
Committee on Un-American Activities 20 years
earlier. This was typical of the loyalty which Nixon
inspired and Colson himself personified. He is per-
haps most widely known for having boasted that he
would “run over his own grandmother” to get the
President re-elected.

Born Again reveals other striking similarities be-
tween the two men. Both were the products of
humble, middle-class families, and both display
curious feelings of inferiority towards members of
the Eastern Establishment. Colson’s own hubris led
him to refuse a fully-paid place at Harvard Univer-
sity. When applying to a Washington child adoption
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agency following a divorce and remarriage, he ad-
mitted to the interviewer that he had never done
anything wrong in his life. The tone of the entire
book makes Colson appear as self-righteous and
penitent as the most dedicated catch-penny journa-
list. He was raised, he claims, according to the Pro-
testant gospel of work. The sentimentality with
which he describes his relationship with his parents
recalls Nixon’s tearful remembrance of his Quaker
mother on his final day of office.

There is indeed something grotesque about such
mawkishness. An ex-Marine, Colson is able to re-
place conventional morality with devotion to duty
in order to justify any political intrigue. He duly
defends Nixon’s own contention that Watergate re-
sulted from a breach of faith against the President
by the Congress and the liberal Press.

This type of inverted logic informs Colson’s re-
ligious transformation. He begins his memoir on a
note of pious foreboding. Election night, 1972, finds
him alone in a corner, subdued admist the celebra-
tion of the biggest presidential landslide in Ameri-
can history. Something is definitely wrong, he con-
fides to a concerned wife and son. He confesses
having mixed emotions about serving Nixon through
a second term. Not the President himself, but his
lieutenants, Haldcman, Ehrlichman and Mitchell
are the cause of his misgivings. They in turn sus-
pect Colson of being not quite “one of the boys™

That is very nearly the extent of Colson’s inside
exposé. His prose is rife with intimation of evil
misdoings, though little is ever uncovered and, in
the end, what the reader confronts is Colson on
Colson, the brilliant example of patriotic loyalty
and sincere Christian benevolence.

In fairness, Colson is admittedly abject, devoting
more than half the book to details of his accep-
tance of Christ through the ministrations of fellow
Christians. Yet his attempt to liken the prison at
Maxwell Air Force base to Geths where he con-
verts the most hardened criminals into a small band
of disciples is about as genuinely heroic as a mock
assault by an army cadet battalion.

Colson expresses bitterness about Press reaction
toward his conversion. If they did not quite believe
him, he says, at least he managed to provide them
with one of the few moments of light relief through-
out the whole Watergate crisis. One is left with a
similar feeling about this book.

JAMES MACDONALD

TELEVISION

THE WARRIOR'S RETURN by Beryl Balnbridge. BBC2-

A series entitled “The Velvet Glove” on BBC2 is
dealing with six women who combined toughness
and attractiveness. It has included Marie Stopes-
Roe, Elizabeth Fry, Edith Cavell and the play here



reviewed concerned Mrs Annie Besant. All of them
were women of unusual strength of character; all
°r them made their mark on history. The series
nas been uneven, making ponderous rather than
captivating television at times. The play about
Elizabeth Fry was distinctly leaden, despite an un-
Predictably effective piece of casting with Vivien
Merchant as an attractively steely Elizabeth Fry.
in the play depicting Marie Stopes-Roe, despite a
Plethora of flashbacks, an interesting portrait of a
Pioneer of birth control was given, as seen from
the cantankerous perspective of her latter days.

Annie Besant (1847-1933), once Vice-President

the National Secular Society, had a life of great
jength and variety. It is no mean feat to encompass
In °ne play the many lives of Annie Besant: atheist
anJ campaigner, champion of the poor, theoso-
Phist and spiritualist, traveller, lover of India and
active fighter for Indian independence. The play
attempted to do this by moving swiftly through her
hfe and separating the stages in her development
by titles, photographs and newsreels. Headings such
as “1873 Unholy Wedlock”, “1887 Annie Militant”
and “1892 Annie Visible and Invisible” anchored the
historical moments upon which the play focused. A
strong sense of the swift revolving process of time
"as given as we moved from a facsimile of the title
Page of John Stuart Mill’s The Subjection of
Women to a photograph of George Bernard Shaw,
to glimpses of the Jazz Age. Each section was also
separated with a weird circular diagram, probably
representing astral planes and a whirling wheel dis-
solving into the next scene. I am not entirely sure
'f such visual effects were totally successful, but
they did help to shape the play.

Other attempts at special visual effects were
made. For instance, a phrase of Annie’s which was
often used concerned her desire to open new doors;
and in the light of this a number of shots (especi-
ally the opening one in which her brutal clerical
husband Frank Besant swung open the door and
sneered “Writing again”) were given added visual
Point. There were moments, however, when one
felt the visual gimmicks had more to do with a
limited budget than with artistic effect—energetic
hectoring of crowds on an empty screen, with taped
crowd noises off, has been a hallmark of the scries.

It was disappointing that only a rather brief
mention was made of the “Fruits of Philosophy”
trial, the centenary of which is being commem-
orated by the National Secular Society this year.
Many of the significant events of her life were
seen from a tangent. Her interest in socialism and
the match girls strike was shown with a chat with
a girl whose objections to striking were quickly
overcome by Mrs Bcsant’s earnest strictures on
fighting for two meals a day. Annie’s interest in
the poor, the underdog was a consistent theme of
her life—whether they were people deprived of in-
formation about contraception, Indians denied in-

dependence, or women refused higher education.

Another consistent theme was seen to be her
vulnerable fascination with enthusiastic men of
ideas. The man to whom she was closest in her
life was Charles Bradlaugh and contrary to the
gossip of the period their relationship was entirely
chaste. A wistful scene when the two of them,
towards the end of Bradlaugh’s life, gently referred
to what might have been “If we had been free”
was a deeply felt moment in the play. Her fascina-
tion with Edward Aveling, later to be the ruin of
Eleanor Marx, led her towards Fabianism and when
she felt scorned by him she was deeply disap-
pointed. The emotional depression, the swings from
enormous enthusiasm to heartfelt despair, perhaps
came closest to explaining her extraordinary life.
Once caught up in Theosophy, C. W. Leadbeater
was to be the man to whom she remained constantly
loyal. This was not an easy task, since his procliv-
ity for young boys caused several scandals. (One
such scandal was portrayed with wry humour: to
C. W. Leadbeater’s indignation at the publicity
given to the scandal Annie Besant cried out “It
is not vegetarianism and sea bathing that interest
the English newspapers.”) The crucial influence
over the second part of her life was Madame
Blavatsky, who introduced her to Theosophy (and
her gender was in doubt, it was suggested later in
the play).

There was some fine acting in the play. Lila
Kaye, as Madame Blavatsky, gave a delightful
cameo sketch of someone taking enormous delight
in her own eccentricity, in lighting a cigarette with
great gusto, in presenting an unusual blend of mis-
chievousness and mysticism. Denholm Elliott as C.
W. Leadbeatcr bore an uncanny resemblance to
photographs of him. Robert Hardy gave an excel-
lent picture of Bradlaugh, getting very much in-
side this fiery but subtle character. As Annie
Besant herself, Rosemary Leach gave the most re-
markable performance of the play, rich in its vari-
ety of moods and particularly effective in moving
from eager, energetic youth to strange but fiery
old age. Annie Besant was a woman too large,
too silly, too brave, too bizarre, too energetic, too
curious ... to be encompassed by one performance,
one play, one movement.

The play had its weaknesses. One could question
the balance of incidents, and the overall perspec-
tive, and | wonder whether those unfamiliar with
the incidents would have found the play entirely
clear throughout. Beryl Bainbridge, whose script
this was, has written novels of great psychological
subtlety and with a very exact feel for period. In
“The Warrior’s Return” she has written a play
that was fascinating and the best to date in the
series; but for me it remained tantalisingly unsatis-
factory as a whole, just as Mrs Besant’s life re-
mains tantalisingly inexplicable in its entirety.

JIM HERRICK

45



I'm sorry David Tribe ("The Freethinker", February)
is disappointed that my "Beardsley and his World",
a book in a biographical series, is biographical and
not something else, but I'm grateful for his kindness
to my earlier book on Beardsley, which was not bio-
graphical.

I can't agree that what he calls my "topographical
detective work" could have been "taken for granted".
If you are publishing for the first time facts that
were previously unknown, it seems only fair to state
the evidence. Then, if you've misconstrued it, some-
one else can have a go.

David Tribe himself asserts something that was
certainly unknown until now. Mabel Beardsley, he
writes, "probably had an affair with Heather Firbank".
Surely Mr Tribe owes it to history to publish the
detective work that has led him to this remarkable
probability. Otherwise | shall always suspect that
his evidence consists of his misreading of my pre-
vious book on Beardsley, where | say: "I can find
no evidence they so much as met; but if poetic justice
exists, surely Mabel Beardsley had a love affair with

Heather Firbank."
BRIGID BROPHY

I write concerning the poem "The Love That Dares
to Speak its Name"™ by James Kirkup. In the account
of the erotic relationship between the dead body of
Jesus Christ and the Centurion a more apt and hon-
est description in choice of title would have been
"The Lust that Dares to Speak its Name". Neverthe-
less the freedom to publish must not be denied.
DORIS MARTIN

Having recently been lent a copy of "The Freethinker"
I was surprised how very superficial were the thoughts
expressed therein. Of course one would not judge
all so-called Freethinkers from one copy of the maga-
zine but, if | may, | should like to comment on one
of the articles in the January number.

Mr George Jaeger wrote about his reasons for
leaving the ministry into which he had been ordained
and for finally abandoning Christianity altogether.

Obviously Mr Jaeger was very honest and sincere,
but it somewhat astonished mo that he had apparently
given little thought to the question of suffering until
it hit him personally. He must have known about the
horrors of wars that had taken place all through the
ages before the particular one In which he actually
served when ho saw them with his own eyes. Equally
he must surely have been aware that thousands of
mongol, and mentally and physically handicapped,
children are born every year with all the consequent
suffering for themselves and their parents. And yet
only when the tragedy hit his own sister does he ap-
pear to have given the matter any serious thought.

| do not blame Mr Jaeger for not having found any
way of reconciling a good God with the misery and
evil in the world seeing that | have never yet heard
an orthodox clergyman who has anything helpful to
say on the subject, other than that it is a mystery
to be accepted with faith. This is not the place to
express my own views on this matter, but it does
seem extraordinary that any man should enter the
church and serve as a priest for eleven years without
having come to terms with this problem, seeing that
a major part of his work must be to try to help and
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comfort the suffering and the bereaved. However,
one must congratulate him on having at last got out
of a false position and hope that his "freethinking
will help him in time to find deeper understanding.
L. W. A. FINDLAY

Secret Service and Cults

movement often reveals a series of motives for its
existence and appeal that bears little relation to
what we call “religion” or “religious belief”. It is
too easy to dismiss them as money-making schemes
and leave it at that. The potential effect they might
have on society is far more important than the
funds they raise. In a world of cause and effect, cults
do not just “happen”. They are started by a per-
son or group. Money and politics may only be a
side-show to the major long-term aim, which is
changing and manipulating minds. That is one of
the most vital end-products of any effective intelli-
gence agency.

THE FREETHINKER
VOLUME 95 (1975)

Price £2.60 plus 30p postage

(Bound volumes for other years available:
various prices)

G. W. Foote & Company
702 Holloway Road, London N19 3NL

“Humanism can be described as the conscience of
the community, since it concerns itself among other
things with establishing a sensible moral code for
society,” explains someone connected with a meet-
ing on Sunday.

The meeting in Kenilworth, at 3 pm is prelim-
inary to the formation of a local Humanist group
which will cover in addition Coventry, Leamington
and South Warwickshire. Anyone desiring infor-
mation about the group is asked to contact Roy
Saich, 34 Spring Lane, Kenilworth, Warwickshire.

9 Extract from “Kenilworth Weekly News”, 4
February 1977.

CHARLES WILSHAW
THE RIGHT TO DIE
25p plus 10p postage



publications

H:;8 Presui”*Ption of Atheism, Antony Flew £3.50 (26p).
isn!*°li io Margaret Knight, £3.75 (26p). Human-
Fro j r~ara Smoker, 50p, (9p). The Longford Throat to
Odom, Brigid Brophy, 10p, (7p). The Right to Die,
yiliar es. Wilshaw, 25p, (9p). An Introduction to Secular
nianism. Kit Mouat, 45p, (9p). What Humanism is
JeeuUt' Kit Mouat, 53p, (26p). The Dead Sea Scrolls,
nri Allegro, 95p (17p). Morality Without God, Chap-
Coh =°'len' 5p, (7p). WomanandChristianity,Chapman
(7nfn’ Thomas Paine, Chapman Cohen, 15p,
j P). Religious Roots of the Taboo on Homosexuality,
S Pn Lauritsen, 20p, (9p). The Absurdities of Christian
b 1?7nCQ Joseph McCabe, 12p, (7p). The Jesuits:
Cs -ij?us Rogues, Joseph McCabe, 12p, (7p). How
Ph I?t'an'tv Triumphed, Joseph McCabe, 12p (7p).
(7h 'C Elem3nts in Religion, Joseph McCabe, 12p,
(7Pi Erauc* °f Spiritualism, Joseph McCabe, 12p,
1P inNe9enc*s faints ant* Martyrs, Joseph McCabe,
yJ** (7p). Morals in Ancient Babylon, Joseph McCabe,
1 P (7p). Revolt Against Religion, Joseph McCabe,
lyP' (7p). Psychology of Religion, Joseph McCabe,
M ~ (Tp). The Sources of Christian Morality, Joseph
in?La’30, ’\Zﬁ, (7p). Lies and Bunk About Racial Super-
. "V, Joseph McCabe, 12p, (7p). The Moorish Civilisa-
,» Nen Spain, Joseph McCabe, 12p, (7p). The Degrada-
h of Women, Joseph McCabe, 12p, (7p). Rl and Sur-
SrIS'" Maarice Hill, 5p, (7p). The Cost of Church
hools, David Tribe, 20p, (7p). Religion and Ethics in
®nools, David Tribe 8p, (7p). The Case Against
hurch Schools, Patricia Knight, 20p, (7p). The Little
ae" Sphoolbook, s. Jansen, 30p, (11p). Why | am Not
Christian, Bertrand Russell, £1, (17p). On Educa-

th’n' Bertrand Russell, 65p, (20p). Education and
y® Social Order, Bertrand Russell, 75p, (17p).
"Popular Essays, Bertrand Russell, £1, (20p).
p°ads to Freedom, Bertrand Russell, 60p, (20p).

actiee ancj Theory of Bolshevism, Bertrand Russell,

Ro*  ~7P)- Principles and Social Reconstruction,
ertrand Russell, 75p, (20p). Mysticism and Logic,
g®rtrand Russell, 75p, (20p). Marriage and Morals,
I®rtrand Russell, 55p, (20p). Legitimacy versus

uustrialism, Bertrand Russell, 50p, (20p). In Praise
Idleness, Bertrand Russell, £1, (20p). Authority

n the Individual, Bertrand Russell, 60p, (14p).
p ~mon Sense and Nuclear Warfare, Bertrand
g ssell, 40p, (14p). The Conquest of Happiness,
ertrand Russell, £1, (17p). Impact of Science on
Bo .'Otv' Bertrand Russell, 60p, (17p). Political Ideals,
Brtrand Russell, 50p, (14p). Bertrand Russell's Best,
obert E. Enger, £1, (17p). Bertrand Russell: a
,116' Herbert Gottchalk, 25p, (17p). Bertrand Russell:
n . Passionate Sceptic, Allen Wood, 50p, (20p). The
j '9ms of Christianity, G. A. Wells, 20p, (7p). The
(a7US °* EarlY Christians, G. A. Wells, £2.95,
¢I'"P). Broadcasting, Brainwashing, Conditioning,
avid Tribe, 25p, (7p). Nucleoethics: Ethics In
l°dern Society, David Tribe, 90p, (26p). Questions
a Censorship, David Tribe, £4.75, (55p). Religion
Human Rights, David Tribe, 3p, (7p). President
paries Bradlaugh, MP, David Tribe, £4, (70p).
y 9 Years of Freethought, David Tribe, £1.50, (47p).
m[pert Armstrong and his Worldwide Church of God,
y Bowden, 25p, (11p). Rights of Man, Thomas Paine,
gPP- (20p). Pioneers of Social Change, Royston Pike,
P (20p). A Chronology of British Secularism, G. H.
paVior, 10p, (7p). 103: History of a House, Elizabeth
retins, 5p, (7p). Radical Politics 1790-1900: Religion
Unbelief, Edward Royle, 65p, (20p). The Devil's

of »a‘n' P- Cutner, 10p, (lip). Gods and Myths
~Northern Europe, D. E. E. Davidson, 80p, (17p).
fle Bible Handbook, G. W. Foote and W. Ball,

65p, (20p). Sociology of Religion, Ronald Roberston,
75p, (23p). Boys and Sex, W. B. Pomeroy, 60p,
(14p). Girls and Sex, W. B. Pomeroy, 60p, (14p).
The Nun Who Lived Again, Phyllis Graham, 5p,
(6p). Rome or Reason, R. G. Ingersoll, 10p, (11p).
The Vatican versus Mankind, Adrian Pigott, 20p,
(20p). The Vatican Billions, Avro Manhattan, £3,
(29p). Tho Humanist Outlook, Editor: A. J. Ayer,
95p, (32p). Tha Humanist Revolution, Hector Hawton,
95p, (20p). Controversy, Hector Hawton, 95p, (21p).
A Humanist Glossary, Odell & Barfield, 20p, (9p).
Humanism and Moral Theory, Reuben Osborn, 60p,
(20p). A Humanist Anthology, Margaret Knight, 60p,
(20p). Christianity: The Debit Account, Margaret
Knight, 3p, (7p). Housing: an Anarchist Approach,
Colin Ward, £1.25, (23p). Ethics Without God, Kai
Nielson, 95p, (17p). Birth Control, NSS Report, 20p,
(7p). Abortion Counselling, Madeleine Sims, 50p,
(9p). Ten Non Commandments, Ronald Fletcher, 13p,
(7p). Origin of the Species, Charles Darwin, 60p,
(23p). Tho Rights of Old People, NSS Report, 15p,
(7p). Middle East Mythology, S. H. Hooke, 90p,
(17p). Lift up Your Heads, William Kent, 30p, (11p).
Life, Death and Immortality, P. B. Shelly, 10p, (7p).
Not in God's Image, Julia O'Faolain (Ed), 50p, (23p).
The Arts in a Permissive Society, Christopher Macy,
75p, (14p). On the Nature of the Universe, Lucretius,
75p, (20p). Way of Zen, Alan Watts, 60p, (17p).
Secret History of the Jesuits, E. Paris, £2.50, (23p).
Religion in Modern Society, H. J. Blackham, £1, (29p).
Civil Liberty; NCCL Guide, Anna Coote and Larry Grant,
50p, (23p). Against Censorship, various authors, 25p,
(11p). Whose Land, James Parkes, 40p, (20p). Intro-
duction to Politics, Harold Laski, 50p, (14p). Women's
Rights: A Practical Guide, Anna Coote and Tess
Gill, 60p, (20p). Our Pagan Christmas, R. J. Condon,
20p, (7p). Power, Bertrand Russell, £1, (17p). Did
Jesus Exist? G. A. Wells, £5.80, (47p). Poems of an
Angry Dove, Kit Mouat, £1.20, (16p). The Freethinker
Bound Volume 1974, Editor: Christopher Morey,
£2.70, (47p). Fact and Fiction in Psychology, H. J.
Eysenck, 65p, (20p). Freedom versus Organisation,
Bertrand Russell, 50p, (20p). The Debate on
Spiritualism, Joseph McCabe, 12p, (7p). The Non-
sense Called Theosophy, Joseph McCabe, 12p, (7p).
Anarchy, Erricho Malatesta, 25p, (14p). Wider Hori-
zons (suggestions for school readings), 30p, (9p).
Tho Rise of tho Mediocracy, David Tribe, £4.95,
(29p). The Tamarisk Tree, Dora Russell, £5.95, (47p).
Thomas Paine: His Life, Work and Times, Audrey
Williamson, £5, (47p). Wilkes: a Friend to Liberty,
Audrey Williamson, £4.95 (47p). Oration on Thomas
Paine, R. G. Ingersoll, 20p, (7p). Witchcraft and
Sorcery, Max Marwick (Ed), £1.25 (20p). Sakharov
Speaks. 30p, (14p). Common Sense, Thomas Paine,
60p, (14p). The Psychology of Superstition, Gustav
Jahonda, 30p, (14p).

Obtainable by post from 702 Holloway Road, London
N19 3NL (telephone 01-272 1266).

Make cheques and postal
FOOTE & COMPANY.

orders payable to G. W.

Figure in brackets denotes postage
overpayment of postage will be credited.

charge; any

NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY
MEMBERSHIP ENQUIRIES to the General Secretary,
702 Holloway Road, London N19 3NL

47



NATIONAL SECULAR SOCIETY

Coming Events

The Paviours Arms, Page Street,
Westminster, London SW1

Saturday, 2 April, 6 pm for 6.30 pm

ANNUAL DINNER

LORD HOUGHTON (Guest of Honour)
LENA JEGER, MP; PETER FRYER;
DENIS COBELL; BARBARA SMOKER

Tickets: £3.50 each, from NSS
(Vegetarians catered for)

Conway Hall, Red Lion Square
Holborn, London WC1

Wednesday, 13 April, 7.45 pm

PUBLIC MEETING

to commemorate the 100th anniversary of the
prosecution of Charles Bradlaugh and Annie
Besant for publishing a pamphlet on birth
control (“The Fruits of Philosophy”)

EDWARD ROYLE, historian and author of
“Victorian Infidels”

ALASTAIR SERVICE, Chairman of the Family

Planning Association

DAVID YALLOP, author of the television play
based on the trial

Conway Hall, London
Friday, 27 May, 7.45 pm

PUBLIC MEETING
REPEAL THE BLASPHEMY LAWS

BRIAN SEDGMOOR, MP; NICOLAS
WALTER; BARBARA SMOKER

THE FREETHINKER

EVENTS

Brighton and Hove Humanist Group. Imperial Hotel'
First Avenue, Hove. Sunday, 3 April, 5.30 pm-
Stark Murray: "Can we Separate Ethics and Politics
in Health?"

Belfast Humanist Group. Meetings on the second
Thursday of the month, 8 pm. 8a Grand Parade
Castlereagh. Secretary: Wendy Wheeler, 30 Cloyn8
Crescent, Monkstown, Co Antrim, telephono White-
abbey 66752.

Humanist Holidays. Easter at Southsea and Summer
Holiday at Ross-on-Wye (small hotel and campinS
site). No single rooms at either centre. Details: I"[rS
M. Mepham, 29 Fairview Road, Sutton, Surrey, tele-
phone (01) 642 8796.

Lewisham Humanist Group. Unitarian Meeting House.
41 Bromley Road, Catford, London SE6. Thursday.
31 March, 7.45 pm. Bob Smith (speaker) and filf'
on the League Against Cruel Sports.

London Young Humanists. 13 Prince of Wales Ter-
race, W8. 7.30 pm. Admission (non-members) 30p.
Sunday, 20 March. Discussion: "Changing Society <
Sunday, 3 April. Speaker: David Pedley of Friends 0
the Earth on "Environment".

London Secular Group (outdoor meetings). Thursdays.
12.30-2 pm at Tower Hill; Sundays, 3-7 pm at Marble
Arch. ("The Froethinker" and other literature on sale.)

Merseyside Humanist Group. Lecture Room, 46 Hahl
ilton Square, Birkenhead. Meeting held on the third
Wednesday of the month, 7.45 pm.

Muswell Hill Humanist Group. 43 Pages' Lane, Loo-

don N10. Thursday, 17 March, 8 pm. Jeff Crawford:
"Race in Perspective".

South Place Ethical Society. Conway Hall, Red Lion
Square, London WC1. Sunday, 20 March, 11 am.
H. J. Blackham: "Fifty Years a Humanist".

The arclidioccsan authorities in Liverpool have
warned that the Catholic population is declining
dramatically. There has been a 50 per cent drop
in baptisms in the last ten years. This means that
the Catholic population will be predominantly elder-
ly in the future. A Pastoral Plan has indicated that
this must mean a large-scale contraction of schools
and churches.

"The Freethinker" was founded in 1881 by G. W. Foote and is
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