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Up Front iN<
A  Green call 
to arms at 
Northampton
TH E Bradlaugh Volunteers! It sounds like 
a m ilitary detachm ent -  a Secularist 
response to the Salvation Army, perhaps. 
But it is a strictly peaceable and exceed
ingly G reen organisation w hich was 
launched by N ortham pton Borough 
Council to m ark Environm ent W eek 
1996, w hich began on M ay 16.
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Since Bradlaugh Fields (named after 
Charles Bradlaugh, Northampton’s atheist 
M P and founder o f the National Secular 
Society) was formally designated as public 
open space, local people, particularly 
schoolchildren and conservation volunteers, 
have been involved in a number of projects 
to do with the clearing and tidying of the 
park, including litter-picking and hedge-lay
ing.

The overall local aim of the Week was to 
set up the Bradlaugh Volunteers, the first 
major initiative to foster the involvement of 
the local community in direct work to 
develop the nature conservation and educa
tional opportunities at the park.

Volunteer days are aimed primarily at 
developing relations with those local people 
who have already volunteered their services 
for conservation work at Bradlaugh Fields, 
while guided walks are open to anyone.

All Bradlaugh Volunteers will receive 
regular invitations to future conservation 
events and activities at Bradlaugh Fields, 
and the aim is to develop a newsletter to 
keep them in touch and involved in the on
going conservation work at the park.

The project involves three principal 
organisations: Northampton Borough 
Council, Northamptonshire Wildlife Trust 
and the British Trust for Conservation 
Volunteers, together with up to 150 local 
people from the surrounding community.

Bradlaugh Fields is Northampton’s 
newest and largest park, covering more than 
100 acres. The main area, a former private 
golf course, came into the ownership of the 
Borough Council and was designated as a 
public park at the end of 1994.

From the outset, local people have been 
closely involved in the development o f the 
park. Early in 1995, residents voted on 
those features and facilities they would 
most like to see incorporated into the park, 
and the actual name was selected from a list 
o f suggestions submitted by local people 
(see The Freethinker, October 1995).

Bradlaugh Fields is a new style o f park 
for Northampton. Unlike the traditional 
parks and open spaces that already exist in 
the town, the emphasis here is firmly on 
protecting the natural, “wild” landscape and 
features o f the park.

Parks and open spaces are always impor
tant areas for plant and animal life, particu
larly in a dense urban environment such as 
Northam pton’s. But Bradlaugh Fields is 
particularly important. As well as ancient 
hedgerows and ponds, badger setts and nat
ural grassland areas, the park now contains 
two formal Local Nature Reserves which 
are managed on behalf o f the Borough 
Council by Northamptonshire Wildlife 
Trust.

It is hoped that during 1996 play equip
ment, seating and other park furniture will 
be installed, and a feasibility study is being 
carried out on the adaptation of a central 
bam  as a visitor centre and community 
facility with surrounding wildlife garden.

It is good to know that the memory of

Charles Bradlaugh is still important to J  
people of Northampton. As we reported 
October, Councillor Roger Alder, Chair1' 
o f the Borough Council’s Planning j 
Committee, said: “Together with the SB 
in Abington Square, there is now a fittui 
memorial for him -  a park for all people 
And as this will not be a formal park,"■ 
chose to use the word ‘Fields’ as this h 
been a popular choice with local reside11 

“Charles Bradlaugh was a visionary". 
fought throughout his life for free thoUĝ ||
free speech, the freedom of the Press aH'i
human rights. This will be the

; ricaa -  . 
biggest f 111He latein Northampton and a real asset to the ^ ..

town. We wanted to choose a name that, _  
reflected that importance for the people^^gist 
Northampton, and I feel that we have d> Peachee 
sen well.” .i^Elicar

An official opening is likely to be hel' Wlishe
June, 1997. The Freethinker will keepf£i The oc
ers informed, for there will be a large e0" Sl»ce the
tingent keen to attend any such event: ^  ^  ai 
haps local groups should now start niakj -̂ th ^  
plans for a splendid day out. The legae) ‘ Miigs n 
Bradlaugh, as younger and newer reader gj. 
possibly do not know, is extremely i^P0 sS ld t 
ta n tto u s . c./!Qce no

It is worth repeating that Bradlaugh
to question the ideas of Christianity if
teens. A self-educated man, he devote1dt«:

%

life unstintingly to freethought, free spe«‘ 
and human rights. In his 20s, he founde 
the National Reformer, and his ceaselesS 
defence of it in the courts helped to safe' 
guard the freedom of the Press. ,

In 1866, he founded the National SeC  ̂
Society, and in 1876 was prosecuted j01".
with Annie Besant for the “obscenity
publishing an essay on contraception.
r.flQP. hrnnoht thp cnhiprt to thp nnticC 0» JIAk

Pa

■ k  i
A " b ,

5C
case brought the subject to the notice 
public, especially working class people 
so helped to usher in widespread family 
planning.

Elected MP for Northampton in 1880.
Bradlaugh was prevented from taking h*,

, 0seat for six fighting years. It is untrue

;ated

%

stiai
rela

Eton;
S i
S i a ,Hthe
> s  the refused to swear the Oath of Allege . 

though he would certainly have prefer1̂  
secular form of affirmation, he was w P ' 
to take the religious oath if this was 
required by law. But, as a known atheist 
was not allowed to do so, nor was he 
allowed to take his seat without it.

The seat was therefore declared vaca® 
but in succeeding by-elections the elect0 
of Northampton returned him with 
increased majorities. Eventually, a neW 
Speaker allowed Bradlaugh to take the 0 
-  and his seat.

He forced through the House a Bill f°.f 
the right of affirmation -  but failed in htS 
attempt to abolish the Common Law ^ ^  .
offence of blasphemy, which still disfigu c 
our democracy. J

____________________________________—  | t-

Paine paperback

,  saids ,
V ’ u 

bl
ID ln:

k

sN.

JOHN Keane’s Tom Paine: A Political ( 
which Colin McCall recently reviewed , iv ofe
The Freethinker, is now published in pW  ISe 
back by Bloomsbury at £8.99. ^
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New chapter for ‘people of 
the Book’ as Anglican

court the Muslims
-nary "Jf 
thou# I

ess ai» 
gest pr#
i the 
e that
eo]
ave

, held

IIIUSLIMS are slow ly but surely 
edging their way into the religious 

£ establishment o f this country. In 
latest exam ple o f  th is process, 

essor A kbar Ahm ed, a M uslim  anthro-
at Selwyn College, Cam bridge,

C d
eep
rge
jn t: P  
niaiu* 

egacy^i 
-eadeh
■ imp°f

igh bef

a serm on in  his co lleg e ’s 
Puhr 3n ^ a p e l  on M ay 19; extracts were 

^hed in The Independent the next day. 
^  occasion should come as no surprise,.Hu

-a n 1
lttr tr|e Church of England is desperate to 
^ « an y o n e , regardless of belief, though

the Evangelical and Anglo-Catholic 
L must surely object to an “infidel”
^  §tven a place in such a pulpit. Nor 

sIJc - the content come as any surprise,

t̂hn
e no one tries to tell the whole truth in a

But it would be a pity to let they in 1# hem „
’ )ii' 1 Pass without comment.ote- 
s sp*eii 
undud 
setesS 
» sate'

Sec»1
djoif 
ty” 
,¿ .1 *

of*

".Ves;

War

sor Ahmed began by saying that 
%a?  >s a religion of peace and compas- 

■ her ^ Ut l° r much of its history it has been 
tl̂  'gion of passion and war. He said that 
tftj J e ' s a close ideological and theological 
h . l0nship for Muslims between Judaism, 
- 'Vanity and Islam,” and that “the Koranx  01, k  ‘“«uty ana lsiam, ana mat me is.oran 

jp le , (\riatedly points out that both Jews and
•-wi 1V It. ^ t l a n c  'J t-o  4rv ii/X T -iln  /-vf R l l tmily

880, 

ig *1*5 
je 0
,g lain£i

Ferre*
will'*

s,ians are ‘people of the Book.’” But 
te|j ,relationship hasn’t prevented all three 
|¡J l0ns from persecuting one another; the 
C(ian.also repeatedly attacks both Jews and 
L süans for their false doctrines, and like 
’ *le Old and the New Testaments it con-
> s unbelievers to death and damnation.

leis*

ih. Sa'd that the Muslim concept o f jihad  
'ans - • . . . .not “an aggressive act o f religious 

\  *)ut " 'he attempt to control our own 
tv 'nstincts and work towards a better, 
(Le harmonious world.” But, as with the 

tear» eel Sl'an Crusades, the popular concept 
led0* s to be closer to the truth.

J‘jsje said that on several current issues 
eW f L artltakes a strong, enlightened position.”

1 for 
n h is

on. many more issues Islam takes a 
Unenlightened position. He said that 

in ^ Slc knowledge of Islam could be taught 
g r^stem  schools so that children do not 

. in ignorance of it.” But such educa- 
fifr tj3| mould include not just favourable mate- 

j his Penguin book, Living Islam, but 
V r  u,nhavourable m aterial, like Ibn 

;K  appr acl’s Why I Am Not a Muslim (such an 
.a to Q^a.ch should, o f course, also be applied 

fL\ Pr J}st*anity and other religions), 
ri J  cjVj]°‘essor Ahmed presents the nice, 
0 '  'ifu !ŝ  iace of Islam. But, to adapt Virgil’s 

arhs about Greek, we should beware of

by Nicolas Walter
M uslims bearing gifts.

Peter Brearey adds: Interestingly, the 
A rchbishop o f Canterbury, in his Los 
Angeles speech denouncing all religious 
extremists, claimed (with stunning inaccura
cy, be it said) that tolerance and acceptance 
of differences were written into the codes of 
all religions, but: “Sadly, the injunctions to 
respect, honour and tolerate those of other 
faiths are not always heeded.”

However, Dr Carey called for a “total 
commitment to building bridges between 
different religions” (The Daily Telegraph, 
May 25). This may have been what theolo
gians call bullshitus episcopalis, and nothing 
more, but we are told by Margaret Holness, 
Education Correspondent o f the Church 
Times, that moves are afoot to establish a 
top-level forum of Christians and Muslims 
to discuss “critical educational issues.” The 
group, which may be known as the Council 
o f Christians and Muslims in Education, is 
likely to be in place within weeks (CT 
report, May 3).

The strategy is said to have been devel
oped at a private meeting o f senior Anglican 
and Muslim educationalists at Church House 
-  held on the initiative o f the Bishop of 
Ripon, the Rt Rev David Young. The meet
ing took place against a background of

growing M uslim dissatisfaction with the 
religious education and collective worship in 
the schools attended by their children (see 
The Freethinker, March 1996).

D r Young, who is Chairm an o f the 
A nglicans’ Board of Education, said he 
hoped the forum might help to resolve 
important issues without resorting to legisla
tion: “We need to understand how Muslim 
parents are feeling, and listen to what 
M uslim  educationalists are saying. The 
forum will be an opportunity to exchange 
ideas, and, as far as possible, to move 
towards a common view.”

The Board’s general secretary, Geoffrey 
Duncan also attended the meeting. The 
M uslim delegation, led by Dr Zaki Badawi, 
Principal o f the Muslim College, included 
Ibrahim  Hewitt, o f  the A ssociation of 
Muslim Schools.

M embers of other Christian Churches and 
of a wide spectrum of M uslim organisations 
will be invited to join the group, according 
to the Church Times report.

But there is a long way to go: one must 
wonder if this “wide spectrum” will include 
the so-called Muslim Parliament o f Great 
Britain. According to The Independent (May 
25), a spokesm an for the “Parliam ent” 
denounced Professor Ahmed for preaching 
in a Christian church -  an act abhorred as “a 
preliminary to asking Christian priests to 
preach in mosques.

Scouts not prepared to budge
by Keith Porteous Wood 

General Secretary, National Secular Society
A BRANCH of the American Boy Scout 
Association has been challenged by 
Freethinkers for requiring belief in God 
as a condition of membership.

The Pennsylvania Human Relations 
Commission (PHRC) has been investigating 
the case for the past four years. PHRC’s 
recent efforts at mediation between the par
ties have met with intransigence by the 
Scouts, who categorically refuse to add an 
extra “o” to “God” in their oath. They claim 
that they are a private religious organisation 
and are therefore not subject to the anti-dis
crimination legislation.

The PHRC will now decide whether this 
case will go to a public hearing.

Margaret Downey, who visited South Place 
last year, has brought the case on behalf of 
her son. Her tenacity is to be admired in pur
suing this case -  an excellent example of pos-

itive Secularist action. Readers of The 
Freethinker will join me in sending her -  and 
the Freethought Society of Greater 
Philadelphia (whose magazine was the 
source of this article) -  our best wishes.

Turning to this side of the pond, there was 
the dreadful case in 1994 of Roy Hartle, an 
Assistant District Commissioner, and his 
wife, Sheila, who, after exemplary service, 
were expelled from the Scouts for being 
unwilling to make a new religious oath.

I would be interested to learn from readers 
of the experiences of anyone who has tried to 
join the Scouts, Guides or similar organisa
tions but refused to take the oath. It would 
also be helpful to hear about any other cases 
or disputes, complaints on this topic in the 
past, at local or national level. Of course, any 
requests for confidentiality will be respected.
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Down to Earth
Monkeying 
around 
w ith  D arw in
D A RW IN IA N  theory is com patible with 
belief in God, according to  m y old friend 
B ishop R ichard H arries, w ho used to con
tribute a G odspot to a  paper I w orked on 
w hen he was plain Reverend. H e finds 
that “it enriches and deepens” his “under
standing o f  how  the Lord creates” -  that 
is, “by process as opposed to  ‘ready 
m ade’” (The Guardian, A pril 11). 
W hether it deepens his understanding o f 
how the Lord  destroys, he doesn’t say.

One of the Bishop’s predecessors at 
Oxford was the notorious “Soapy Sam” 
W ilberforce who, at the British Association 
meeting in Oxford in 1860, asked Thomas 
Henry Huxley if the apes were on his 
grandfather’s or his grandm other’s side. 
Wilberforce was, Harries says, a keen ama
teur scientist, who didn’t reject Darwinism 
“out o f hand.”

But Huxley’s reply put W ilberforce’s 
“science” into perspective. If the question is 
put to me, TH said, “would I rather have a 
miserable ape for a grandfather or a man 
highly endowed by nature and possessed of 
great influence and yet who employs these 
faculties and that influence for the mere 
purpose o f introducing ridicule into a grave 
scientific discussion, I unhesitatingly affirm 
my preference for the ape.”

Richard Harries him self rightly considers 
“scrabbling around for evidence disproving 
evolutionary theory ...as a waste o f time.” 
Religious people should be doing “better 
things.” Like what, Richard?

When is 
a robe...?
FRIDAY April 19 was a momentous day in 
Trier, Germany. The holy robe, which Jesus 
wore on his way to Calvary, went on show 
for only the third time this century. But 
Suddeutsche Zeitung was not impressed. It 
doesn’t look like a robe, and “certainly not 
one from Christ’s time and wardrobe. It is 
more like a liturgical garment from relative
ly recent times” and the fabric “appears a 
bit like felt or velvet.”

Not to worry, it will still attract the 
devout, who will also be able to buy a bot
tle o f “Time o f Christ” for only £4 in the 
tourist office.

The paper also tells us that the clergy who 
led the mass which opened the four-week 
exhibition invoked the unity of the seamless

An apt 
tribute
IN his Guardian tribute to Brian Abel- 
Smith, defender o f the National Health 
Service and campaigner against poverty, 
who died on April 4, aged 69, Professor 
Julian Le Grand, o f the London School of 
Economics, quoted Thomas Paine’s “my 
country is the world and my religion is to 
do good.”

Paine could have been writing about 
Abel-Smith, the professor said.

Simply
barking

When priests’ 
victims speak
IT DOES seem that the Roman Catholic 
Church’s stratagem of merely moving priestly 
sexual offenders elsewhere is coming to an 
end. Not through any change in the church’s 
own attitude (there’s no evidence of that) but 
because victims are belatedly beginning to 
speak out.

The latest example to hand is from Australia, 
where the New South Wales Police 
Commission heard that three young men, for
mer students at a Wollongong Brothers’ 
College, said they had been sexually molested 
by Brother Michael Evans, the headmaster, 
and Father Peter Comensoli. The Commission

with Colin McCall few
N u r  ]

robe to call for the healing of divisions in 
the Christian church.

Protestants might hesitate, though, when 
they recall Martin Luther’s denunciation of 
the robe as “a new swindle,” “a particularly 
masterly rip-off.”

For Trier’s greatest son it would, no 
doubt, be just another opiate o f the people.

also heard that the Bishop of Wollongong 
been informed of the allegations against on Jai 
the clergymen 10 years before the charges 
were laid (The Age, Melbourne, April 18) - 

One witness told how he and several otl>eI 
victims were asked by the church’s Direct®1

"as a 'Si
®3t Ma 

id e is i  
'  forn■’ —  . M  torn

Public Affairs not to go to the police, ano l-liaplnail
the matter would be dealt with. The victim5 
agreed to the request, but later went to the 
police when no action seemed to have bee» 
taken, except the transfer of suspected abu 
to other schools.

Father Comensoli was jailed in 1994 f°r 
indecently assaulting two altar boys, and 
Brother Evans committed suicide on the da' 
warrant was issued for his arrest.

Second-class 
thinking at PO
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SO William Morris is “not of sufficient 
stature” to be commemorated by a Post On 
stamp. That is the view of “the committe® »
makes the decision” (The Guardian, April *
whoever that may consist of. Instead we 8**

1»

LAST month it was Muslims seeing things -  
in aubergines, as it happens. Now it’s the 
Christians’ turn and, naturally, they turn their 
eyes heavenwards.

We are in America, of course, where viewers 
of CNN phoned in to say what they saw when 
pictures of stars emerging in the Eagle nebula, 
taken by the Hubble telescope, were screened.

Several people said they saw Jesus Christ, 
reported Harper’s-, a caller from New Jersey 
saw the Statue of Liberty; from Toronto in 
Canada it wasn’t Jesus, but it did look “a bit 
like Gene Shalit” (film reviewer on NBC). 
Most perceptive, however, was a viewer from 
Nevada, who saw a cow, a cat and “a dog 
barking up a tree like he’s treeing a coon.”

going to have Muffin the Mule and Sooty- 
only argument that I can think of for refus1 jj 
Morris is that a revolutionary Socialist wou 
fit uncomfortably with the little golden 
Queen’s profile that is the price we havet0 
pay for leaving out the name of the country

BMJ diatribe 
beggars belief

I. »ARE you an atheist? asks Ian Robertson, 
neuropsychologist of Cambridge, in the 
Medical Journal, March 23 . “If so, the 
chances are that you are less happy than lb{ 
average believer -  especially if you are no 
longer a spring chicken.” So “research by 
Michael Argyle of Wolfson College, 
Cambridge indicates.” When, and where

N p
"Hive:

S n
the r

0,fiens
S n ,
Jrit in 
> s  
S - a t
S
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fit!isentc
I N e

f c niz «?*

%

Robertson doesn’t bother to say. His purP°ij
to attack materialism and particularly R i ^  
Dawkins as “the chief ayatollah of scientin 
materialism.”

From that abusive start, Robertson rafflb'e 
somewhat incoherently and certainly stup1“ ' 
“The Dawkinses of this world,” he says,  ̂
“believe that anything that can’t be answer®
by the scientific method isn’t worth talking
about”; which, of course, 
lows -  when drug-taking i 
of the “logical outgrowths” of 
ideology.”

fo1'is absurd.Worse
referred to as 0 

a materiabs

How the BMJ came to publish such an iff3'

Osoi

Se,
h,oth
S e s i
S v i

C ys
5¡¿
fcï!
$a5al
N k
S n
'V'H „
> ¡1

eu
tional diatribe -  headed “The new ayatoll^k 
-  beggars belief. Dr John Marks, of Liverp^ 
whom I have to thank for these details, Wf° 
reply to Robertson that, to date, hasn’t beeö 
printed.

i&
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Precious beyond estimate
ENTION of the name Eddington, 
today, would conjure up recollec
tions of Yes Minister and Yes 

'me Minister. In the 1930s, however, it 
0uld be the Cambridge physicist Sir 
^ur Eddington, author of Science

u n sto p -— Vnseen World which, like Sir
larges 
il 18) ' 
ral other 
director1’ 

and $
victims 
to the 
e been 
d  abitai

14 for
and 
the dt>)

,a,ries Jeans’ The Mysterious Universe, 
as a “scientific” best-seller, because of 
"at Mary Warnock calls “the excitable 
yticism” of its style.

former Editor of The Freethinker, 
apman Cohen, wrote critical essays on 

(])h *>ooks. So, too, did L Susan Stebbing,

IÌ ofi“, «f

Was then Professor of Philosophy at 
2®rd College, London, the first woman to 
f such a post in Britain. I delighted in her 

1 sophy and the Physicists (Pelican edi- 
(((r at the time, and am pleased to find an 
^act from it in Women Philosophers.
•>ary Warnock chooses 17 women in all, 

^  Anne Conway (1631-79) to the present 
thr’ Prov*des an introduction; a 20-page 
cult°n°,0gy, which aligns the writers with the 
Jtl(jUrai and historical events of their times; 
^sets each extract in context, 

ij-j "st Philosophers these days are attached 
^University teaching or research depart- 

ts- Not so in the past; and before the end
thettec t*1' *0niC nineteenth century there were no 

ler/0 aca(fcmic philosophers,pril 
/e afe.

because
"'ere no women academics. The later

o ty .^ lC " ’ here> are----- , ___academics; the others
fustf: Hjti delusion as being “concerned with 

»m , of a high degree of generality, 
jj (|j,,at home among abstract ideas.” And it 
Hj ® “generalising, explanatory and argu-■e to 

intry- Pi"es(
Stative

I l̂lh ,Ul . Conway’s work was “known tov'hnii /  . . , . . „  ___

,eited.
aspects of their works” that are

tj,Jn,z and admired by him,” says Mary 
“ n°ck, and

'0s°Pher 
0|>vva

the Cambridge Platonist 
Henry More, who taught

t .* j
Bn"-

iifSj ay’s brother, seems to have been the 
L *° Use the term “monad” which was a
Until,6 Eeibniz’s system.

tltf
10
y

}0S£(
0
iß

bl«5
idiy-

»u,
^  Anne Conway and More opposed
lc 'ei>ian materialism with philosophical, if 
u Wincing arguments. 

ary Wollstonecraft (1759-97) is known to 
JPodern reader through Claire Tomalin’s 
l r?Phy and reprints of A Vindication o f 

o>‘ ’n iShls ° f  Woman, from which we can date 
^  eniinist movement, “a determination 
Up, hR free-thinking women to unite to claim 
£  ri8hts.”

ly /T  Warnock reminds us that Horace 
S P()le called its author “a philosophising 
’W*1 a n t f “a hyena in petticoats” but who 
Sj? about him nowadays?

lilarr'aKe be the cement of society,” weire1

¥
ofle
ist

*s,

pie*
a

m

sCkind
the extract from A Vindication, 

should all be educated after the 
Win" Uiodel, or the intercourse of the sexes 
V  l\CVer deserve the name of fellowship, 
'if Women ever fulfil the peculiar duties 

sex till they become enlightened citi- 
Hev * hfl they become free...marriage will 
bfo r he held sacred till women, by being 
Hfj^ht up with men, are prepared to be 

„c,,uipanions rather than their mistress- 
And “virtue will never prevail in soci-

Women Philosophers Edited by 
Mary Warnock. J M Dent. £20.

Review: COLIN McCALL

ety till the virtues of both sexes are founded 
on reason.”

Mary Wollstonecraft called for boys and 
girls of all classes to be educated together 
from the ages of five to nine in a schoolroom 
“surrounded by a large piece of ground, in 
which the children might be usefully exer
cised” once an hour. Not only the three Rs, 
but also botany, mechanics, astronomy, nat
ural history, “and some simple experiments 
in natural philosophy might fill up the day.” 
“The elements of religion, history, the histo
ry of man, and politics, might also be taught 
by conversations in the Socratic form.”

After the age of nine, there should be 
“instruction in some measure appropriated 
to the destination of each individual” in dif
ferent schools, with the brighter ones study
ing languages, elements of science, history 
and politics on a more extensive scale, 
“which would not exclude polite literature.” 

That was Mary Wollstonecraft’s basic 
“national curriculum” 254 years ago; but 
she would also inculcate humanity to ani
mals; and dancing, music and drawing 
“might be admitted as relaxations.”

No testing is mentioned but, then, her aim 
was “to render mankind more virtuous and 
happier” and “the social contract more equi
table” -  very different from the educational 
aims of Gillian Shephard and her cohorts.

Another outstanding freethinker, Harriet 
Martineau (1802-76), regretted that there 
were no philosophers applying Francis 
Bacon’s “experimental method of inquiry 
into the science of mind.” Science, she wrote 
in a letter to Henry George Atkinson, “has 
disabused us of our blinding and perplexing 
notions of spiritual anti-types of material 
things, and of spiritual interference in mate
rial operations; and we have arrived at the 
notion of chance-excluding Law in the phys
ical operations of the universe. I want to 
know why it is not possible for us to pursue 
the same process in regard to Mental 
Philosophy.”

Past ignorance, Martineau declared, “has 
mournfully impaired the conditions of 
human life; but the emancipation which may

be obtained, is already precious beyond esti
mate.”

Mary Warnock introduces Victoria Lady 
Welby (1837-1912) as “a thoroughly inde
pendent thinker” whose long correspon
dence with C S Peirce “contributed to the 
development of pragmatism as a kind of sys
tematic epistemology.”

It is undeniable, Lady Welby wrote, “that 
obscurity or confusion in language, if it does 
not betray the same defect in thought, at 
least tends to create it.” And Mary Whiton 
Calkins (1863-1930), who follows in this 
book, distinguished between Socrates’ 
philosopher “as a lover of the vision of truth” 
and philosophy as a “reasoning discipline.” 
Socrates was describing “the seer,” she 
noted.

Hannah Arendt (1906-75) writes on vio
lence; and from Simone de Beauvoir (1908- 
86) we have some pages from Old Age. “My 
mother was as religious as my grandmoth
er,” de Beauvoir remarks, “for whom leaving 
the world was restful; yet she had an animal 
fear of death.” While I am not at all sure that 
other animals have a fear of death, I think I 
know what is meant.

I certainly cannot go along with Iris 
Murdoch (1919-) in her belief in transcen
dent “beauty.” “The statue is broken, the 
flower fades, the experience ceases,” she 
says, “but something has not suffered from 
decay and mortality.”

Of the remaining contemporary contribu
tions, I particularly responded to Judith 
Jarvis Thomson’s defence of abortion. 
Opponents argue that the fetus is a human 
being from the moment of conception. The 
same argument “might be said about the 
development of an acorn into an oak tree.”

Finally, though, I must return to my first 
love among women philosophers, Susan 
Stebbing (1885-1943), whose criticism of 
Eddington is a model of clarity and demoli
tion. Reading some of the physicist’s “pic
turesque” pronouncements might bring a 
smile to our lips now, but they were eagerly 
devoured by the religiously inclined, and 
they could no doubt be matched today. 
Certainly Stebbing’s logical and linguistic 
analysis sets a fine example for freethinkers.

Thanks to Mary Warnock’s reminder, I 
shall go back to Susan Stebbing’s works, 
which stimulated me half a century ago and 
which are, fortunately, still on my shelves.

1996 ANNUAL HUMANIST DINNER
Arranged by British Humanist Association, Gay & Lesbian Humanist Association, 
National Secular Society, Rationalist Press Association & South Place Ethical 
Society.

Guest Speakers: Dr Dorothy Rowe, well-known Author and Psychologist; Professor 
Sir Raymond Firth, distinguished Humanist Anthropologist; Professor Lewis 
Wolpert, Developmental Biologist & Popular Scientific Writer.

Saturday, June 22, 1996, 6.30 pm for 7.00 pm,
Conway Hall, 25 Red Lion Square, London WCIR 4RL.

Tickets £20 from BHA, 47 Theobald's Road, London WC1X 8SP. Telephone: 0171 
430-0908 by Monday, June 17, 1996, latest. Please specify dietary requirements 
(vegetarian etc). Cash Bar or Bring Your Own (corkage charge £1.18).
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Cool look at global
RELIG ION  and politics are declared 

unsuitable for conversation in some 
circles -  those too polite to mention 

the subjects or, the less m annered ones, 
where they are likely to raise argum ents 
w hich m ay progress to  bellicosity. So 
w hat’s left to talk about? W ell, the w eather 
has always been a favourite subject in 
Britain. The author o f this book quotes 
Bob H ope on its variability: “W here else in 
the world can you get four clim ates in one 
day?” But now, it seems, even m any an 
E nglishm an’s favoured topic is not free 
from  political, or even religious, consider
ations.

Antony Milne is a Freethinker who has con
tributed to these columns. Now he takes his 
freethinking into opposition to the environmen
talists -  the greenhouse-mongers as he calls 
them -  and what he sees as “a new kind of pas
toral religion.”

Milne quotes a variety of sources which claim 
there is no evidence in the US that there has 
been a significant warming or chilling over the 
past century; no evidence for rising sea levels; 
no need for action to curb greenhouse gas emis-

Beyond the Warming by Antony 
Milne. Prism Press (UK). £8.99. 
ISBN 1-85327-098-9.

Review: DENIS COBELL

sions. Apparently, solar effects may be as much 
to blame for any overall climatic changes.

Milne rejects the idea, touted by the green
house-mongers, that there is evidence of an 
anthropogenic factor. Man is not changing the 
environment more than is nature. What he does 
has far less effect than those who support argu
ments about the dangers from increased carbon 
dioxide emission would have us believe.

This book confronts the common view 
accepted by many science writers. Paul Simon, 
author of the recent Weird Weather, takes a 
quite opposite view: “Waste carbon dioxide 
from power stations and traffic is building up a 
blanket over the atmosphere which is trapping 
heat and consequently making the earth hotter.”

This seems to concur with the view Milne put 
forward in an earlier book, Our Drowning 
World (1989) in which he stated: “Man is creat-

Sentimental journey
PE T ER  G A M BLE is a retired  
A nglican  clergym an and form er  
educationalist whose charm ing auto
biography, The M ore We A re  
Together, I reviewed in these pages 
in April 1994.

Trained at Ripon Hall under H D A Major, 
and ordained by Bishop Barnes, he bears all 
the hallmarks of these “Modernist” mentors. 
Their programme, which is still Gamble’s 
own, was to give, where possible, “a rational 
explanation of what is presented in the 
Gospels as miraculous.” Gamble otherwise 
“leaves the reader free either to accept....as 
true, or dismiss as superstition” what he 
finds there. He claims also to seek a middle 
course between the hyper-rationalism of 
Reimarus, the mythicism of Strauss and the 
dogmatic literalism of the Fundamentalists. 
Sadly, his approach already seems rather 
old-fashioned in the light of critical studies of 
the New Testament which have appeared in 
the past two or three decades. His portrait of 
Jesus tends to be a sentimental one: and he is 
sympathetic to gnosticism.

Limitation

Perhaps the most serious limitation of 
Peter Gamble’s pamphlet (apart from its 
extreme brevity at 36 pages) is the author’s 
too-ready acceptance of the traditional view 
that the Gospels represent genuine eyewit
ness testimony of Jesus. He thus makes little 
attempt to consider the implications of even 
the Synoptic Gospels being the products of 
third and fourth generation Christians 
whose developed beliefs already dictated 
what they imagined must have happened,

Jesus Christ Uncluttered by 
Peter Gamble. £2.75 from Adrian 
Room, 12 High St, Stamford PE9 
2LF.

Review: DANIEL O'HARA

rather than being based on actual events. He 
is, however, not only fully aware of the diffi
culties of harmonising the conflicting tradi
tions within the Gospels, but also draws 
attention to at least some of them in ways 
which properly challenge conservative theol
o g y -

On the other hand, his speculations that 
John the Baptist may have been educated by 
“Essenes” at Qumran who “produced the 
Head Sea Scrolls” betrays a touching 
reliance on a romantic notion which has 
been exploded by modern research into 
those documents. (See, for example, Norman 
Golb’s recent book: Who Wrote the Dead Sea 
Scrolls? which I have reviewed in the latest 
issue of New Humanist).

A brief end note on the Ttirin Shroud 
refers in passing to its recent, but untenable, 
association with Leonardo da Vinci, a sub
ject the author considers “too controversial 
for this little book.” He might at least have 
referred his readers to Joe Nickell’s excellent 
book Inquest on the Turin Shroud (published 
by Prometheus Books), which not only fully 
confirms the view that it is indeed a mediae
val artifact, but also demonstrates that it 
existed a hundred years before Leonardo 
was born, thus ruling out any possibility that 
he painted the image on the cloth!

warming
fosing a hothouse earth...a threat ...when 

fuels are burned, living trees are hacked ® 
massive amounts of carbon dioxide are rei 
into the atmosphere.” .

So what has brought about Milne’s chan? 
mind? He has to admit that, in contra\  
astronomy, meteorology is mathematic 
most imprecise and unreliable. Vegetati°n' 
avers, has moved backwards and f°r" 
throughout history. Ozone has nothing ^ 
with warming -  skin cancer is the scare
Carbon dioxide is not accumulating. f°r

t emitted
Thus he

net absorbers are greater than the net e:
according to some scientists. MÍforecasts often cancel each other out 
also finds little support for the warming hyPV 
esis in John Gribbin’s work. The role0 
oceans in cooling is generally underesti® 
Paradoxically, if there is a global wan11'; 
Britain may get colder winters: the mem1*, 
the Polar ice cap will push the Gulf 
coming across the Atlantic to keep our sn , 
warm, southwards, leaving us surrounds 
colder seas. .

Milne opposes the anthropogenic idea ot ’ 
being above nature, quotes, inter alia, ■ 
Calder against those who believe in the gr

ne»1house effect, and finds it a weak argum6'
which there is no sense. The “effect” c°sbffrom minor perturbations, where there has 
an overstatement by some purveyors o f ,
in order to get funding. Milne sees some 
spiracy, with all the liberal establish111,
including the Church of England, jump111'
this popular bandwagon. He argues that theiJ,
just not sufficient evidence, over a prolmk 
period, to support the theory of a build'0!’ 
carbon dioxide, and with it the green“ ] 
effect: there is little certainty in the predk11̂  
-  chaos theory takes over, where laws caW>0 
applied nor forecasts made.

Óur pagan past is invoked. Before the d«*
ti#regularly opposed in these pages was invei 

there was more sense. Our dependence , 
solar deity, and Sun worship, at least put m01 
his place -  dependent on nature. All religL 
festivals rely on dates marking the chanL 
natural seasons; but how far has man contf0

/fa*'
: fl1*'

or interfered with natural processes? HoW > 
this to our benefit, or disadvantage? We 1 y
with Richard Lindzen, “look back on 
(greenhouse) proclamations as hopdeS\ 
naive,” or, as Milne concludes, “we maf 
course, not think that at all.” .

Reading M ilne’s critique of the and1, 
pogenic principle reminded me of a poW0
passage in Bertrand Russell’s A Free 0 \
Worship: “Brief and powerless is man’s life
him and all his race the slow, sure doom V

pitiless and dark. Blind to good and evil. feL
less of destruction, omnipotent matter rolls 
its relentless way.”

Much as I empathise with Milne’s view,
that nearer to home, and our own environ111'
I am wary of the risks we may be tak> ■ 
London was shrouded by smogs earlier  ̂
century, resulting in many deaths from brofl
tis. Clean Air Acts have seen this sort
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drastically decline. One other aspect oi ,
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book worries me: it is based on extensive re 
ences from the “quality” newspapers, and n 
New Scientist -  rarely on original research, 
guess we all know how journalists vaFc 
interpret research!
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Editor Peter Brearey profiles the man whose new job is to help guide the National 
Secular Society into a new century
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Radical campaigner 
in a business suit

SMALL clouds o f white smoke have 
floated over Bradlaugh House -  and 
the National Secular Society has a 

new General Secretary in place o f Terry 
Mullins, who has retired after holding the 
Post from July, 1979.

He is Keith Porteous Wood, 48, who com
bines an impressive business background with 
Wide campaigning experience and knowledge 
°f new technology as it relates to media and 
Publishing work.

The movement is fortunate in having secured 
•he services of a Fellow of the Chartered 
Association of Certified Accountants who has 
sPent 25 years in senior managerial and profes- 
s*onal roles covering administration, account- 
lng, legal and company secretarial issues.

Keith is active in the Humanist Forum (the 
movement’s “umbrella” organisation) and is 
nuditor of the Gay and Lesbian Humanist 
Association. A Life Member of both the British 
Humanist Association and the Voluntary 
Euthanasia Society, he also belongs to the 
Nationalist Press Association. He enjoys close 
'inks with IHEU and US Freethinkers and with 
Liberty, Charter 88 and Stonewall. He is a 
Member of the Howard League for Penal 
Reform and of Greenpeace.

Campaigns

The list of campaigns in which he has partic- 
'Pated is formidable, and includes:

tensions equality: He was instrumental in set- 
bug up a working party addressing the signifi- 
cant financial discrimination suffered by 
Unmarried partners over pension issues, com
pared with those who are married. It has already 
Persuaded the Inland Revenue to propose a suit- 
able policy revision. Next stages include volun- 
tary, then -  hopefully -  statutory, equality for 
occupational, private and “state” superannua
tion schemes.
^Aest Highland Line: This campaign to save 
lhe Euston to Fort William sleeper service was 
sUccessful, despite being thought at the start -  
by proponents and opponents alike -  as being 
Practically hopeless. Keith was genuinely con
cerned about the economic well-being of the 
mea (he was bom in Scotland and his parents 
|lve in the North-West of Scotland). He was 
’uvolved with policy formation and lobbying, 
which, significantly for his future NSS work, 
■ncluded organising a public meeting in the 
House of Commons and drafting news releases, 
bex education in schools: He produced sepa- 
«ate submissions to the Department of 
Education on behalf of BHA, GALHA and 
Stonewall to:

■  Remove parents’ right of withdrawal of chil
dren from sex education classes.
■  Increase awareness of the significantly high
er teenage suicide rate for lesbians and gays.
■  Replacq with constructive ones the pejorative 
references in sex education guidelines to homo
sexuality.

This campaign was only partially successful 
because the offer of consultation over new 
guidelines drafted by the Roman Catholic John 
Patten was purely cosmetic.
Age of Homosexual Consent: Keith has 
worked closely with Stonewall, lobbying minis
ters and MPs in this campaign, which was

•  Keith Porteous Wood

instrumental in reducing the age of homosexual 
consent from 21 to 18. He edited the submis
sion to the European Court of Human Rights for 
the reduction of the age of consent to 16. On 
May 21, this case passed its first hurdle towards 
judgement in that C ourt.
SACRE: He was involved with the campaign 
to have the Humanist SACRE member at 
Ealing reinstated -  and offered to take her place 
when she declined to stand again.
Voluntary Euthanasia: He continues to cam
paign for legislation.
Civil Liberties: Keith has worked to improve 
the Press Complaints procedure and in support 
of people subjected to Press harassment, and 
has spoken against leaks to the Press of confi
dential information obtained by police. He has

also criticised the denial of jury trial and legal 
aid for serious cases through use of obscure 
bye-laws.
Housing: Partners’ rights on the death of the 
tenant is one of the issues about which he feels 
strongly and where progress has recently been 
made.
The Armed Forces: He has backed campaigns 
for the removal of criminal sanction on homo
sexual activity in the Merchant Navy and the 
Armed Forces and for an end to the policy of 
automatic dismissal of service personnel found 
to be homosexual.
Transport: Keith has campaigned in favour of 
better public transport and the Channel Tunnel 
Rail-link -  and against Heathrow Terminal 5.

Happily, in this day and age, Keith is com
puter-literate, with extensive and practical 
knowledge of word-processing, desk-top pub
lishing (including attractive design of leaflets 
and booklets) and spreadsheets.

He has been responsible for the publishing of 
nine books from first proof stage, including 
design and distribution. Low costs per copy 
have been achieved through in-house origina
tion, the innovative use of modem technology 
and also by robust negotiation with printers. His 
latest effort in this area concerns publication of 
his partner Terry Sanderson’s new book, The 
Potts Papers (see Page 15).

Priorities

His media and publishing involvement has 
included some radio work and assistance with 
preparation for appearances in radio and TV 
programmes, in both studio and outside broad
casts.

An impressive CV by any standard. But we 
must give him a chance to get his feet under the 
table, to become established. I expect he thinks 
that he came at a bad time, as there is a full 
year's accounts to be prepared for audit. He has 
other time-consuming tasks on his list of prior
ities, including improving systems and formal
ising the NSS’s role as landlord at Bradlaugh 
House. This will involve a great deal of 
research and negotiation with our sister-organi
sations, lawyers and surveyors.

However, the campaigning is already under 
way from Keith’s office up there in the “Gods” 
at Bradlaugh House. He is engaged in battle 
with the Advertising Standards Authority over 
certain ludicrous claims by religions; The 
Freethinker will keep you informed of 
progress. Apd you will see his piece on Page 3 
in which he lays the groundwork for a possible 
future campaign concerning the Scouts and 
Guides and their religious oath.

Keith may be contacted on 0171 404 3126.
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‘The Vatican now literally won’t touch Ideas which were to

A Church still l>i
with arrogant ce

A TELLIN G  indication of the way 
the Catholic C hurch in Ireland is 
reacting to the crises now sur

rounding it cam e w ith a gathering under 
the chairm anship o f Cathal Daly at a 
country house in  D undrum , Co. 
Tipperary, during the w eek-ending 
February 17.

At a series of workshops and plenary ses
sions, “facilitated” by the newly-appointed 
Bishop of Limerick, Donal Murray, and the 
leading Jesuit Joe Dargan, the Irish bishops 
spent four days discussing a “crisis of dis
sent” in the Church and planning the restora
tion of the Church’s authority.

Despite much recent talk about openness, 
transparency, dialogue and so on, the 
Dundrum meeting took place in strict secre
cy. The gathering had obviously been sched
uled some time in advance. It will have 
required considerable, detailed preparation 
and exchange of information -  finalising a 
date, setting an agenda, making catering 
arrangements for their lordships’ needs. But 
there was no advance announcement. Only 
Andy Pollock of the Irish Times caught wind 
that something was up, and referred briefly 
and in general terms to the upcoming meet
ing.

It wasn’t until the following week that 
there was a even a whisper of what had tran
spired. The Irish Catholic (February 22) told 
on its front page: “Bishops prepare for year 
2000 in secret session...Exclusive.” The 
story was scarcely enlightening. What was 
provided was a summary of the “mood and 
tone of the gathering” in the form of a quote 
from the Auxiliary Bishop of Cork, John 
Buckley:

“It was a joyful period of relaxation and 
reflection. We emphasised the essence of our 
mission which is to present the person of 
Jesus Christ to the people of our time who 
are searching for a meaning and purpose in 
life. The search and the message of Jesus are 
made for each other. It is through Jesus that 
we realise the greatness of our humanity.” 

There was also a reference to the desirabili
ty of peace in the North. And that, for what 
it’s worth, is as much as the people in the 
pews have been permitted to know.

It may come as a surprise to some that “we 
rule, you need know nothing” is still the 
approach in 1996. But it shouldn’t really sur
prise us. In Ireland, as elsewhere, the main

Niinc

from EAMONN McCANN in Derry
priority of Catholic Church bosses at the 
moment is to re-impose order on an unruly 
flock. In this context, the bishops will have 
seen the Cleary, Casey and Comiskey affairs, 
the various money and sex-abuse scandals 
and the revelations of savagery by religious 
to children as unwelcome, complicating fac
tors. But it will not have deflected them from 
their objective of re-establishing Church 
authority over the people. On the contrary, it 
is more likely to have hardened their determi
nation to get back to the basics of order, dis
cipline and obedience.

This is not speculative analysis. It’s to put 
succinctly and in a certain context what the 
Church leaders themselves say they are at. 
The vague hopes often expressed by Catholic 
liberals of “repentance followed by renew- 
al”and of the Church transforming itself, by 
“listening,” into a “church of the people,” are 
the product of light minds, and lacking in real 
substance.

The authentic voice of the contemporary 
Catholic Church comes through in an inter
view in the current issue of the Redemptorist 
magazine Reality with Southern Irish Church 
chief Desmond Connell, Archbishop of 
Dublin. The problem of Catholics refusing to 
take Church leadership on trust is “very seri
ous” he admits. There has been “a kind of 
politicisation of the Church, ” he complains, 
with some of its members coming to believe 
in the possibility of a “loyal opposition” to 
the Pope and the bishops.

This, he argues, is to misunderstand the 
fundamental nature of the Church as a “mys
tery of life,” embodying unquestionable 
truths to be defined only by “the successor of 
Peter.”

What this means in practice is evident in 
developments in the “universal Church” 
which might at first sight seem unconnected 
to experience in Ireland. During his recent 
visit to Latin America, for example, John 
Paul told journalists travelling with him of 
his satisfaction that “Liberation theology was 
no longer seen as a problem... Folio wing the 
fall of Communism, liberation theology has 
fallen a little, too. The bishops confirm that 
ideologies are no longer a force or a prob
lem.”

h
When the Brazilian Franciscan Leonard0 

Boff, one of the talismanic leaders of the 
“Church of the Poor ” in the region, Protjl
that the ideas of liberation theology could ̂  ^

•or
■“»sec
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contained within Catholic orthodoxy, the 
Vatican’s chief doctrinal spokesman, J°at! ( 
Navarro-Vails, slapped him down. Whatej 
Boff might mean by “liberation theology'' 
“Priests in politics and a marxist basis fot 
analysis, these two things are over." .

John Paul was welcomed on arrival in ** 
Salvador by the successor to Archbishop . 
Oscar Romero, the outspoken prelate ass2*; 
nated by a military death-squad on the ah 
of the city’s cathedral in 1980. The new 
Archbishop of San Salvador is Fernando 
Saenz Lacalle, appointed by John Paul k s 
year. He is a member of the far-Right gr° 
Opus Dei. His previous posting but one * 
as head chaplain to the Salvadorean mil113

Five days before the Pope arrived, Saen 
had sacked the Rector of the San Salvad°r
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diocesan seminary, Luis Coto, known as3 v
m mm m m m  jm m ml  - . M

ten
rather mild, academic supporter of libera1 
theology. Thus, John Paul did not have to 
endure the embarrassment of being greet0 
by Fr Coto when he called at the seminar)1' 
the Vatican now literally won’t touch ide° 
which were regarded as debatable, at leaS' 
just a decade or so ago.

There are other straws in the unsettling

H i
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wind. Robert Nugent and Jeannine Gram1̂  
have just been ordered by the Vatican to s
mit written accounts of the beliefs under!) 
their long-time ministry to gays in the 1^ ' 
Nugent is a priest in the Salvatorian orde*\ 
Gramick a nun with the Notre Dame siste 
They have been conducting a “Catholic <° 
istry to homosexuals” for 24 years, giving 
workshops and seminars on the problem5 
encountered by both gay and straight . 
Catholics in handling issues of sexual om (
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tation within the Church. Their ministry 1is*

r roi

mainly been carried out at the invitation
under the supervision of individual dioÇpj,

But not for much longer by the sound o- 
Two years ago, the Vatican established 

commission under Detroit Cardinal Ads11’ 
Maida to look into Nugent and G r a m ic k s 
activities. The commission held three 
meetings with the two religious and thed
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ere Warded as debatable, at least, just a decade or so ago...’

certain
*lncial superiors and, in February last 

w'Submitted a report to Rome. Now 
a has been in touch with Nugent and 

lClck again to relay an instruction from 
(. congregation for Institutes of 
g r a te d  Life and Societies of Apostolic 
iw'he body which controls religious

telling them to set out in writing their 
’ °n two questions to do with homosex-

;onard°
3fthe J protest
could %  _ _ ............. . ................ ...........

y, the ^  ^tivity ancj one t0 j , ,  wjth homosexual

Vhate; ‘ 
jlogy- 
sis f°r

:evd ,,h the i
ation.

1V( instruction, the congregation tells the 
^ t  the views attributed to them “may 
w  Created an ambiguity which has caused 

' c V S!°n m the minds of some people.” 
al if ™ n^'sseurs of Vatican-speak will be in lit- 
ishop rfj. \'^h t from this what’s to happen next:
:e assas*1' 
:he altaf 
new 
and° 
aul laSl 
ht gf°^ 
one ^  
mill'110' 

, Sae"2 
lvadft
m as3
iberaf0 
ive to 
greets
ninat)1' 
h ideas 
t leas1-

nt and Gramick will be required to 
15,1 their views and desist from their min- 
hj °r he silenced.

f jese are not isolated occurrences. A trawl 
r-Ĵ ’h the Catholic Press any week now
i . 1as

ttlinê , 
lraft,c
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l)3|ty of authority and the impermissibili
ty k 6111’ letters page of the Catholic 

\ .  has recently featured regular dire 
tlijii'fgs that hellfire awaits Catholics who 
- A  papal authority. The oncc- 
sj/lned Universe can now (February 18), 
1(̂ 1 ."t any appearance of irony, splash a 
Ih l?e on the front page urging, ‘“ BAN 
C 'ALK OF WOMEN PRIESTS’”; (the 
^fndem eath begins: “Primary school 

ers who publicly promote the ordination 
tt^Jhen could face official sanction from 
i> rc h .”)

#  ]' \ ,r'Ŝ  Catholic (February 22) pours a 
■ V  contemptuous abuse on a book of 

Authority in the Church, edited by the 
^ ’'Catholic commentator Sean Mac

A contribution by Professor Mary 
-  Pro-Chancellor of Queen’s 

^  rs'ty, Belfast, a mainstream Catholic 
L ^adviser to the hierarchy at the Forum

e\v Ireland -  is splattered with scorn.
McAleese’s contention that a

¡̂ g _____  I I
3<1j \\S ish Catholic responds with New 

lioceSf||.k "* n t texts: “Anyone who preaches to 
ind 'sl()a gospel other than you were first given 
shed 3 ^  e Under God’s curse... Hand such a 
\d a f  :''iJr')’,'er to Satan to be destroyed as far as 
lick*., u life is concerned.” 
p lef- lri. it’s perhaps worth saying that 
theif _ s no hint this stuff is intended to be

• fl" o w iu v m iv /ii  um i w
il of!fj V - le can raise questions about Church 
stry X  r ê  and still remain in good standing, 
tionafl 1 lsh

St Peter's in Rome -  the heart of the Roman Catholic Church.
(Photograph: Hulton Deutsch Collection)

taken with a pinch of irony).
In his own column, the Editor of The Irish 

Catholic, David Quinn, provides weekly evi
dence of the Catholic Church retreating 
behind a circle of certainty from which it 
proposes to issue forth and re-establish its 
unique right to control the ideological des
tinies of the land. A certain mild persecution 
mania emerges as Quinn crouches down 
behind defensive dogma for protection from 
the slings and arrows of the erroneous ele
ments whooping anti-Catholicism all around.

“What adds up to anti-Catholicism?” he 
asks. And answers: “I would have to say that 
if you don’t believe in objective right and 
wrong then you’re well on your way. If you 
don’t believe in hierarchies, then you’re gone 
a considerable step further. If you don’t 
believe in the priesthood further still...”

(This is so lacking in logic that it’s tempt
ing to dismiss Quinn as of no account. But he 
was appointed Editor of The Irish Catholic 
late last year specifically because the most 
influential of the hierarchy, particularly 
Desmond Connell, wanted somebody to steer 
the paper steadily in the direction the “offi
cial” Church wanted).

Given his distinctive definition of the term, 
it’s not surprising that Quinn sees “anti- 
Catholicism” everywhere. The only newspa

per in Britain or Ireland which he seems able 
to identify as definitely not anti-Catholic is 
The Daily Telegraph. As for Ireland...“The 
newspaper etc in question could be sensation
ally anti-Catholic, e.g. The Sunday 
Independent, or sophisticatedly so, e.g. The 
Irish Times...The Irish Times is more anti- 
Catholic than The Sunday Indo. Its ideology 
is set four-square against it. Failure to recog
nise our media as in the main anti-Catholic 
stems from the fact that its anti-Catholicism 
is so all-pervading, we are inured against it.”

This is the mindset of the Catholic Church 
at the moment, and not just in Ireland. Far 
from being humbled by its recent experi
ences, it bristles with arrogant certainty as it 
rises above the material world to escape the 
sins it is besieged by, retreating deeper into 
its own councils away from the sight of scan
dal, all the while toughening up its ideas and 
renovating its machinery for the requirements 
of the future.

The aspiration of Irish liberals has never 
been to extirpate the Catholic Church and 
end its influence. What they’ve always want
ed is a new accommodation with the Church. 
But all the indications are that this is no go. 
The furtive cabal which descended on 
Dundrum is not talking terms. Sooner or later 
we’ll have to have it out with them.
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Bromley's Diana Elvin w ith some useful 
ideas on the setting-up of house groups

Where two or 
three are 
gathered 

together in 
Humanism’s

name...
Y OU don’t need many people for a 

house group -  get any two or three 
H um anists together and they’ll start 

a discussion.
At a large meeting with outside speakers it is 

possible to attend for some time without actual
ly hearing Humanism mentioned at all. Where 
there are less than a dozen and everyone only 
talks about Humanism then one learns quickly 
what it means to others and how they make it 
part of their daily life.

But there are snags. I learned the hard way 
that you need to be absolutely ready a whole 
hour before take off since anything that can go 
wrong will do so.

One day the first arrival was a man whose 
glasses promptly fell apart. This necessitated 
much crawling around on hands and knees 
searching the multi-coloured floor for the miss
ing teeny-weeny screw. My hands and knees, 
obviously.

Credit where it’s due, he did get down and 
grope, discovering many anonymous bits of 
filth. I had not, alas, Hoovered. I’m a busy 
woman -  that’s why I have patterned carpets. 
He was worried about his notes, so carefully 
prepared, so impossible to read. I worried about 
how he was going to drive home. But it was 
OK. He sent me off to get thread —  matching 
thread —  and tied the specs neatly together. I 
never did find time to put on make-up or shoes.

We used to watch and then discuss videos 
(including the Humanist one; a TV programme 
that visited Sutton group), Dawkins, Darwin 
and Dutch euthanasia.

Numbers fluctuated wildly as people came, 
said how delighted they were to find us...and 
then went away for ever.

But after about six months we had a hard core 
of pleasant and helpful regulars including three 
lured by our stall at an Alternative Fair.

We now took turns to introduce discussion 
about aspects of Humanistic living. Some found 
this easy, but there were others not used to 
expressing and defending their ideas. I was sure 
that, with encouragement, even the most reluc
tant would do well and so gain confidence and 
this proved to be the case.

Addressing a small, 
friendly group is good 
practice for putting our 
ideas to a wider world.
Few people out there 
even know what 
Humanism means; oth
ers are strongly against 
it. I feel we must speak 
out whenever we can.

We covered many top
ics. An officiant offered 
the controversial “Gay weddings -  for better or 
for worse.” One newcomer who did not 
approve of homosexuality said he enjoyed the 
“intelligent debate.”

We asked “Should Humanists celebrate 
Christmas?” (deciding we could do so with a 
clear conscience due to the festival’s pagan ori
gins).

After we had been meeting monthly for a 
year, I thought it might be useful and pleasant to 
gather informally some weekends. There was 
general agreement, so the Chair tried to find the 
most convenient time.

“Saturday morning?” No response.
“Saturday afternoon?” Mumbles of shopping, 

visiting.
“Sunday morning?” Vague, uncommitted, 

mutterings.
“Well, that settles it,” said the Chair, who did

n ’t like to be late home. “Sunday afternoon, car
ried unanimously.”

There was a good turnout the first Sunday and 
still we flourish, arrival being any time after 
2pm. We follow the need of the moment, per
haps discussing what our attitude should be to a 
news item.

We have social events here. The first time 
everyone brought food to share which only 
involved me in dusting the dining room.

Then a fellow vegan offered “Humanist but 
not vegetarian -  what a contradiction,” which 
gave an opportunity to provide ample evidence 
that vegan food can be varied, tasty, and attrac
tive... a lot more work but a revelation to many.

Recently we celebrated the arrival of Spring 
with food, flowers and party games, enjoying a

relaxing time together.
We have gradually acquired a committee, but 

there is no formal proposing and seconding- 
Members just agree to tackle what must be 
done, with the proviso that they can easily op1 
out. I can’t claim eager volunteers but most 
people can do, and do well, much more than 
they realise and just need a gentle nudge -  and 
perhaps a light touch on the thumbscrews.

I have to do everything I can’t unload but I'111 
working on that.

Having two members move away for som6 
months was quickly followed by two mor6 
putting their homes up for sale. This was a sefl- 
ous blow, but we decided to produce a newslet" 
ter to keep in touch. This may well prove a 
good way of imparting information internally’ 
too, since no one ever reads the notices I spread 
out so carefully (they cover them with coftee 
cups).

Such was the support for it, and the skill ot 
the (reluctant) editor, that the first issue was out 
by the next monthly meeting.

We now have headed notepaper for contact
ing the outside world -  the logo and telephone 
numbers (main BHA and local) put on at head
quarters and photocopied here.

The benefits to the group of a home meeting 
are many. The benefit to you, the householder? 
Hard to put into words. The best I can come up 
with is that, despite the worry and hard work, it 
has, without doubt, proved the most interesting’ 
satisfying, and immensely rewarding project.

If you have nerves of steel, time to spare and 
a real commitment to making it work -  what s 
stopping you?
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F R E E T H IN K E R S  O N  T H E  N E T !
te ,

cant thank you enough, Freethinkers, fo r your 
Pendid response to last month's appeal. Please 
eP it up; not only are postal charges increasing this 

8r0r|th but also -  and this is good if costly news -  
■ rar|gements are being made fo r The Freethinker to 
J] the Internet, and we are to have an e-mail
'jdress.

¡¡e ls historic move will mean that our atheist message will 
¡fJ^'teble on-screen to people throughout the world -  

at they w '^ *1ave a speedy means of making contact 
. n us. But it costs money, lots of money by our standards, 
T ' "  the 21st Century.
Pie,

sendase, if you believe in the message we're spreading, 
£ - cheques and POs (made payable to G W Foote & 
>,0lTlPany) to: The Freethinker Fund, Bradlaugh House, 47 
ne°bald's Road, London WC1X 8SP

Many thanks to: A Atkinson, £1; J Davies and K P Shah, £2 
each; L Smith, £3; G Meaden, £4; A Negus, N Davidge, C 
Fletcher, H Pugh, D Lennie, D Roberts, R Tutton, H Bowman, 
C Bondi, A Zakrzewski, A Adler, J Ancliffe, P Pullen, R J 
Hale, S Rowe, J Simpson, H McDougall, G Lyons, F 
Edgerton, W Simcock, R J M Tolhurst, D Redhead, C Begg, 
R Tee, R Evans, C R Wason, B Mercer, R Walker, J Glenister, 
R Ison, E Hammond, G Dunphy, E Beeson, B Hayes, T 
MacDonald, W Sefton, F Pidgeon J Gibson, R Mann, £5 
each; K Haughton, £8; J Millichamp, W Curry, H Barrett, J 
Bell, H Madoc-Jones, C Cotton, N Thompson, A Clarke, R 
Peirce, P Parris, J Blackmore, D Yeulett, S Jaiswal, C 
Richardson, N Potter, A Martin, F Evans, F Fish, I Chandler, 
R Kempe, H Walkey, J Little, D Levett, £10 each; A Wright, P 
Windeatt, J Radford, £15 each; A Stevens, J Lippitt, M Hill, 
R Gerber, £20; D Crawf ord, £40; C Bayliss, £50.

Total to May 22: £658

Lord Houghton: ‘free as 
a bird’ and feminist

ONg  ago, there were Labour 
Politicians who did not live in mor- 

Ifidterror of what the Daily Mail 
Sunday Sport and the Daily 

C ess and papers of that sort might 
L, °f them. They were not afraid to 
L  |their minds. They didn’t rush to 
'Pthi t*1e Leader’s spin-doctor before
L ln8 their mouths. One such was 
^Houghton of Sowerby -  Douglas 
Hinton _ who died on May 2.

It Y ̂ red” to he an Honorary Associate of 
Rational Secular Society and he and his 
L’, , era, were guests-of-honour at the 
v ?  s April, 1977, annual dinner, when a 
W. , the couple was proposed by another 
l, P°krC«en politician, Lena Jeger MP.

I

If e Was very much an equal partner in 
L tbpaigns which arose from their deep-
» i o n s .

1 appropriate that Vera should have 
ir a/" equal “billing” with her husband,

tk^adcleine Simms wrote in her appreci- 
Guardian> May 6): “The greatest

L  bglas Houghton’s many achievements 
It I b'inds of many of us will be the impe- 
L *  Rave to the passing of the 1967 
O 0n Act, the most important measure 
Itî 'bR the health and welfare of women 
kj 'he passing of the National Health 
I legislation. He was actively associat- 
Vlj'b this cause from the time he entered 
l^jbent in 1949, and in 1962 he was one 

^  parliamentary supporters of 
bb Reves, who unsuccessfully intro-l(ed

iiĵ  *he first Bill on this subject to much 
k , from the religious fundamentalist

!j|,j *'J6() |lc gavc active support to Kenneth 
who tried to introduce a similar 

k  b'eh was also talked out by a group of 
C  Catholic MPs. During this time, his 
i\v j.eri* was Chairman of the Abortion 
k  <ef"r,n Association and together they 
r\. \ rernarkahle and tireless team which 

admiration of Lord Silkin and Sir

David Steel and all who were subsequently 
associated with this then unfashionable 
cause. Lord Houghton’s life and work on 
behalf o f women over half a century shows 
how very much more important it is to have 
feminists in Parliament, rather than just 
women. ” My emphasis.

Douglas Houghton was born in Derbyshire 
on August 11, 1898. He was secretary of the 
Inland Revenue Staff Federation 1922-60, an 
Alderman of the late, lamented London 
County Council 1947-49, and Member of 
Parliament for Sowerby, in the West Riding 
of Yorkshire, 1949-74. He was on the General 
Council of the TUC, 1952-60; Chairman of 
the Public Accounts Committee, 1963-64; 
Privy Councillor 1964; Chancellor of the 
Duchy of Lancaster 1964-66; Minister 
Without Portfolio 1966-67; Chairman of the 
Parliamentary Labour Party 1967-70 and 
1970-74.

He was created Baron Houghton of 
Sowerby in 1974, and, as Tam Dalyell wrote 
in The Independent for May 3, then began an 
“Indian Summer” which lasted for 20 years.

Houghton announced: “I am free as a bird 
to pursue the issues that I care about.” And 
those issues included reform of the constitu
tion, population and development, the House 
of Lords Industry Study Group, and teach
ers’ pay, on which he chaired the 1974 
inquiry.

But two issues, in particular, dominated 
the evening of Houghton’s life, recalled 
Dalyell -  animal welfare and abortion law 
reform: “No vice-president of the RSPCA 
was more active, and no abortion law 
reformer more vigilant.”

He was also concerned about the imposi
tion of religion on children in schools. On 
June 23, 1977, he wrote to the National 
Secular Society’s G N Deodhekar: “When I 
was a boy it was the Sunday school that 
taught religion and not the day schools and 
now the whole responsibility of religious 
education is thrust upon the State system.”

Houghton was writing to Deodhekar in a

period when Lord Longford had been cam
paigning in the House for more qualified 
teachers of religion and Lord Blake had been 
complaining to his fellow peers about the 
lack of adequate Christian content in the 
curriculum.

Houghton said of the latter occasion: “I 
may say that having put up with a good deal 
that I listened to in the debate, I deeply 
regretted afterwards that I had not cancelled 
everything else I had on for that day and put 
my name down for a speech on this subject. 
One does have to be prepared however for a 
bitter experience. Those are the days upon 
which I feel the House of Lords should be 
abolished. ”

It appeared that only Lords Brockway and 
Ritchie Calder “had anything to say on secu
lar lines,” and: “I used to think the House of 
Lords had a strong progressive element in it 
but it no longer seems to be there. Whether 
the progressives have lost heart, I don’t 
know...”

On religious education in schools, he told 
Deodhekar: “There is obviously a great deal 
of work to be done before we can shake off 
the traditional attitudes of the establishment 
on this subject. It does not, of course, help 
that we have a Roman Catholic Minister for 
Education. The 1944 Act in relation to reli
gious instruction in schools was of course the 
product of the emotion and fear of wartime.

“From the beginning of the compulsory 
education system in 1870 to 1944 there was 
no requirement for religious instruction in 
state schools except those of a denomination
al character, which did not begin to get State 
aid until 1903.1 think this whole subject is in 
a real tangle in everybody’s minds and I 
think the attitudes of a great many parents is 
absolutely contemptible. Many of them have 
no religion themselves and have a vague idea 
that children should be taught about religion 
but they want the schools to do it and not 
themselves.”

Plus ça change, plus c ’est la même chose, as 
our Euro-partners often remark. PB
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You’re telling us! Yoi
Rushdie, the 

fa tw a h  and 
other matters

IN 1988 Salman Rushdie -  pictured on the 
cover of last month’s issue of The Freethinker -  
published The Satanic Verses, a work of fiction 
that quoted from the Koran, the holy book of 
Muslims -  but he also quoted from Lionel 
Bart’s verses from Living Doll and Kenneth 
Tynan’s novel Tynan Right and Left.

Rushdie’s novel was published in Britain and 
America, which have miniscule Muslim popu
lations, yet Iran’s religious dictatorship issued a 
fatwah calling upon the faithful to murder 
Rusdie for “blasphemy” -  a death threat that is 
in itself an international crime, not the act of a 
civilised state, worthy of UN membership. It is 
doubtful if one-in-a-million Muslims has even 
now read The Satanic Verses.

Let’s consider “blasphemy,” impiousness or 
gross irreverence towards God. To offend any
one, it is necessary to show that such a person 
exists. Has anyone proved that any god 
“exists,” except in the imagination of the faith
ful? If I were in the dock for “blasphemy” -  still 
an indictable offence in 20th Century Britain -  
I would demand evidence of the person that I 
had offended. I’d have a damn long wait for 
his/her/its appearance!

And, surely, for mere mortals to punish others 
for disrespect towards their all-powerful god is 
in itself “blasphemy” and human presumption. 
It is asserting that the almighty one is incapable 
of dealing with his enemies! “Blasphemy” is a 
victimless crime.

Of course, there is no place in a democratic 
world for a theocratic state. It is a denial of 
human freedom. It oppresses the mind as well 
as the body. Religion -  organised superstition -  
within the framework of a state is clearly a 
denial of human rights. To impose religious 
tenets is an admission that they are not univer
sally acceptable. It has been said that religion is 
man’s attempt to communicate with the weath
er: it is certainly not a philosophy for a thinking 
person. The mind of Man is bounded only by 
the Universe.

Tradition becomes religion, religion becomes 
law. In that way, human advance is held back. 
Medieval practices are enshrined in today’s 
laws. In Arab countries amputation is still a 
punishment, as is stoning to death, and even in 
India wife-burning is not unheard of. The worst 
crimes in history have been perpetrated in the 
name of religion, and today it is still the source 
of the grossest atrocities and injustices.

All religions begin with a simple thesis but 
with the arrival of “teachers,” priests and off- 
cials it becomes overlaid with the trappings of 
ritual and ceremony, devices invented to 
increase the power and justify the existence of 
men, usually, who interpolate themselves 
between the god and the worshippers so that 
today religion is a multi-billion dollar business, 
run by a hierarchy in gold-threaded garments, 
living in palaces and exercising unrepresenta
tive power in government. I have often thought 
that if, as so many Christians believe, there is a 
Second Coming, the simple carpenter’s son, 
probably in modem terms a Communist, would 
be denounced and driven out by these inflated 
functionaries, so far are they removed from

what was the religion of the poor (“sooner a 
camel could pass through the eye of a needle 
than a rich man enter the kingdom of heaven”).

In all religions there are those who recognise 
the gross corruption of the original tenets of 
their faith and strive to return to simple obser
vances, shunning the trapping of religious 
empires. Such were the Protestants, then the 
Non-Conformists and the Free Church, and in 
South America the brave priests of liberation 
theology. After all, Christianity arrived on that 
continent at the point of a Spanish or 
Portuguese sword and was established after the 
carnage of the simple animistic people who 
once occupied that part of the planet.

Dissatisfaction with organised religion is 
widespread. People in millions are turning hith
er and thither looking for a creed to live by, a 
belief that has some meaning for them. They 
should get enlightenment from the educational 
system but that is dominated by organised reli
gion. They should find it in publications but the 
mass media is wedded to the established reli
gions. So any guru or charlatan can set up camp 
and attract followers from among these millions 
as they mill around in search of fulfilment.

So let this be said: put not your faith in 
princes. Look to yourself, not the church, 
Parliament or any government; they are our ser
vants not our masters. We all have a right from 
birth on this planet to be free. Let our minds 
soar to the Universe and beyond. Nothing of 
itself cannot be understood by the mind of Man. 
The inborn intelligence of the Globe’s billions 
can and will unravel the last mysteries of the 
Universe. Religion -  ossified tradition -  can 
only hinder this process and put off the day 
when the world will be truly free.

STEWART VALDAR 
London

The ‘evil* at 
Dunblane

THE Dunblane tragedy inevitably prompted the 
question: what should society’s moral attitude 
be to Thomas Hamilton, the Dunblane killer 
who, after his dreadful and senseless deed, 
committed suicide. From comments in the 
Press, it was clear that many Christians who 
still believe in hell fire and eternal punishment 
relished his biblical fate. The Prime Minister, 
the headmaster of the Dunblane school and oth
ers stigmatised the tragedy as evil, and, if evil 
comprehends an act which is manifestly harm
ful to society, then Hamilton’s act was certainly 
evil. But if evil comprehends some moral defect 
attributed to Hamilton’s mind or intent for 
which he can be held morally responsible, 
Humanists will demur..

Whether or not Hamilton was in fact a pae
dophile or a homosexual who had been justifi
ably excluded from the Scout movement or 
other youth-club activities, Humanists must 
accept that he was no more than the inevitable 
vehicle of his own outrageous thought process
es. And those thought processes were as much 
a part of the causal chain of his behaviour as the 
administrative arrangements currently in force 
which allowed him to be in possession of four 
handguns or rifles. Religious people will insist, 
notwithstanding his disturbed state of mind, 
that he had a free will and was therefore respon-

sible. But if he was absolutely free to beha'T
he did, what is the point of having a P° 
enquiry to determine whether laxity of r  t,Ty Li,
licensing procedures facilitated his acti0" *ans w 
Hamilton was evil and his evil sprang ft®. ®i’t, i 
uncaused element in his make-up indepe”' anr ■ fork

•apsof his thought processes, what point is
seeking to prevent a repetition of his eof
iour? Why look  for causal explanations I do
can hold an uncaused evil responsible? 

The Times of March 23, 1996, publish
> y t
Hoth,

words of the Archbishop of Canterbury is to.Jl
Carey, when preaching in St Paul’s Catl’j j ’ing (
and addressing a United Guilds Service aM'1 thin
ed by members of 107 Companies. It 'v3\  ^  life 
for him, he said, or anyone else to dispef^ V Wou
giveness on behalf of God to Thomas Han^^e an
There is severe judgement,” he said, ‘’f°f ,,, J ”solu

God’s »isi ‘
ones, who are precious to Him and in
who commit great crimes against

valuable. We cannot know -  nor should jSer-in,
,| l  'v*

speculate -  what the relationship n° ''k Swera 
between Thomas Hamilton and his makd*sjTMP

'■Kal?
1,0 be

God’s behalf or on behalf of Hamiltons "
not for you or me to dispense forgiven i
/~< _ J * _ 1 1  i f  i t in r TT. ___Iltrttl S ' ’ L

eneST e,o be

cent victims."
The Archbishop clearly saw Hamilton '-icisi

n Qr*f fnr Viil-Iotnilfr\n ninno ultjOTyible.an act for which Hamilton alone was ultin1'  j 
morally responsible. His God-given ^ ... 
could have deterred him from his deed, '¿(Ml a. oi'Vmerits condign punishment, which it is n L "'Or
us to minimise by forgiveness.

That God should have created a
% i

which human beings would be free to d°'  Jdere( 
or ill and yet be subject to great tempt3̂ . ^  be
do ill, does not trouble the Archbishop-
cleverly avoided responsibility for His 0

t o n v  - 
oect.'N

% iand can justifiably impose punishment of
suspect. X > awho succumb to temptation. I 

Humanists would not accord a creator s^- t'>u suf 
easy escape from responsibility. . L n sh<

Interestingly enough, two letters in the *1 ¡mi 
issue of The Times (one indeed from a c ( ^¡se 
man) denied that mental disorder con 
equated with evil! J

By contrast, the Archbishop had no 
about Hamilton’s guilt. “What we can rec° 
is the heinousness of his crime,” he said’ ̂  
the seriousness with which God treats it- A 
he had some personal access to the Judgel J^We 
Seat. f jjH ir

Finally, he sought to bind moral values t° . ^dlia] 
gious faith. There could be no future for s°l, C^nt > 
with “no sense of right or wrong, no collar Kq tc 
eternal truths and no awareness of God.’ ^  , tr- Af 
poor Humanists are doomed to a life of en in p
iniquity. Not for us a logical, intellectual 
sis of moral precepts. Believe in these

N c

truths, whatever they are, or your most th
self-sacrificial endeavours will |( An;kindly,

vain! . A a l
LESLIE jAS > k i
Peterboi*0 j

Sceptical
eclecticism

Pan

V
IT IS not often in Press correspondence 0 , , ‘Ory 
that one is offered an explicit challeng^ Mat 
when this happens, common courtesy ^  
explicit reply. «lon \>

C 72 £
** Turn to Page 13 Mia
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ving a P™ *
xity 5^ Uddle (May) writes: “Would Eric kill 
his acti0“ who are in terminal pain -  and if he 
irang >ri n t, where does he draw the line between 
5 i n d e n t  and«

is Terry thinks o f  this question  as being
h)S e °f Trumps; I recognise it as, at best, the

1 other animals?”

nations , ».. uo not “draw the line”; I would regard it 
¡ibie? j i t  y moral duty to extend the practice of 
publishr*11? other m im .i. u,,mor.animals in terminal pain to human
m}eT}S\J(i (Jls t0°; I am not in the business of special 
d s . !?• 0n behalf of my species although,
r r f w a s 'C ?88 being equa1’ 1 wouId defend a:s; „eri lv> Ie mther than a non-human one. So, I>life°i 

Would
e afe problems both for Terry and for me. 

î?s i1 C ? lutisn> must>at least sometimes, lead to 
t Go- «  absurdity; my sceptical eclecticism, 
111 d in ^ , ; |Ceptance that absolutes can lead one to act 
'r %  s-^'ntiiitively, raises all sorts of absolutely 

n » "erable questions such as how terminal is 
^  and how equal do “other things" 
° be and how do you assess the extent of 

quality? The answer lies, if anywhere, in 
atUre of the real world -  the fact that risk-

ihip 
s makd'1 
irgiveo#*,
niton’s

niton’s* 
as ulti01, 
'en fíee *
deed.

‘fusions are elusive if not actually inac->le.
°nly say that I am persuaded that there 
a thing as a life not worth living (in 

111 " C ° rds’ tbat the notion of the absolute 
fl: V;,/ of Ufe ¡s not acceptable). So I would 

a pt t0 Prevent what 1 might see as a
s t0 d,i(< C 6d act of human suicide; I would 

C  ■ Prepared to assist in such an attempt- 
10P-0 .j; r . ‘■'de if assistance were needed and asked 
H iscr ̂  , o Would, yes in extreme cases, act to kill 
lent on ; ow human if I considered that only my 
SUSP'S 'j,°n and my act (or my purposeful inaction) 
ntnr s  ̂ suffice to end a hopeless and tormented

th e é i” short, I believe that “mercy killing” is a 
I, cl£t' -'imperative in some cases -  human andin i

con)'

d no
in rec°f
e sai Â- 
atsit’ Jk: Judged

ERIC STOCKTON 
Orkney

Left &  Right
a,>svWer Richard Sage (May), both Left and 

organisations restrict economic and 
llueS o0 V Ual freedom because they represent the 
î  f ° r  sLi ent wings of capitalism and are, therefore, 
> c0f,Cj( m  to its economic laws when they gain
>od. 
e of eI"

A  [lifter all, there was little individual free-
“ “•. MiifiJ11 Russia under Lenin or Stalin or much
clua id O ic freedom for the homeless in Britain îese , fw

toe Socialist Party of Great Britain and 
wil If. Anarchist groups believe in the abolition

E JA1 
irboro

I t

ice

^ —mu and an end to the exploitation of 
/tlL rhing class by governments of both the

C  Right.
4et u'd suggest that you don’t vote for these 

Arties as it only tends to encourage them.
CARL PINEL 

Stockport

jgfci «1- Would most certainly join Mr Ian Forbes 
i t b'|ry Atheist Group (TAG?). I too deplore

Ìenf A Ì ! atantr e c i t o / ! political bias shown in The 
\ ¿ n̂ er' usually without any secular con- 
At whatsoever.>72
‘Mu

‘t , and as a life-long atheist, I often won-
at has happened to the old maxim of

most Secular Societies: All welcome whatever 
colour, creed, or calling.

ROY A COBB 
Rutland

IAN FORBES raies an interesting point: why is 
it that so many atheists think they have to sup
port the political Left? Is it because they have 
an idea that organised religion represents the 
forces of reaction? Because, if so, I have news 
for them. It doesn’t. You only have to listen to 
the oddly-titled Thought for the Day to see that. 
A short while ago, the contributions from mem
bers of the Church were sounding for all the 
world like party political broadcasts on behalf 
of the Labour Party. Presumably someone had a 
word about this -  because I see that the BBC is 
dropping some of the earlier contributors. Or 
you could try reading the pronouncements of 
Church leaders. The Archbishop of Canterbury 
was recently sounding-off on the subject of 
crime and punishment, and saying much the 
same things as Barbara Smoker had written ear
lier in these columns. We now have priestesses 
(jolly good -  when do the fertility rites start?) 
and I see that the Church is ordaining “gays” 
too. Hardly diehard reactionary.

All this is quite understandable, of course, 
since the make-believe politics of the Left fit 
very well with all the make-believe that under
lies religion. Besides, Jesus Christ was pretty 
Left-wing himmself -  “loony” Left, one might 
almost say, to judge from his almost neurotic 
attitude to wealth. As a pragmatic atheist, I hap
pen to think Jesus was dead wrong on a number 
of issues, mostly issues on which Left-wing 
Humanists probably think he was right.

GLYN EMERY 
London N1

Causation, 
choice, chance

K BUCKMASTER raises an interesting logical 
conundrum (April 1996), but for all that he is 
wrong.

Firstly there’s no doubt that we do “experi
ence causation, choice and chance” in the same 
way that we experience a more or less flat 
Earth. Our experience may be misleading but 
we do have it.

Secondly the laws of physics do deal with 
causation and chance, though not with choice. 
The most fundamental laws of physics, those of 
quantum theory for instance, are symmetrical in 
time. That is, they allow a water molecule to 
dissociate into hydrogen and oxygen as readily 
as hydrogen and oxygen combine to form 
water. But they do presuppose change.

More significantly the laws that deal with 
large collections include the notion of entropy, 
sometimes called “time’s arrow.” Entropy tells 
us that hot things cool and that ashes do not of 
themselves combine with gases in the air to 
form wood. Entropy can be calculated from 
measurements.

On the static interpretation of time, he says, 
present and future exist alongside one another. 
If so, why do things continue and develop in 
time? Why, if yesterday included me, should 
today include anything remotely similar or, 
indeed, anything at all?

Like solipsism, the static interpretation of

time is irrefutable in the strict sense. But, like 
solipsism, it raises problems it cannot solve and 
no sane person can act as if it were true. K 
Buckmaster is, of course, sane. He posted his 
letter confident that the Post Office would 
deliver it. Why, if there were no causation, 
should he even expect the Post Office to con
tinue to exist?

DAVID C FLINT 
Enfield

Of Heaven 
and Hell

THE Church of England took its time to dis
cover that the Christian Heaven-Hell implies 
contradiction, in that Devil and God must co
operate to allocate people.

The second contradiction is that the existence 
of the Devil/demons (faulty angels) implies that 
God is not all-knowing or all-powerful, since he 
was not able to prevent this situation arising, or 
to correct it.

The third problem is that Heaven-Hell exhib
it a cultural elaboration, over time. The 
Xinjiang Mahayana Buddhism Heaven/Hell 
have 32 levels -  16 Heavens and 16 Hells for 
the dead waiting to be bom again, for another 
go at enlightenment, for Heaven. Ancient Iraq 
had a shadow world of the dead, which was 
later imitated by Judaism, with its Sheol, the 
Ancient Greek Hades and the early Vedic 
Indian Nether World. Also, in Ancient Iran, 
Zoroastrianism (1200 BC) provided a strong 
personification of Good and Evil. The Ancient 
Egyptians had Pharaoh’s resurrection to the Sky 
Heaven.

The final problem is that Henry VIII and 
other European leaders saw the political advan
tages of the Reformation in gaining political 
independence from the Roman Catholic Church 
-  a past EU equivalent! Catholic Church lands 
were sold off, people were killed and murdered, 
buildings and works of art were destroyed. 
Therefore, since the initial Karma of the Church 
of England is bad, all its followers, past and 
present, can, if their assumptions are correct, be 
toasted in Hell or annihilated. Unless, of course, 
they seek absolution -  by disestablishing them
selves from the State.

ROBERT AWBERY 
Reading

Intellectual
snobbery?

AM I alone in detecting the merest whiff of 
intellectual snobbery in Dr Stephen Moreton’s 
May missive?

“...H alf the population are of below average 
intelligence, some are downright thick...”

Quite so. Might I humbly enquire which 
grouping the good doctor purports to represent?

I always thought “innocence” a Christian 
virtue. To find such simplistic rustic notions 
expressed by a sceptic seems somewhat per
verse.

Trial by intellectual. How quaint. Since when

*• Turn to Page 14
l
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has high IQ been objectively linked to sound 
judgement?

Is Dr Moreton really so naive as to think 
“expert” jurors -  or intellectuals -  will be any 
less fallible, corruptible, or prejudiced than, 
say, politicians, clergy, accountants or any other 
“professional” already at large in society ?

Drag ’em out and hang the buggers, eh, Dr 
Moreton?

STEF GULA 
Leicester

Spelling 
it out

COLIN McCALL reported in the last issue that 
Muslims were in awe of an aubergine whose 
seeds spelled “Allah.” Perhaps they should 
have sliced an avocado,which has one big seed. 
This looks like a nought when cut in half, and 
this surely spells out what Allah and God do for 
humans. Nought.. .nowt.. .nothing.. .sod all!

I sympathise with Ian Forbes (April letters), 
despite my feeling of contempt for the present 
Government. If Ian Forbes can argue rationally 
for his beliefs, he has as much right to express 
himself as any of us without being called names 
before we have even heard him.

I have promoted Freethought and the 
National Secular Society on Talk Radio. David 
Starkey’s show on Sunday at 10 am to 1 pm 
may be of interest to readers since he often 
debates religion and politics and he is as atheis
tic and anti-religion as any Freethinker. He did 
once say he is not a Humanist as such because 
he feels too many Humanists have rigid moral 
codes just like believers. Reading The 
Freethinker, one can sometimes see what he
means.

DAVID LEVETT 
York

Back to 
basics

ACCORDING to the Oxford Dictionary, the 
word “fundamentalist” has its root in the “fun
dament,” “foundation,” “of the buttocks,” 
“backside” etc. Aubergines have an interesting 
application in the Middle East -  as an anti-flat
ulent. Is this a message from on high?

Talking of words. Many everyday words have 
religious associations or origins. You’ve heard 
of Delta Airlines, Delta Switchcard, Delta 
Enfield Cables? Pity these outfits don’t employ 
someone with a bit of education before they 
choose a name! Delta as a noun is from the 
Greek letter D; “the dark triangle” -  the puden
dum. The reason for the River Nile exit point to 
the sea being called the Nile Delta should be 
obvious, especially as in the Spring it is richly 
red and the Spring inundation is responsible for 
the abundant fertility and revival of the land. 
Thus one can see the logic behind the fertility 
rites of the Egyptian Religious System.

The terms Old and New Testament have an 
interesting root, too. The words “testify,” “testi
mony,” “intestate” etc., have a common origin 
in Testis: Witness. In the old days of the Roman

Empire, a man at court covered himself by fold
ing his hands thus and literally swore to tell the 
truth...on his testicles, his most prized posses
sion.

Funny how so many lies are told by religious 
devils professing the Old and New Testament!

DAVID STERRETT 
London SE23

Human
nature

Short and clearly-typed 
letters for publication may 
be sent to Peter Brearey, 
24 Alder Avenue, SUcoates 
Park, Wakefield WF2 OTZ. 
Please include name and 
address (not necessarily 
for publication) and a tele
phone number.

society who has never done a criminal act?
The answer lies in the research of human 

nature. I am merely a student of human nature 
and the law of nature. The subject is vast and 
complex, but this does not mean that some peo
ple -  those who can -  in society should not try 
to acquire as much knowledge as possible. As a 
matter of fact “religious studies” in the schools 
should be replaced by “studies of human 
nature.”

When adults of all ages have failed to grasp 
the true meaning of the word “religion” for 
thousands of years, how can you expect chil
dren to learn anything about religion in the 
school?

If the yardstick of human nature is applied to 
find out the root cause of criminal acts commit
ted by human beings, one would realise the 
basic weaknesses of human nature, which apply 
to all human beings, without any exception, are 
selfishness, survival instinct, hunger, sex, fanta
sy, mob violence, possession, power, ego, fight
ing, winning, etc.

Besides these common qualities, each human

t!

WHY do we have jails? To keep the criminals 
away from our so-called decent society? To 
punish the criminals? To discourage someone 
from committing a crime?

In my opinion, you do not achieve any of 
these aims by placing a person in jail, because 
there are many more criminals roaming freely 
in society than the number of criminals in the 
jails. Indeed, can there be a single person in our

being has his own separate nature. That ijj 
human nature very complex, and that is 
seems no one has been able to acquire cot 
knowledge of human nature. So, each o” 
is bom with these weaknesses, and at th£ 
time with some good qualities as well

Each human being has a mixture of g°°! 
evil qualities and each one of us has to 
the continuous fight between good an 
within ourselves -  sometimes with evil 
the upper hand and sometimes with E° 
ting the upper hand.

Though each one of us is a criminal 
way or another, only those caught and d> 
ed are regarded as criminals by 
civilised society. Instead of trying to n ” 
root cause of his criminal act, we take tt 
way out and put him in jail. That is defin .̂ 
remedy for the root cause. Instead it 
the duty of the leaders of society to find 
good qualities in him, and then create ana' 
phere in which those good qualities cJ|1 
over the evil qualities. ^

London^

rt ‘l»de the
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»Sophie

Relegation 
threat to JC

LOOKING back through history, one 
but wonder what has become of the f  
“gods” of Egypt, Greece and Rome "I"1 
their day, were as real to their worship? 
Jesus Christ is to modem-day Christians- Q 

Whatever happened that these deities * 
lose grace and be abandoned? Could it r’: 
they didn’t measure-up by failing to ans* 
prayers, in the expected manner, of then ^  
tees -  or is it that they were rumbled as hel( 
more than mere chimera of the human in* 
tion, fostered by crafty priesthoods? ï <

One thing is for sure -  the present-day *j 
in time, be relegated and take theif Pwi l l , . . . . . . . . .  ,

alongside the other has-been “gods” of“' | 'L 111 
and be forgotten! y, r

In their place, other “gods” will arisea Ool 
the whole sorry cycle will continue ad^ Sty), 
am, seeing that history repeats itself- a
the advances in medical science, no cure11 
yet, been found for the religious manri 
afflicts 50 per cent of the world’s popul-1
a condition which, in my opinion, is just 3s jj> the(] 
gerous as schizophrenia. 11 H n

DAVID YE^X-bei,
G ree1? JW

Animal
rights

H

R G TEE (March) says that the idea of . 
rights is based on a fundamental * 
because, he maintains, rights must be 
reciprocity.

Of course rights only exist if people deC' . 
grant them, whether on a one-to-one, g r ^  
example, family), social, national or 1,1 
tional basis. But to contend that rights £‘ 
exist except on the basis of reciprocal
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ort ‘'“de the inarticulate and/or powerless, such 
| children, the mentally-infirm and the

■felly, therefore, this can include non- 
^ings. Any legislation which seeks to 
non-humans from abuse is granting 
animals. Currently the Wild Mammals 
n Bill, which may be on the statute 

•v the time this letter is published, will 
ij, ledgeh°gs the right not to be kicked to 

1 [, 7  yobs. The fact that non-humans cannot 
™ nghts to their own kind is irrelevant in 

^ntext. As to whether or not altruism is 
' this is a different, and even deeper, 
ls°Phical and psychological subject.

JESSIE BOYD 
Cwmbran

Questions
Si P̂ AEL HILL gives us his techniquerally for

dealing with Christians (May). But 
L °uld his technique stand up to someone 

!% say that he is equally gullible in 
'7  that the three-letter, man-invented 
?°d” relates to something in concrete 

ace> apparently able to to communicate,to*

(W?
ISed to an abstract mental concept in the 

F  the person who coined or uses the

w“,c{ fHill apparently believes it to be an histor- 
rshiPHtij lhat a certain man named Jesus actual- 

li 5ed, but he fails to tell us whether or not 
leves the virgin birth story to be factual. 

itJhe|t goes on to say that this Jesus didn’t 
q elieve. Believe what? Michael Hill does

n’t tell us. Perhaps he will be more revealing in 
further correspondence?

His use of the word “infinite” to mean 
“embracing all” is somewhat ambiguous. Most 
people, I would suggest, take it to mean “with
out end,” although life on this planet Earth will 
most likely come to an end once our Sun turns 
into a Red Dwarf or a Supernova or whatever!

Perhaps Mr Hill will also tell us just what he 
means by the word “sins,” which he uses in a 
vitriolic attack on a certain political party?

ERNEST WAKEFIELD 
Mansfield

TECK ONG (May) is not the only one who 
would like to see the source of information for 
nailed crucifixion being of Buddhist origin.

Crucifixion, by nailing or binding to timber, 
was not symbolic of anything: like the hang
man’s noose or the headsman’s axe, it was a 
fact of life -  when it became symbolic for 
Christians is another matter.

A First Century ossuary, a limestone box used 
for the burial of bones, has been discovered in 
Israel, with an ankle bone with a nail driven 
through it and wood fibres still present -  rea
sonable enough proof, one would have thought, 
of nailed crucifixion.

To those who see Jesus as mythological, there 
seems to be a persistent and stubborn confusion 
between “Christianity” and “Jewish 
Messianism.” A Christ, whether or not he was 
called Jesus, was not of mythological origin. To 
a First Century Jew, Messiah was the King, 
chosen and anointed, they claimed, by God 
himself.

When Jews (not Christians, be it noted) 
pressed the Messianic claim in Rome, Emperor 
Claudius threw them out -  because they were

making such a fuss at the insistence of their 
Christ!

I shall send The Freethinker details of the his
toricity of Messiah, based not only on our unre
liable Gospels but also on original documents 
we know “The Dead Sea Scrolls.”

On another matter, T W M Darlington (April) 
is inventing some modem and very elastic 
boundaries for the ancient Mosaic Laws of 
Judea.

There was no “Bible” at that time -  the Laws 
were contained in scrolls which would be 
unrolled in The Temple or a temple and read out 
as God’s (Yahwah’s) absolute truth. Priests 
would use them to forbid, to sanction punish
ment, and to condemn to death. The world was 
created in the prescribed time and God did it -  
because God said so.

When James, the brother of Jesus who was 
called Christ, broke those Laws, the High Priest 
Ananias had him thrown from the parapet of the 
Temple, but despite his fall he was not dead so 
he was then stoned -  and, to finish him off, a 
fuller beat his head in with a club. End of story.

Those who wish to reinterpret the Judean 
Law Scrolls, handed down by Moses, should 
think on. Who would they rather debate God’s 
Law with -  the High Priesthood at the Temple 
in Judea, witch-burning medieval Christians, or 
some of the nasty blasphemous atheists who 
contribute to The Freethinker?

ROBERT SINCLAIR 
Coventry

•  Stewart Valdar writes: Correspondents ask for 
my source of information for the statement that 
nailed crucifixion was "of Buddhist origin." I was 
quoting directly from The Story of the Bible by 
Macleod Yearsley (Watts & Co, London, 1936) on 
the Origin and Rise of Christianity, page 88. 
Unfortunately, the author does not elaborate.

day J 
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’ oft*

reethinking scribes publish new books
well-known Freethinkers -

rise sf

Journalist Terry Sanderson and 
J br L M Wright -  have published 

^oks which, while poles apart in 
adK n tyle and subi ect mattcr» are

lf !h and delightfully “subversive.”  
:Ufe t l ?  Wright’s 170-page illustrated
j n 'r id  liv ^  *s  J esus ^ le l>aRan  ( , ° d
,pU !, t|f ° '9 s18796-5-0), a restatement of the

3 „. theory — that flip Irens nf the

ree1

;°ry -  that the Jesus of the
i/PlJĵ f Church is not an historical char- 
*t  t f m g  based upon ancient solar

I ̂  tty*
ir !0vys how the developing Christian 
7  ,^ aPted and adopted numerous 
(v11 customs, rituals and traditions for 

ends -  in particular the ancient leg- 
e dying and resurrected saviour

. Christian church is shown to have 
.i^ ^ b lish ed  by fraud and sustained by 

: 1 lisp’,’ .̂ ear an(l persecution. “Jesus 
Iil,.,,, *s seen to have been invented at

Council at Nicaea AD 325, in the
« -»it -

r il1̂ J ancement of corrupt bishops, and

city’ ‘

tion, teaching Sociology, Philosophy and 
Comparative Religion. Copies of this essen
tial work are available from: Fairview 
Books, 12 Kent Road, Old Town, Swindon 
SN1 3NJ (cheques and POs payable to L M 
Wright; £7.50 including post).

Terry Sanderson’s latest contribution to 
world literature (remember The Potts 
Correspondence?) is The Potts Papers which, 
allegedly written in the Potts family’s own 
words, is an account of the extraordinary 
year that propelled them to international 
infamy.

How could Doreen Potts -  until then 
regarded as a model resident of Rotherham, 
a doting mother and a diligent upholder of 
family life -  find herself in prison charged 
with murder? How did her daughter Sylvia 
come to be at the centre of a religious con
troversy that shook the world? And will her

son Gary ever make it up with his 
boyfriend?

It is a story packed with “perverted” sex, 
gambling, random violence and a great deal 
of hoovering! Doreen Potts experiences one 
of the most momentous years of her life -  
and she tells the truth about it in her own 
inimitable style, making it one of the funni
est tragedies you’re ever likely to encounter.

Between the chuckles, however, there 
lurks a beguiling satire on religion, class 
and “family values.”

The Potts Papers (256 pages, paperback; 
ISBN 0-948982-09-8) costs £6.95 from book
sellers, or add 75p postage and order it 
from The Other Way Press, PO Boxl30, 
London W5 1DQ.

Request both volumes from your local 
library -  and you’ll advance the 
Freethought cause.

the
^«uucu ai rNicaea /\ l# in me
°f political stability and the tempo- 

r * J^cem ent of corrupt bishops, and 
llftV ¡-\ |J l,sl at sword-point upon the Empire 

pvf ne by the murderous Constantine as a 
[ C 1 religion.

uthor is a lecturer in further educa-

Calling Swindon
Secularists, Humanists, Freethinkers in the Swindon area who 
would like to help establish a local group are urged to contact 
Larry Wright at 12 Kent Road, Old Town, Swindon SN1 3NJ.
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W hat’s O n .. .W hat s O n ...W hat’s O n...
Birmingham Humanist Group: Information: Tova Jones 

on 0120 4544692.
Blackpool & Fylde Humanist Group: Information: D Baxter 

on 01253 726112.
Brighton and Hove Humanist Group: 40 Cowper Street, 

Hove (near Hove Station, bus routes 2a, 5 and 49). Sunday, 
July 7: Tea party at 4.30pm and AGM at 5.30pm.

Bristol Humanists: Information: Margaret Dearnaley on 
0117 9502960 or Hugh Thomas on 0117 9871751.

Bromley Humanists: Information: D Elvin 0181 777 1680.
Central London Humanists: Information: Cherie Holt on 

0171 916 3015 or Hilary Leighter on 01895 632096.
Chiltern Humanists: Information: 01296 623730. Friends 

Meeting House Berkhamstead: Tuesday, June 11, 7.45pm: 
Informal discussion led by Antony Chapman: Humanism 
and its Values.

Cornwall Humanists: Information: B Mercer, "Amber," 
Short Cross Road, Mount Hawke, Truro TR4 8EA. 
Telephone: 01209 890690.

Cotswold Humanists: Information: Philip Howell, 2 
Cleevelands Close, Cheltenham GL50 4PZ. Telephone: 
01242 528743.

Coventry and Warwickshire Humanists: Information: 
01926 858450. Waverley Day Centre, 65 Waverley Road, 
Kenilworth: Thursday, June 20, 7.30pm: Mike Howgate, 
founder-member Association for the Protection of 
Evolution (APE): Fundamentalism.

Crawley: Information: Charles Stewart 01293 511270.
Devon Humanists: Information: C Mountain, "Little 

Gables," Burgmanns Hill, Lympstone, Exmouth EX8 5HN; 
01395 265529.

Ealing Humanists: Information: Derek Hill 0181 422 4956 
or Charles Rudd 0181 904 6599.

Gay and Lesbian Humanist Association (GALHA): 
Information: 34 Spring Lane, Kenilworth CV8 2HD; 01926 
858450. Monthly meetings (second Friday, 7.30pm) at 
Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, London WC1 (Library, 1st 
floor). June 14: Terry Sanderson presents extracts from his 
new novel, The Potts Papers.

Hampstead Humanist Society: Information: N I Barnes, 
10 Stevenson House, Boundary Road, London NW8 0HP.

Havering & District Humanist Society: Information: J 
Condon 01708 473597 or J Baker 01708 458925. HOPWA 
House, Inskip Drive, Hornchurch. Tuesday, July 2, 8pm: 
Trevor Burns (Single Homeless Accommodation Project): 
Homeless in Essex.

Humanist Society of Scotland: Secretary: George Rodger, 
17 Howburn Place, Aberdeen AB1 2XT (telephone: 01224 
573034). Convener: Robin Wood, 37 Inchmurrin Drive, 
Kilmarnock, Ayrshire; telephone: 01563 526710.

Glasgow Group: Information: Hugh H Bowman, 25 
Riverside Park, Glasgow G44 3PG; 0141 633 3748.

Edinburgh Group: Information: 2 Saville Terrace, 
Edinburgh EH9 3AD; 0131 667 8389.

BHA Centenary Lecture 
by Professor 

RICHARD DAWKINS 
at the London School of Economics 

Houghton Street London WC2 
Thursday June 20 at 6.30pm 
For details call 0171 430 0908
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Kent Humanists: Information: M Rogers,
Road, Broadstairs CT10 1DD; 01843 864506.

Leeds & District Humanist Group: Information: Robe 
on 0113 2577009. Swarthmore Centre, Leeds. Tuesfl 
October 8: Paul Rogers, Professor of Peace Stu 
Bradford University: The Causes o f Conflict. Tues<| 
November 12: Granville Williams, Campaign for P_[eS, 
Broadcasting Freedom: Digital Television -  Trick or Tret\ 

Leicester Secular Society: Information: Secular Ha 
Humberstone Gate, Leicester LE1 1WB; 0116 
Sunday meetings at 6.30pm.

Lewisham Humanist Group: Unitarian Meeting House 
Bromley Road, Catford, London SE6. Thursday, June 
8pm: Public meeting on The Criminal Justice Bill- « 

Manchester Humanist Group: Information: 0161 681 j 
Meetings at St Thomas Centre, Ardwick Green North 
Apollo Theatre. June 14: Kate Brown, of Manch I 
Metropolitan University: Religion and Social Work. J ^  
Robert Ashby, Executive Director, British Hurno | 
Association. .

Norwich Humanist Group: Information: Vince p. 
Chainey, Le Chene, 4 Mill Street, Bradenham, Thetfard I 
7PN; telephone 01362 820982. Martineau Hall-.;1 
Colegate, Norwich. June 20: Trevor Claxton, 
Norwich Spiritualist Church: Spiritualism. July 18: Cn | 
Bereavement Care.

Preston and District Humanist Group: Information: 
Howells on 01257 265276. . ,i

Sheffield Humanist Society: Information: Gordon Sin j 
9 South View Road, Barnsley S74 9EB; 01226 743070- I 
Cranes Hotel, Queen Street (adjoining Bank 
Sheffield. Wednesday, June 5, 8pm: Robert 
Humanism and Religion: The Next Millennium. Hun^. 
Week: Monday, June 17, to Saturday, June 22, (inc^ 
11am until 4pm: Literature and information stall olJ" 
Cole Bros., Barker's Pool. Display at Central LibrarV-... 
Floor, Surrey Street. July 3, 8pm: Author Clare Jen | 
Priestly Passions.

South Place Ethical Society: Conway Hall, ReC* - 
Square, Holborn, London WC1 (telephone 0171 831 ' 
Full list of lectures and Sunday concerts (6.30pm) f rC,rT1 
above address. Telephone: 0171 831 7723. j

Stockport Secular Group: Information: Carl Pinel, ^  
Street, Offerton, Stockport SK1 4DE; 0161 480 0732.

Sutton Humanist Group: Information: 0181 642 
Friends House, Cedar Road, Sutton. Wednesday, Jur,e 
7.30pm for 8pm. Debbie Chay, Lecturer in Constituh 
and European Law: European Citizenship. Wednesday-J 
10: Roger Thatcher: Evolution and Ethics. .

Teesside Humanist Group: Information: J Cole 0 
559418 or R Wood 01740 650861. Friends' Meeting 
Norton Green, 7.15pm: June 12: Discussion.

Tyneside Humanist Group: Third Thursday of each P1 
(except August), 6.45pm, Literary and Philosophical 8°; 
building, Westgate Road, Newcastle. June 20: n" 'h3 
Officer Joanna Cole: Crime and Punishment. 0fi
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Ulster Humanist Association: Information:
McClinton, 25 Riverside Drive, Lisburn BT27 4HE. Meetil.talsecond Thursday of the month, Regency Hotel, &° 
Avenue, Belfast BT7.

West Glamorgan Humanist Group: Information: , 
842343 or write Julie Norris, 3 Maple Grove, UP «i 
Swansea SA2 0JY. June 28: Ralph Ison: Darwin -  1 *
Who Changed a Tree Into a Bush. July 28: Group Outl 
Middleton Hall Botanical Gardens, Dyfed.I IIUUIUIWI I I IUII LU I I I UU ■ \JUI UV/I L/yiVU. > .

Worthing Humanist Group: Information: Mike Sarge;  ( 
01903 239823 or Frank Pidgeon on 01903 263867. Met 
House, North Street, Worthing.

r


