
Cd

^Freethinker
Founded by G W Foote in 1881

^  114 No 6 June 1994

Bradlaugh House Humanist Centre opens in London on June 21



Page 82

UP FRONT
Behind the 
bike sheds

with the Editor

WHY do so many MPs whose careers 
flourished under Margaret Thatcher look 
like grubby provincial solicitors who’ve 
been caught with their fingers in the till?

Could it be that Baroness Pergau’s person
nel-selection skills were on a par with her gift 
of political prophecy (1987: “Anyone who 
thinks that the ANC is going to run the govern
ment in South Africa is living in Cloud Cuckoo 
Land’’)1?

Not that I’m complaining: being able to look 
at a chap and know at once that he is lying or 
is wholly cynical or is drunk, or is some 
statesmanlike mixture of the three, is useful in 
a democracy. I mention it merely to emphasise 
how different from the common herd of politi
cians is John Patten, Secretary of State for 
Education.

Patten is more dangerous than any liar or 
cynic or inebriate: he is a zealot for Roman 
Catholicism -  see those eyes, ever scanning 
for sin -  and he sincerely believes that the bad 
things he does are good. Take his draft guide
lines on sex education in schools, to come into 
effect in September. He holds that it is entirely 
moral to force teachers “to make sure that 
pupils’ parents are told if they are having 
under-age sex and the guidelines leave the 
door open for a test case to be brought before 
the courts” (The Independent, May 7).

Under-age sex is wrong per se. It is a good 
and Christian thing to grass-up those who 
practise it, Patten reasons. But how do the 
teacher-sneaks find out about pubescent pec
cadilloes? From kids who come to them seek
ing advice on contraception, AIDS, pregnan
cy, of course.

And when the youngsters discover that 
teachers tell! They will simply stop confiding 
in Sir and Miss. They will also carry on with 
their sexual activities -  and sexually-transmit
ted diseases and teenage pregnancies will con
tinue to result from their ignorance.

See what I mean about John Patten being 
dangerous? Small wonder that there would be 
few tears shed in the Department of Health 
were he to be appointed to some more appro
priate post, say Our Man in the Vatican.

Patten was intensely agitated when the story 
about kids from a Leeds school asking ques
tions about oral sex and protein-rich Mars bar 
parties hit the front pages, and he is insisting 
that teachers should deal with such cheeky 
pupils’ questions outside class, so long as they 
have consulted parents.

Doug Me Avoy, General Secretary of the 
National Union of Teachers, put that bit of 
nonsense into perspective: “The idea that not 
answering a question from a precocious child 
in front of the class will confine that informa

tion to that child is ludicrous. The rest of the 
class will hardly be able to wait to find out the 
answer -  behind the bike shed” (The 
Guardian, May 7).

Happily, Patten’s diktat that teachers should 
not give advice on contraception to children 
under 16 without parental consent will be 
ignored by many teachers. The same issue of 
The Guardian quoted David Hart, of the 
National Association of Head Teachers: “Most 
schools will continue to deliver sex education 
lessons and give individual advice to pupils as 
they have always done, even if it means ignor
ing aspects of the Department’s advice.”

Mind you, if Patten does drag some hapless 
teacher before the courts for failing to tell par
ents that their son or daughter is involved in 
under-age sex -  that is, that he or she has 
sought contraceptive advice -  it could at least 
clear-up the present uncertain state of affairs.

The ruling in a case brought by the Blessed 
Victoria Gillick in 1985 gave doctors and 
nurses the right to give confidential advice to 
under-16s without telling their parents, but 
teachers were not covered. There is always the 
chance that a court case would blow up in Pat
ten’s face, with the ruling being extended to 
cover all educational professionals.

Law must be 
scrapped
JOHN PATTEN’S insistence on daily Christ
ian worship in schools has been described as 
“dogmatic and impractical” by the National 
Association of Head Teachers (The Guardian, 
April 22).

Patten has said that he would not hesitate to 
use his powers (a nice auto da/<??; the intro
duction of an Educational Inquisition?) to 
enforce the law on daily assemblies “of a 
broadly Christian character” which inspectors 
have found is being neglected by 85 per cent 
of local authority schools. He also issued a cir
cular to ensure that religious education will be 
predominantly Christian in content.

But the Heads say in a letter to Patten that 
parents who do nothing to promote religious 
belief in their children should not expect 
schools to do it for them. They dismiss the 
claim that more emphasis on collective wor
ship and religious education would raise moral 
standards and underpin social values, pointing 
out that in France and the USA religion has no 
place in state schools.

Collective worship was not possible every 
day because of inadequate accommodation or 
inexperienced staff, while to make all schools 
follow Christian worship regardless of the 
community pupils were drawn from was “dog
matic and insensitive.”

Association General Secretary David Hart 
said: “There is a very real risk.that the Gov-
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.... 'hes
ernment’s requirements cannot be met a® ^ tha( ( 
the law relating to religious education an r^ , 
lective worship will fall into further disre 
pute.” p.1

The answer is to scrap the law altoge®e ’ j  ̂ lv' 
and that ought to be the aim of Secular . J .. nc
Humanism’s next big campaign. But it '^t
a long, bloody battle. I see from the C°ve, 
and Warwickshire Humanist that an Aec 
Opinion Poll says that two out of three M
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support Christian teaching and daily W°wps l ^ 1 
in schools: 96 per cent of Conservative
give their backing to maintaining the laVV,,|
. . .u : „ u ____ :______________ _ „ r ____„t,;n an®;which requires a daily act of worship, 
per cent of Labour MPs support it.
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F A Ridley 
was right
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LABOUR movement historian Dr R a y r ^ S
Challinor has raised an interesting sideH?  ̂
the many tributes paid to our one-time c

K
F A Ridley.

My old friend writes from Whitley $aAj 
“Nobody appears to have mentioned wh* 
would regard as one of his greatest con"<1
tions. It arose out of a controversy he ha(j'' 
the Rev Joseph McCabe. McCabe argu1
quite correctly, that the Roman Catholic

ofPChurch had been an important buttress 
cism. The Holy See had signed a cone® 
with Mussolini. The Pope had blessed 1 
soldiers going to fight for Franco in Spa,n’ 
Therefore, McCabe did not believe the
Catholic Church could undergo such a df3

Jin'transformation and, instead of being a P1" j  
authoritarian dictatorship, assume a dem 
ic mantle.

“F A Ridley, on the other hand, from his
deep understanding of the Catholic Chu1reti'

it If,knew that on many previous occasions >-̂ |y
done somersaults. He thought that the 
felt urge for survival, coupled to its desif
protect its immense wealth, would out'f'f.i 
all other considerations. Most Italian in**® J |
alists and bankers had openly backed ^  
ni’s dictatorship. To preserve their povver of 
privileges, they needed a complete chaif^K 
image. President Roosevelt helped to fac 
this: he sent Myrom Taylor, a magnate 0  ̂
American steel industry, who had emerg^t 
victorious from bruising battles with the 
unions, as his personal envoy to the Vat|C 

“In many articles, F A Ridley drew a® 
tion to the significance of Roosevelt’s d'0. j  
He argued that Rome would provide the Y J  
for the protection of not only Italian cap1 
but also capitalism throughout Western 
Europe. ^(\

“Have you not thought that it might be . 
than coincidence that in 1944-1945 Chd* /  
Democratic parties began to sprout up a 
the Continent ?”
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Dream becomes a nightmare
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^ E  Communist systems began to 
H ¡pse in Eastern Europe and later in 
tl, °v'et Union itself, it was inevitable
u<u evo** ai_ » . «r * ^  —^ en the moderate Yugoslav Com

*hen come apart at the seams. 
n time and patience and internation-

lst structure should begin to creak

iiu |:ouraRement, a negotiated settlement 
pres *lave been possible. However, under 
EitfSUre r̂°ni its own desire to dominate 
fr0t̂ an affairs, and also due to pressure 
%  . ^'a'm'h'on Croatian immigrants 
1 ln 'ts borders, Germany took the reck-

1( | 3l  (p ^ ^roin g  secession of its constituent 
from Federai Yugoslavia, making

steP of pushing the EC into a declara-

> d conflict inevitable. At one stage,
“»¡li any even announced its readiness to
\y, ,®rally recognise the secessionist states. 

i'opl e encouraging secession, Europe, the 
t j  and the United Nations have been 
twitted to the doctrine that when a fed- 
0 "  disintegrates, its constituent units 

be kept intact and any attempt by an
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GOVIND N DEODHEKAR (pictured) sees parallels 
between the Indian Independence experience 
and the present situation in former Yugoslavia -  
and notes that while religion plays a part in the 
current Balkan conflict, it is not the only cause of 
bloodshed. A former left-wing activist in India, 
Mr Deodhekar came to the UK in 1951. He is a 
one-time Chairman of G W Foote & Co., publish
er of The Freethinker, and was until recently 
Treasurer of the National Secular Society.

ethnic territorial group within the seceding 
unit to secede must be suppressed, 
denounced, even demonised. This, in my 
view, is a pernicious doctrine and is usually 
quite impractical and must lead to violence 
if the secession from the secessionist unit 
has enough will and military capability.

A somewhat parallel situation from the 
Indian experience would be instructive 
here. Under British tutelage, pre-Indepen- 
dence India was a Federal State under the 
Act of 1935. After the Allied victory in 
World War II, as Independence 
approached, the Muslim League demand 
for secession (Pakistan) became more and 
more insistent.

The Muslim League Ministry of Bengal 
engineered the Great Killing of Calcutta -  a 
Muslim riot and Hindu counter-riot result
ing in the death of some 4,000-5,000 people 
in five or six days. Further waves of riots 
broke out in Northern and Western India 
and partition became inevitable in the 
minds of the Congress leaders.

During negotiations conducted by Lord 
M ountbatten, Mr Jinnah, the Muslim  
League leader, demanded that the two 
states of the Punjab and Bengal, both of 
which had about 55 per cent Muslims, must 
remain intact and join Pakistan. This would 
have put the non-Muslim majority areas of 
East Punjab and West Bengal at the mercy 
of the Muslim League and could not possi
bly be accepted by the Indian National Con
gress. Lord Mountbatten is reported to 
have said to Jinnah that if he wanted Mus
lim majority areas to secede from India, he 
must logically accept that non-Muslim  
majority areas of the Punjab and Bengal 
must be allowed to secede to India.

Let me, then, enunciate what I would, for 
simplicity, call the Mountbatten doctrine: 
When a federation disintegrates, its con
stituent seceding units must accept that terri
tories within their boundaries, inhabited by 
dominant nationalities of the earlier federa
tion, have also got the right to secede from 
the secessionist state.

In the case of Yugoslavia, the experience 
of the Serbs under the Croatian World War 
II régime is of supreme relevance. The 
Croatian fascist (Ustasha) regime massa
cred Serb men, women and children,

burned down Orthodox churches with the 
congregations inside them. The aim of the 
régime was to expel a third of the Serbs, 
massacre a third and convert a third to the 
Roman Catholic faith. The Roman Church 
in Croatia was fully supportive of this 
régime. The Croats were the originators of 
what is now called “ethnic cleansing,” and 
the Bosnian Muslims were junior partners 
in these atrocities. By the end of the war, 
according to one estimate, 350,000 Serbs 
were killed, 300,000 were expelled and
250,000 were forced to embrace Catholi
cism.

Compared with the Ustasha terror, the 
violence from Muslims in pre-Independence 
India was comparatively of a much lower 
order because the Muslims had no state 
power and there was the fear and actuality 
of counter-violence from the non-Muslims.

If the Congress leaders and Lord Mount
batten could not accept East Punjab and 
West Bengal going into the hands of Pak
istan, how can Europe, the USA and the 
UNO countenance the passing of Serb areas 
into the hands of Croats and Muslims? And 
yet this still remains the stated aim of the 
West and the UNO. They hope to pressurise 
the Bosnian Serbs into a Bosnian Federa
tion of three autonomous regions for Bosn
ian Croats, Muslims and Serbs and to 
marry this Federation into a Confederation 
with the State of Croatia!

On the background of the Serb experi
ence of the Croatian Ustasha régime. I see 
no reason why the rest of the world should 
oppose Bosnian Serbs forming a separate 
state and joining Serbia if they wished to do 
so.

When the Bosnian legislature declared 
secession, the three groups were so matched 
that any two combining could out-vote the 
third (Serbs 35 per cent, Croats 20 per cent, 
Muslims 40 per cent, approximately).The 
Muslims chose to ally themselves with the 
Croats, their wartime senior partners. And 
yet European diplomats knew that the 
Croatian leader, Trudjman, intended to 
carve-up Bosnia, sharing it with the Serbs. 
In other words, the Croats were going to 
stab the Muslims in the back and create

••  Turn to Page 84



Star backing for euthanasia video
Page 84

ACTOR Tom Conti presents a new edu
cational video from the Voluntary 
Euthanasia Society, which aims to meet 
the growing demand for information on 
one of today’ s crucial ethical issues -  the 
right to die.

Voluntary Euthanasia -  The Facts is an up- 
to-date look at the topic, cutting through the 
many confusions and misunderstandings sur
rounding it. There is also a section on advance 
directives, or Living Wills, which are rapidly 
becoming more popular.

Medicine, law, philosophy, ethics -  and the 
feelings of ordinary people -  are all part of the

debate. These are explored in straightforward 
manner. Together with an outline of what is 
permitted today, the video looks at the reasons 
why many people believe that there should be 
a wider choice of options at the end of life.

There i s also a look at the two most com
mon arguments against voluntary euthanasia.

The 26-minute film is priced at only £10 a 
copy, including post and packing. And with a 
growing number of students -  from GCSE 
level through to postgraduates -  studying the 
topic of voluntary euthanasia, there is also a 
free information pack with the video for all 
educational institutions.

Presenter Tom Conti starred in Brian Clark’s

Dream becomes a nightmare
«•- From Page 83

and control a Croatian Bosnia! That is why 
they attacked the Eastern part of Mostar in 
May, 1993, and were responsible for atroci
ties against the Muslims.

The West did not talk of imposing sanc
tions against Croatia, while they have 
inflicted severe suffering on Serbian civil
ians by imposing sanctions on Serbia. At 
the root of this lies the fact that the Croat- 
ians are Roman Catholics. The natural 
presence of Roman Catholics in Western 
Europe and America has inhibited the 
UNO from holding the balance evenly 
between the Serbs and the Croats, thus 
damaging its own moral authority.

With the right-wing in Russia taking up 
cudgels on behalf of their Orthodox Serb 
co-religionists, the complications which 
could arise are obvious. The gains to the 
world from the end of the Cold War could 
be seriously eroded if realistic and even- 
handed policies are not adopted by the 
West and the UNO.

Lest it be thought that I condone the “eth
nic cleansing” carried out by the Serbs, 1 
must add that all three sides have carried 
out transgressions of human rights, each 
according to his military ability. With the 
Ustasha background, the Serbs perhaps feel 
that in the North Balkan area, you get rid 
of the other groups -  or they get rid of you! 
It may well be that as soon as they declared 
the independence of Croatia, the Croatians 
were the first to start repressive measures 
against their Serbian minority. Confidence 
and mutual trust in these communities can
not be restored while the civil war rages.

Hostility between the three groups is, I 
believe, not a matter of religion alone. All 
three are ethnically “South Slavs” and 
speak the same Serbo-Croat language. The 
Croatians fancy themselves, I suspect, as 
superior beings of West European culture, 
partners, albeit junior, in the Imperial 
milieu of the Austro-Hungarian Empire, 
and because of their religious ties with the 
Roman Catholic Church, the sole possessor

of Truth. They probably think of their Serb 
brothers as rough mountain-dwellers fol
lowing a schismatic church. In reality, the 
Croats may only have been underlings 
under their Imperial masters.

The Bosnian Muslims probably collabo
rated with the pre-Kem alist Imperial 
Turkey in subjugating the Christian sub
jects. These ancient animosities gave way to 
feelings of South Slav unity between the two 
World wars, only to be destroyed by the 
vicious barbarity of the Ustasha Croats. 
The short period of co-existence under the 
charismatic Communist leader Tito was to 
end when the Communist dreams col
lapsed. In the re-adjustment of their life as 
separate polities, they needed time, patience 
and help from their sophisticated European 
neighbours. What they have received is pre
cipitate action, especially from Germany.

And, finally, a few words about the Bosn
ian Muslims. They have lost much because 
they chose the wrong friends. They have 
had hostility from the Serbs and betrayal 
by the Croats. At worst, they may get no 
state at all, with Bosnia being divided 
between the Croats and the Serbs. At best, 
as seems likely at present, they will get a 
Muslim majority state federated with 
Croat-Bosnia and confederated with Croat
ia. In either case, they will have a choice. 
They could turn embittered and rigid fun
damentalists -  or they could pioneer a new 
interpretation of an Islam which is non- 
confrontationist, modern and forward- 
looking.

•  For further reference to the Ustasha 
régime, see: The Freethinker, November 
1993; New Zealand Rationalist, April, 1992; 
New Statesman & Society, May 7, 1993; 
Eastern Approaches by Fitzroy Maclean 
(Penguin); The Fourth Reich by Linklater, 
Hilton and Ascherson (Hodder & Stoughton, 
1984); Behind the Black Curtain by H W Crit
tenden; Ravening Wolves by Monica Farrel; 
The Martyrdom of the Serbs by M Tomich; 
Freedom's Foe by A Piggott.

ground-breaking play Whose Life Is 
way? about a paralysed man who wants

Further information from Meredith .
, VESi'■die on 071-937 7770, or order from - 

Prince of Wales Terrace, London W8 5 ,
•  Meanwhile, The Guardian reports 

out of 10 doctors have been asked by Pa 1 ; 
to hasten their death -  and a third have c° 
plied with the request, according to a su

V
published on May 20. „

It shows at many doctors want the la"' ^  
euthanasia to be changed to reflect Date ,
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where the procedure does not attract cl
prosecution if it is in line with patient

If active euthanasia was legal, half
doctors say that they would be prepared ^ 
it. The survey distinguishes between PasŜ ( 
euthanasia, where a patient is allowed to ,
through inaction, and active euthanasia.

death1doctors take positive steps to hasten 
The survey has been carried out by 

cia Tate and colleagues, from the East p , 
well Health Centre, Cambridge. It 'nVOlV0,( 
replies to an anonymous questionnaire t 
312 GPs and consultants.
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r theOf 273 doctors who chose to answer 
question, 163 said that they had been as 
a patient to accelerate their death. Of the 
124 had been asked for active euthanasia-
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Prepared
Of those who had been asked for act'!S[ 

euthanasia, 119 were prepared to say ^ 
they complied or not. In all, 38 had take" p 
active steps to end a patient’s life, whic ,

Poy
s

%
he,h

resents 32 per cent of those who were a s *

or 12 per cent of those who completed ^
questionnaire. The survey, published in  i

a d1
British Medical Journal, says that 276 ^
out of 303 who answered said they won Ifprepared to consider passive euthanasj^
active euthanasia were legal, 147 of 
tors said they would consider using it- 

Dr Tate says: “A sizeable proportion 0 
tors are asked by patients to hasten their

? i tss
'"is ,

deaths -  60 per cent in this study. Pat'eent* %

have the right to decline treatment and
therefore not surprising that 91 per cent

:tis{doctors in our study were willing to praC
passive euthanasia. In contrast, taking a

’"ese
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li H-Tfisteps to end a patient’s life is both illega 1itj
against the recommendations of the 
Despite this, 32 per cent of doctors wh0^ )

to
,J s

faced a request for active euthanasia rep^( 
that they had complied with such a requ -yt

H
c o n sl j  c , | .Dr Tate adds: “Our results suggest 

able support among general practitioner5̂  
hospital consultants for changes in the

Pila'*' \

euthanasia. The taboo nature of the stibj1
and the legal and religious prohibition* f jj

it«'.

vent adequate education about euthana5’ 
ing medical training. It is important, tn 
that euthanasia should be discussed m° I 
openly and effectively.”



Page 85

Personal autonomy in
life and death
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\ A f H  OWE it largely to the femi- 
| | u  nists that personal autonomy 

T|j  ̂ has become a live ethical issue.
eVK, erninist claim  is that men have 
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oJ en the status of non-autonomous 

j  d0nfCt̂  ~ sex u a lly , rep ro d u c tiv e ly , 
J ^ ic a l ly  usable chattels. Women 

not submitted to these uses inhave
^triaej(hr*aSe or concubinage have often 
H0 er had to retreat from the world into 
fain Sticism or t0 mahe their sexual use- 

t  Sei|^s tttarketable by prostitution, to 
i ' h e i r  dom estic usefulness in the 

H l)jV §ery of “domestic service.” They 
„„ 1 "Hv6 ° t̂en heen cast as “carers” with the 
d\sd tyJn8 for others” ethos that this stereo- 
f nI<1 O f  entahs- This subordinating of the 
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by Eric Stockton 
Editor of the 

Scottish Humanist

in -  the heavy mother, the interfer- 
"p^o ther-in -law , the m anipulative
ttia; êer behind the throne,” the megalo- 
r^ 'a c  p o litic ia n  even. A fam ous 
ci-jO  ° f a populist theologian of a gen- 
lie rl0n °r two ago -  C S Lewis -  might 

>ve ui' pef„eiIleir>bered in our reflections upon 
yl#1 !,>nalbuy““31 autonomy. He wrote of some 

■ Ratified person of distorted feminin- 
^he’s the sort of woman who lives

ttsb°thers -  you can always tell the oth- 
^ fheir hunted expression.”

Follies
,, ‘erninists have a strong case for assert- 

^  at Women have, usually if not always, 
0fdf Ejects in the sense that they are not 

' ’hisr?S.*1Uman ends but as men’s means to
“Hhj diat male-determined end. The impact 
'V  t m'n' st case ^as been diluted, as is the 

'flit* stg(e ‘ °f many a good case, by crass over- 
^ se s ' 11 ant* runaway trivialisation, but 
«ottoman follies weaken only the impact. 

Justice, of that case.
' s perhaps no need to labour the tra-

i- ^0Ut Scr’Ptura' angle on this. We all know 
ie8endary creation  of Eve as

1
tr

ipo JU,
N  th  ̂W’** 3 ma'e g°d)- We are familiar
%e3e chattel status of wives in the Deca- 
%ictT equating them with farm animals and 
\  f, .'n8 them, like animals, as objects of 
Of Snbours’ covetousness. And so on!

;p° - s needed helpmate, her almost imme- 
u«s ^ becoming the scapegoat for sin (the 

:5| jn ‘rying symbolically to undertake ethi-
lry rather than simply accepting the

offc°urse, men can be relegated to the sta- 
°bjects just as easily, if not so numer

ously. Slavery in its various forms is obvi
ously a case in point. So is militarism. In 
much more gentle ways, the subservience of 
priest to bishop, to archbishop, to cardinal, to 
pontiff is clearly a case of using the junior 
clergy as mere things -  megaphones -  for 
their seniors. The politician’s obedience to 
the party whip is simply a submission to 
being used as an object -  a rubber stamp 
vote.

These things are all rather obvious, but 
there are more insidious ways of turning peo
ple into objects -  ways that seem at first sight 
to be laudable in the extreme.

Medical care is a case in point. It begins as, 
and indeed very largely is, a laudable effort 
to alleviate human suffering. The doctors and 
nurses are commended for their efforts to 
heal people and it is no retreat from this com
mendation to say that the patient is also an 
object, an entity that challenges the medical 
and nursing skills of those involved. A per
son being treated is also a problem being 
addressed and, so long as the patient is seen 
primarily as a person -  only secondarily as a 
technical challenge -  then all well and good. 
But some element of cool technical challenge 
is necessary, very often, in the patient’s inter
est. It is easy to imagine a casualty doctor 
receiving the victim of some horribly sadistic 
assault; if the victim is seen too emotionally 
as a person, then the doctor’s human feelings 
may be so overpowering as to make effective 
clinical judgment somewhat elusive. The vic
tim’s best interest might be better served by a 
modicum of “forget feelings, how can we get 
this problem solved?”

But, as is so often the case, the higher the 
technology the easier it is to downplay the 
human personal aspect. With advanced life- 
support facilities available, such that a 
patient can be kept almost indefinitely in the 
persistent vegetative state, it is very easy 
simply to see the challenge “how can we 
keep this body ticking?” and to forget that 
the body was once a functioning person and 
never again can be one. We can now inflict 
life, in a narrowly physiological sense of the 
word “life,” upon an ex-person, a once-per- 
son, whose consciousness and faculty of 
choice, and the dignity that goes with these 
things, are no more. There is fortunately an 
ethos of humanist common sense emerging 
in respect of the persistent vegetative state -  
and the strident fuss made by the “pro-life” 
party tends to be overridden both by the

courts and by public opinion. To refuse to 
“switch o ff’ is neither more nor less “playing 
God” than to decide to do so. Playing God is 
a vacuous phrase -  even supposing that there 
is a god to be “played.”

Matters are more serious when voluntary 
euthanasia is a practical issue for non- vege
tative patients. In this area there is a largely 
unsuspected potential for manipulating peo
ple as objects -  a potential that is at least as 
disturbing as the technician’s temptation to 
view a terminally-iil person as rather like an 
old car that he wishes to keep on the road -  
just to satisfy an ambition to show that he 
can do it. This subtle, and largely unsuspect
ed, potential for manipulating people as 
objects arises in an activity that it s often 
thought to be the very epitome of the moral 
ideal. I refer to the work of the hospices.

Anyone who argues for voluntary euthana
sia must logically support the provision of 
hospices. The word voluntary is void unless 
the individual terminal patient has a right to 
allow death to come naturally, just as he has 
a right to procure death, and if the right to 
choose life be exercised then the patient 
deserves every comfort and support during 
the terminal stages, however prolonged they 
may be. That is what hospices are for; they 
are staffed by people who derive satisfaction 
from performing this service for their fellows 
who desire it. Hospice staff, and their lay 
helpers, are generally moved by the highest 
moral concerns and we should all be glad 
that there are such people.

Challenge
But the operative phrase is their fellows 

who desire it. Just as it is wrong to under
mine the voluntary aspect of voluntary 
euthanasia, so it is also wrong -  an equal 
denial of personal autonomy, an equal objec
tification of the person -  to use terminally-ill 
people just to show how “pro-life” one is. 
Hospice staff can fall easily into the self- 
indulgent error of seeing themselves as “liv
ing for others” when in fact what they may 
be doing is using the terminally-ill to show 
how caring they are. This is just like the tech
nician seeing the terminal patient as a techni
cal challenge -  keep the old banger on the 
road somehow! It is not always possible to 
determine clearly who is living for whom; it 
is possible that the terminally-ill are being 
kept alive for the technical and moral gratifi
cation of others. The concept of personal 
autonomy is one that should never be lost 
sight of in life and death situations especial
ly. The truly freeth inking person is an 
autonomous person neither intruding upon 
others nor being intruded upon by them.
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WHAT’S ON...W HAT’S ON...W HAT’S ON (
Announcements are inserted in this column free-of- 

charge. However, voluntary contributions towards the 
cost of typesetting would be much appreciated. Cheques 
and postal orders, made payable to G W Foote & Co., 
should be sent with copy to: The Editor, The Freethinker, 
24 Alder Avenue, Silcoates Park, Wakefield WF2 OTZ.

Birmingham Humanist Group: For information 
about Birmingham Humanist Group activities contact 
Adrian Bailey on 021 353 1189.

Blackpool & Fylde Humanist Group: For details, 
please contact Secretary D Baxter. Telephone: 0253 
726112.

Brighton and Hove Humanist Group: 40 Cowper 
Street, Hove (near Hove Station, bus routes 2a, 5 and 49). 
Sunday, July 3, 4.30: Tea party followed by annual gener
al meeting

Crawley, West Sussex: Charles Stewart is working to 
establish a Humanist group for the area. Interested read
ers should contact him at 50 Boswell Road, Tilgate, Craw
ley RH10 5AZ. Telephone: 0293 511270.

Central London Humanists: For details, please con
tact Cherie Holt on 071 916 3015 or Hilary Leighter on 
0895 632096-Thursday, June 30, 7.30pm, Conway Hall: 
Dan Carroll leads discussion on The Environment: Friend 
or Foe?

Cornwall Humanists: Contact: B Mercer, "Amber," 
Short Cross Road, Mount Hawke, Truro TR4 8EA. Tele
phone: 0209 890690.

Coventry and W arwickshire Humanist Group:
Waverley Day Centre, 65 Waveriey Road Kenilworth. 
Monday, June 20, 7.30 pm: Public meeting. Subject: The 
Revival of Racism.

Devon Humanists: For details, please contact: C 
Mountain, "Little Gables," Burgmanns Hill, Lympstone, 
Exmouth EX8 5HN; 0395 265529.

Ealing Humanists: Meetings at Friends' Meeting 
House, 17 Woodville Road, Ealing W5, 8pm.Thursday, 
June 30: Jim Mather: Trade Unionism, Past, Present, and 
? Details: telephone 081-422 4956.

Edinburgh Humanist Group: Programme of forum 
meetings obtainable from the secretary, 2 Saville Terrace, 
Edinburgh EH9 3AD; telephone 031-667 8389.

Gay and Lesbian Humanist Association (GALHA): 
Information from 34 Spring Lane, Kenilworth CV8 2HD; 
telephone 0926 58450. Monthly meetings (second Friday, 
7.30pm) at Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, Holborn, Lon
don WC1.

Glasgow Humanist Society: Information regarding 
meetings and other activities from Hugh Bowman, 7 Elm 
Road, Burnside, Glasgow G73 4JR; telephone 041-634 
1447.

Havering & D istrict Humanist Society: HOPWA 
House, Inskip Drive, Hornchurch. Tuesday, June 7, 8pm: 
Public meeting: Alan Shell: Funerals as Seen Through 
the Eye of a Humanist Officiant. Tuesday, July 5: Every
one bring a Press clipping to speak about! Friday, August 
5, 8pm, at HOPWA House: Robin Squire, MP for 
Hornchurch and Under Secretary of State at the Depart
ment for Education, w ill speak on his work with the 
Department. For further information, contact J Condon 
0708 473597 or J Baker 0708 458925.

Humanist Society of Scotland: Details from the sec
retary: George Rodger, 17 Howburn Place, Aberdeen AB1 
2XT (telephone: 0224 573034). The new Convenor of the 
Humanist Society of Scotland is Robin Wood, 37 Inch- 
murrin Drive, Kilmarnock, Ayrshire; telephone: 0563 
26710.

Kent Humanists: Meets at University of Kent, Sem"1 fNt 
Room 11, Rutherford College, Canterbury. Sunday. ^to] 
5, 2.30pm: John White, BHA: Education. Details from =e 
retary John Payne, telephone 0843 864 645.

Ph:

Leeds & District Humanist Group: Swarthmo  ̂ (, , . ]T, Hi y r
Centre, Woodhouse Square, Leeds. Tuesday, July d  1Ue|Summer Garden Party. B

Leicester Secular Society: Details from the Secj lesp 
tary, Lyn Hurst, Secular Hall, 75 Humberstone Ga char 
Leicester LE1 1WB (telephone 0533 622250). . , iim,

M eeti^ *<Lewisham Hum anist Group: Unitarian ,
House, 41 Bromley Road, Catford, London SE6. Thurso™
June 30, 8pm: David Seymour: Is Humanism
Enough? Saturday, July 16, 1pm to 6pm: Humanist s 
at Lewisham People's Day, Mountfield Park, Station R°a' 
London SE6. . ¡,

Manchester Humanists: St Thomas's Centre, Ard^1 
Green. Public meetings on the second Friday of * 
month at 7.30pm. Information, telephone: 061-432 90 
June 10: Dorothy Greaves: The Rochdale Pioneers. 

National Secular Society: Individual members'

h
''tee

’'%r
Nhe

costs £4 per annum. Special rates for organisations
ing to affiliate. Details from the Secretary, Terry

'»r,

National Secular Society, Bradlaugh House, 47 Theoba^® !Cô
Road, London WC1. Telephone: 071 404 3126. Also aw 'is' > ,able: list of Freethought, Secularist, Humanist, Rations'" ji} t̂oliterature; please send SAE with request. Please note si  ̂
cial subscription rate for unwaged readers of The Fre* n, «
thinker: (students, pensioners, unemployed people etcJ'
£7 a year, including post. j

Norwich Humanist Group: Martineau Hall, 21a Co (,,, 
gate, Norwich. Thursday, June 16, 7.30pm: Open Mee 
in9- ,;rtn p  t0

Preston and District Humanist Group:
regarding meetings and other activities is obtainab|e Ve?‘
from Georgina Coupland, telephone 0772 796829. j  miit| 

Sheffield Humanist Society: Three Cranes Mot„c! ''V,
Queen Street (adjoining Bank Street), Sheffield. Wedne\  
day, June 8, 8pm: Ahmed Gurnah: Education for B>s . V ,  
People. July 13, 8pm: Peter Jackson: An Eyewithe 
Account of the South African Elections. n

South Place Ethical Society: Conway Hall, Red D ty|, 
Square, Holborn, London WC1 (telephone 071-831 772 jfo^ 
List of events obtainable from above address. ^ ■ jjfl {>

Stockport Secular Group: Details of activities r̂ 0 1 
the Secretary, Carl Pinel, 85 Hall Street, Offerton, Stoc 1^ 
port SK1 4DE. Telephone: 061 480 0732. j N

Sutton Humanist Group: Friends House, Cedar R°a. y 
Sutton. Wednesday, June 8: Yvonne Bracken: PdilosoPn’ 
for Children. Wednesday, July 13: Susan Dorrell: Trad1™ 
with the Third World. Annual Garden Party: Sunday, du,
3, 2.30pm to 5pm: 15 Manor Road, Cheam. Wednesday 
September 14: George Mepham: W o rld  P o p u la r0 
Prospects. y

Tyneside Humanist Group: Meets on third Thursd 
of each month (except August), starting 6.45pm in the * 
erary and Philosophical Society building, Westgate P°a 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne.

Ulster Humanist Association: Meets second Thdr
day of every month, Regency Hotel, Botanic Avon 0*

¡5"Belfast BT7. For details write to the Secretary, 
McClinton, 25 Riverside Drive, Lisburn BT27 4HE. 

Worthing Humanist Group: Heene Community
tre, Heene Road, Worthing. Public meetings, last Sun^;
of the month at 5.30pm. Information: Mike Sargent, 
239823.
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f  Only part
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FLEW divides his book
Sec j p|)!j,Ur parts, the first of which is

'osophical exposition of athe- 
nore to which I will devote most of 
( 12' J  attention. T he secon d  p art, 

E n d in g  K n ow led ge  and3Cf®' IIIesPon:a'l'u,lsib ility ,” d isposes o f the 
lln„*f®e that a naturalistic world

!eh it cannot itself make room,
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w!'®°k presupposes values for 
* i* cannot itself make room, ?e % r̂*ticises sociologists of belief 

VV'i-efute themselves” by refus- 
Hj to admit that there is such a 
Hf  ̂as objective knowledge. Part 

I l!s lnaee *s a criticism of communism 
,0 ln h ^ ’ t° my way of thinking, by 
sti'P U e[ence t°  a market economy. 
vish |(w t(feel that one chapter in part 
llin$ t, r> “Three Concepts of Racism,” 

be allowed to pass withoutiva'1; Sent. ia|ist S , i 
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though, religion, where the prima- 
km, as Charles Bradlaugh insisted, 

C ° f  definition. I’m sure, for instance, 
av'c* Jenkins thinks of God in very 

Hn p 1 terms from, say, Ian Paisley, or 
Nh, Unimer, before or after he took the

Ifj ( aeed, in Antony Flew’s words, “to 
*°ok at the long familiar words of 

ltfej rd definitions with fresh and very 
eyes, ready to notice any incon- 
*n the various elements that are 

Cornhined."
¡ftt, , s. starts with the first sentence of the 

neS‘ 'r-hur°f 'he Thirty-Nine Articles of the 
\  '!> of England, which invokes the 

0 0<l ’¡th0l,v*ng and true God, everlasting, 
723' hotly, parts or passions; of infinite 

Kjpr’ vyisdom and goodness, the Maker, 
frO«1 (>H>ĵ eserver of all things both visible and
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l i f e «  “the natural order of progress 
. lesser to the greater,” Flew con- 

Vy ‘f there is “any kind of initiating and 
Nh - cause ° f  aH things; whether that 

S d ' sed cause's personal and, if so, is 
V>0vved with infinite power and wis- 

f^nly then “should we pursue the 
Kn,0!1 whether this Creator is ‘perfectly 

,n any human understanding of
I f l,e s s .”

V ¿ S  is “no good evidencing reason” 
\ b!leving in such a Being, then the rea- 
Sio6 resPonse>s n°t “an agnostic sus- 
\  11 °f belief but more or less contemp- 
V fism issa l.” And, as the book’s title 
V * .  Slew’s position is unequivocally

Sp high time and overtime,” he says, 
Jt ^ o a ch  with scepticism what is still 

common and persuasive argu-
a Creator -  that of Design. And

of the way
Atheistic Humanism  by 
Antony Flew. Prometheus 
Books. £25.50.
Review: COLIN McCALL

after the obligatory glance at Paley, Flew 
turns to the Angelic Doctor and his famous 
“Five Ways.”

In the fifth of these in his Summa Theo- 
logica, Aquinas starts from what he calls 
“the guidelines of nature,” where an 
“orderliness of actions to an end is 
observed in all bodies obeying natural 
laws.” Then, without giving any reason, he 
asserts: “Nothing, however, that lacks 
awareness tends to a goal except under the 
direction of someone with awareness and 
understanding.” And he instances an 
arrow requiring an archer.

From this, as Flew says, Aquinas leaps in 
one bound to his desired conclusion: 
“Everything in nature, therefore, is direct
ed to its goal by someone with understand
ing, and this we call ‘God.’”

Begging
It really does constitute, in Flew’s words, 

“a most gigantic begging of the question, 
and a begging of it in defiance of the avail
able evidence actually oficrcd in support of 
the conclusion thus illicitly attained.” Of 
course an arrow needs an archer if it is to 
be shot, hut not all phenomena arc “archer 
substitutes.”

Flew also reminds us that Aquinas had 
no conception of a process for which there 
was a First Cause. “On the contrary: the 
First Mover, First Cause, and other prime 
destinations to which these Five Ways are 
to lead are all at the apex of hierarchies, 
rather than at the beginning of a temporal 
series. The argument is not that a process 
must have a start, but that a hierarchy- 
must have a summit.”

Flew then deals with the two related 
questions: why is it thought that the uni
verse needs a sustaining cause, without 
which it would “collapse into non-exis
tence”; and why is it thought that every 
hierarchy must have, not just a top term 
hut a realisation of the “mostest”?

Aquinas’ argument for this last idea was 
based on a “gradation observed in things”: 
some things were more good, more true, 
more noble, which he regarded as “varying 
approximations to a superlative, for exam
ple, things are hotter and hotter the nearer 
they approach what is hottest.” But, Flew 
says, the premise is false. There is not an 
absolute hottest and “we are not licensed 
to draw even the interim  conclusion, 
‘Something therefore is the truest and best 
and most noble of things.’”

with Flew
Aquinas, however, goes on to make addi

tional assertions, most notably that “the 
truest things are things most fully in 
being,” making “goodness” and “reality” 
convertible terms.

These few examples will, I hope, indicate 
my appreciation of Antony Flew’s religious 
criticisms. Now I must take issue with him 
on racism.

First, the very term “race.” Humans, as 
Steve Jones says in The Language o f the 
Genes (Flamingo, 1994), are “a rather 
homogeneous species, perhaps because 
they have evolved so recently.” The overall 
genetic difference between Africans and 
Europeans, for example, is “not much 
greater than that between different coun
tries within Europe or within Africa. Indi
viduals -  not nations and not races -  are 
the main repository of human variation for 
functional genes. A race, as defined by skin 
colour, is no more a biological entity than 
is a nation, whose identity depends only on 
a brief shared history.”

In contrast, Jones points out that the 
genetic differences between the orang-utan 
of Borneo and that of Sumatra, just a few 
miles apart, are 10 times greater than the 
difference between any pair of human 
groups, probably because the apes “have 
been evolving independently on the two 
islands for so long.” It is misleading, and 
biologically unsound, to use the term race 
in connection with Homo sapiens.

My other criticism concerns Flew’s use 
of IQs. Whatever may be meant by “intel
ligence,” it is not “measurable” by human
ly-designed tests. No such claim was made 
by Alfred Binet who, in 1905, published 
the first intelligence test. He used it as a 
diagnostic instrument, not as a measure of 
“fixed” or “innate” characteristic. Indeed, 
to those who asserted that the intelligence 
of an individual is a fixed quantity that 
cannot be augmented, Binet said: “We 
must protest and react against this brutal 
pessimism.”

And we still must. We can cite the exam
ple of Japan, where, over the past 20 years, 
the average IQ score of children has risen 
to more than 10 points higher than that of 
Americans. As Jones remarks: “Not even 
the most radical hereditarian claims that 
this is due to a sudden burst of genetic 
change in Japan. Instead, the schools arc 
getting better..”

Or, to take a case known to me, we can 
ask how does one test the “intelligence” of 
an early teenager who has little or no acad
emical ability, but who can take an auto
m obile engine apart and put it back 
together again -  something quite beyond 
my capabilities?

So, I suppose it may be said that I go 
along with Antony Flew as an atheist but 
not as a geneticist.



Row flares as Rome fixes 
eyes firmly on the past

THE Anglican pantomime over the issue 
of women’s ordination, which provided 
us w ith so m any hours o f innocent 
amusement, is about to be replaced by 
Roman Catholic fun-and-games which 
promise to be equally entertaining to non
superstitionists.

In the Roman version of the show, however, 
we may see liberals voting with their feet in 
protest at the between-the-lines chastisement 
of uppity women in their sect’s new Cate
chism, the first for 400 years, which by the 
time this number of The Freethinker appears 
will have been issued in an English edition of 
half-a-million.

Media reports suggest that so-called “pro
gressive” Catholics (surely the mother of all 
contradictions in terms) are outraged by the 
English text of their church’s official new Cat-

by Peter Brearey
echism, which rejects inclusive language for 
men and women and reverts to the sternest 
orthodoxy on divorce, contraception and artifi
cial insemination.

The 68-page statem ent of RC belief -  
ordered by Pope John Paul II in 1985 and pre
pared by a commission of 12 Cardinals -  liter
ally lays down the law on Catholic belief 
about God, the Sacraments and morality.

It was issued in French in 1992 -  but the 
English translation was delayed for 18 months 
after a liberal version by an American priest, 
the Rev Douglas Clark, was binned by the 
Vatican Congregation of the Doctrine of the 
Faith.

The Catechism according to Clark referred

Fundamentalists on rampage
SUSPECTED Muslim gunmen killed 
two schoolgirls at a bus stop near 
Algiers in what looked like part of a 
campaign against women who do not 
follow strict Islamic dress code.

The Algerian news agency APS said that 
Razika Meloudjemi, aged 18, was killed 
instantly. Naima Kar Ali, aged 19, died of 
her wounds in hospital after being shot in 
Boudouaou, 20 miles east of the capital, 
Reuter reported from Paris on March 31.

Islamic fundamentalists have threatened 
to kill unveiled women who do not wear 
either a headscarf or full-length Muslim 
dress, covering arms and legs. A schoolgirl 
aged 17 dressed in Western fashion was 
gunned down in the Blida area, 30 miles 
south of Algiers, in April. A veiled girl in 
her company was not attacked.

At least 29 women, two of them foreign
ers, have been killed in a campaign blamed 
on armed Muslim militants. Overall, more 
than 3,200 people have been killed since 
January, 1992, when the authorities can
celled a general election which fundamen
talists were expected to win.

The leader of the staunchly anti-funda
mentalist Rally for Culture and Democra
cy, Said Saadi, has disclosed that an armed 
resistance to the Islamists is already taking 
shape.
BATTLE lines are being drawn on global 
population policy, with women’s health 
advocates on one side and the Pope and 
Muslim fundam entalists on the other, 
Reuter reported from Washington on April 
2.

“They are on the rampage,” Adrienne

Germain said, referring to the Vatican 
hierarchy.

Ms Germain was a United States delegate 
to a three-week conference at the UN head
quarters in New York which was drawing 
up a document which sets out international 
policy on development and population until 
the year 2050. The document will be debat
ed at a UN conference on population in 
Cairo in September.

Ms Germain, who is affiliated to the 
International Women’s Health Coalition, 
said the Vatican has contacted Muslim fun
damentalist leaders to join forces against 
the liberalisation of contraception, abortion 
rights and other women’s health issues.

“It’s quite clear that the Vatican has 
aligned with Algeria and Libya,” she said. 
“Both groups would really prefer that 
women stay home, barefoot and pregnant.”

In March, the Pope met Nafis Sadik, head 
of the UN Population Fund, and told her 
that international organisations, such as the 
UN, should focus on economic develop
ment, rather than reproductive rights, if 
they want to make life better for the 
world’s poor.

This is diametrically opposed to the US 
position, set out by Tim Wirth, the State 
Department’s counsellor who deals with 
global affairs, speaking at the end of 
March.

“I believe that sustainable development 
cannot be realised without the full engage
ment and complete empowerment of 
women,” he said. To achieve this, he added, 
women needed “a full range of primary and 
reproductive health care services.”

to “brothers and sisters” and “people . ( 
than “brethren” and “men.” Rome -  
Pope who is determined to die with his an 
church’s feet planted firmly in the 16th 6 ^ 
ry -  ordered a new version by his fne" ^  
Australian ally Archbishop D’Arcy of H° 
a leading reactionary. sl

But Catholics “fear the new text will be
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by conservatives to attack the progf6*^ j 
teaching of religion which has been '
adopted in Catholic and non-Catn^ l 
schools,” according to a story in The Guar _:A.
(May 24). rvCOf \

This is part of a project to impose vetj^j (9l ^
servative orthodoxy on the whole resist M)itin
which no bishop is going to be able to j“ 
said Adrian Hastings, professor of theol°" l^.,I S

did I SLeeds University.
While the first English translation j.1 

have the word “man” in its prologue, the ^ r,.  ̂
canised text uses the word eight times >n -j ^ 
first few sentences, it is reliably reported A  <UpflF 'cS|ftr
issue of The Freethinker went to press D 
copies became generally available). . 0|ji | c ® 

Archbishop D’Arcy told the Roman Cat ( wi 
Tablet (May 20): ‘The brief I was gjven )e 
inclusivism was not to be a rigid princtP*. * 
translation.” He said that in the first draI. ;flha..rlJcklot of language was taboo, and I think t 
you are translating an original you mu* 
treat anything as taboo.” m*1' ""Sc'

But Ianthe Pratt, co-ordinator of the Ca yj |j^u 
Womens’ Network, has fired an early ^  ^  ■ 
across the bishops’ bows, describing^) ^  
changes as “absolutely horrifying, pat* jj. ^  
plan to push women back into the  ̂ 1 
Maybe this is a kickback from politic311 
rectness, but that is like condemning ¡s^j
because some people drink too much- 
very alienating to young women to be 
to as if they were failed men.” ^  ^

The Catechism is said to insist that div01̂  j  ^   ̂
who contract new unions are “in a situat'0̂  p,( 
public and permanent adultery.” ContraceP^ |j ■ 
in marriage is anathematised as “intrinsi y” 
evil,” with no acknowledgement that the L ,  'tu '

ath°* K shibition is disregarded by most Cat!
Artificial insemination within marriage >0i
demned as “gravely immoral.” ,¡(,>1

The Catholic Primate of Ireland, CaI j 1). 
Daly, has defended the re-insertion of 
sive language in the text. He said the

%s

“man” was used in place of the Latin ho"'
the French homme and their Spanish , 
ian equivalents, all of which were under

c
%

as including both genders.
■ w 
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"Systematically to replace the term ‘m3̂  jf 
alternative phrases can create d ifficu lty
style, and can cause problems about eXp r̂
ing philosophical and theological truths ^  
ceming the human nature shared by mel1 
women equally.”
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BRADLAUGH HOUSE SPECIAL

FOUR IN ONE
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HRISTENDOM has its Three in 
One -  the doctrine of the Trinity, 
adopted in 325 AD in order to 

lts squabbling factions. And, though 
m eaningless form ula, it
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I nUmanist movement in this country has

thol'1' Sala,pithed Four in One: not a meaningless
but a down-to-earth development that

m "Si 106 iour seParate national Humanist 
cCr /\i Sat,ons together in a single location.

:Î uf[l :«| c °st three decades ago, South Place Ethi- 
CresisL S ^ ty (SPES) set UP a Development
ilo g y iS p 66'

; lfl
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aiplf, • f t1 ic,Jrn ' was agreed, ana tne tun name was 
thst^S r ated ‘n ^ e  illuminated sign at the 

ev building, in Theobald’s Road. 
eL the Development Committee came

tha*
ust

__ ■ àggi
'atl>°l'1 Ptnetical problems -  such as
j y  l̂n8 light from the flats built after the 
y & ^ , 5 ’ most important, the involvement of
<  > h  
irt

< on which I served under the chair-
jP of Dr Peter Draper, to look into the 

H'd1,1,1 V o ty °P developing a Humanist Centre in 
V# «u ^  building upwards on the Conway

.Ut fin... *■a 11 Sitf» ° 1-------- J(lif ^  Jr "  probably on the flat roof to the 
f W  lhe library, which had been intended

-t5ie expansion when the building was first 
in the late 1920s. The SPES General

- Dr Douglas Gibson, proposed that 
v «uiepds ‘Humanist Centre” be added to the 
i ^  , ,°nway Hall. Though somewhat prema- 
T(Corn„1S Was agreed, and the full name was

if The | exPenditure.
V * «  for physically developing the 

f ,  cof \  8 therefore fell into abeyance, and with
iÄ en' ^  dream of a true Humanist Centre.

tit
■efet1" ,?ted.

six years ago, very different re-h P^v',elon>°U* —  J*'“*“ ...
JfeiF %ert ent Plans f° r Conway Hall were 

not expansion, but contraction. The
ceF !f> rnn3s to make money by building a small- 

if 'id re|r.e modern, Hall on a third of the site 
111 ¥  S t; '.n9uishing the other two-thirds for a 

'■ office block. I was the SPES
at the time, andhe f  Sglvary Representative” 

h li£i ha srn °pf)osed the plan, but I found myself 
. c0ir \ ]‘la|l minority of the active membership. 
*S Ned d architectural designs were commis- 

jjpjl i  tlie’ and our dear old Hall was saved only 
a^lir Ilirke(C°daPse of the central London property

1
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5 !lfioe °f us had never lost sight of the idea 

1 l Utrianist Centre, and when the adjacent 
t<Stof ^  Theobald’s Road (to the north
e r a the Hall), fell vacant, this seemed to 
’the*1 °PPortunity for horizontal expansion. 

; V arne time, it would make the rather 
• E' shaped site almost rectangular, by 

V ' n the angle of the L and would thus 
I Tb,6 tde value of the total site by consider- 
I than the value of the acquisition.

ever, SPES had little capital apart from

The background to the creation of Bradlaugh 
House is described by BARBARA SMOKER (pic
tured), President of the National Secular Society, 
who also outlines the aims of the organisations 
which share the new, long-dreamed-of Human
ist Centre

the value of the existing Hall, and the majority 
of its Trustees were unwilling to take out a 
mortgage on it for the purchase of the next- 
door property.

Meanwhile, the British Humanist Associa
tion and Rationalist Press Association had 
both moved into the unit on the south-east cor
ner of the Conway Hall complex (14-15 
Lamb’s Conduit Passage), so that three of the 
four national Humanist organisations were 
now in the same location. But the BHA and 
RPA staffs became increasingly dissatisfied 
with the condition of “the shack,” as their

accommodation was generally known. Would 
one or other of them consider buying 47 
Theobald’s Road? No. They both had most of 
their capital tied up in their previous premises, 
and the time for selling valuable property is 
still not ripe; so, like SPES, they shied away 
from the proposal.

That left only the National Secular Society 
(together with G W Foote & Co -  publisher of 
The Freethinker), as a prospective buyer in the

«•- Turn to Page 90

Foot, Bondi will open new 
national Humanist Centre

FORMER Labour Leader the Rt Hon 
Michael Foot, an Honorary Associate 
of the National Secular Society, has 
agreed to join the eminent scientist and 
mathematician Professor Sir Hermann 
Bondi in officially opening Bradlaugh 
House, the new Humanist Centre.

The opening of the Centre is an exciting 
advance for British Humanism. A single 
site for all the national Humanist organisa
tions in this country has for the first time 
been established in central London.

The shared headquarters of the British 
Humanist Association, the National Secular 
Society, the Rationalist Press Association, 
and the South Place Ethical Society is now 
at Bradlaugh House, 47 Theobald’s Road, 
London WC1. This is next to Conway Hall, 
and the two buildings will together provide 
offices and meeting rooms for the whole 
Humanist movement.

As Nicolas Walter and Barbara Smoker 
record in this issue of The Freethinker, the 
national humanist organisations have dif
ferent origins and different emphases, but 
they co-operate closely for the common

cause of advancing a positive alternative to 
supernatural religion, and this task will be 
made much easier in one building.

The new Humanist Centre will be formal
ly opened at noon on Tuesday, June 21 -  
which is not only the Summer Solstice but 
also International Humanist Day. The main 
speakers will be Sir Hermann Bondi and 
Michael Foot, and representatives of the 
Humanist organisations will be present.

There will be an informal social begin
ning at 6.30 that evening for members and 
sympathisers (admission free by ticket 
available in advance).

For further information and tickets (SAE, 
please) contact:

•  BHA: Jean Woodman: telephone 071-
430 0908
•  NSS: Terry Mullins: telephone 071-404
3126
•  RPA: Jim Herrick and Nicolas Walter:
telephone 071-430 1371
•  SPES: Nina Khare: telephone 071- 831
7723
The full address of the new headquarters 

is: Humanist Centre, Bradlaugh House, 47 
Theobald’s Road, London WC1X 8SP.

L
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Humanist movement for this uniquely suitable 
building. There was the added inducement for 
the NSS-GWF conglomerate that it alone in 
the whole movement was now situated at a 
distance from the other three, and its office 
premises in Holloway Road were hardly ideal. 
As for the financial aspect, those existing 
premises were of no great value, and most of 
the NSS-GWF capital was easily accessible. 
However, to spend anything like the asking 
price on the vacant building would, it was 
decided, have left insufficient working capital; 
so my dream of a Humanist Centre was shat
tered once more.

A couple of years later, we heard that num
ber 47 had been put into receivership, so a 
considerably lower cash purchase offer might 
well be successful. Supported by our former 
Treasurer, G N Deodhekar (“Dev”), I put the 
proposal towards the end of last year to the 
NSS Council of Management, which agreed 
that the NSS should make an offer for the 
freehold of the vacant building. Our present 
Treasurer, David Williams, relished the chal
lenge of securing it at the lowest possible 
price, and he was given negotiating powers 
within a ceiling well below the original asking 
price. He carried out the negotiations to such 
good effect that the eventual purchase price 
was well below even the low ceiling we had 
set. He then volunteered to “commission” the 
building, and within a few weeks all four of 
the organisations were installed -  four 
because, though NSS-GWF count as one, 
SPES took up office accommodation in the 
building for its Secretary, Treasurer and vol
untary workers, so as to release its library 
from the clutter of doubling as an office, as 
well as to gain the advantage of sharing facili
ties with the other organisations.

Separate offices were amicably allotted to 
each of them, and they are to share the recep
tion area and receptionist, a joint telephone 
switchboard (with separate direct lines), a 
large ground-floor meeting-room, an open- 
plan office above with electronic equipment, 
and, in the basement, storage space and 
kitchen. We look forward to the sharing also 
of ideas and activities. The Gay and Lesbian 
Humanist Association share a little of the stor
age space, too.

The occupants of the building have suffered 
considerable noise, dust, and inconvenience, 
from interior structural work -  particularly the 
cutting through of a communicating door in 
the party-wall between Conway Hall and 
Bradlaugh House. This door symbolically, as 
well as functionally, marries the two build
ings. The door lies behind the small tobac
conist’s shop that at present divides the two 
Theobald’s Road entrances. But the shop is 
leased from SPES, and next time the lease 
falls due some of us will urge that we turn it 
into a Humanist bookshop, or, perhaps, a 
grand entrance to both buildings.

The Humanist Centre will then be complete. 
The co-operative endeavours that it makes 
possible are already beginning to be seen, and

will, we trust, develop. But don’t talk to me of 
mergers. The separateness and uniqueness of 
each of the organisations in the Humanist 
movement is something positive, not some
thing to be deplored.

South Place 
Ethical Society

National Secular Society
The NSS, founded in 1866, is generally 

regarded as the most militant organisation in 
the movement. During its first 100 years, the 
NSS tended to attract self-educated, thinking 
people of a working-class background, while 
(broadly speaking) the Ethicist and Rationalist 
wings of the movement were more middle- 
class and academic. Although this distinction 
has now almost disappeared and there is a 
considerable overlap of members among all

. fill#:four of the major organisations in the 
ist movement, the NSS proudly retaineSs; 
blunter, functional character, and c011111'.,.,; 
act as a sort of “trade union” for non-be 1 .| 
in the face of persistent religious adv 
under the law. ^

Since its inception, the NSS has 
the promotion of freethought, civil ht> ^  
and independent rational ethics. If it hail 
ing else to its credit than having pioneer

Öt
50

birth-control movement, that alone
merit the support of all socially-e°nCI 
people of secular outlook. ^

But it has also campaigned, and stij1 . 
paigns, on a wide range of social 
including the rights of oppressed min°
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race and sex equality; legal abortion; v'
tary euthanasia; freedom for the arts

’ IvN
• the P jC iUWt v ^

ing-out of subsidised sectarian schools; ;Iof the religious clauses in the Education
animal welfare; universal affirmation >n ft
of the oath; repeal of the blasphemy lawsr

Sunday observance laws; an end to ecc' f  ¡L;
and »..
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cal exemption from most taxation a*1“ 
planning and other statutes; abolition 0 |i 
prison and hospital chaplaincies at P 
expense; and fair time for non-religious 
on radio and television. jjl

Members of the Society receive a 
bulletin; but a further modest annual sut» |(; 
tion is required to receive its aSS° jjjjl 
monthly The Freethinker -  which, since 
has given topmost value in the field 0 
gressi ve journalism.
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SPES, the oldest of the four, dates from 
1793, but only gradually evolved away from 
religion during the 19th Century. It is a cultur
al, educational, social organisation, whose 
long life is largely due to its owning its own 
premises. Its monthly journal, the Ethical 
Record, mainly comprises summaries of its 
lectures, of which there are about 80 a year.

A “university” for self-education and a 
forum for the public debate of philosophical 
and other issues, its strong ethos of free speech 
and assembly makes Conway Hall available to 
a wide range of other groups, so that it has 
become one of the most important general 
meeting places in London, especially for con
troversial causes. SPES also provides a series 
of Sunday evening chamber music concerts, 
dating from 1887, which is not only the 
longest series of concerts in the world but also 
has a very high reputation for excellence.

Rationalist Press 
Association

S
K

th eThe RPA, dating from 1899, is u”' ¡¡if 
publishing wing of the movement. Com1 ^ 
to the principle of the primacy of reason, p, 
members all over the world, and its P1“ ^] 
tions included the Thinker's Library, ^ j 
pioneered popular reprints of seminal vm* j  

Its main contribution today is public311 
the quarterly journal, the New Humanist- j 
the NSS, it also camDaiens on top

c
campaigns 

freethought issues through the written word

British Humanist 
Association

it'1When the BHA was founded in 1965.‘'¡„j 
virtually just a change of name for the tt> ̂  
Union, which had dated from the 1890s- j

att

cerned mainly with moral questions  ̂ £(

Í !*
non-religious standpoint, it has recently
centrated largely on the issues of ren r * o
education and medical ethics.

It publishes pamphlets on various aspe'
ctS

« Iits work, as well as its regular Humanist ^  
It also holds training sessions for aspiri3^  ,1
ciants of Humanist ceremonies, for wh> ^ 
four organisations supply officiants, 3,1 S(ei

as a clearing-house for many of them. . [if 
No, we don’t want to merge -  but J  

opening ceremony on June 21 we will 
co-operation -  and to Four in One!
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by Nicolas Walter
British freethought move

ment has always consisted mainly 
isolated individuals, but for 

by aCenturies it has been represented 
s,nall number of separate organi- 

"f- The move of the main national 
#  ten(niSations into a single building in 

’ V  sta»l'al London marks a significant 
W  t)urln a *on8 development.

T:
i'Vo 0l

jn Acl °Pp0 • • *be early 19th Century militant 
u (ref.?fl()n to organised religion by radicalpi»;

aw*
nw» . w uigmincu icugiuu uy iduiuu
kega lnkers, especially Richard Carlile, 

yeSiji' ¡Hga a tradition of permanent campaign- 
d f̂ l̂ hin Publishing organisations. The pub- 

1 oH V s ^Us*ness was continued by James 
V | U S°n, Austin Holyoake and Charles 
s vie"- »ad ^’ tbe campaigning work was contin- 
* ĉni L J Holyoake, who began forming 

eJ ‘ ^df 8oc'et*es in 1851, and Charles 
lar au8h> who founded the National Secu-

5*i cii’1"18“-\ e tlrne the two traditions were very 
,(f bê > but in 1877 the personal quarrel 

I***» Bradlaugh and Watts over the 
Nb Malthusian propaganda led to a 
«lid ,?nent split. Bradlaugh kept the NSS 

K ^a,‘onal ^form er, but Watts kept 
lishing business, founded the British

;e
off

iev; ar Union, and took over the Secular 
c|,i: ^i Bradlaugh won his battle to take a 

,e j|if: lijj Parliament, and since his death in 
j, f tst fi1)6 ^as l»6611 remembered as the great- 

n ’bli^i ^  <fUrti *n fbc freethought movement. He 
P M  poUccecded as President of the NSS by G 

rkS' *6’ fhe National Reformer was suc- 
W by The Freethinker, and SecularismJü__

Permanent form.
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Rationalism
'^4 lasted only a few years, but the 

a r'val movement lasted longer. 
\ t s  Ha_s succeeded by his son, Charles A

"'ho continued the publishing busi-
: jt ''' W a.n d  also started a series of papers and

Rations to express moderate opposi-
)s. !*ti0̂  0rganised religion. An annual publi-

lasted from 1884 to 1980; a monthly
tiyf t  (C * me lastcd from 1885 t0 1976 and sti"
■ligi1’' !"s as the quarterly New Humanist. In

,, ?»9 k e Ecgan an organisation which in 
-cl5 i Si eca,ne the Rationalist Press Associa- 

1 \ ’ and Rationalism took permanent

hi£ .» S h  e different tradition of freethought 
lfld iC‘ Rented by the South Place Ethical 

./ Jt This began in 1793 as a Universal- 
I “! ii Sth u *len a Unitarian church, moved to
j.-iilk M)v in  1 8 1 4 . a n d  s h iftp fl l in d ^ r  W  Ia r|ace in 1824, and shifted under W J 

a(* Moncure Conway from Theism to

New centre marks ‘end 
of the beginning’ of 

struggle for secularism
Humanism. In 1888 under Stanton Coit it 
became an Ethical Society.

The Ethical movement had been founded 
in 1876 in the United States by radical Jews 
and Christians who replaced supernatural
ist Theism with naturalist Ethicism and 
began a movement in the no-man’s-land 
between radical reform of, and moderate 
opposition to, organised religion. The first 
Ethical Society in Britain was formed in 
1886, and lasted until 1900. Coit left South 
Place in 1891, started several other Ethical 
Societies, and founded an Ethical Church in 
1909. In 1896 he formed a Union of Ethical 
Societies, which became the Ethical Union 
in 1920, and Ethicism took permanent 
form.

SPES didn’t join the Ethical Union, but 
its chapel was the main meeting-place of the 
Ethical movement, and this was continued 
and reinforced when it moved to Red Lion 
Square in 1929. Indeed, for 65 years the 
physical focus of the whole freethought 
movement has been at Conway Hall.

The process of divergence lasted for near
ly a century, and the process of convergence 
has lasted for nearly another century. 
Although there have been both personal 
and ideological differences between (and 
within) the organisations, there have been 
good relations most of the time. These have 
been represented by a growing overlap not 
only in attitudes and activities but also in 
membership and leadership, and by various 
attempts to foster co-operation and even 
unification. From 1899 an Annual Reunion 
has been organised by South Place, first 
involving Ethical and Positivist organisa
tions, then the RPA, and then also the NSS. 
From 1950 to 1963 a Humanist Council rep
resented the EU, SPES and RPA, and then 
also the NSS.

But after the Second World War there 
was a more serious attempt to bring all 
freethinkers together under the rubric of 
Humanism, led by Coit’s successor, Harold 
Blackham, who symbolically sold the Ethi
cal Church to buy more suitable premises. 
The EU and RPA tried unsuccessfully in 
1957 and successfully in 1963 to form a 
British Humanist Association as an umbrel
la organisation for the whole movement. 
Almost all local Secular, Rationalist and 
Ethical societies became Humanist groups. 
But the NSS and SPES stayed outside the 
BHA, and the RPA withdrew in 1966, so in 
1967 the Ethical Union became the British 
Humanist Association. On an international

level, the old World Union of Freethinkers 
was virtually superseded by the new Inter
national Humanist and Ethical Union in 
1952. On a national level, the Humanist 
Liaison Committee was formed in 1976 and 
revived in 1984.

For a quarter of a century the British 
freethought movement has been divided 
into four tendencies represented by four 
national organisations -  Secularism  
through the NSS (with The Freethinker), 
concentrating on militant campaigning; 
Rationalism through the RPA (with the 
New Humanist), concentrating on publish
ing and moderate campaigning; Flthicism 
through SPES (with the Ethical Record), 
concentrating on meetings; and Humanism 
through the BHA (with Humanist News), 
concentrating on moderate campaigning 
and local activities. But the tendencies have 
been slowly but surely converging, and this 
process has at last taken a definite form -  
not repeating the attempt at formal unifica
tion, but preferring an attempt at informal 
union.

Distinct
In 1990 the BHA rented premises from 

SPES in Lamb’s Conduit Passage, next to 
Conway Hall, and the RPA rented part of 
them from the BHA. Meanwhile, SPES con
sidered but rejected plans to rebuild or 
redevelop Conway Hall, and also a plan to 
purchase a vacant property in Theobald’s 
Road next to Conway Hall; in 1993, howev
er, the NSS considered and accepted the lat
ter plan. At the beginning of 1994 the prop
erty was purchased, named Bradlaugh 
House, converted for our use, and occupied 
by all four organisations. The organisations 
are formally distinct, the staff are separate
ly employed, the publications are indepen
dently produced; but we are all working 
together, sharing not only space but also 
facilities and expenses and ideas. After 
many years, the freethought movement is 
moving in one direction, though its con
stituent parts are moving in their own ways 
at their own speed.

This is not the beginning of the end of the 
long campaign for a secular society; but it is 
perhaps the end of the beginning.

•  Nicolas Walter, who has been the manag
er of the RPA since 1975, is also the Hon
orary Representative of SPES and a Vice- 
President of the NSS.
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Bradlaugh |i
never be a

THE GREATEST ENEMY OF GOD 
AND HIS TRUTH 

NO W LIVING AMONGST MEN

TH A T ’S how  the C o n se rv a tiv es  
branded Charles Bradlaugh -  in 
la rg e  c a p ita ls  -  on p o s te rs  

addressed to the C hristian electors of 
Northampton during the General E lec
tion o f  1880. S o m el0 ,000  anti-B rad- 
laugh leaflets were printed and privately 
posted to each elector. On the Sunday 
before the poll, A nglican and Roman 
Catholic clergy denounced the atheist, 
and one vicar told his parishioners that 
Jesus would say “W ell done” if  they 
voted against the founder of the National 
Secular Society.

Bradlaugh was elected, along with his 
fellow Liberal, Henry Labouchere, but 
the opposition continued. One Church of 
England priest declared: “This admission 
of an A theist into the Parliam ent of a 
Christian Country, has shattered my politi
cal creed, and almost wrecked all my for
mer views upon Liberalism and Conser
vatism.” And at the Church Congress of 
1881, both the Archbishop of York and 
the Bishop of Manchester referred to “the 
terrible immoral influence that accompa
nied the preaching of Atheism and Secu
larism in these later days.”

Moreover, in the words of Bradlaugh’s 
American biographer, Walter L Arnstein, 
the Roman Catholic Church under Cardi
nal Manning “played a much more signifi
cant part than its numerical strength war
ranted.”

Manning was a frequent visitor to the 
House of Commons, where he had consid
erable influence on Roman Catholic MPs, 
and particularly on the Irish Nationalists. 
He also corresponded with Liberal and 
C onservative leaders, and he attacked 
B radlaugh in the N ineteenth  C entury  
which, despite its editorial policy of being

The new Humanist Centre at 47 Theobald's Road -  
by the National Secular Society and shared with 
British Humanist Association, the Rationalist Press A  ̂ | |  
ciation and South Place Ethical Society -  has been 
Bradlaugh House. Here, former NSS general secre‘ 
and one-time Editor of The Freethinker COLIN 
sketches the life of the great man himself.

“absolutely impartial and non-sectarian,” 
refused Bradlaugh the right of reply.

He replied instead, in his own National 
Reformer, and in a penny pam phlet, A 
Cardinal's Broken Oath, in the form of an 
open letter to Henry Edward, Cardinal- 
A rchbishop of W estm inster. And it is 
worth looking at these half-dozen pages, 
as an example of Bradlaugh’s debating 
skill.

He began: “Three limes your Eminence 
has personally and publicly interfered and 
used the weight o f your ecclesiastical 
position against me in the Parliamentary 
struggle in which I am engaged, although 
you are neither voter in the borough for 
which I am returned, nor even co-citizen 
in the state to which I belong.”

“you parade in political contest )°_ * 'fO
position...and have the audacity 1 j
outlawry and legal penalty against ,
ther castigation followed on the
“innuendoes” and vicious insinua11 j
on his visit to Northampton,^  ̂
state” and “defiance of the law,’ se ^ 
weaken the confidence of my con „ 
Then Bradlaugh turned to the “hr0 ^ I 
of the pamphlet’s title. “Is it the
which stirs you?” he asked. “Your
ness on swearing comes very >- m 
When you took orders as a deac  ̂
English Church, in presence of yolj ,A ii. 
you swore ‘so help me, God,’ tna J; 
from your ‘heart abhor, detest afl° ,l( 
and with your hand on the ‘holy' j  ̂ Ji
you declared ‘that no foreign pr
prelate, state, or potentate hath,

Illegal have, any jurisdiction, power, jSti‘î%g| 
pre-eminence, or authority, ecclesl L

In protesting against Bradlaugh being 
allowed to sit in the House of Commons, 
“to which the vote of a free constituency 
had duly returned me,” Manning was told, 
“you blundered alike in your law and in 
your history”; and was accordingly correct
ed.

Then Bradlaugh played his master stroke. 
Under a statute from the reign of George IV, 
M anning was liable to indictm ent as a 
“member of a society of the Church of 
Rome,” residing here “without police chal
lenge by the merciful forbearance of the 
community.” And yet, Bradlaugh continued,

spiritual, within this realm.” ’ ,)!
Manning, who had written i

whom no oath can bind,” had \  ^
own oath when he joined the

R0me’Bradlaugh didn’t particularly
What he objected to was interfefe
political struggle. “As a prince-pw
Church of Rome you have no rig1
die with the question of the Engl'^ , 
mentary oath.” f j

Manning was finally told: “Yofr ,t
has been the foe of liberty i*" .# ,rc

5]
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world, and I am honoured by Y° As 
assailment. But you presume
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’'ideas must 
ih/ved to die

of the age when, in this free 
. you so recklessly exhibit as 

of jjj an election contest the outward 
ae authority the Vatican claims, 
ever again exercise, in Britain.” 

lever replied and, possibly on 
Rome, ceased to write on the 

the monthly press, though his 
t° Bradlaugh and the Affirmation 

Eventually, victory went to 
^ though at the cost of his health. 

as this man so feared by the

was born on Septem- 
/illage of Hoxton, later 

a Part of London. He left school 
11 and became office boy to a 

d then clerk to a coal merchant. 
avidly, and was attracted by the 
rators at Bonner’s Fields.

troubles came early. As a con- 
hunday school teacher, he con- 
tiinister about a contradiction 

he Thirty-Nine Articles and the 
he Rev John Parker suspended 

atd reported him to his father.and r

Given the alternative of repenting or leaving 
home, Bradlaugh chose the latter. He lived 
for a time with Richard Carlile and soon 
became an atheist.

After some years’ service in the army, he 
resumed his legal studies, and began to 
speak and write for the freethought move
ment, often using the pseudonym Icono
clast. By 1859 he was President of the Lon
don Secular Society and Editor of The 
Investigator. In 1861 he founded the 
National Reformer and, in 1866, the Nation
al Secular Society. He remained Editor of 
the paper until his death and President of the 
society until 1890.

Unsurpassed as an orator, he could attract 
audiences of thousands -  as many as 30,000 
in Trafalgar Square and in the North of Eng
land. Indeed, his great crime, for many, was 
his popularisation of freethought among the 
working classes. But he was far from being 
a dem agogue in the usual sense. He 
believed the Roman Catholic Church to be 
“the persistent and unvarying foe of all 
progress, social, political , and religious” 
but, he said, “my weapons against this 
Church are limited to the weapons which I 
think fair and just against m yself.” He 
opposed the expulsion of the Jesuits from 
France, not only as impolitic but also as 
inconsistent with freethought principles, 
saying: “If we cannot win with reason, I will 
not try to win with force” -  a very different 
attitude to that of Manning & Co.

A cultivated, (self-)educated man, Brad
laugh spoke and read several languages and 
was a deep student of philosophy, especially 
of Spinoza, whom he particularly admired. 
Above all, he was an outstanding amateur 
lawyer, whose ability and learning were 
acknowledged by the Lord Chief Justice. It 
has been argued that Bradlaugh was too 
good a lawyer, too ready to turn to litiga
tion, and certainly his law-suits, even when 
successful, proved financially expensive. 
“But what am I to do?” he asked. “If when I 
am libelled I take no notice, the world 
believes the libel. If I sue I have to pay 
about one hundred pounds costs for the

privilege, and gain the smallest coin the 
country knows as a recompense.”

Outstanding, of course, was the great 
struggle to enter the House of Commons, to 
which he was first elected in 1880, but in 
which he was not allowed to sit until 1886, 
apart, that is, from a nine-month spell in 
1880-81, while challenged by a legal writ. 
To start with, he asked to be allowed to 
affirm but, when that was refused, he stated 
explicitly in letters to the Speaker, the 
Attorney General and The Times, that he 
was prepared to lake the oath and regard it 
as binding, though the words were meaning
less (he even administered it to himself 
once). But the House, considerably influ
enced by the clerical opposition, refused, 
until the advent of a new Speaker Sir Arthur 
Wellesley Peel, when the junior Member for 
Northampton was finally allowed to take his 
seat. Labouchere, it may be noted, shared 
Bradlaugh’s view of the oath, calling it “an 
utterly unmeaning form ...just the same 
superstitious incantation as the trash of any 
Mumbo-Jumbo among African savages.”

Expulsion

In 1888 Bradlaugh promoted the Act 
allowing any MP who wished to do so to 
affirm and, in 1891, the House expunged the 
record of his forcible expulsion from Parlia
ment by messengers and policemen. But he 
was then too ill to understand, and he died 
two days later. Five thousand mourners 
crowded Waterloo Station in London, for 
the funeral at Brookwood Cemetery. Six
teen MPs were there and Gladstone sent a 
wreath.

When Walter Arnstein wrote The Brad- 
laugh Case 30 years ago, he called it “a suc
cessful story tinged with sorrow, even with 
tragedy ...Y et it rem ains a story that 
involves ideas and principles by no means 
dead, ideas and principles no more irrele
vant to the present day than those expound
ed in John Stuart Mill’s On Liberty.” Ideas 
and principles, I might add, that must never 
be allowed to die.

À
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BRADLAUGH HOUSE SPECIAL
To new readers

by The Editor

READ alongside each other, two 
quotations -  both, as it happens, 
from the USA -  express what the 

Secular Humanism of The Freethinker 
means to me.

The first, from the illustrious Freethought 
writer and orator Colonel Robert G Ingersoll, 
is surely the perfect rejoinder to those who 
accuse us of being simple iconoclasts:

“The destroyer o f weeds, thistles and thorns 
is a benefactor whether he soweth grain or 
not. ”

The second is from Affirmations o f Human
ism, a statement of principles which, appropri
ately for what is almost a prose-poem, is 
issued on parchment by the Buffalo-based 
Council for Democratic and Secular Human
ism:

“We believe in optimism rather than pes
simism, hope rather than despair, learning in 
the place o f dogma, truth instead o f igno
rance, joy rather than guilt or sin, tolerance in 
the place o f fear, love instead o f hatred, com
passion over selfishness, beauty instead o f 
ugliness, and reason rather than blind faith or 
irrationality. We believe in the fullest realisa
tion of the best and noblest that we are capa
ble of as human beings. ”

So -  it is our duty to root out and destroy 
superstition and its accompanying absurdities 
and cruelties...but we do have much to offer 
in its place.

Our Secular Humanism affirms that this life 
is the only one of which we have any knowl
edge and that human effort should be directed 
wholly towards its improvement, untramelled 
by fears of hell or hopes of heaven.

We see that supernaturalism is based upon 
ignorance -  be it chanted by tribal shamans, 
imposed by village mullahs or abstrused into 
hard covers by Oxbridge theologians -  and we 
expose and assail it as the historic enemy of 
progress.

As existing readers of The Freethinker well 
know, we believe that progress is possible 
only on the basis of equal freedom of speech 
and publication; that the free criticism of insti
tutions and ideas is essential to a civilised 
state.

Affirming that morality is social in origin

W h e r e  t h e r e ’s  a  m f f . . .

Legacies (eft to the RationalSecular Society 
Limited are legally secure, atul the following 
form of wording is all that is necessary:

/  hereby give and bequeath (here insert partic
ulars of legacy) to the qfationalSecular Soci
ety Limitedfor all or any of its purposes.

All in 
the

best of 
causes

and application, Secularism seeks to spread 
education, to encourage the fraternity of all 
peoples as a means of advancing universal 
peace, to further common cultural interests 
and to develop the happiness and well-being, 
the freedom and dignity, of humanity.

Secular Humanism promotes a concept of 
nature and history which fits with the facts of 
experience and with the progress of science 
and criticism -  in opposition to traditional 
beliefs and practices which prevent or interfere 
with free inquiry: again, we dispute all claims 
for supernatural interpretations, which obscure 
the realities and pervert the reasonable ideals 
of life.

We are committed to the application of rea
son and science to our attempts at understand
ing the universe and to the solving of human 
problems.

We believe that scientific discovery and 
technology can contribute to the betterment of 
life; traditionally, the organisations of British 
Humanism have attracted -  and still attract -  
those eminent in the sciences.

And, at the same time, as active campaigners 
for literary and artistic freedom, we number 
among our supporters impressive numbers of 
artists, writers, poets and people from the 
media and entertainment.

Opposed to the hereditary principle in gov
ernment, we believe in an open and pluralistic 
society and that democracy is the best guaran
tee of protecting human rights.

Secular Humanists are committed to the sep
aration of church and state -  total disestablish
ment -  and work for the abolition of all privi
leges granted to religious organisations.

We are concerned with securing justice and 
fairness in society and with eliminating dis
crimination and intolerance. I observe in the 
daily work and social activity of our move
ment the practical expression of our policy of 
opposing and overcoming divisive parochial 
loyalties based on race, religion, gender, 
nationality, sexual orientation, ethnicity.

We want to protect and enhance the earth, to

preserve it for future generations, and to aV 
inflicting needless suffering on other specl 
and, again, I know from personal expene ,, 
that very many Secular Humanists are de r 
committed to “green” activity, ranging 
simple recycling of resources to hands-on P 
ticipation in animal welfare projects. # 

We believe in enjoying life here and 3 
and in developing our creative talents to 
fullest. j

Mature adults should, we insist, be all°
to fulfill their aspirations, to express then set-

fret'ual preferences, to exercise reproductive - i 
dom, to have access to comprehensive 3 
informed healthcare, and to die with dign>l.v'

We are especially concerned with the g1enet'
al and moral education of our children 
inevitably, this involves our opposition to  ̂
gious education in state schools and to 
form of state or local authority supp°rt 
denominational schools. .>

We see Secular Humanism as a reah- 
alternative to theologies of despair and ide ^  
gies of violence, and this principle has nt£ 
in practice that Secularists have been -  and 
-  to the fore in a wide range of movements 
a freer, better life. . „

We concern ourselves with populatl -
issues, believing that contraceptive advice *
materials should be made universally 3 j 
freely available. We support safe and Wl 
abortion for all women who seek it. y

There is a long record of Secular Hunta1̂  
campaigning for the legalisation of the c° 
passionate process of voluntary euthanasia_ 

Secular Humanists demand abolition ot 
blasphemy laws, and many oppose all o 
forms of censorship. t

As I have implied, animal welfare is hign
our agenda, along with prison reform and 
prohibition of corporal and capital p i 
ments.

We seek universal affirmation in place 
oath.

o f*

laWsAnd recent reforms the Sunday trading 
were the result of a long battle -  not yet end 
ly won -  in which Secular Humanists and 
Freethinker have played a leading role. f 

As in the case of Sunday trading, many 
the reforms we seek are well on the way 
being realised -  at least, in the United K1 h  
dom. But there is still a long way to go, an.fl« 
you would like to take part in the contin111 ° 
struggle: ^

•  Join the National Secular Society-
annual subscription to the NSS is £4 a yeaf &
individuals (organisations may affiliate at ^  
cial rates) and applications should be mada ^
the General Secretary, Terry Mullins, at ,
laugh House, 47 Theobald’s Road, Lon 
WC1X8SP. e

•  Become a regular reader of The r r ( 
thinker. It costs only £10 a year (£7 a yc^ |](j 
pensioners, unemployed people, students 
others who are ’’unwaged”). y

Cheques and postal orders should be 1113 ̂
payable to G W Foote & Co, and in d°[() 
cases, additional donations would be Pf'J, 
very good use in what has been descrm 
famously, as “the best of causes.”
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BRADLAUGH HOUSE SPECIAL

Tibe Freethinker yesterday 
and today

^ i lhought be free

SG W  Foote & Co, publishers of The Freethinker, 
^°ve into the new Humanist Centre in Theobald's 
°°ad, JIM HERRICK outlines the history of the jour- 
^  -  and stresses its continuing im portance in 
tQday's world
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FREETHINKER announced its 
forceful direction from the very 

t0r beginning. G W Foote, its First Edi- 
.^Wrote in the first issue: 

q,uj  e freethinker is an anti-Christian organ, 
iii¡¡Il>u,st therefore he chiefly aggressive. It 
in n ^ aSe relentless war against Superstition 
in n nerai> and against Christian Superstition 
cft ar,'cular. It will do its best to employ the 
qnd ‘fees o f Science, Scholarship, Philosophy 
bj„.:Fiics against the claims o f the Bible as a

ay10 cC/!e ^eve â,‘° n;
& o r t h e  same purpose any weapons o f

and it will not scruple to

9‘cule
the

t()r: e Freethinker was born at a particular his- 
c0m. rnorner|t. which influenced its form and 
jo "t- There had been a range of freethought

armoury o f Common Sense. (May

J ° n (f. 1841) to Bradlaugh’s sober and 
tL 1 et* National Reformer (f. 1860). In 1881

als from Southwell’s ferocious Oracle of
L > «
k a,|ed ,
,all Century freethought giant -  Brad- 
^rlj "  Was undergoing his struggle to enter 
%n^ m .  This mighty conflict arrested the 
i'ali l0n °f the nation and Foote hoped to cap- 
ideaSe 0n the public interest in freethought

idc ,
,t() I 8re:y* Foote, who, in my opinion, was the 
ID ; 3 est Writer of The Freethinker Editors, was 

O S  man (b. 1850) who came from Ply- 
the I? to London and worked in libraries and 
w ^a ll of Science and was involved with 

ral small freethought papers. He was a

man of wide interests, and his particular liter
ary interests influenced his somewhat rhetori
cal style. His pre-Freethinker writing was 
moderate and literary, engaged in an intellec
tual battle with religion. His transformation 
into a trenchant campaigner against religion 
came about because: “I went through the 
Bradlaugh struggle.”

He was prepared for his own struggle: the 
early Freethinker included reports of meet
ings, lampoons against evangelicals, quota
tions from freethought writers, correspondence 
between freethinkers and clerics, and the 
famous two columns -  Acid Drops and Sugar 
Plums. Acid Drops used a news item to high
light the absurdity of religion, while Sugar 
Plums brought some good news about the 
spread of freethought. There were also the 
Profane Jokes -  Victorian humour is very dif
ferent from ours and we would not find them 
very funny today.

His penchant for satire and sarcasm brought 
trouble -  something which he seemed to 
invite. The Bible cartoons which he published 
regularly were very mild by today’s standards, 
but they brought trouble indeed. Two famous 
cartoons are “Moses Getting a Back View of 
God” -  in which a pair of divine baggy 
trousers are displayed, and “Divine Illumina
tion" -  in which God lights a pipe. Foote was 
prosecuted for blasphemy in a private prosecu
tion in which two actions were brought. He 
was tried before Lord North, a Catholic bigot. 
At first the jury failed to agree, but in a retrial

•  George William Foote, first Edi
tor of The Freethinker.
he was found guilty and sentenced to 12 
months imprisonment.

His comment on the sentence is famous: “I 
thank you, my Lord; it is worthy of your 
creed.” The other prosecution, brought while 
Foote was in gaol, was held before the much 
more reasonable Lord Coleridge and was 
dropped after the jury failed to reach a deci
sion.

The effect on Foote was enormous -  he went 
through much hardship in prison, and at first 
was only allowed the Bible as reading matter. 
Perhaps this confirmed his belief that “Search
ing the Scriptures was the best cure for believ
ing the Scriptures.” The experience of prison 
marked him for life and must have sustained 
his anger and indignation at the injustices of 
religion. It meant that The Freethinker cam
paigned against the blasphemy laws up to 
today.

Nearly 10 years later, when he was elected 
as President of the National Secular Society, 
Foote wrote that, “the heroic period of 
Freethought is well-nigh over” (February 23, 
1890). In a sense he was right: society was 
changing and as freethinkers moved into the 
20th Century religious belief diminished and 
science, anthropology, sociology and so on, 
brought in rational explanations for the uni
verse, humankind and religion.

This did not mean that The Freethinker has 
nothing to say. On the contrary, the counter-

*•“ Turn to Page 96
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theological arguments went on, as did the 
comments on current events such as freedom 
of speech, religious support of warfare, athe
ists’ right to affirm, the position of women, 
birth control, cremation, religion in schools.

In 1915 Foote died and Chapman Cohen, 
who had been involved with The Freethinker 
for nearly 20 years, took over. His emphasis 
was different from Foote’s; he was interested 
in expounding philosophy -  especially the phi
losophy of materialism -  and science -  espe
cially evolution -  to the public at large. He 
was a prolific and lucid writer, whose output 
in The Freethinker (until he retired in 1951) 
and in books and pamphlets was enormous. 
He had great tenacity, though in later years he 
did tend to repeat himself.

The First World War was depressing for 
freethinkers and Foote and Cohen were deter
mined to retain the right of free speech. Cohen 
was approached by two military-looking gen
tlemen who wanted to see the subscribers’ list 
and asked whether he took care that it did not 
get into enemy hands. He refused a sight of 
the list and said that “if the Emperor of Ger
many sent along twopence half-penny for The 
Freethinker, it would be posted to the address 
given.”

The paper gave support to conscientious 
objectors although neither Foote nor Cohen 
were pacifists -  a long letter from Bertrand 
Russell on the subject was published. Speak
ing pessimistically of the future in the midst of 
war, Cohen wrote: “We are forcibly reminded 
that after all we may have overestimated the 
solidity of our civilisation.” Such a damper on 
the idea of progress has continued throughout 
the 20th Century. It is more difficult to hold an 
optimistic view about the progress of humani
ty now than at the beginning of the century.

An important legal case took place at this 
period. Foote had set up Secular Society Ltd, 
as an appropriate body to receive donations 
and legacies. In 1914-15 the bequest of Mr C 
Bowman to the Society was challenged on the 
grounds that its irreligion made the Society 
unlawful. In court and in an Appeal to the 
House of Lords it was established that it is not 
illegal to deny the truth of religion, and the 
Church Times -  no less -  wrote that “England 
is no longer in law, as it has ceased to be in 
fact, a Christian country.” Something which 
the likes of Olga Maitland and Caroline Cox 
would argue with even today.

There is no space to follow through the his
tory of The Freethinker in the 20th Century. 
Two Editors who followed Cohen should be 
mentioned. F A Ridley, who has just died aged 
97, was equally involved with Socialist activi
ties and he broke the tradition that The Free
thinker was not political, and wrote some 
strong editorials on international issues from 
the Socialist viewpoint. (Both Foote and 
Cohen were more or less liberal individual
ists). William Mcllroy had three stints as Edi
tor, and offered zest and brio combined with a 
thorough command of the current scene.

There would have been many surprises for

the early freethinkers if they were to look at 
the current situation. Many of them would be 
surprised that religion has proved so persistent 
in the face of so many intellectual arguments 
against it. This shows that it is not rational 
thought that keeps the churches alive but emo
tion, habit, and the desire for power. There 
were “modern” Christians in Foote’s day, but 
what would he have made of the team of lead
ing Christians questioning the Virgin birth, the 
incarnation, the resurrection, even the exis
tence of God as anything other than a 
metaphor which we may live through and by? 
But side-by-side with these liberals, are the 
evangelicals and fundamentalists who against 
all the historical and scientific evidence, hold 
fast to an inerrant Bible. It is the task of The 
Freethinker today to continue its counter-theo
logical battles. They have not been won.

Shaw complained as early 1908 that “Bible- 
smashing is tedious to people who have 
smashed their Bibles.” We now have the situa
tion where many people -  especially younger 
people -  do not know their Bibles at all. Per
haps their very ignorance shields them from 
the worst aspect of religion. But Shaw had a 
point: if we were to read The Freethinker for a 
period of 20 or more years (Freethinker read
ers are very loyal) we would certainly see the 
same arguments surfacing again and again. 
But what changes are the issues and the con
text within which they appear. Would Foote 
have expected a modern issue of The Free
thinker to need to have a front-page article on 
the way evangelicals have inserted Satan into 
the problem of child abuse, thus causing the

spread of pernicious myths and unneces* 
hardship for children and parents? ...

Many of the targets of freethought re®8  ̂
the House of Lords, the monarchy, religl0.n 
education, the bias of the media, the rcli?10 
conflict (Ireland, Yugoslavia). Some things  ̂
new: the march of Islam, the genocide in v  ̂
ous parts of the world. The F reethin^^  
needed to provide an independent voice 
these issues. ,

Freethought is not Utopian: we do not s 
stitute heaven on earth for heaven in the s ̂  
Freethinkers are not revolutionaries: we 
that overturning everything in one fell 
will not make things better. We are reform^ 
in religious and social matters. Above all. 
need freedom of thought so that all ideas m 
be heard. C G L Du Cann wrote in 1940 o  ̂
book about Oscar Wilde that he was a n8 
thinker in the best sense: “He could and 
think new thoughts. His mind was frce ^ 
Ariel’s.” There can never be too many sU 
free minds. And then to put the thought i® 
action, we need, in Danton’s famous wor ' 
quoted by Foote in a letter from gaok 
I’audace, et encore de I’audace, et toujoud 
Vaudace.

•  A former Editor of The Freethinker, 
HERRICK edits New Humanist and 
tional Humanist News. His Vision and Pe . 
ism tells the inspiring story of the first1 
years of The Freethinker. It is obtainable  ̂
£3, including postage, from the Natic^ 
Secular Society, Bradlaugh House. 
Theobald's Road, London WC1X 8SP.

This cartoon, 
Divine lllumina' 
tion, helped to 
put G W Foote 
in the slammer 
for 12 months. 
The full caption 
reads: "And God 
said, Let there 
be light: and 
there was 
light."
-  Genesis i., 3.
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Humanism keynote of 
Starship space quests
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CHAPPELL has long been 
ested in the Humanist philoso- 
in "

■ee as

tj ' Star Trek. He was surprised 
ft recent criticisms of the show in 
(¡Qe ^reethinker, especially accusa
l s  l ^at ^ rek creator Gene Rod- 
ra .berry was guilty of militarism, 
.pISrh and fascism. Chappell says: 

ascism in particular seems an 
p accusation when the 'Patterns 

£nf Ce# episode has the Starship 
(QrerPr/se crew foiling an attempt 
R ecreate Nazism on another 
(¡0rld -  a powerful attack on irra- 

na|ism and hate-mongering."
Pw
tjc 1 People know how deeply Humanis- 
w Star Trek really is. It is essentially a 

PeSt iti.etlCe fiction vision of mankind Human-

, sue11 
It in10 
vords’
l : *
•irsi*
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terpe'

■ 10Ö
jle
¡on1

jt

i1

dangerous and exciting universe. 
¡^*** the multi-racial crew: Chekov, a Russ
ia Pav>gator (in a series made at the height of 
i j  °ld War); Sulu, the Japanese helmsman; 
$teCottish engineer. One episode, “Plato’s 
s |J Children,” was banned for decades for 
ca,j'Vlng Uhuru (the black female Communi- 
‘‘Pr°ns ®fficer> whose name is Swahili for 
rJ(,ê orn”) and Captain Kirk sharing an inter- 
p  kiss,

n|j Veb less racist, the Enterprise has a real 
Ofp (the Vulcan, Spock) as Chief Science 
ak!Cer- In Star Trek, Earth’s racism has been
7 ‘shed.
tic0tTle accuse the programme of stereotypical 
ralSli? as the v'Ha' ns usually represent a 

such as the Klingons and the Romu- 
¡D̂ ' *n fact, Klingons are depicted as highly 
L lVldualistic, aggressive warriors, disliked 
Inspected, in accord with the Prime Direc- 
^  Principle of not harming other cultures 

races. In The Next Generation stories, the 
i^ o n s  have freely joined the Space Federa- 

While retaining their warrior beliefs.
|(|.0 accuse RoddenbeiTy of racism in creating 
ftjr^ons is like accusing Jews of being Jewish

ti0|̂  their own distinctive identities and tradi-

i

^ t i n g  kosher food. All races and cultures
N j  ’

The Balance of Terror,” a member of the 
Inp rise  crew hears that the fierce Romu- 
tijj ®r® distant relatives of Vulcans and turns 
'shpH te towards Spock -  only to be admon- 
L  i for his racism by Kirk. Lieutenant Stiles 

°st relatives in a previous battle with the 
Jpulans, but he learns in the end.

L ne relationship between the Captain, the 
f|^ence Officer and the Medical Officer 

'CCoy), is central to Star Trek. Kirk muses

•  Patrick Stewart as Captain Jean- 
Luc Picard in Star Trek: The Next 
Generation, shown on BBC 2 
Wednesdays.
on his feelings, impulses and intuitions, often 
to the point of being a bore. Spock is cold and 
logical, sometimes appearing inhumane to 
those disagreeing with his difficult life-or- 
death decisions, until they see that he was 
right (cf. “The Galileo Seven”). McCoy, a true 
Humanist-Humanitarian, and possibly the 
most Roddenberry-like of the regular charac
ters, mediates between the two men, setting 
life above all else.

Militarism in Star Trek? With its crew being 
disciplined like navy personnel, this criticism 
seems reasonable -  at a glance. There are cap
tains, admirals, fleets of (Star)ships, strategic 
space battles, war-gaming, and courts martial. 
But the Enterprise crew often break the rules. 
Scottie holds drinking contests; Uhuru smug
gles pets on board, as in the delightful “Trou
ble with Tribbles” episode. In this, Scottie 
fights with the Klingons despite Kirk’s orders. 
To the Captain’s horror, and our chuckles, 
Scottie explains that he only started fighting 
after hearing his beloved Starship insulted, 
even though the Captain has been called awful

names in the same pre-fight argument. Scottie 
recreates the discussion for his Captain, down 
to the last insult both to Captain and to Enter
prise. Kirk is upset that it wasn’t a fight in his 
honour, rather than the Enterprise's.

Such irreverence for leadership is common 
in Star Trek. In the third film, Kirk steals the 
Enterprise, but is later forgiven for doing it in 
a good cause: try that in the navy!

Some might see heel-clicking, saluting, 
order-giving and instant, unquestioning obedi
ence. I see instead the arguments over what 
actions are to be taken, and constant breaking 
of the Captain’s orders, albeit without any lack 
of respect for his essential leadership. There is 
stress on the importance of team work in a 
human society.

The Enterprise is primarily a scientific 
research vessel, and its crew of 500 is interest
ed in peace and pacifism. The deadly phasers 
are mainly used to stun, rather than to kill, 
though they do kill as a last resort (instantly 
and totally erasing the victims: humane self- 
defence?).

Without Kirk present, McCoy and Spock fall 
out, as McCoy sees the Vulcan’s logic as ruth
lessly utilitarian, forgetting that Spock has 
saved his life many times. Spock, whose 
mother is human, having learned to suppress 
emotion in favour of pure logical thinking, 
represents pure objectivity, though his human 
side often peeps through in his wry humourous 
asides. This intensifies the running love-hate 
working relationship he has with McCoy. This 
is based on McCoy, like the viewer, sensing 
that Spock is more human, and more envious 
of human feeling, than he ever admits.

This is taken further in The Next Generation, 
where Data, an android, tries to be human, 
with his only feeling being a profound sense 
of regret that he isn’t a person. Data is not a 
new Spock. Data is Pinnochio, the wooden 
boy who wants to be real. He’s more tragi
comic than Spock; Data has pathos.

This idea of “being human,” spreading 
human knowledge, wisdom, and exploring 
human attitudes as well as encountering bug
eyed monsters and new technologies perme
ates Star Trek.

Science fiction rarely had any interest in 
people up to the 1960s. In Star Trek ’s “Return 
to Tom orrow,” the advantages of being 
humanoid are fully explored. Bodiless aliens 
borrow human bodies in order to build them
selves robot-selves which can then be used as 
artificial but insensitive bodies. The aliens 
grow to like their host human bodies too 
much, and face the horror of having to part 
with the unaccustomed ability to see, love,

< *■  Turn to Page 98
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ST creator’s ‘distaste for gods’
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feel, eat, and touch. They have to be forced 
into returning the borrowed live bodies to the 
rightful owners.

The most important part of Star Trek’s phi
losophy is the Prime Directive: never to inter
fere in alien cultures and customs. This creates 
all kinds of dilemmas. In “A Private Little 
War,” a brave parable on the then ongoing 
Vietnam conflict, Kirk learns that the Klin- 
gons are smuggling arms to one of two tribes 
on a small planet, creating a military imbal
ance. Kirk’s solution: arm the other tribe but 
not to superior force, merely an equal one (a 
comment on the nuclear arms race?). The 
tribes fail to see this gambit for what it is, and 
try to take the Enterprise crew’s superior 
phasers.

The Prime Directive dictates that balancing 
the sides must go on. This is one of Star 
Trek’s bleakest episodes, but one of great 
humanity. The plot could easily have been 
written to wipe out the Klingons and the hos
tile army, for the sake of a victorious militaris
tic ending, but Kirk comes to know that he 
shouldn’t. Moral: the human answer isn’t 
always a happy one.

Humanistic philosophy in what ought to 
have been formula space opera seems extraor
dinary, all the more so considering the back

biting political financial squabbles which Rod- 
denberry endured with the programme’s spon
sors and studio politicians.

The credit for Star Trek’s moral integrity 
lies entirely with him. He was very question
ing, a trait inherited from his cynical father, a 
Los Angeles cop, as Roddenberry would also 
be before becoming a writer. His mother was a 
Baptist who took him to Church regularly, 
while his father told him that he ought to be 
“damned careful of what the preachers say!” 

Biographer James Van Hise adds (The Man 
Who Created Star Trek, Pioneer Books, 1992): 
“At about the age of 14, he started paying 
attention to what was said in the sermons, and 
he came to the conclusion, which he kept to 
himself, that it was nonsense. He became a 
good deal more interested in the deacon’s 
daughter than the gospel.”

Roddenberry wrote many TV shows, 
notably Have Gun Will Travel, an intelligent 
Western-based detective story. The hero, Pal
adin, (Richard Boone) quotes philosophy and 
prefers to outwit his opponents rather than 
shoot them. Roddenberry was unhappy with 
what remained a formula Western. The plot 
often involved bringing religion into the sto
ries. Roddenberry regretted that one episode of 
Have Gun featured a pastor who commented 
heavily on blood atonement and Christian Sal
vation.

FT AT THE FOREFRONT
AS Nicolas Walter suggests elsewhere in this issue, the opening of Brad- 
laugh House is not the beginning of the end of the long campaign for a 
secular society; but it is perhaps the end of the beginning.

In other words, Freethinkers, Secularists, Humanists, Rationalists now share a 
firm base from which to conduct their concerted assault on irrationalism in all its 
forms. As Jim Herrick says in his article: "Many of the targets of freethought 
remain: the House of Lords, the monarchy, religion in education, the bias of the 
media, the religious conflict...the march of Islam, the genocide in various parts of 
the world."

The Freethinker will be at the forefront of this campaign -  so long as our read
ers continue to help with the ever-increasing costs of production and distribu
tion.

The present-level of giving to the fund is an absolute necessity if we are merely 
to stand still. If The Freethinker is actually to make progress -  and that is the plan 
-  readers' giving must seriously increase. Please send cheques, postal orders, 
stamps to: G W Foote & Co., Bradlaugh House, 47 Theobald's Road, London 
WC1X8SP.

Many thanks to: J C Dixon, J B Humphreys and A J Murphy, £1 each; R G 
Hooper, C J Hemming, H A Pugh, E T Rose and C R Walton, £2 each; G M Neil- 
son, £2.50; E J Hammond and D A Mackintosh, £3 each; H Barrett, J B Coward, C 
R Fletcher, D Hayes, G J Lyons and N E Thompson, £5 each; M Kirby, £6; L Glyn, 
£8; R M Berman, A L Clarke, W P Curry, C M Cotton, D R Leighton, J Millichamp, 
R H Pierce, T R Richardson, M R Ribiere, A C Stewart, R Tutton and AEG  Wright, 
£10 each; M Hill and E C Hughes, £17 each; A D Stevens, £20; A C Charles, £45; D 
R T Llewellyn, £50.

Total for April: £ 334.50.

Roddenberry had no wish to compromise hi* 
own beliefs again. Asked to do a series set on 
an 1860s Mississippi riverboat but with no ret" 
erence whatsoever to negroes, Roddenberry 
argued for realism and racial rights, and lost 3 
potentially lucrative assignment. His hard" 
headed, uncompromising approach earned hud 
a reputation for being difficult to work with '  
without which, Star Trek would have been 3 
very different programme.

Star Trek gave Roddenberry a vehicle f°r 
exploring delicate moral situations in 3 
thoughtful way. Many episodes were criticise3 
for being “too cerebral,” but RoddenberO 
insisted that his audience was not as dumb 35 
his sponsors imagined. In “The Devil in the 
Dark,” the typical bug-eyed monster gaif5 
sympathy when we learn why it kills people- 
i t ’s a mother protecting her eggs. Such 
“humanising of the monster” often put R°3' 
denberry in conflict with studio watchdog8, 
who wanted safe-formula programmes which 
would need less supervisory interference.

Roddenberry was asked to put a padre in the 
regular cast in order to explain Christian val" 
ues to aliens. He wisely put his foot doWd- 
“How could you have a chaplain if you’ve got 
that many people of different and alien belief 
on your ship? With as many planets as 
were visiting, every person on the ship wot»3 
have to be a chaplain!” (Van Hise).

Roddenberry’s distaste for gods comes 
across frequently in Star Trek. In “The Squhe 
Of Gothos,” Kirk meets a god who wants 
human playthings. Kirk realises the immatud" 
ty of the Squire, whose parents arrive and pub' 
ish him for being a tormenting child. The 
mature parents have no interest in humad 
affairs and release Kirk safely. Roddenberry 8 
message is clear: gods cannot take up an inter- 
est in human affairs without causing more 
problems than they solve.

Only one episode spoils the anti-religioUs 
trend. In “Bread and Circuses,” the crew find8 
a world order modelled on Nero’s RomO’ 
where gladiatorial combat to the death is 3 
televised event. The simple plot is complicated 
by occasional references to a group of dis
senters who worship a rival god to the planet8 
Caesar. We are led to believe that this god I8 
the Sun, until, in a final plot twist, we learb 
that it is “the Son.” Yes, that one -  although' 
mercifully, he doesn’t appear. We learn only 
of a cult surrounding him. Kirk murmurs tha1 
he’d like to witness that part of history repeat' 
ing itself.

Roddenberry is careful, however, to keep the 
“religious” side of this episode in Roman' 
Christian history discreet. He was, of course, a 
passionate Humanist, occasionally contribut
ing interviews and articles to Humanist jour
nals, and receiving many fitting tributes id 
them on his death. “Bread and Circuses” wa8 
written as an imaginative idea, a parallel histo
ry story, not as a creed.

.to be concluded 
next month
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DOWN TO
EARTH with Bill Mcllroy

Memorial to 
those who said 
‘no* to war
^O U G H  of a peaceable disposition, I 
artl not a pacifist. Nevertheless, I felt in 
ae best of company at a mainly pacifist 
pthering in Tavistock Square, London,
,ast month.The occasion was the unveil- 
'JJS of a Commemorative Stone, probably 

first of it kind in the world. It honours 
^°se who refused to be conscripted for 
Military service.

The unveiling ceremony, performed by the 
^¡nent composer, Sir Michael Tippett, was 

culmination of an 18-year campaign by 
t(Ha Mathieson. Her uncle, Joseph Brett, a 
"^•■king-class Londoner and conscientious 
Rector, suffered much for his principles 
Ufing and after the 1914-18 war.

. Towns and villages throughout the British 
s)es have their memorials -  often in the form

of. 
hvo

a Christian cross -  to those who died in
World wars. They are the focus for 

^ntembrance Day parades and services 
^hen uniformed organisations, local civic 
and church dignitaries are on display.

No doubt the sadness of survivors, relatives 
a,1(l friends of the dead is genuine enough on 
SUch occasions. But official solemnity is as 
^'ficial as the poppy wreaths. Humbug is 
ae name of the Establishment game. 
Ostentatious remembrance of the dead is an 

e ’ective method of detracting attention from 
C)(Ploitation and neglect of the living.

Those who survived the 1914-18 war 
l^urned from the carnage to a Britain where 
,he “rich man in his castle, the poor man at 
?ls gate” ethos still flourished. “Our brave 
°°ys” were patronised and hailed as heroes 

Remembrance Day. But they were kept 
'lrmly in their inferior place on the other 364 
aaVs of the year, expected to be properly 
Stateful for a menial job or a means-tested
^ndout.

The Tavistock Square ceremony was a dig
g e d  affair. The same cannot be said of 
^0vernment plans to mark the 50th anniver
sary of D-Day, which have bordered on the 
Ntcical.

Mindful of Margaret Thatcher’s successful 
j^Ploitation of the Falkland episode, John 
”*ajor and the flag-wavers’ party were 
"^Paring to climb aboard the D-Day band- 
"^gon. As it turned out, Captain Mainwaring 

the Warmington-on-Sea Home Guard 
ere less accident-prone than the present 
°vernment.

Proposals to mark the anniversary of a 
wartime operation in which 37,000 died 
included a jamboree in Hyde Park, a spam 
fritter fry-in and sandcastle competitions. 
Veterans’ organisations were incensed and 
Dame Vera Lynn’s threat to boycott the pro
ceedings sent the Government back to the 
drawing-board.

Critics who claim that a memorial to con
scientious objectors is an insult to those who 
chose or, in most cases, were compelled to 
fight, are remarkably unimaginative. Braying 
politicians, brasshats and saloon bar patriots 
denounce as cowards those who stick to their 
pacifist principles, even when the chips are 
down. In fact it requires courage of a very 
high order to make a stand against xenopho
bia and jingoism when a country is in the grip 
of war fever.

Brutish and 
blighted
HAVING spent most of his long life in Glas
gow, John Taylor Caldwell is generally 
regarded as being entirely Scottish. In fact, 
when he was three, the family moved to 
Belfast, which he describes as being, in 1915, 
“a trim little city of a quarter-of-a-million 
inhabitants.” But a trim appearance belied the 
poisonous social reality of Ireland’s second 
city, as is clear from Caldwell’s new book. 
Severely Dealt With (£5.95 from Northern 
Herald Books, 5 Close Lea, Rastrick, Brig- 
house HD6 3AR; ISBN 0 952 3167 0 6).

John Taylor Caldwell spent 10 years away 
from his native land. His account of a boy
hood in the harsh, brutish Belfast of the 
1920s is both compelling and uncomfortable. 
The atmosphere of the place, blighted by 
poverty, insecurity, snobbery and religious 
intolerance, is captured in grim detail.

The author relates an incident which was by 
no means unusual. A Catholic family in the 
depressed working-class area where he lived 
were evicted from their home by Protestant 
neighbours. This outrage did not occur during 
“troubles,” nor was it carried out surrepti
tiously in the dead of night. Men, women and 
children assembled outside the victims’ house 
as though waiting for a wedding party to 
emerge. After windows were smashed, furni
ture was piled in the street and set alight. It 
was all very casual.There was not a police
man to be seen.

“I don’t think I prayed that night,” John 
Caldwell writes. “God had remained silent; 
so did I.” It is unlikely that he prayed much 
again.

Young Caldwell was a survivor, physically 
and psychologically. He did not succumb to 
any of the killer diseases that struck down 
thousands in their youth, nor was he seriously 
affected by the Christian virus. Back in Glas
gow, he worked in a cinema and tried his 
hand at writing. He was to become one of the 
city’s best known polemicists and political 
agitators.

Severely Dealt With is not all gloom and 
despair. Time and again the author’s opti
mism and gentle humour come to the fore. 
John Taylor Caldwell concludes with the 
promise of a further volume which readers 
will anticipate with keen interest.

Thanks for 
nothing, God
THE honour due to a Christian minority who 
opposed the apartheid régime in South Africa 
does not entitle apologists for their creed to 
rewrite history.

And it is an historical fact that for more 
than 40 years the churches’ theological justi
fication of and support for the Nationalist 
racial segregation and discrimination pro
gramme was almost unanimous.

During the years of Nationalist rule, black 
Christians dared not set foot in most “white” 
churches. Christian institutions enthusiasti
cally promoted apartheid -  not only as a 
political doctrine but also as God’s plan for 
South Africa.

A typical example of how apartheid was 
accorded religious endorsement is found in 
the manifesto of the Institution for Christian 
National Education: “Native education 
should be based on the principles of trustee
ship, non-equality and segregation; the aim 
should be to inculcate the white man’s view 
of life...The Coloured man must be educated 
according to Christian National 
principles...only when he has been Chris
tianised can he and will he be truly happy 
against his own heathen and all kinds of for
eign ideologies.”

Nelson Mandela’s conclusion of his presi
dential oath with the words “so help me God” 
was entirely inappropriate. Surrounded by 
representatives of various religious faiths, he 
may have felt obliged to nod in the direction 
of a deity. However, it was not the help of a 
superhuman force but human endeavour in 
South Africa and further afield that resulted 
in Mandela’s release from Robben Island and 
the ANC’s electoral victory.
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Blast from the past: Number 18
Broadcasting history was made in 1955 when Mrs Margaret Knight, lecturer 
psychology at Aberdeen University, was allowed, in two talks, to propose a Sc 
entific Humanist conception of morality. Her subsequent book took its title 
the talks: Morals W ithout Religion. There was uproar in the Press and am°™ 
the great and the good in general, but Mrs Knight began to write for The Frt* 
thinker and she joined the National Secular Society, remaining a member un
her death 10 years ago. This month's Blast is edited from her Christianity: 7W
Debit Account, which suggested "that the conversion of Europe to Christian'1’ 
was one of the greatest disasters of history."

IF ONE reads the Gospels with a fresh 
mind, one gets a picture of the founder 
of Christianity that is quite startlingly 
different from the traditional “gentle 
Jesus...” Any hint of criticism, any 
demand that he should produce evi
dence for his claims, was liable to pro
voke a torrent of wrath and denuncia
tion. Most of Chapter 23 of St 
Matthew’s Gospel, for example, is not, 
as we are encouraged to regard it, a 
lofty and dignified rebuke: it is what on 
any other lips would be described as a 
stream of invective. “Woe unto you, 
scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! for 
ye are like unto whited sepulchres, 
which, indeed, appear beautiful out
ward, but are within full of dead men’s 
bones, and of all uncleanness...Ye ser
pents, ye generation of vipers, how can 
ye escape the damnation of hell?” This 
can hardly be called loving one’s ene
mies...

Clerics frequently refer to “the Christian 
message” of love and human brotherhood. 
But there is nothing exclusively Christian 
about this message; it is basic to modern 
Humanism, as it was to the pre-Christian 
Humanism of China, Greece and Rome. In 
the 6th Century BC Confucius propounded 
the Golden Rule, and Lao-Tzu enjoined his 
followers to “requite injuries with good 
deeds.”...

The hideous doctrine of eternal torment 
after death has probably caused more ter
ror and misery, more cruelty and more vio
lation of natural human sympathy, than 
any religious belief in the history of 
mankind. Yet this doctrine was unambigu
ously taught by Jesus. “The Son of Man 
shall send forth his angels, and they shall 
gather out of his kingdom all things that 
offend, and them which do iniquity; and 
shall cast them into a furnace of fire: there 
shall be wailing and gnashing of teeth” 
(Matt.Ch.14)...

The Roman Catholic Church still teaches 
the doctrine of eternal punishment, but the 
current tendency among Protestants is to 
say that Jesus’s pronouncements on this 
subject were “symbolic.” But no one has yet 
answered the question why, if Jesus did not 
intend his statements about hell to be taken 
literally, he made them in a form that 
ensured that they would be taken literally. 
Why...did he deliberately mislead his hear-

Absurdities 
do lead to 
atrocities

ers? If he was God, he must surely have 
been able to foresee what disastrous results 
would follow.

No other religion has such a bloodstained 
record as Christianity. During the ages of 
faith the Church argued...that any degree 
of cruelty towards sinners and heretics was 
justified, if there was a chance that it could 
save them, or others, from the eternal tor
ments of hell. Thus, in the name of the reli
gion of love, hundreds of thousands of peo
ple were not merely killed but atrociously 
tortured in ways that make the gas cham
bers of Belsen seem humane...

One of the most persistent fallacies about 
the Christian Church is that it kept learn
ing alive during the Dark and Middle Ages. 
What the Church did was to keep learning 
alive in the monasteries, while preventing 
the spread of knowledge outside them. To 
quote W H Lecky, “The period of Catholic 
ascendancy was on the whole one of the 
most deplorable in the history of the human 
mind...The spirit that shrinks from enquiry 
as sinful and deems a state of doubt a state 
of guilt, is the most enduring disease that 
can afflict the mind of man. Not till the edu
cation of Europe passed from the monaster
ies to the universities, not till Mohammedan 
science, and classical free thought, and 
industrial independence broke the sceptre 
of the Church, did the intellectual revival of 
Europe begin”...

Jesus believed that the Last Judgment 
was at hand: [his] moral teaching was

therefore directed mainly towards gett , 
believers into heaven: he showed little 00 
cern for the affairs of this world. Later, ** 
Church ceased to believe that the end of 
world was imminent but it still held t*1 
this life was no more than a moment* • 
prelude to eternity, and of little import*11 
except as a preparation for the life to col* 
Thus throughout most of its history ^  
Church...has encouraged its member* 
regard suffering and misery as part of •* 
inscrutable decrees of Providence: to 
patient under wrong and oppression! 
accept evil instead of resisting it: all in * 
certainty that things would be put rigid, 
the next world. To a privileged minor'' 
this attitude has obvious advantages, in ® 
it helps to keep the unprivileged major1 jj 
resigned to their lot, but it has retard* 
human progress for centuries. The cma13 
pation of slaves and of women, and fad0 • 
reform in the 19th Century are three Prj 
gressive struggles which the laity wa£e. 
themselves with little or no support fr°n 
the clergy. .

The negro slave trade -  a far more id 
mous practice than slavery in the and*  ̂
world -  was initiated, carried on a* 
defended by Christian men in Christ*3 
countries. To quote H A L  Fisher, “It j5, 
terrible commentary on Christian civil'5 
tion that the longest period of slave-raid^ 
known to history was initiated by the acd°J 
of Spain and Portugal, France, Holland a* 
Britain, after the Christian faith had f° 
more than a thousand years been the est* 
lished religion of Europe.”. .. ,

Many of the leading abolitionists 'vfr. 
unbelievers -  Condorcet and other lead'* 
figures of the Revolution in France, Abr 
ham Lincoln in America, Fox and Pit! , 
Great Britain. Christians like Will'*^ 
Wilberforce who actively opposed the si* 
trade were far from typical: with the h* 
ourable exception of the Quakers, the a*, 
tude of most of the Churches towards ab° 
tion was in America actively hostile, and11 
Britain (to use Wilberforce’s own word 
“shamefully lukewarm”.

The indictment against Christianity is f° , 
midable...the crucial fact, surely, is that, 
Voltaire remarked, men who believe abs"r
dities will commit atrocities. One of the I 1«ways to improve men’s behaviour is ( 
enlighten their minds: and today, agaid 
the strong opposition of the Church and 
Establishment, Scientific Humanism 
attempting to do just that.
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Intolerance of 
the Mullahs

J-AST week I was speaking on the telephone 
0 a Hindu friend who happened to be able to 
read Urdu, and does in fact read some Urdu 
jj^gazines and papers published in Britain, 
vaite casually, he mentioned to me a few bits 
°f what is going on.

Apparently, a Mr Anwar Sheikh from 
9rdiff has written a book entitled Eternity 

i|aich has enraged mosque leaders all over 
ftain. Because Mr Sheikh is a Muslim, vari- 

°Us Mullahs have denounced him as an apos- 
aie- Some say he should be ignored, while 
otaers say he should be boycotted, or that he is 
'v°rthy of assassination under Islamic Law, 
and so on.

^ver since the Salman Rushdie episode, it 
Seems to have become fashionable among 
jj^sque leaders to utter such veiled (or open) 
treats. Some Muslims have had the courage 
.° Write letters to the Urdu press opposing this 
^tolerant trend, but I am not sure whether that 
ij" curb the threats from the Mullahs to any 
. »slim who dares to offer a different theolog- 
ICal or philosophical interpretation of Islam.

%  friend also mentioned that the Urdu 
Press carried news of a very disturbing event 
P? Pakistan. It appears that some Pakistani 
''hri ...............................—-

Should he come to the throne, Prince 
Charles will not necessarily reign as Charles 
III (to Jacobites, there has already been a 
Charles III -  known to others as Bonnie Prince 
Charlie or the Young Pretender), for a sover
eign may choose to use one of his or her other 
names as the regnal name. Thus, Kings 
Edward VII and George VI were never famil
iarly known by those names -  they were both 
“Bertie” to their intimates.

The most odious aspects of the Church of 
England’s establishment are twofold. Firstly, 
its financial privileges (despite its current 
fraudulent moaning about impoverishment), 
whereby all taxpayers are obliged to support 
it, since its revenues are guaranteed by the

;tofl p^istians are under trial for blasphemy in 
akistan and that the principal accused was 
Ssassinated as he emerged from the court. 

t,"e Koranic view that Jesus was not God, or 
at he was not resurrected, is obviously much 
carer a rational view, but as Christians hold 
e contrary view, are they to be prosecuted

id fo 
bi

* '-'»»LI Ul J V IV II , UIV W.I.J ------J..-----------

lr blasphemy or assassinated? Has the event 
¡fen correctly reported and, if so, how is it
?*at neither the national nor the Christian press 
ere have reported this event, which has far-

JYOTI ANKOLA 
London

- OUVC 1 IVU ».III..

teaching implications?

Preferably short and clear
ly-typed letters for publi
cation should be sent to 
The Editor, The Free
thinker, 24 Alder Avenue, 
SHcoates Park, Wakefield 
WF2 OTZ. Please include 
name and address <not 
necesssarily for publica
tion I and a telephone 

l number.____

Establishing 
the facts

jy^lLE much of what Professor Stephen 
, aaeler says in Last Word (May) is admirable, 
e is mistaken on some points, 
disestablishment, alas, is not “now clearly 
n the agenda.” It used to be in the days when 
ae Liberal Party alternated in government, 
nd it was Lloyd George who secured the dis- 

p tnblishment and disendowment of the 
n»rch of England in Wales in 1920 (Glad- 

_»ne has disestablished and disendowed the 
pburch of Ireland in 1871). But after about the 
¡rst-mentioned date, with the long decline of 
f1» Liberal Party, disestablishment went off 
e agenda. The ruling Labour Party was never 

particularly interested in the matter.
Margaret Thatcher was not a Methodist 

^ben Prime Minister. She became an Anglo- 
atholic after her marriage to Denis who 
espite his divorce) is of that persuasion.

Crown. Disestablishment must be accompa
nied by disendowment if the people are fully 
to benefit from it.

Secondly, the fact that its laws -  unlike 
those of other denominations in England -  are 
a part of the law of the land, and are thus 
enforced by the ordinary courts. That is so 
even though, since the Toleration Act of 1689, 
non-Anglicans have gradually been exempted 
from many of them.

Naturally, the Church of England likes to 
conceal its privileges as much as it can get 
away with doing so.

A thorough exposé of church establishment 
(including that of the Church of Scotland) and 
all its attendant evils is badly needed.

R J MTOLHURST 
Chelmsford

FOLLOWING on from Professor Haseler’s 
Last Word, how is it possible for a country 
like Britain, which has signed the Universal 
Declaration on Human Rights, to have a State 
Church?

The existence of a State Church, paid for by

the taxpayer, implies that we have no religious 
freedom. Also, the imposition of the State in 
imposing compulsory religious worship and 
study in schools, with a mainly Christian bias, 
again implies lack of religious freedom.

The State Church brand of religion is very 
narrow, being English Protestant in form. The 
existence of such state-imposed religion is 
obviously a violent act, and is also a cause in 
some part of the violence we see in Northern 
Ireland.

Britain should become a modern state, and 
an essential component of such a state is a 
Secular Constitution.

Does Britain have an “opt-out” from its 
obligations under the Universal Bill of Human 
Rights?

Humanists should take the matter of state- 
imposed religion to the European Court and 
perhaps a United Nations type of court to rem
edy this state of affairs.

R AWBERY 
Reading

Ludicrous
comparison

I AM reluctant to continue the circumcision 
correspondence but some of D S Lee’s criti
cisms of my last letter are so preposterous that 
they require an answer. It is utterly absurd to 
compare amputation of “ears, noses, 
toes...breasts” etc., with circumcision.

Does Mr Lee really think it is reasonable to 
compare major surgery to remove useful bodi
ly parts with the trifling snipping off of a 
superfluous little piece of skin? It is Mr Lee 
who is being ridiculous with such a ludicrous 
comparison.

As for the “aesthetic advantages” of fore
skins, this is very much a matter of opinion, 
the prevailing opinion being one of indiffer
ence. When an opinion is expressed, in my 
experience it tends to be in favour of circumci
sion. Lack of time and space prevent me going 
into detail but I can assure Mr Lee that med
ically necessitated circumcisions are much 
more common than he realises, that surgeons 
are not being over-hasty, and that mere trim
ming is frequently unsatisfactory and can even 
make things worse if tight scar tissue devel
ops. The only “sensitive nerve-endings” being 
sacrificed are pain-receptors. The nerves 
involved in orgasm are not present in the fore
skin and absence of a foreskin makes no dif
ference to quality of orgasm or ease of achiev
ing one - 1 should know.

The foreskin almost certainly evolved to 
protect the glans when our ape-like ancestors 
roamed naked through long grass and prickly 
bushes (pardon the pun) but nowadays even 
naturists do not encounter such conditions. 
Accordingly, the advantages of a foreskin 
have gone but the disadvantages remain.

What Mr Lee should be objecting to is not 
the carrying out of the operation for non-medi-

<m- Turn to Page 102
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cal reasons but rather the cruelty and harm of 
it being done by unqualified persons under 
unhygienic conditions and with no anaesthe
sia. I have no objection to an infant being cir
cumcised with local anaesthetic by a compe
tent surgeon in a hospital, even if it’s just for 
religious reasons, as no harm and possibly 
some benefit result. I object vehemently to an 
older lad, in terror of what’s about to happen, 
being held down and cut by a shaman with 
whatever piece of broken glass comes to hand 
and being subjected to social ostracism should 
he squeal. This is exactly what goes on in 
many parts of the world and certainly merits 
the condemnation of all decent and rational 
people.

STEPHEN MORETON 
Warrington

Cut off 
point

PLEASE spare us any further dissertations by 
Mr S Moreton on his and other foreskins. 
Quite put me off my breakfast!

R A COBB 
Rutland

Origins of 
religion

BILL McILROY (March) almost “resisted the 
temptation not to mention that this year Good 
Friday falls on April Fool Day,” but it seems 
only right to explain why its falling upon this 
particular day was singularly appropriate.

When religion began, it was based upon the 
worship of the Moon Goddess, who in the 
many cultures of the Middle East had a coun
terpart on earth in the Sacred Queen who 
annually took as consort a youth.

Each year was counted in months of 28 
days; thus the year was 13 months long, end
ing not at Midwinter but at the start of Spring. 
When, during the Neolithic Age, at the end of 
each year the Sacred King (consort) was ritu
ally slaughtered, his body was drained of 
blood to fructify the crops. Then his body was 
either cut into pieces, corresponding to the 
number of fields, each of which had one piece 
ploughed under, or it was ritually eaten by the 
Queen’s College of Priestesses. As the ritual 
slaughter was enacted during the 13th month, 
it gave rise to the belief of 13 being unlucky 
(for some, as the bingo callers still announce).

The Goddess was worshipped as a triad: the 
waxing moon as maiden, Athene; the full as 
nymph, Aphrodite; the waning as crone, Hera. 
Women were linked with her because the 
menstrual cycle corresponds with the 28-day 
month. Her representative on earth’s main 
function was to encourage rain to fall. Oak and 
ash trees attract lightning and so the Queen 
acquired sceptres of ash wood. The mistletoe

growing on the oak, because the seeds resem
ble sperm, was sacred to a religion which 
depended upon agriculture, with its cycles of 
sowing, fructifying and reaping, plus animal 
husbandry. She also acquired the orb, original
ly fallen from above during a thunderstorm -  
what we would regard as a meteorite, and she 
wore a cloak made from goatskins as the she- 
goat is very prolific. This cloak, or aegis, 
being the symbol of her authority, she some
times allowed her consort to wear and sit in 
judgement over his fellow men.

Eventually there arose kings unwilling to 
face death at the end of the year, so their reign 
was extended to two years initially and later to 
a Great Year (l 00 lunations; slightly under 
eight years) and eventually to the Greater Year 
of 19 years. But each year the king had to die, 
and to solve the problem a substitute was 
elected in his place to become “King for a 
Day,” while the true consort disappeared into 
an underground tomb -  to emerge on the third 
day. The substitute meanwhile having been rit
ually humiliated then slaughtered, it now 
appeared that he was miraculously resurrected 
and again occupied the throne beside the 
Queen. (Where, I wonder, have you heard that 
one before?). This substitute king was the 
original Fool of Friday the 13th of our April. 
He was a scapegoat, taking away the year’s 
bad luck, and bringing a new beginning to his 
people.

The ritual humiliation included scourging, 
being struck in the face, and having a thorny 
crown forced over his head, before being set 
upon by the priestesses who were “high” on an 
hallucinogenic mushroom (psilocybe), the so- 
called Ambrosia of the Gods.

It is reckoned that the study of the beehive, 
the perfect state, where the Queen after her 
favoured drone has impregnated her, kills him, 
prompted the idea for the Sacred King’s annu
al slaughter.. Honey is the other food for the 
goddesses and later for the Olympian gods.

Simultaneously with the “rebirth” of the 
King, a procession by torchlight, enacted by 
shepherds bore a New Year Child to the city 
or settlement. This child, born to a priestess, 
was ritually “lost” for the shepherds to find 
and present. This reminds us of Pharaoh’s 
daughter, who would have been if not the 
Sacred Queen then one of her priestesses. She 
gave birth to Moses, hid him the bulrushes -  
then fortuitously “found” him again and pre
sented him at court.

In fact, I do believe that Moses was the Mes
siah of the prophecy, since in being the son of 
a high priest he was automatically titled a Son 
of the Goddess, until such times arose that the 
rule of women was superseded by the worship 
of male deities and the scribes re-wrote history 
to fit the new religious dogma. Aphrodite 
became the Father; Athene became the Son; a 
nonsensical Holy Ghost was invented to fill 
the gap left by Hera.

This revolution in religious thought took 
place around 1500 BC to 1200 BC, promoted 
by the introduction of iron weapons. As the 
worship of the Moon and stars must take place 
at night, the new ideas converted Colleges of

Priestesses to witches and saw night itselfaS 
evil, with all things bad to taking place under 
the cover of darkness.

The myth of Christ’s birth, life and deal 
more properly belongs to a thousand and ®°re 
years before his reputed birthdate and cruci© 
ion -  to a time when a scapegoat’s ritual de® 
for the good of his people, a death to which»1 
surrendered willingly, was understood b) 
everyone then living, not to the Israel of W 
whatever, when the sole remaining vestige 
human sacrifice had become a token sW® 
piece of foreskin, and the idea of human sad1 
fice was abhorrent to the population. The) 
understood execution for committing soĵ c
crime against religion or the Roman state, b®
not deliberately going along to get your®
killed in order to confer a nebulous ben®
upon your race. ,

The above information is easily obtain 
from the two-volume Penguin Classic edit*011 
of Robert Graves’ The Greek Myths.

When today’s exponents of Women’s Lib® 
ation howl about the way in which won1® 
have been suppressed and downtrodden h) 
men for generations, they should not forget tl>c
thousands of years when women were in

Striking!

Differing on 
gayness

'hs' th f  ' ab.

IN THE February, 1994, issue of Tluj Free
thinker, George Broadhead of the Gay at1"’ 
Lesbian Humanist Association complains“ j! 
a government circular relating to educating 
“makes no provision for objective teach®15 
about homosexuality.” George obviousy 
thinks that objective teaching about the top® 
will lead to an accepting view of homosexual1 
ty. I beg to differ.

In the appendix and notes to his essay 
Homosexuality is Abnormal,” in The Man's.' 
April, 1984, the philosopher Michael Levl, 
devastatingly analyses the work of pro-ga- 
researchers Bell and Weinberg and demonstra!®

tl®
ascendant and terrorised man from appr°xl 
mately 7000 BC to 1250 BC -  far, far long® 
than man has held women under his thumb!

A G STEPHEN’ 
Bradf °r<’

A FEW years ago, York Minster was hit b) 
lightning, causing partial damage. At the tin®: 
many of the faithful said this demonstrate 
their God’s wrath at Church of England ap°s 
tasy. A few weeks ago in America, a chu® 
was reduced to rubble when hit by a torna®’ 
and at least 17 of the worshippers were kill® 
Reaction to the event, so far as I am awa®' 
has been total silence from the faithful. 
odd of God! .

RAY McDOWED 
Co. Antrim
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research contains facts utterly damn-
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°t male homosexuality. There is ample 
ev'dence that gay sexual behaviour is typically 
Pr°niiscuous, anonymous, impersonal, com- 
Pulsive, shallow and irresponsible. For exam- 
e’ in a survey of San Francisco gays, 75 per 

?nt of respondents claimed to have had more 
an 100 casual sexual partners. Furthermore, 
e close, stable coupling that occurs among a 

minority of gays does not bear 
pourable comparison with heterosexual 

coupling. So much for gay “marriages.”
• the facts point to characteristic malad- 
e"stment and dysfunction among gays? The 
vjdence, properly analysed, shows that the 

^appiness of gays does not necessarily stem 
cr°m the way they are treated by society, but 
i?n stem from their own sexual behaviour.
,,arnanists committed to the ideal of our HarI PPy Humanist” symbol should be serious- 

asking how this “alternative lifestyle” can 
 ̂'ably lead to happiness, given the evidence. 

Raders are surely aware that, even among 
Jdcosexuals, promiscuous, compulsive 
.. Saviour cannot characterise a happy, harmo- 
°Us personality. Blaming the unhappiness of 

l^ s °n a homophobic society has become a 
I ce-jerk reaction among Humanists. We need 
fo °°k dispassionately at gays’ own behaviour 
'Possible causes of their problems. 

r j:r'ticism of gays frequently comes from 
j. 'Sion. Anti-religious Humanism has pre- 
"tably sided with the gays but has been too 
ch influenced by the very manipulative gay 
a feminist lobbies. Humanists who are
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Anti-religious Humanism has pre
sided with the gays but has been too 

IUcb influenced by the very manipulative gay 
feminist lobbies. Humanists who are 

l'?P0nsible, critical thinkers will ask if these 
^,bies wiii candidly deal with the objective
the
%
"fid
sib]

"ence. Should we trust a mindset, bent in 
very beginning by the need for self-justifi- 
°n, that says male homosexuality is “good” 
therefore no scientific evidence could pos-

keep our waste to a minimum.
One person produces one unit of waste. Two 

people produce twice that quantity. The argu
ment for keeping a sharp eye on population 
policy is unquestionable. In order not to 
increase global toxification there is a case to 
be made out for devising a formula which 
equates the standard of living of an area (and 
hence its volume of waste) with population. I 
repeat, the idea of population control has got 
to be grappled with. Nothing else is as impor
tant.

ALAN MASON 
Leominster

God the elusive
LET us not mince matters! Microscopic and 
macroscopic examination of the Universe, as 
presented, fails to reveal any evidence of an 
alleged Supreme Controller of its affairs.

With modem technology, such as the elec
tronic microscope and the 6.0-metre USSR 
telescope, and the keenest brains on the look
out for any trace of an alleged God, the silence 
on this subject is deafening. The “sacred” 
scriptures of all of the major religions, when 
subjected to rigorous examination, prove to be 
riddled with contradictions and absurdities, 
often not worth the paper they are written on.

With the onslaught of modern scientific 
enquiry into this matter, one can only con
clude that the alleged God is a past master in 
hiding himself from the scrutineers. Radio 
astronomy is also silent on the subject -  
despite the claim of the Psalmist (139.8) that it 
is impossible to avoid his presence in both 
Heaven and HelHThe reality of life is that we 
are on our own, confronted by a hostile envi
ronment -  with no Big Brother in the sky.

DAVID YEULETT 
Greenwich

nil
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* v show that it has bad consequences? 
PParently not: when Levin was in Australia 

c a public lecture tour he was harassed by 
J ° t s  intent on silencing him. I am scan- 
,, 1Sed that Secular Humanism, a purveyor of 
bJJhonal” morality, offers male homosexual 
^"aviour as an acceptable alternative model 

|°ur children who aspire to adult happiness. 
nkS°^ar as any children can be misled into 

i|)Ca behaviour, are we condemning them to 
, adult lifestyle that would be intrinsically 
^ aaPpy no matter how much society tolerates 
3b e hom osexuality? Humanists are so 
bJ'Orbed by the unreason of religion that they 
k, n°t readily see the unreason in their own
% ard.

JOHN SNOWDEN 
Tarragindi

THE
Deadly religion
- most deadly thing about organised reli- 

" is that it disapproves of birth control and 
regulation of populations. The degradation_ _____. . . ___̂ vjamhuvuu. i 11V UVglUUUUUH

,, °Ur planet by our by-products of civilisation 
i,es dipped from the headlines but there is no 

d to stress here how vital it is to us all to

Star Trek
MY central point about Star Trek, that the 
series provides moral justification for the sta
tus quo under the guise of championing liberal 
values, can still be seen in the newest spin-off 
series, Deep Space Nine.

This is set upon a sort of cosmic Rumania; a 
world that was formerly a satellite of a large 
militaristic empire (the “Cardassian Empire”), 
a metaphor for the Soviet Union, but which 
has now withdrawn from its former satellites 
and allowed the “Federation” (a metaphor for 
the USA) to move in. The sim ilarity is 
inescapable; the inference is that the newly- 
independent ex-Warsaw Pact nations need the 
presence of the US or its proxies (The West) 
to protect them from the likelihood of the 
return of “The Commies.”

That the people of these nations do not swal
low this can be seen in the results of the elec
tions in those countries in that part of the 
world that have held them: the former Com
munists, under their new name of Social- 
Democrats, Democratic Socialists, Democratic

Left, etc, have all returned to power, not under 
their old slogan of “Workers of the World 
Unite” but under their new slogan of “We 
Told You So.”

I should like also to reply to Eric Yaffey 
(April issue). Kirk claimed to be showing the 
hippies in “The Way to Eden” extreme toler
ance. Richard M Nixon said in his election 
addresses that too much tolerance had hitherto 
been shown to their counterparts. The infer
ence was that the violence experienced by 
Civil Rights and anti-war campaigners up to 
that point had been their own fault. Anyone 
who had been outside the Democratic Conven
tion in Chicago in 1968 would have seen the 
true picture.

KEITH ACKERMANN 
Tilbury

Pornography
WRITING about Robert Black, convicted of 
the sexual torture and murder of three little 
girls and facing questioning in respect of many 
other unsolved similar crimes, John Mullin 
(The Guardian) stated that Black had been 
caught showing a pornographic video to a 13- 
year-old. A stock of hard-core porn from 
Scandinavia, on a child-abuse theme, had been 
discovered in Black’s room.

We also recall the place of horrific videos in 
the lives of the kiddy killers of James Bulger. 
And in the recent past, two schoolgirls, 
abducted in the Cardiff area, were subjected to 
horrific sexual abuse while being forced to 
watch porn videos. But no such facts impress 
David Webb, of the National Campaign for 
the Reform of the Obscene Publications Act 
(NCROPA), whose movement, he reports in 
The Freethinker May issue, defends what he 
calls “poor, innocuous ‘pornography.’”

In his article (my reply to which is necessar
ily curtailed by considerations of space) David 
Webb implies, in his closing paragraph, that 
porn videos etc could only be seen as possibly 
harmful to children if seen by children. But 
such cases as those I cite prove that porn pan
ders to, ignites, inflames and impels the libidi
nous, salacious and often lethally menacing 
appetites of twisted persons.

Of course, without pornography Black was a 
potential social menace (due to his sad history 
and, possibly, unfortunate inherited tenden
cies). But it is highly probable that porn was 
the bullet in the gun of his perverted, sadistic 
lust. If a clampdown on the availability of 
such material is submitting to “absurdly broad 
and disproportionate considerations regarding 
children,” well, dammit, I plead guilty to har
bouring such concerns.

As for Britain being, as David Webb claims, 
“uniquely sexually repressed,” has he never 
walked through Hyde Park on a summer’s 
day? It will be tragic if the Secular cause is 
hijacked by the pro-porn lobby. Surely a 
regard for cause and effect must be part of any 
Rationalist philosophy?

JESSIE BOYD 
Gwent
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Our woman in Havana
W ESTERN perceptions o f Cuba 

are too often misconceived, mis
gu ided  and based  on seco n d 

hand, erroneous thinking.
For 38 years this small country of 10 mil

lion people has been subjected to sustained 
interference in its internal affairs by United 
States governments, particularly through 
continued US Navy occupation of a mili
tary base at Guantanamo on the island.

The US embargo has severely damaged 
C uba’s econom y -  and British govern
ments, although supporting some trade with 
Cuba, have politically aligned themselves 
with this US policy. Even now their ban on 
trade with Cuba is being intensified and 
there is harassment of Cuban commercial 
shipping by their navy and coastguards. In 
1990, the US government funded a televi
sion station, TVMART1, to beam American 
propaganda into Cuba.

So I would like to tell you, readers of The 
Freethinker, my experience on a recent 
study tour of Cuba.

We were a party of 18 people of different 
age groups and backgrounds. We were all 
very impressed with Cuba’s progress (what 
they could have done if there had been free 
trade -  the mind boggles!) and disapproved 
most vehemently of the USA’s embargo of 
goods including very essential medical sup
plies.

The group learned a lot from discussions 
with university students about just how and 
why the revolution is working for them. 
Considering that Cuba is often described as 
a “Third W orld” country, we were very 
im pressed with the island. We visited  
schools, hospitals and a university, and we 
saw ordinary citizens who, although poor 
by European standards, at least are not hun
gry. Most foods are rationed and the diet is 
very plain.

Pencils
Children were well-dressed and all those of 

school age were in nice school uniforms, hut 
they are short o f books, computers and every
day essentials like pens and pencils. Every
body has opportunity for a university educa
tion, which is free, and illiteracy has been vir
tually eradicated -  in fact, hundreds o f “Third 
World" students come to Cuba at no cost to 
themselves.

Research establishments have been created 
and have no reason to envy research facilities 
of this kind in the rest of the world. We saw 
how, through the use of science and the phar
maceutical industry, it is possible to create key 
resources for the country, not only to meet 
Cuba’s needs but also to earn major revenue.

Cuba now must develop its tourist industry. 
We in the study group found all of the hotels

LAST
WORD
Blackpool and Fylde 

Humanist Group member 
DOROTHY BLACKWOOD 

reports on a recent trip to 
Cuba, which prompted her 
to write to President Bill 

Clinton, urging a resumption 
of US trade with the beauti
ful but economically belea
guered island. Soap, pens, 
toothpaste, construction- 

tools and books are among 
the many necessities in 

short supply, thanks to the 
American blockade -  but still 

the Cubans send doctors 
abroad to help even less 

well-off countries.

excellent, on a par with hotels here in the 
West. Cubans are out to “sell” fresh air, the 
sea and their island’s natural beauty -  but they 
will not trade away their ideals and culture. 
They realise that they need outside assistance 
to go forward with this project and Spain is the 
country where managerial skills are being 
sought.

Cuba is a beautiful country and entirely 
unspoiled. The roads are traffic-free, which is 
due, o f course, to the lack o f oil, and one felt 
quite safe walking and travelling around in 
Havana and other towns.

The hospital we visited in Havana was cer
tainly very impressive and we learned there 
that all medical and dental services are free. 
We talked quite freely to the superintendent 
and were shown a video of the workings of the 
hospital’s operating theatres and other facili
ties. It was comparable to hospitals in the 
West. It is ten storeys high and two of the 
floors have been allocated to private patients, 
mainly from South America, a decision not 
taken lightly but considered essentia] for 
maintaining the high standards they have 
achieved for their own people.

Despite being a poor country, with the added 
burden of the US blockade of much-needed 
medical supplies, Cuba has sent more doctors

abroad -  and especially to Africa, Asia a 
South America -  than the World Heal' 
Organisation!

Infant mortality, which once stood at 60 P1'
1.000 births, has fallen dramatically to 1-7 Pl 
thousand,- nearly the same as in the 0 , 
Recently, Cuba has provided free medllî  
treatment to more than 6,000 children 1111
1.000 adults suffering from the effects of1 .
1986 Chernobyl disaster. Life-expectancy ^  
risen from 57 years in 1958 to 74 years tod® 
Cuba’s health system is the envy o f the 
World, ” and even o f many more develop 
countries. , \

fipV-Large-scale international tourism was "c 
planned for Cuba. All the former private clu 
and beaches were for the benefit of the pe°P  ̂
but, due to the collapse of the Soviet bloc, ® 
since the country must live off its own nat^ 
resources, tourism is now very much on

• ifl if Iagenda. Prior to the revolution, tourist" | 
Cuba was associated with gambling, drugs a11 
prostitution -  but this is not the way the n1 
ern Cuba intends to go.

Cuba’s main crop of sugar had a d isas# 
year in 1993 due to heavy rain and very ^ 
storms. This has affected the economy a?alil 
It was most enlightening to see the studê  
returning from a spell of duty helping to gJ 
er in the cane.

Boycott
As to religion, which will be o f inters 

Freethinkers, it is not taught in schools ilf>  ̂
did not see any priest or anything pertaifl 
to religion. Although l  am not sure when 
church-going is popular, I do not think i t lS' j

The United States Congress recently pa- 
the Torricella Act, which imposes a boycd1 
companies which trade with Cuba -  indue1

p i# '

Jl*

those outside the USA. The European 
ment strongly opposes this and considers 
Act is contrary to International Law, and c" 
for the US Congress to repeal it. Pressure  ̂
being exerted by groups in America and so 
medical supplies are managing to get thro"-' 
via Mexico, but no government has the righ1 . 
unilaterally intervene in another state’s aff3̂  
and undertake acts of economic coerc*
against it. .

is
ctffi

try. If you decide to make the trip please 1 
with you pens, paper, notebooks, English " j 
guage books, soap, toiletries, carpentry 3̂  
construction tools. I do assure you that Cub 
will be very grateful for your help in this w >

If any readers intend to go to Cuba, noW 
good time to see a beautiful, unspoiled
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