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freethought criticism and satire

Impressions of Summerhill A. S. Neill Replies
------------  - - r -----------------  j - r  -■

The following is by Dr. Roger W. Wcscott, Professor 
of Anthropology and Chairman of the Social Science 
Department at Southern Connecticut State College.
On my way home from the annual meeting of the 

West African Languages Survey in Sierra Leone in 
March, I stopped off in England to talk with young 
libertarians from the universities of London and Cam
bridge, some of whom have an interesting plan to 
start a new and free journal of sociology. But the 
high point of my visit to Britain was the day—April 4, 
1963—that I spent at the Summerhill School ih Leiston, 
Suffolk.

Despite contrary advice from friends, I decided not 
to notify the School in advance of my projected visit. 
I felt that Summerhill should be sufficiently free of 
ritualism not to require any formal announcement of 
intention; and I wanted to observe the school commu
nity engaged in its usual actvitv, rather than drawn 
up in ceremonial array to welcome an official delegate 
of the New York Summerhill Society.

Since train connections from London are complex 
and slow, I didn’t reach Leiston until almost noon. 
After lunching in what seemed to be Leiston’s only- 
cafe, I walked to the School, which stood behind a 
hedge within view of the station. When repeated 
ringing of the gate-house bell produced no response. I 
walked into the parlor, where I was greeted by the 
baying of a mastiff and the pungent odor of stewing 
horsemeat.

(Continued on Page 2)

My criticism of Westcott’s article is that it is danger
ous to me, shall 1 say, financially? Sometimes I have a- 
pupil whose parents cannot afford to pay the fees. With 
some hesitation Aunt Mary agrees to pay them. The lady 
is perhaps Roman Catholic, perhaps moral and anti-sex 
and therefore anti-life. Some unkind friend sends her 
Wescott’s article and she is shocked. A school where 
small children greet visitors by attacking their geni
tals? Mein Gott! I can't have that. Result: the child 
is taken away and sent to a conventional school.

I said the danger was financial, but of course it is 
far more than that. It can mean the difference to a 
child of growing up free and happy or of being pres
surised into an Establishment system, one that Wes- 
cott hates just as much as I do.

This may look like compromise. I call it simply tact; 
after all little Bonnie, who, by the way, had been only 
three weeks in the school, is not typical of a free 
child. Granted that a Bonnie who had been a year with 
us might have done likewise. But such behaviour is 
only incidental in Summerhill; it does not give a good 
picture of what the school stands for. Children them
selves see the point, and their school law about swear
ing is an example of their tact—you can swear as 
much as you like in Summerhill but not outside. As 
one German girl of ten once put it: The people out
side aren’t educated enough to stand swearing by kids.

My second criticism is a more or less personal one. 
Intending parents could easily be put off by the sug- 

(Continued on Page 2)
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S U MME R H I L L  »
(Continued from Cover)

Proceeding into the grounds, I entered the hall of 
the main building but still saw no one. By loud calls
1 finally summoned ope of the teachers, who appeared 
to be annoyed by this unheralded arrival and informed 
me that the headmaster, A. S. Neill, found such visits 
“embarrassing.” Happily, however, Neill himself, whom 
we found in a potting-shcd, seemed genial and unper
turbed by m.v appearance. He invited me to explore 
the premises until the student judiciary met at 1 P.M., 
when I could join the adult staff-members as a spec
tator.

Near the green-houses, I encountered three 5-year- 
olds, two English boys and an American girl. The little 
girl, whom I shall call Bonnie, was charmingly vivacious 
and utterly irrepressible. She tested me out initially 
by informing me loudly that my arse-hole stank. Re
lieved when I took no offense, she proceeded to admin
ister the second, or non-verbal, examination by reach
ing for my trousers and giving my penis a firm squeeze. 
When this procedure likewise evoked no rebuke, she 
promptly decided that I was a real friend and never let 
go of my hand from that moment till 1 left her to 
attend the judiciary meeting. The boys said little 
beyond asking me to swing them in a circle on the 
grass. They were delighted when I agreed: and though 
the game may not have done much to ease my stiff 
back (if had snowed in London that morning), it 
did do wonders to ease my stiff spirits.

As we passed the nursery-school class-room, the 
teacher, a pretty young German girl, leaned out a 
window to remind Bonnie that she should not swear 
in front of visitors, since they might not “understand.” 
To this Bonnie gaily replied, “He says he swears, too.” 
After that, all attempts at hostly propriety were hap
pily abandoned.

The student court, attended by all the children and 
presided over by a teen-age boy, was an interesting 
example of real grass-roots democracy. The only aspect 
o f it which disappointed me was the tendency of the 
adolescent jurors seriously to consider only the charges 
o f theft (or “unauthorized borrowing”) proferred by 
older children and not complaints about bullying made 
by kindergarteners.

About 2 P.M. the staff and their guests foregathered 
for coffee and cake in the gate-house, which turned out 
also to be the Neills’ home. My feeling here was one 
o f poignant regret that Neill, because of his 79 years, 
seemed unable to serve the school as much more than 
a brave symbol of past struggles; all practical decisions 
were now made, I gathered, by younger—but too often 
less “youthful”—heads.

Afterwards Neill and I drove down to stroll on the 
beach, about 2 miles from the school. When we were 
foiled by a sudden shower, we stopped instead at the 
local pub. There, despite the fact that it was legally 
“after hours,” the barmaid, who showed an almost 
daughterly affection toward Neill, gladly served us 
both, while he reminisced nostalgically about his close 
friend and mentor, Wilhelm Reich. Driving back, he 
griped freely about the thousand-and-one things he 
thought wrong with the world. Though a convinced op
timist would undoubtedly have written Neill off at 
this point as a crabby and defeated old man, I enjoyed 
every moment of it—largely, 1 suppose, because his
2

complaints were almost invariably mine. too.
Back at the gate-house, Neill showed me candid 

snapshots of Reich at the Maine Institute and took me 
up to see the (unused) orgone accumulator in his 
bedroom. Even our views on Reich were virtually 
identical, both of us seeing him as one of the great 
geniuses of the Western World while deploring his 
refusal to make even those small compromises necessary 
to allow him to stay alive and continue working despite 
the legal harassments visited on him by the American 
Medical Association and its flunkies.

As 4 P.M. neared. I excused myself, explaining that 
I, like Freud, liked to arrive at a railway station well 
before the scheduled departure of my train. Neill 
couldn’t resist teasing me about this. “You have to 
pay for your neuroses,” he chuckled. But when I ar
rived at the station, ten minutes before the train. I 
was rewarded by finding there the Summerhill nursery- 
school teacher and her charge, a 10-year-old boy on his 
way home to St. Louis. Missouri, for Spring vacation.

He was carrying a volume of Ernest Thompson Seton 
and seemed to know more about animal behavior than 
most college zoology majors. We argued avidly about 
apes and monkeys half the way to London.

As we approached the city, the teacher talked about 
Summerhill and told me of her reluctant decision to 
resign in June because of the economic privations of 
working at an institution that hasn’t enough income 
to pay its staff more than subsistence wages. I agree 
with her about this, and she seemed reassured to hear 
that the New York Summerhill Society planned to be
gin its operations with more cash in hand than Neill 
has ever had.

NEI LL
(Continued from Cover) 

gestion that, because I am just on 80. I am “unable to 
serve the school as much more than a symbol of past 
struggles.” I am as much a part of the school as I 
ever was. True, I delegate some authority; I can’t 
always know if the bathroom plughole is blocked, or if 
the workshop needs more wood. I teach every morning:
I attend every government meeting. I am in touch 
with every child, know his or her background, prob
lems at home, complexes, character.

I am not a brave symbol nor am I a brave father 
symbol. Last night at a general meeting, two of my 
proposals were voted down.

Wescott’s version of the school meeting isn’t right.
Again and again visitors have said that what they 
liked best was the patience given, by the elders to the 
grievances of the very small ones. But when Wescott 
saw an emergency meeting we may have had a chair
man who wasn’t wide enough awake.

Otherwise I don’t criticise the article. Indeed Wes
cott is quite kind to us in the other parts. True his 
welcome, or rather lack of it, may have annoyed him.
Since the Summerhill book came out in America there 
has been such a stream of visitors that my staff has 
got into the way of trying to protect me. For every 
summer, by the end of the term, I am quite exhausted 
talking to people.

As to a convinced optimist writing me off as a 
crabby and defeated old man—well,. I am not that sort 
of guy. True. I am not optimistic about the way the 
world is going, its mass moulding, its status seeking.
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Report to Nicotine Addicts
by John Wilcock

This is the poster that has been plastered all over 
the streets of Holbern, an autonomous London suburb, 
since Britain began its nationwide campaign* to cut 
down on smoking. The poster, on a blue background, is 
available for 25 cents (including postage) from the 
Central Council for Health Education, Tavistock House,

its drift to universal death. Who can be an optimist 
after Cuba, when millions of us knew that our lives 
depended on one of the Messrs K? When humanity are 
sheep looking to a shepherd to save them? Kennedy 
is in the White House*, Khrushchev is in the Kremlin, 
Old Mac is in No. 10 (or is he?), so all's right with 
the world. I could define the aims of Summerhill as 
an attempt to rescue humanity from the sheep fold.

Finally, speaking of optimism. I’ve got a new defin
ition. An optimist is a man who tries to sell dirty pic
tures at a psychoanalytical conference. Then a pessi
mist would be a guy who stood by hoping to see some 
of them bought.

•Editor’s note: I was in the middle of proofreading this 
sentence when news of the President’s assassination came 
over the radio.
November 1963
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Tavistock Square, London W.C. I, England.
The English are heavy smokers—even with the 

price of cigarettes at C3 cents per pack—and in every 
town the small tobacconists’ stores are invariably the 
only ones that remain open late into the evening. After 
they close, the compulsive smoker can still get cigarettes 
from any one of thousands of cigarette machines strate
gically situated in doorways, on street corners and on 
subway platforms.

It is a significant pointer in the age-old battle of 
commercialism vs. public responsibility that since the 
anti-smoking campaign began one of the firms that 
owns and operates several hundreds of these machines 
has announced that they will be removed from places 
where they are easily accessible to children.

The campaign was kicked off a few months ago by 
a report from the august Royal College of Physicians 
linking the incidence of lung cancer quite positively 
with the habit of heavy smoking. The report was widely 
publicized and caused tobacco shares on the London 
Stock Exchange to plunge in value to levels from which 
they have still not rallied.

Some of the results of the report were:
• Suggestions in Parliament that the tax on cigarettes 
be raised even higher with a corresponding reduction 
in the tax on pipe tobacco and cigars (both of which 
were mentioned as being less dangerous);
• An almost complete sell-out of cigarette-rolling ma
chines;
• An even greater increase in the sale of candy in a 
country that already eats more per meal than any other 
country in the world;
• Anti-smoking courses being introduced into several 
schools;
• Discussion in many local town councils (still pro
ceeding) on the banning of smoking in public places;
• A resolution by the London City Council to ban smok
ing (at present allowed) in city cinemas and theatres.

On The Contemporaneous
by Laurence M. Janifer

■  ■ ■  ■ ■  » ■ ■ ■ ■  1 .  II m m  «■■■ —

When I first began to revolve in my mind the idea 
of erupting regularly in the pages of the modest asp 
in which you read these words, I discovered that I 
was going to have to take a definite and ill-tempered 
stand on the subject of being contemporaneous—of be
ing, to use shorter and uglier words, up-to-date.

Now, I read the New York Times every day, and the 
Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists every month (except 
July and August) and Foreign Affairs every quarter— 
in addition, I am pleased to state, to a great deal of 
other and better material, such as detective stories— 
and I imagine that I am as up-to-date as most people 
this side of Theodore Sorenson. When someone asks 
me what I think of whatever-it-may-be in this morn
ing’s tumble of vital and timeless information, I am 
entitled (unless the subject involves the sporting world) 
to think something of it, and in fact usually do. At 
great length.

Unfortunately, what I think very seldom has any
thing to do with my daily, or monthly, or quarterly 
dosage of information. I occupy myself—all respect be-
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ing due to the editors and contributors of these re
spected journals—with the disease, and not, as they do, 
with the symptoms.

Let us stop and take that analogy a little further, if 
you have no strong objections. (If you do have strong 
objections, just skip on down to the double-space, at 
which point the rest of us will be through with the 
analogy and ready for you to join the group again.) 
Let us imagine a doctor faced with a case of smallpox. 
More, let us suppose him to be chock-full of today’s 
love of contemporaneity, to the extent that he carries 
over its habits into his professional career.

His first move, in that case, would be to search the 
latest issue of his Journal of the A.M.A. for a men
tion of smallpox. He probably wouldn’t find one: these 
days the degenerative diseases are all the rage. He 
might go farther afield and take a look at his local 
newspaper. No mention there, either?

Then, clearly, smallpox is not a timely problem. It 
doesn’t create any real stir in today's world. It can’t, 
therefore, be really urgent, or important.

In fact, its only really timely aspect is the number 
of spots per day—or, perhaps, per hour.

This attitude, I submit, would not make for great 
efficiency in the practice of medicine. What it would 
make for would be an extremely up-to-date doctor—a 
doctor so contemporaneous that, in any actual case, he 
would be entirely useless.

Now, it seems to me that the disease of contempora
neity has done just this sort of harm to most of the 
people I meet, and most of those whose pronounce
ments I read. It is therefore necessary to illuminate 
the fact that it is a disease. It is even more necessary 
not to suffer from it.

I intend, as always, to obey the dictates of necessity.

It is abundantly clear that, as Chesterton saw long 
ago, a newspaper is not in the habit of telling anybody 
anything useful. A newspaper is so managed (he no
ticed) that the first time you hear of a man’s being 
alive is when you read his death-notice. You are always 
given the end of the story, and you have never heard 
the beginning.

The first, and, I’m afraid, the funniest, result of this 
fact is that, when there are two widely-held opinions 
on a given subject of the sort covered by newspapers 
and news-magazines, neither side is likely to know what 
it is arguing about.

Let us take, as a concrete example, the arms race.
Of course, there are not two clearly distinguishable 

sides to this argument: there never are, except in a 
sporting contest, which is why sporting contests arc 
dull. Hut we can distnguish two extremes, between 
which the shades of opinion, like the Shades in Limbo, 
wander bodiless and moaning.

First, there are those who want' to do away with 
armaments, either quickly (ban the bomb) or slowly 
(arms control). Second, there are those who want to 
stockpile more armaments in order to defend ourselves 
against the rampant Communists (either Russian or 
Chinese, depending on weekly changes in fashion).

The leaders of both extremes read the Times, or its 
local equivalent. Both read, as well, Foreign Affairs. I 
suppose only the leaders of the first group read the 
Bulletin—but, then, readership of the National Review 
is pretty well confined to Group Two, and we can call
4

it a draw.
As a result of all this reading, neither group has 

any idea what the argument is all about.
What it is about is the perfectibility of man.
That much ought to be clear to any dunderhead, but 

it is not. It ought to be clear that if man is perfectible 
(and if his perfection includes a turning away from 
violence, something I am assuming to simplify the 
argument) then armaments will go as soon as he is 
perfected, and we ought to be working on that problem 
and on the armaments themselves only as a secondary, 
and temporary, expedient.

It is clear that nobody is holding this position. 
Therefore (I theorize vainly) there exists a general be
lief that man is not perfectible. (As it happens, I share 
this belief. After all, I'm a man, too, and my many 
friends would be almost as surprised as I, if I turned 
out to be in any way perfectible. I think it would 
cause general alarm.) But if they believe in our fa
miliar old imperfect man, then why don’t they follow 
through?

If they are trying to ban the bomb, or introduce 
arms control and graduated disarmament, they ought 
to be able to see that good old imperfect man is going 
to go right on being himself, and that sooner or later 
somebody is going to push the button, no matter what 
is controlled or otherwise disposed of: what man can 
do, I’m afraid, man can undo, as our friends the safe
crackers have spent much time in proving.

And if they are stockpiling new armaments, they 
ought to be able to see that imperfect man responds to 
armaments by armaments, and that sooner or later 
somebody is going to push the button.

Of course, among this last group it is possible to dis
cern fragments of a notion that some men—notably 
the Communists of one brand or another—are definitely 
not perfectible, and that others (pick from a list in
cluding the leaders of the John Birch Society, Barry 
Goldwater, William F. Buckley and Richard M. Nixon) 
are already perfect. This, however, is not only beneath 
discussion, it is beyond it.

It is obvious that the question of the perfectibility of 
man must be discussed before any thinking about the 
arms race can make any sense. But I do not see any
body discussing it.

The trouble is that the subject is not contemporane
ous. Source material for it gets all the way back to that 
famous Phoenician tablet dated 2800 BC, if you recall. 
It translates: “Our earth is degenerate in these latter 
days; bribery and corruption are common; children no 
longer obey their parents; the end of the world is evi
dently approaching.”

I prefer to write about what is happening, rather 
than what people tell me is happening. Therefore I am 
not going to be contemporaneous.

Is that understood?
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The Trial of Eros Magazine
PART TWO

Mr. Dickstein: The defendants call Reverend George 
von Hilsheimer.

Q. Rev. von Hilsheimer, when were you ordained?
A. I was ordained in the Southern Baptist Church 

in Florida in 1949.
Q. How old were you?
A. I was 14 at the time.
Q. Was this unusual in the Southern Baptist Church?
A. I would say it was unusual, but not uncommon. A 

number of my colleagues were also ordained in early or 
middle teens. We belonged to a Fundamentalist group 
which had a group of youthful and untrained ministers.

Q. When did you attend college?
A. In 1951 I entered the University of Miami and 

pursued a course leading to an A.B. with a major in 
political science and a minor in history and the Russian 
language and literature.

Q. Did you pursue any graduate course?
A. Yes. Under the accelerated course my last year 

and additional year I studied at the Graduate School 
of Psychology and took a course of analysis and train
ing therapy at the Granada Psychiatric Clinic under 
Dr. T. E. Moore.

Q. What did you do after you left the university?
A. I matriculated at the University of Chicago as 

a theological student with specialization in Religion 
and Personality.

Q. What was the nature of the course material you 
studied at the University of Chicago, or studied within 
the scope of that curriculum?

A. At the University of Chicago one takes a core 
curriculum of theology, church history, the Bible, and 
so forth, and can specialize in a more or less secular 
field. I chose this course and specialized in the field of 
psychology, and took my graduate work in the Gradu
ate School of Psychology at the University of Chicago. 
At the same time I did clinical work as a recorder and 
therapist at the Child Guidance Center in the Lincoln 
Center, and as a Minister of Education of the All Souls 
Church, also in the Lincoln Center.

Q. During the time you were engaged in this curricu
lum did you also study at the Washington University 
in St. Louis?

A. Yes. We had a program there of practical training 
or vicarage, as it is more commonly known, in which 
you take a year’s course as an assistant minister in a 
pulpit, which I did in St. Louis, Missouri, completing 
my academic work at Washington University in St. 
Louis, and I completed my work toward the D.D. there.

Q. When did you receive your divinity degree?
A. In 1957.
Q. From what institution?
A. The University of Chicago.
Q. What did you do thereafter?
A. I spent two years in military intelligence serving 

in Western Europe. During that period I was granted 
two administrative leaves of absence in order to make 
a research and study of the history of the Free Re
ligious Societies (Germany) on which I had written 
my thesis, and second, in order to make an extensive
November 1963
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survey of lay brotherhoods of service in Europe.
After returning from military service I entered the 

employ of the American Humanist Association as a 
minister and group counselor where my work was to 
travel in the United States setting up demonstrations 
of group therapy and group dynamics; establishing 
programs of education, particularly family education 
and family counseling, and lecturing at universities. 
During the course of two years I lectured at about 
75 to 100 universities and theological schools.

Q. On what subject matters did you lecture?
A. I lectured on comparative religion and theology, 

contemporary morals, and, of course, education and 
therapy. At the end of my period of association I was 
settled in New York Ctiy as the Resident Minister and 
Group Counselor for the Greater New York Humanist 
Council, and at the same time served as family coun
selor for the Association for Counseling and Therapy 
in New York City.

Q. What is the Association for Counseling and 
Therapy?

A. It is a private psychiatric clinic under the direc
tion of a psychiatrist, a medical doctor, in which a team 
technique of a psychiatrist, psychiatric social worker, 
and psychologist and pastoral counselor or minister is 
used in both group technique and individual counseling 
with private patients.

Q. What did you do thereafter?
A. This was in August of 1961. I accepted a call to 

the pulpit of the Unitarian Church in St. Lucie County 
in Fort Pierce, Florida. I was minister there for a 
little over a year. While I was there I worked with the 
Indian River Mental Health Clinic as a relief, since 
there was one psychologist for three counties and a 
tremendous case load. During that period, along with 
my ministry, I not only carried a case load of about 
twenty clients per week, a total of about a hundred 
during the year there, but also developed the Lincoln 
Park Child Care Center—a center giving training, 
education and care to the children of migrant farmers, 
and other persons of low income status.

Q. Did you also provide pastoral counseling to mem
bers of your flock?

A. Yes, surely.
Q. When did you leave Fort Pierce?
A. In October of 1962 I came to New York City to 

be the Minister in Residence of Humanitas, a lay 
brotherhood of service. I am also the minister of a 
small Baptist mission on the lower East Side in New 
York.

Q. Reverend, you are a consultant of President Ken
nedy’s Study Group on National Voluntary Services; 
is that right?

A. I am. That is the so-called Domestic Peace Corps.
Q. What other organizations are you associated with?
A. I am a member of the Board of Directors of 

Mobilization for Youth, the first project established by 
the President’s Committee. I am a member of the board 
of directors of the Summerhill Society, a national edu
cational society. I am also the Executive Director of the 
Fund for the Migrant Children, which maintains child
care programs and investigatory programs concerning 
the life of the migrant farmer and related people.

Q. Have any of your works been published?
A. I have been published in the Journal of Nursery 

Education; in the Journal of School of Living; in The 
Humanist, as well as having written book reviews in
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The Humanist and in the St. Louis Post Dispatch.
Q. In your capacity with Humanitas were you called 

upon to train social workers?
A. Well, Humanitas is a—first of all, it is a lay 

brotherhood of service which one belongs to by con
tributing at least one percent of your income and one 
hundred hours of voluntary service per year. The serv
ice projects are organized on an autonomous basis. As 
the .Minister in Residence, I am also an executive di
rector and training officer. We find it necessary to 
train people in the particular technique and in lan
guage since the group that we are interested in deal
ing with is the lowest economic group and presents 
problems that the average middle-class social worker 
has not been trained for. So, as a result, a good per
centage of my time is spent in the training of social 
workers.

Q. Do you also do personal consulting to individuals 
within this society?

A. Yes. I work as the pastor and spiritual counselor 
for most of the young people and the families in our 
various programs in New York City. There are, of 
course, programs outside of New York City, but I am 
the spiritual counselor for a large number of families 
on the lower East Side.

Q. Reverend von Hilsheimer, is the Christian Church 
and Christian teaching often blamed for creating sexu
ally repressive attitudes in our Western societies?

A. It is often so blamed, yes. . . .
Q. Are you specifically acquainted with the attitude, 

the attitude toward sex, evidenced by various Christian 
groups for any significant period of time?

A. I am.
Q. Commencing with the period of the Reformation, 

would you please tell us what has been the attitude of 
Christian groups toward sex, generalizing if possible 
and showing the exceptions where one cannot generalize.

A. The mainstream conviction of Christianity—and 
T might here say that Christians are these people that 
believe that Christ is risen, the Son of God and salva
tion comes through the acceptance of His sacrifice for 
remission of sins, which seems to me a rather simple 
kind of definition and a clear enough definition that 
this is what I am talking about when I speak about a 
Christian—a Christian point of view is that the human 
body is the gift of God and that the expression of the 
human body in legitimate forms is one of the fullest 
gifts of God, and that the human body should be re
garded without shame, without prurience, without un
due focusing of attention, but that it should be—along 
with eating and work and play—among the great en
joyments which God has given to us in order to enjoy 
our stay on this earth.

The point of view of many sects has differed con
siderably. Even at the beginning of the Reformation 
Calvin was quite repressive in his sexual views. On the 
other hand, Luther was quite tolerant of sexual be
havior. As a matter of fact, one of the Renaissance 
painters lived right under his window painting nudes 
and representations of human flesh without any com
ment from Luther. He would have been burned in 
Calvin’s Geneva.

Between these two poles we Christians have made 
our way very tortuously with a great deal of fire and 
thunder from the pulpit on both sides.

In America we have for a number of years been in 
a situation through our history where the church rep-
6
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resented an almost irrelevant minority of Americans.
At the end of the Revolution, I believe that less than 
7 % of Americans were actively members of the 
church. As a result the clergy were drawn from a very 
narrow span of American life, and religion was in
creasingly unrelated to the life of the people. This has 
changed in this century.

Q. When would you say this change began?
A. I would say at least at the end of the second—of 

the first World War, if not after the end of the Span- 
ish-American War, but around the turn of the century.

Q. And what were the circumstances which induced 
this change?

A. First of all, the upheavals of the Industrial Revo
lution and the great social change toward urbaniza
tion of America made our old means of solving human 
problems almost irrelevant. The church again began to 
take on a role of having an open door, of being a pos
sible alternative to large numbers of Americans. From 
that time the great increase in church membership 
began until it peaked out, or it is claimed that it has 
peaked out, in the late ’50’s, but there has been a pro
gressive recognition, on the one hand by the church, 
that it must relate itself to the lives and needs of peo
ple. and on the other hand by the people themselves that 
the church does in fact speak to the detail of their 
daily lives.

Q. What were the teachings of the Southern Baptist 
Church at the time you were first ordained?

A. When I was a boy we were taught that dancing 
is sinful and that to kiss a girl is sinful whether you 
are engaged to her or not. that rather innocent forms 
of sexual expression are sinful. For instance, at Bob 
Jones University an uncle of mine was forbidden to 
walk across the campus holding his w ife’s hand. These 
were rather common attitudes among the Fundamental
ists groups in America as short a time ago as 15 to 
20 years.

Q. To what extent were these attitudes held by other 
Protestant denominations at that time?

A. I think that my own denomination represented 
something of a backwash. For instance, when Baylor 
University and Wake Forest went through a great 
cataclysmic debate, the student body against the ad
ministration, as to whether dancing should be permit
ted. most Christians in America regarded this as some
thing out of the past. However, it was not very far out 
of the past because most of our parents and grand
parents held this point of view, and it was taught as 
a religiously valid point of view that dancing, later 
going to movies, and certainly going to plays, holding 
of hands, kissing a girl, all these sorts of enjoyment 
which we regard today as sort of innocent pleasures, 
were all basely immoral and endangering the safety 
of the soul as well as tending to other kinds of immoral 
behavior.

Q. Is there any particular point of time at which you 
can identify the beginning of a substantial increase in 
pastoral counseling activities as an important function 
of the ministry?

A. In 1941 a book called The Christian Interpretation 
of Sex was written by Charles Piper. At this time 
this boojc with its frank appraisal of sex and its Chris
tian interpretation that sexuality is one of the more 
beautiful gifts of God was regarded as being very 
advanced and avant garde. Through the war, of course, 
there was not a great deal of movement, but there was
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a great deal of discussion among men who were in the 
Chaplaincy and in the Armed Forces. At the end of the 
war the great majority of chairs in pastoral theology 
and pastoral counseling were established in the theo
logical schools of America and the growing concern of 
the church particularly for problems of family and 
marriage and pre-marital counseling, began to take 
shape. During the late ’40s these were regarded as 
brash and sometimes unfounded innovations. Today 
they are regarded as an essential part of theological 
education. One would not be granted a degree today 
in 90% of the theologicaj schools in America without 
having had a course in pastoral psychology which dealt 
directly and frankly with the sexual problems of indi
viduals.

Partially I think that we had a large group of men 
come into the ministry at the end of the war who would 
not otherwise have come into the ministry. Men who 
had confronted a new social order and new social prob
lems and had been brought very crisply up against 
questions o f moral propriety. These were men also who 
would not, except for the G.I. Bill, have been educated 
ministers. This is particularly true of the Southern 
Baptists and other Fundamentalist denominations 
which represent, I might add, in the largest numbers 
the greatest body of Protestants in America. These men 
brought a new awareness to the church of the needs 
of people and —

Q. And how did that awareness set upon the church’s 
or the organized church’s attitudes and teachings with 
respect to sex?

A. Sex had not been mentioned in the church for at 
least 50 years in America except in the phrases such 
as “The Virgin Mary” and so forth describing in a 
very limited way some of the sexual doctrine of the 
church. The kind o f pastoral guidance that was given 
was of a very abstract and so-called spiritualized na
ture. It did not deal specifically with the problems that 
human beings face.

By the influx of a whole new body of members and a 
whole new body of the clergy, the church began to 
realize that the institutions which in the past had 
solved family problems were not solving them. First of 
all, the family is not what it was 40 years ago. It is 
not even what it was when I was a boy—which is not 
very long ago. It does not have the strength. It simply 
does not have the size. It doesn’t have the same relation
ship between the generations. Problems which in the 
past could have been solved by the family itself were 
now seen as the legitimate prerogative of the church 
to enter in and to talk about.

Now, we learned when we were dealing directly with 
people in this way that you cannot generalize when 
speaking to people. When a child comes to you and 
asks you about certain passages in the Bible you must 
be able to describe exactly what the Bible means—ex
actly what the moral issue is at stake. You cannot do 
this absractly if it is to have benefit for a mother or 
her child. If a mother comes to you with direct ques
tions as mothers had not in the past; because (1) they 
were afraid to speak to a minister in this way, and 
(2) they were simply too modest to speak of such 
things on the whole, and (3) the family had solved these 
problems more effectively, certainly, than it did after 
the Second World War— if a mother comes to you with 
specific questions about, “What do I tell my daughter,
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what do I tell my son, what kind of relationship do I 
have with my husband,” you must be able to answer 
these clearly, explicitly, in terms these people under
stand. The church has come, not only to tolerate an 
openness about sexuality, but to take an aggressive 
stance. Almost every church in America now has 
courses in sexual education. It is regarded as the nor
mal and proper and necessary thing for churches to do 
—to give instructions not only in morality, but in the 
technique and discipline and art and relationship of 
love and marriage and the relationship between two 
human beings of the opposite sex.

Q. What is the predominant Protestant attitude, and 
I am speaking of a clerical attitude, at this particular 
point of time toward the enjoyment of sex between man 
and wife?

A. The typical Protestant attitude— represented par
ticularly in those churches which are in the National 
Council of Churches which contains a great majority 
o f Protestants—has been summed up a number of 
times by them, and it is essentially this: that between 
married couples nothing which does not violate the 
integrity and wishes and the physical autonomy of 
another partner is immoral; that two human beings 
may enjoy one another and should and must; and that 
the function of the church is to guarantee this enjoy
ment as one of the important bedrocks of marriage, 
not the most important or the only one, but as one of 
the most important foundations on which marriage 
rests; that the enjoyment o f sexuality is one of the 
great gifts of God. and that to teach shame, to teach 
a prurient inability directly to face the issue of sexu
ality, is not only wrong, but is basically immoral and 
heretical.

Q. . . . Would you tell us what the prevalent Catholic 
attitude is at this particular time from an American 
Catholic viewpoint towards sex and sexuality?

A. Again, the Roman Church represents as its belief 
and its practice in social work that to invest children 
with a sense of shame around the area of sexuality is 
immoral and heretical; that the enjoyment of sex in 
marriage is moral and necessary and, indeed, there has 
been an evolution in those social agencies advocating 
and teaching the rhythm method of birth control in 
that the families may be limited and yet sex may be 
enjoyed without the primary end of reproduction so 
long as unnatural means are not interposed in order to 
prevent a natural result.

The teachings of Catholic schools and the operations 
of Catholic social work agencies are frankly and di
rectly, as to their approach to the question of sexuality, 
to speak in a language that the children understand, 
particularly in the slums, the language o f the streets, 
and to regard judgmental teaching about sex within 
the proper framework; a legitimate expression of sexu
ality in marriage is the necessary thing for a Catholic 
worker to do.

There is, of course, a different flavor in Catholic 
education and social work. They tend to have many 
more sexually segregated schools and programs. Yet 
even here every effort is made for them to approach 
material dealing with family life and the necessities 
of marriage gently, without shame and frankly, di
rectly. using language that the people can understand.

Q. When did you first see The Housewife's Handbook 
on Selective Promiscuity?
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A. I saw it in 1960 when I was working as a coun
selor for the Association of Counseling in Therapy and 
with the Greater New York Humanist Council.

Q. How did you come to see a copy of it?
A. One of my colleagues handed me a copy as a use

ful tool in therapy.
Q. Have you used the work in therapy and counseling 

work ?
A. I have used the work since it was first introduced 

to me and since I first read it, consistently in my pas
toral counseling and in my formal psychological coun
seling.

Q. And how have you used the work?
A. I have used it particularly in the cases of married 

women who almost inevitably are invested with a tre
mendous sense of shame and guiltiness about the sexual 
imageries and values and experiences that they have 
had. I have used it as a means to ventilate and reduce 
this sense of shamefulness, this sense of debilitating 
guilt and this sense of prurience which has been devel
oped out of their training and experiences.

Q. Do you believe that the work tends to relieve this 
sense of shame on the average, on the people with whom 
you have used it?

A. Yes, this is its most important value, and this is 
the reason that I use it.

Q. What do you think the teachings of the book are 
to the average person with whom you used the book?

A. The book is a history, a very unhappy history, of 
a series of sexual and psychological misadventures, and 
the encounter of a quite typical and average American 
woman with quite typical and average American men. 
The fact that the book itself is the history of a woman 
who has had sexual adventures outside the normally 
accepted bounds of marriage—which, of course, for 
most Americans today, is a sort of serial polygamy— 
it does not teach or advocate this, but gives the women 
(to whom I give the book, at least) a sense that their 
own experiences are not unusual, that their sexual 
failures are not unusual, and that they themselves 
should not be guilty because they are, as they say, 
sexual failures. I think it is necessary to see, one, that 
the prevalent sexual experience of the average middle- 
class American woman, in my experience and also in 
all the literature of pastoral psychology, is one of frus
tration, failure and incompetence based upon a bed
rock of guilt and ignorance.

This guilt is not simply a sexual guilt. Most people 
have sexual fantasies, sexual desires, and have been 
taught that these desires in themselves are immoral. 
The current position in pastoral theology is that of 
psychotherapy and psychoanalysis—that such fantasies, 
that such desires are not, in and of themselves, im
moral, and should be ventilated; that they should be 
brought out and talked about and thrown away, as it 
were.

Now, here is a book that comes along in language 
that these people can understand and says. “This is 
what happened to me. this terrible thing and this fail
ing thing and this ignorant thing and this unfeeling, 
insensitive, incompetent man did this to me and did 
that to me, and I did this to him."

Now, whether or not the woman has an experience 
of sexual misadventure, she does have an experience of 
sexual desire, an experience of sexual thought in fan
tasy. She does have guilt, both about her sexuality and
8

about her failure to satisfy the man, to be competent 
as a human being. Cast this in the framework of the 
culture in which our people are raised, and this is par
ticularly true for the average middle-class American. 
Women particularly are taught that marriage is the 
key almost to everything. We have an almost idolatrous 
concept of marriage in our country. Little girls are told, 
practically from the moment of birth, that this is the 
one road to happiness—almost to salvation.

They are told that somehow a mystical, magical ex
perience is going to occur with this marriage that 
was made in heaven (which is a heretical theological 
notion in itself). They will meet the man of their 
dreams, he will be perfect for them. They will marry 
and things will be lovely and beautiful thereafter. They 
are told this by comic books, by television, by movies, 
by every possible medium of the public culture. They 
are told a lie. They are told a myth. They are told an 
idolatry, in the theological sense, because the facte are 
not these. And they are totally unprepared for the 
harsh, grim realities of a world where they have not 
been competent—not only incompetent sexually, but in 
every other area of the great needs that two human 
beings have when they form a life together.

Now, it is necessary for the pastoral counselor and 
for the psychologist, if he is going to be responsible 
to the youth and to his parents, to give them a more 
realistic view of the world in which they live and the 
problems that they are going to face; to fit them with 
the practical, detailed, immediate, realistic and un- 
sliamefully communicated knowledge about the things 
which are most important to them. This to me is the 
great value of this book. It says, “You are not alone.
This is the experience of many, many people.” And it 
gives a cerain amount of hopefulness to. it. It is, in my 
mind, theologically quite an innocent book. There is no 
sense of shame involved in it. There is no sense of 
prurience involved in it. There is no sense of wallowing 
in sexuality simply for its own sake. It is a simple, 
straightforward account of a fairly unhappy history of 
a fairly typical woman. And I can say, based on my 
clinical experience and the experience of my colleagues 
and the literature, that this book is not drawn far from 
the average middle-class American experience whether 
involved with one or several partners.

Q. Arc you acquainted with the standard forms of 
marriage manuals?

A. Yes, I am.
Q. To what extent do these books help you in the 

counseling activity?
A. I find them totally unhelpful.
Q. Why do you say that, Reverend?
A. First of all, these are couched in ambiguous lan

guage which gives no help or guidance at all.
Secondly, they deal with the physiognomy, the plumb

ing of sex. They take it on a high, rational plane. They 
desensitize it and put it in the laboratory and again 
create a certain kind of romantic and clinical illusion 
which is not true and therefore leads to a kind of dis
illusionment and cynicism once marriage is entered 
into. They speak in a language, finally, that is inap
propriate to the great majority of Americans. They 
speak in a language that is utterly foreign to the ma
jority of people that I now work with. They speak in 
a language that is too complicated and abstract and 
technical for the average American. This is even true 
of many of the counseling handbooks such as Love
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Without Fear or Christian Interpretation of Sex or 
A Marriage Manual, or others which are used generally 
and are rated as being designed for the average man 
and woman.

Cross-Examination
Q. You indicated that the Christian Church, as you 

saw it, had a tolerant openness towards sex. It was 
taking an open stance on sex, and then you give a brief 
statement that the Christian churches were going into 
the techniques and disciplines of sex and love. Now I 
am asking you what you meant by “disciplines” there.

A. I think what I did say, that the Church is not only 
tolerant but taking an aggressive point of view in see
ing that it is one of its obligations to teach the tech
niques and disciplines and arts of love, and thq relation
ship between the family and between the members of 
the families. In this sense “discipline” comes to mean 
the structured, Christian point of view about sexuality 
which is the legitimate, excellent situation existing in 
the framework of a happy, non-prurient marriage which 
forecloses licentiousness and enjoys that which God has 
given it. That is what I mean by “discipline."

Q. That is sexual discipline within the family?
A. That is the Christian point of view, yes, the 

mainstream Christian point of view.
Q. How does that coincide with the various sexual 

episodes in this book where the large majority of them 
are extramarital in nature? How does one counsel peo
ple who presumably have a sexual problem by present
ing to them a mass of extramarital engagements?

A. In the same way that one teaches them moral de
cency and enjoyment by giving them the Bible to read. 
If you wish to take the Bible apart and take its various 
sections you can very much confuse Che faithful. There 
are sections in it which appear to advocate this and the 
other thing. I do not use this handbook as a blueprint 
for what you are now supposed to do. I use it as a 
means to ventilate the sense of shame. I use it as a 
means to ventilate the sense of guilt, essentially about 
fantasies about things which never happen, and about 
the frustrations and failures which most American 
women and American men seem to have in their mari
tal and sexual relationships. The main value of this 
book is quite irrelevant to its author’s point of view 
and its author’s theology which she does have and is 
implicit and possible, in a free country, to express. The 
main value is that, in quite simple terms, it discusses 
things which are not ordinarily discussed, and it par
ticularly points out frustration after frustration. If 
anything, it teaches that this kind of sexuality is not 
likely to be very enjoyable.

Q. In using your book with the people that evidently 
have problems do you supervise them or do you just 
hand them the book? What do you do?

A. The book is given to them within the framework 
of my relationship with them. I generally indicate this 
is a book describing the life of a woman who seems to 
be fairly typical and usual—with some comment, “If 
you think you have difficulties; if you think you have 
frustrations; if you think you have limitations; if you 
think you have guilts, then look at this book in this 
way and see what it has to teach you.” It also has 
values in teaching specifically the terminology and the 
structure of the sex and sex relationships, but basically 
within that framework. I do not supervise, since I be
long to a religious organization that believes people can
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read freely and have the ability to solve their own prob
lems without my intimate and daily guidance.

Q. So, the fact that it has adultery throughout, you 
don’t comment upon, and that has no effect upon your 
parishioners?

A. This is part of the material that we may discuss. 
It is part of the new facts which they, having read, can 
now discuss with ease with their minister, because it is 
something that he has given them to read.

Q. Is it important to discuss adultery with ease?
A. Yes, it is very important. I think it is one of the 

marks of an emotional maturity that a married couple, 
with the person who is intimately related with them 
as counselor, and with each other, discuss sexual mat
ters with a great deal of ease and create to each other 
and to their children a sense of joy in proper sexuality. # * *

The Court: Reverend, you have read this book many 
times?

A. Yes, I have.
Q. Would you think it is the kind of book that you 

would like to have in the library of your home if you 
have a 14- or 15- or 16-year-old son or daughter?

A. It is in the library of my home. My wife reads it. 
The teenage children in my parish read it because they 
know that they can freely discuss it and what it rep
resents with me. It is part of my attempt with them 
to teach them that sex is not nasty, that one may read 
things which advocate a morality we do not agree with 
and not be perverted thereby.

Q. Some of the things in here relate to matters of 
sex perversion, do they not, or in your opinion do they 
not?

A. I think generally the kind of relationship the 
author describes are not commonly held by psycholo
gists as perversions. I would say most, even among 
pastors, counseling books suggest that exploration in 
sex is legitimate and valuable, and is not to be invested 
with a sense of immorality. There is certainly no direc
tion in the teaching of the Church specifically about 
this kind of relationship in a marriage as long as it is 
not exploited, as long as there is no shame on the part 
of one partner of another. But whether or not that is 
true, this is part of these children’s lives. Material that 
is freely available to them in the hard-core pornog
raphy, shamefully discussing lewd, prurient kinds of 
garbage, sold under the counter to these children is 
frequently and freely available. Their whole under- 
satnding of sex is one of exploitation of the girl—and 
the girl has practically no knowledge of what is going 
on. This is particularly true in the lower classes, but 
even in the middle classes there is a frequent ignorance 
on the part of young girls about sexuality. And their 
only alternative, if we did not treat sex freely and 
frankly, would be to go to pornography or trash, or to 
books they cannot understand and are withheld from 
them in most cases.

But this kind of book in the setting of a person 
they trust and respect who has said, “Read it—we 
will discuss it.” will form the relation of a new kind 
of understanding. When a child comes to you and says, 
“Reverend, what is a virgin?—I don’t understand the 
virgin birth,” you begin to get an understanding that 
you must teach children and adults a whole kind of in
formation. I, of course, work with a large number of 
people who simply do not know the source of preg
nancy, and their only sexual information is entirely
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pornographic. If I am to work effectively with them I 
must have means to read, or talk, or give them to read, 
that with ease they can talk about things they do know 
about in a distorted way, and then we can talk about 
what is the kind of relationship you should have and I 
should have, and the proper kind of relationship.

Q. Do you think this book sets forth the proper kind 
of relationships?

A. No, I don't think it advocates a relationship that 
any Christian minister or Christian church advocates.

Q. Do you think it is the kind of thing that someone 
should read and then be told that certain portions are 
not the kind of things religion says you should do?

A. They can always read. And I have had them ask 
me to explain why, in the Bible, God kills -a man be
cause he refuses to cohabit with his sister-in-law.

Q. How about the person who reads the book and 
doesn’t have the reverend to go to talk to him about it 
and believes this is a code of morals that should be 
followed as set forth in this book?

A. This is one of the difficulties to me of democracy.
Q. I know it is a difficulty, but I want to pin you 

down and ask you whether or not a person who reads 
this book, of 14 or 16 or 18, and sees extracurricular 
sexual activities with a person before marriage, or 
after marriage — after marriage not with his own 
spouse—and the book would give a stamp of approval 
because as a result of those sexual activities they ob
tain sexual happiness?

A. I don’t thiuk any person, particularly a teenager, 
is going to read this book and be convinced that adul
tery is a proper way of life. It is not a book of advocacy 
in that sense.

Q. Were you here this morning when I asked the doc
tor from the University of Pennsylvania with regard 
to a certain section?

A. Yes, I was.
Q. I read to him the sexual experiences with a person 

other than the husband or the wife, and she gained 
great sexual satisfaction.

A. Yes.
Q. From what had happened.
A. Yes. This is part and parcel of their whole culture 

and upbringing, and everything that surrounds them.
Q. In other words —
A. No, this book is in the framework of a whole his

tory of a very unhappy development, a whole history of 
frustration.

Q. And then in order to become happy you break the 
moral code, break the penal laws to become happy sex- 
ally, and if somebody happens to see you, you are ar
rested for sodomy and brought to the courts and per
haps convicted?

A. Again. Your Honor. I have to insist that these 
kids are always talking about such things.

Q. Not only the kids.
A. Or adults.
Q. This happens to be prefaced, I believe, by the age 

of 36. Here is a female at age 36, sexually unhappy. 
She is frustrated. She goes around with someone not 
her husband and he is unhappy, too. So, they gain 
sexual happiness by breaking a moral code. Don’t you 
think it is taking a —

A. It certainly, even in the relationship with this 
Dr. So-and-so, is not any real satisfaction of a lasting 
nature. She can not establish any kind of basic and
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permanent strength with him. He is not in the relation
ship of a protector for her or her children. She has a 
whole set of values which preclude her even asking for 
help.

Q. Isn’t it a fact that she has no moral code at all?
A. No. She has a moral code. It is not one with which 

we agree.
Q. It is a non-moral code, then, isn’t it?
A. No. It is its own kind of moral code. She refuses, 

for instance, to ask this doctor for money—which is 
part of her own moral code.

Q. I am talking about sex only, not money, or dollars; 
talking about she is unhappy with her husband. He is 
unhappy with his wife. So, in order to become happy 
sexually they have intercourse in whatever way it says 
in the book?

A. She demonstrates that she does not find happiness, 
or confidence, or security, or any other thing that our 
people want to have. She underwrites if these are the 
values you have, you are quite likely going to be in 
the kind of financial mess I am in. and the continual 
chaos my household is in. The main impact of this 
book is that this kind of person may indeed find a 
sexual happiness, but the sexual happiness is not total.
She cannot even have the person when she wants him 
every time, not even complete sexual happiness.

Q. She can’t have him when she wants, so ultimately 
it is the natural thing that she will try to divorce her 
husband and eventually try to find a new one, wouldn't 
that follow?

A. It doesn’t there.
Q. I don’t know whether it does, but isn’t that the 

natural sequence of events?
A. Certainly the common sequence of events.
Q. And wouldn’t it follow that the ultimate would be 

that, I want a divorce from my husband, or my wife, 
because I am unhappy sexually and I hope the next ex
perience is going to bring more sexual happiness, and if 
it doesn’t. I can go on another escapade with someone 
else? Isn’t that a breakdown of all the morals of the 
church?

A. I don’t think this is the impact of the book. I don’t 
think this is what the author represents. This sexual 
happiness she gets with two people, I believe, does not 
lead to further relationships. The first—she cannot 
even live in the same city with him. Most young peo
ple in reading this are very disturbed that there is a 
kind of intimacy and involvement here, but it doesn’t 
lead to anything else. They see the falsity of putting 
this one value above all others.

Q. If you read this book—I haven’t read it, it is one 
of the many things that have come before me. I read 
sections of it— if you read the book wouldn’t it lead to 
the conclusion if you were a thinking youngster that 
you better not get married because you will never be 
happy sexually until you try, if you are a girl, all the 
men that you know, and if you are a boy, all the girls 
that you know?

A. No, because this book is read, first of all. in the 
context of our popular culture, in the context of what 
kids and adults are saying to each other.

Q. But how do you know that?
A. Because these children and adults are raised in a 

certain kind of culture and this culture insists upon 
many kinds of values and indeed the great popular 
idols of our time are the movie queens and so forth 
who are representations that you can have financial
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plenty and respectability, and so forth and so on, with
out any regard for any kind of morality whatsoever— 
business, moral, ethical or whatever, to speak of. They 
are measuring things against this. This kind of book 
is a very helpful purgative taken against the movie- 
queen symbol of our society.

Q. When you hand this book out to a parishoner who 
has your counsel you hand it out with a stamp of ap
proval that that is the course of conduct you approve?

A. I hand it out in the context of who I am, my way 
of life, my means of profession, the message I deliver 
at least once a week, if not more often, and of the kind 
of values I try to exemplify in my life. The boys and 
girls with which I work, the adults with which I work, 
particularly, in a culture that uses a great deal of what 
is commonly known as obscenity in 4-letter words. 
They know I do not get excited about this. I ignore it, 
and as a result, the kids do not have a need to continue 
saying it in my presence. They know because I accept 
this 1 do not go out and change the matters of my life.

They can see the way my wife and 1 live among them. 
They can also see that because my wife and I have no 
prurient shamefulness about sexuality that it is an 
area that is solid, can be the means of facing one corner 
of marriage and can be the means of exploring the 
many, many problems that they have. All our children 
in our society grow up in a world where there is a 
fantastic divorce rate and increasing rate o f illegiti
mate birth and promiscuity among youngsters with no 
sexual enjoyment or otherwise. It is simply there. They 
don’t know enough to enjoy it. They are so full of 
shame.

Q. You think they are full of shame or just sorry 
when something else happens?

A. I think they are full of shame.
Q. In other words, they commit the sexual act and 

they are full of shame after they get home?
A. They commit the sexual act in shame itself, 

shamefully.
Q. You mean mentally, thinking that when they com

mit the act —
A. Surely.
Q. —or do they only think about it being shameful 

when, let us say, a 15-year-old girl and a 16-year-old 
boy in high school only think it is shameful when some
body calls their attention to it?

A. No, I don’t believe that. I think the sense of 
shame is very general in our culture, and the very 
sense of shame drives people into immoral behavior.

Q. If it is shameful and then it would continue on 
once a week with the same girl, or twice a week, or 
four times a week, and that shameful conduct, it 
doesn’t hit the conscience of the individual?

A. Your Honor, we know married women who are 
ciuite advanced in their marriage —

Q. I am talking about children, not about married 
women. I am talking about the shamefulncss of these 
children that come to see you. You say they feel a sense 
of shame when this happens.

A. Yes, surely. Now, take for instance —
Q. And it continues on. They feel a sense of shame 

and still continue on, and on, and on until the girl be
comes pregnant, and then what?

A. Which is usually very quickly, unfortunately.
Q. I don’t know.
A. It is. Let me give you a specific example. In Fort 
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Pierce, Florida, we developed the Child Care Center, 
dealing with people whose cultural level knew very 
little about sexuality, only that it was bad. In a popu
lation of 12,000 we had 1200 illigitimate births, that 
is, 1200 unwed mothers under the age of 21. Most of the 
girls who had become unwed mothers were from 
strongly Christian homes. This was very upsetting to 
my colleagues, and we wanted to find out why.

Q. It should be, not only upsetting to your colleagues, 
but upsetting to everybody.

A. But if you feel your whole life’s work is being 
perverted because of your own failure we found, num
ber one, these girls did not know what adultery or 
fornication meant, only that it was supposed to be 
sinful. Number two, we found they had been trained 
that they could not say no to the demands of the man 
because of the values their subculture creates. No one 
had ever worked among this group of people and ex
plored generally. Now, we find it is possible to change 
this; but because of the fact that the mothers were 
quite often away at religious exercises, rather than 
dealing with their family, we actually had the rather 
hilarious scene of ministers going around encouraging 
mothers not to go to church so frequently. These chil
dren must be given real information, that they can 
understand if they are to avoid the pitfalls of the life 
that surrounds them. These children were so completely 
innocent —

Q. Of intent?
A. —that they did not know what it was that was 

sinful.
Q. I don’t understand you.
A. They did not know what copulation was. They 

did not what what fornication or adultery was in specific 
clear-cut terms. This is an extremely impoverished seg
ment of our culture, but it is not as small as it might 
seem. It is extensive throughout the United States, 
as much as one-fifth o f our population.

Q. We have—and you know we have—young girls, 
young men in college, seniors in high school. Would 
you say they do not know what copulation was?

A. This is a different type, although it is frequent in 
my experience that boys and girls in high school, par
ticularly the girls, do not really know what is involved. 
They know enough —

Q. Ndw, wait a minute. You mean they don’t know 
what is involved in the way of responsibiilty?

A. They don't know—for instance, quite frequently 
a young girl comes after one of the high school courses 
in Effective Living and Family Counseling and will say, 
“I understand how the sperm gets to the egg, and so 
forth and so on. but I don’t know how it gets there in 
the first place.” They don’t know the actual action of 
sexuality. It is my feeling this should be taught in 
the family, not in classrooms, but the families are un
prepared to teach it.

Q. Why should sexuality be taught to a 12-year-old 
girl or boy who hopes to be married sometime when 
they are 18 or ID? In other words, the pleasures of sex 
and how to have sexual relations in order to get the 
most out of it? Why should not the facts be taught and 
not beyond that?

A. I think these things should be the background 
against which they are brought up, not diagrams on 
the wall or recorded demonstrations, or things of this 
sort, but parents should freely and casually speak be
fore the children; but it is a traumatic experience in our
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culture. We don't know how to deal with it with our 
children. So, we have to take some special effort to 
teach them. Then in terms of particularly a large urban 
segment we have to tell our children certain things to 
protect themselves, because there are overly mature, 
only in a very narrow sense, boys and girls who will 
prey on the innocent. We have many cases of adoles
cents who come in in psychic shock because they have 
been exploited by their more “enlightened” or depraved 
cohorts. It is necessary for them to have a sense of 
awareness about what is going on so they can protect 
themselves and make some real moral choices.

Q. Talking about protection, are you talking about 
that the girl should carry a contraceptive in her 
pocketbook ? L

A. No. The kinds of things that are involved in sexu
ality, so that she can make her own present moral de
cision. If we ignore that we can't make a free choice. 
If we are well informed, we can.

Q. If she makes a moral choice at age of 13 to have 
sexual relations and knows all about it, it is all right?

A. No. I am saying they didn't have the choice that 
might be made because it is necessary to prepare them, 
because in my counseling experience there are far too 
many girls at 13 having their first child. If they had 
had more information they not only would have been 
able to have contraceptives, but not even engaged in 
the sexual relationship itself. They did so out of ignor
ance, and they did so because we moral leaders and 
authorities have failed in our job of communicating to 
them in terms they can understand, and it is our re
sponsibility.

Q. So, you think the circulation of this book in all 
ages down to a certain age—whatever, you didn't men
tion—it would be worthwhile among men and women, 
girls and boys?

A. I think like all other books, Your Honor, including 
the Bible, we use our good sense.

Q. I am only talking about this book, not the Bible 
or any other.

A. I am saying this book is like all other books. I use 
my good sense about it. In the first place, it is not at
tractive to an 11-year-old. I doubt if they would want 
to read it at all. In the second place, I try to place all 
of my work in a certain framework and direction.

Q. I am not talking about you. I am talking about 
someone else as the book is on the stands, the mails, or 
whatever it is. Not what you do. Do you think that wide 
circulation of this book would be perfectly all right?

A. I think it would serve as a ventilation from the 
kind of horrible trash that is freely available: the 
books which are on any newsstand which show sodomy, 
lesbianism, homosexuality, and adultery freely prac
ticed.

Q. Isn’t it in this book?
A. But dealt with in an unshameful way, a dry way, 

a straightforward way.
Q. That’s a question for me. In your opinion, it is 

unshameful?
A. In my opinion and in my experience of using this 

book widely among quite average American women and 
man, the impact of this book is that it has a ventilat
ing and health-giving effect; that it does not create a 
sense of lustfulness or overt sexual desire; and certain
ly does not create the sense of shame, but ventilates 
the shame realistically and tends to do away with some
12

of the glitter that we have in our society associated 
with sex and all of its trappings. It is my feeling,
Your Honor —

Q. You think that this book was written by the author 
with a sense of shame?

A. No, I don’t.
Q. It was the experiences of the author or whatever

it was?
A. That’s what it is represented as, yes.
Q. And regardless of the experiences in here, you 

say part of it is to teach the reader that some of these 
things, as a result of doing them, they should have a 
sense of shame. That’s what I don't understand.

A. No, I don’t think that.
Q. That’s why I don’t understand your story.
A. When I use the term “sense of shame,” I am not 

talking about theological guilt.
Q. You are not talking about a sin?
A. I am not—when I talk about the sense of shame,

I am talking about a pathological or a neurotic condi
tion.

Q. You are talking about a sense of shame, of being 
remorseful?

A. No, I am talking about it as a morbid fascination 
coupled with a morbid and unhealthy sense of guilt 
which is not related to the reality of the situation 
which is a wallowing in guiltiness, which is a form of 
sexual perversion in itself. Now, this is what I mean 
when I talk about a sense of shame. This book in its 
very dry and straightforward way does not sell sex in 
the way that almost everything that surrounds our peo
ple and our culture does. I think it has to be seen in 
context that freely available to them are pulp maga
zines with lurid covers and lurid insides, hard core 
pornography, comic books and the one or two-page let
ters dealing directly with filth and perversion, violence 
and deep shamefulness and disgust. These are immedi
ately and freely circulated throughout our society.
Added on to that, the girly magazines, the moving pic
ture shows and the rest of the expressions of mass 
culture. We are a culture that packages and processes 
and sells sex in a perverted form.

One of the real values of this book is that it cuts sex 
down to size—not really a glorious, ecstatic thing that 
is the end and goal of all lives, but simply one thing 
that can be solid and enjoyed and can be one of the 
bases of a sound life. It casts itself in a proper per
spective because of its very simplicity and its recount
ing over and over again of these terrible frustrating 
and unenjoyable experiences and this terrible inability 
with sexual pleasure and sexual enjoyment to reach a 
full and solid and satisfying life. This in contrast to 
the movie goddesses is a very wholesome and very 
moral and almost puritanical thing. I think it has to be 
seen in that context.

Q. You mean it has to be; if it isn’t seen in that 
context, then what?

A. Well, this is the way I see it and the way I use it;
I work with children whose most common expression 
is a 4-letter perversion. This is their form of greeting 
and is common and extending in our culture. I work 
with adults whose common form of recreation is the 
telling of dirty, obscene and pornographic stories.

Now, these people may be rejected, out of hand, and 
say they are too guilty to regenerate, or we may look 
and say. “Here is where they are. This is the filth they 
have been taught about sex. Let us now try to do a
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cleansing job.” And the cleansing job cannot simply be 
done with platitudes, but must be done by getting in 
and walking and working in the world, not accepting it, 
but taking it as it is and living by our own standards 
and teaching our own message. I think this is what we 
are trying to do—the people who use this kind of book 
and who recognize its real value, and it does have a 
tremendous value in this kind of counseling.

Q. If you take the book as a whole, it approves of 
adultery, does it not?

A. That’s the author who approves of adultery. I think 
the impact of the book is to teach that the simple 
search for sexual satisfaction does not lead to other 
satisfactions.

Q. Doesn’t lead to other satisfactions?
A. It does not lead to a stable life at all. It does not 

lead to financial security. It does not lead to the kind 
of relationship that our people are looking for in mar
riage. That is, the sense of intimacy, the sense of 
poetry, the sense of lyricism, the sense of strength and 
security that a marriage gives and is intensified by sex. 
We have intensification without anything to intensify, 
and this is clear to people who read this book as they 
go through it. It completely relieves their sense, though, 
of their fantasies, and this is very important, too, be
cause their fantasies are couched against the kind of 
world in which they live.

You can walk down the streets in the town in which 
I live and within a block you could purchase 3 or 4 
hundred different books that you would not permit in 
your house, and I don’t permit in mine, but they are 
freely available to our children when they come into 
our sports center, when they come into our remedial 
reading centers, when they come into our various other 
kinds of programs. They have them in their hip pockets. 
They are talking about them. They are carried around 
—the women in the black lingerie, and they have drawn 
large sexual organs on them and have written some 
pornographic statements underneath and are talking 
about them in this way.

Now, we can go and shout and scream at them and 
tell them they are wrong, and all we do is alienate them. 
Or we can come and sit down and say, look, this thing 
is valuable, this thing is natural, this thing is one of 
the best things in life, but it is only one part of life, 
and it is not really the glorious thing you think it is, 
but it is not dirty and vile and filthy.

It certainly should not be the basis of the kind of 
vicious exploitation that we have among our youngsters. 
And the very viciousness of it need not be a physical 
kind of violence but is a thing our little girls are 
taught. They are taught to be courtesans, to paint them
selves attractively, and the newspapers are filled with 
columns which, if they were entitled appropriately, 
would say, ‘‘How to look like a successful prostitute.” 
This is exactly what they should be titled, and the 
whole intent is to exploit the male and, conversely, the 
boys are taught all their ways to impress and so on 
with girls. The sexual manuals—for instance, there is 
one, ‘‘What To Tell Your Child About Sex,” by the Child 
Study Association, which refuses to take a stand on 
specific situations and is simply ambiguous. “In some 
towns this is all right, and in some towns, that is all 
right,” and talks generally about petting and necking, 
terms that from one location to another have different 
meanings, and gives no guidance at all. And yet right
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in the middle of this supposed guide for morality is a 
whole guide on how to be attractive, how to be popu
lar; and essentially, how to be attractive and how to be 
popular is how to have sexual lure.

Now, this is what we teach our children, and I think 
we need to respond to this, not simply with moral 
judgment but with a realistic understanding of what 
the real value of sex is and with a complete ability to 
talk to these people in their own terms and to allow 
the free circulation of literature that talks about sex 
without shame and that describes many kinds of sexual 
experiences and their natural consequences. Out of that 
kind of freedom I am convinced and it is my experi
ence with families, that families will come to a moral 
choice that is much more superior than I can give them 
through preaching.

Q. You think that this book lends to the situation that 
a female should do whatever she thinks is necessary to 
give the male the greatest sexual happiness as a result 
of having relations with her and also at the same time 
that he should do the same for the female regardless 
of what method’ of sexual relations is used ?

A. I think it is generally accepted among both pas
toral counselors and psychologists—I know this; I 
don’t think it —

Q. I am talking about you, what you think.
A. Well, I am just putting this in a framework, that 

between married couples, as long as it is done with 
delicacy, with concern for the feelings of one another, 
that there is nothing that should be condemned in terms 
of a sexual relationship so long as the integrity of one 
another is recognized.

Q. And in the form in this book, the sexual form as 
set forth in this book that you have read?

A. They are—I don’t think that there is—no, I am 
certain that there is not a sexual form in this book 
that is regarded as perverse by the general profession 
so long as —

Q. I am talking about you.
A. As long as there is integrity.
Q. I am talking about you.
A. No, so long as it was in the proper framework.
Q. And as set forth in this book?
A. This is the natural and proper evolution of the 

relationship between two human beings. Now, as I said 
before, I think the evolution of this is an intimate and 
private thing and that we can prepare our families to 
give this kind of training by giving them a general 
sense of ventilation and ease about discussing sex and 
being open about talking about sex.

As I said, the church does not mean—as the impli
cation of the counselor semed to mean—that one is 
open and loose in one’s morals, but simply that one 
talks as our ancestors did. We couldn’t- read Luther in 
most open meetings because his language was quite 
scatological. Most of my grandparents, who were all 
Baptist preachers, have left memoirs and diaries which 
are full of very direct comments about the kind of 
counseling they gave in this regard when they were 
country preachers directly related to their people. They 
knew they could not talk in high-flown terms, so they 
talked very directly and very easily to their people.

Q. I ask you again, do you give your stamp of ap
proval on the methods of sexual relationships set forth 
in this book, and the question can be answered yes or 
no.
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A. I couldn’t phrase it that way. Your Honor.
Q. Why can’t you?
A. I would have to say within the—in the way that 

I did—with married couples.
Q. I am talking about between married couples, lim

ited to married couples.
A. All right. So long as the integrity of one another 

is respected and so long as it is a natural and easy de
velopment of a loving couple, then I don’t recall any
thing described in the book which I regard or which 
is generally regarded as perverse.

Q. I am talking about you, whether you —
A. I said I regard or as is generally regarded as 

perverse.
Q. I am not speaking about the particular situation 

I read here this morning where the relationship was 
between a male and female.

A. You are speaking about what is legally defined as 
sodomy?

Q. Unmarried. But if the relationship had been be
tween husband and wife.

A. Yes.
Q. Married. It would have received your stamp of 

approval as proper?
A. I don’t put stamps of approval on what people’s 

private behavior —
Q. What words would you want to use?
A. No, I would say again that the intimate relation

ships of a loving couple in marriage, so long as they 
have developed naturally and with regard for the integ
rity of one another, that there is no such thing as per
version.

Q. Now, will you read what I read this morning, 
what I asked the doctor to read? Read the first four 
paragraphs on page 207. sir. . . . Now. then, I have 
asked you a question with regard to the relationship 
that is there.

A. I repeat, this does not describe—so long as it is 
in the boundaries that I have stated—this does not de
scribe a perversion; it describes a kind of sexual rela
tionship which is generally regarded as quite permis
sible and proper so long as it is within the right frame
work.

Q. And you regard it so individually?
A. That’s right, but so long as it is within that kind 

of framework, nor do I think it is the kind of thing that 
can be directively done by counseling, something that 
a counselor can indicate is possible.

* * *
Mr. Creamer: Do I understand you to say the author, 

in expressing what happened to her. these various sex
ual episodes, did not enjoy wbat was going on?

A. I would say the main impact of the book is that 
most of her experiences are unsatisfactory and unen- 
joyable and this is the main feeling that most people 
get out of it.

Q. Unenjoyable physically?
A. Except for relationships with two individuals.
Q. Well, then, let me ask you this: From your reading 

of the book, from the description of the various acts of 
sexual intercourse and other sexual acts, was she phy
sically enjoying them at the time? Were the partners 
physically enjoying them at the time, from a fair read
ing of the book?

A. She seemed to get physical enjoyment from two 
men in the book.
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Q. She just seemed to?
A. This is what she expressed.
Q. And which two men were they?
A. It was the doctor and the—I don’t recall the other 

name, but it was —
Q. Bill Iverson ? Directing your attention to Page 

1G7, the last paragrph on the top of page 168, to the 
three dots. Do you get the impression she enjoyed that 
with Bill Iverson?

A. Yes, I do.
Q. And directing your attention to page 171, the last 

paragraph and the first paragraph on page 172, did she 
enjoy that episode wih Bill Iverson?

A. Yes, she does.
Q. And how about her sexual relations with her first 

husband before she married him, did she indicate any 
satisfaction with them?

A. I think you are perhaps misunderstanding. What 
I am saying is that I am talking about a totally satis
factory relationship. She obviously didn’t with her 
first husband or she would not have left him.

Q. Well, these portrayals of sex, these sexual acts in 
here, are not portrayed as if they are unenjoyable in 
themselves, are they? You are not suggesting that?

A. I have not suggested that at all. I have said again 
and again that there is a great expression here of the 
techniques and means of reaching sexual satisfaction 
and that this is the main import and purpose of the 
author, it seems to me. It is her own philosophy. How
ever, what I am talking about is, first of all, a deep, 
lasting, even sexual satisfaction she does not seem to 
have developed and, more importantly, what I am talk
ing about is the depth of a totally satisfying relation
ship with the man. This is not described.

Q. It isn’t described with Dr. Adler?
A. No, it isn’t. In fact, I think it is the most impor

tant impact reading this has on people. The average 
person who reads this is aware of the failure of this 
relationship to move beyond anything other than a 
purely and simply sexual relationship, even though it 
is a friendly and nice and intimate relationship. It does 
not spread itself to form any kind of base for either 
of these lives. In fact, both of them have serious kinds 
of protections which they establish for themselves.

The impact of this on the average person who reads 
it is to be aware that there are definite limitations and 
definite dangers to the moral philosophy espoused by 
the author: and the impact, while it is to quite simply 
and easily discuss these things, is certainly not to sell, 
in a way that sex is sold all around us, the enjoyment 
of sex as the key to all other satisfactions.

I must insist again that this book must be seen with
in the framework of what our people and youngsters 
are taught daily, that sex itself is the key, that glamour 
itself is the key. They are seduced time and again and 
again by this philosophy, by almost every public ex
pression of culture that surrounds them, that sex and 
glamour is the key.

Q. And the fact that she describes episode after epi
sode of getting enjoyment out of it without responsi
bility, you feel is of no moment to the significance of 
this book?

A. Certainly it is of no moment.
Q. Because you read in something that isn’t written, 

but something that you infer, that her relationships 
were not happy?
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A. It is implicitly written into the book. It is very 
clear what her philosophy is and what she wants out 
of a relationship with a man, and this is one of the 
values of the book. It is clear.

1 say it is clear that she is not seeking anything 
more with another person and it is very clear also that 
she does not regard sex as the key to other kinds of 
pleasures, other kinds of satisfaction and other kinds 
o f responsibilities, and it is quite implicitly clear in 
the book that when you do not take certain kinds of 
responsibilities in a sexual embrace, that you have 
severe limitations in your relationship with that per
son subsequently.

Now, the author thinks that this is good. The aver
age person in our society does not think that this is 
good, is looking for a different kind of guidance, and 
reads this exactly for what it is—an easy, straightfor
ward account of sexual experiences, a recounting of the 
terrible frustrations of a woman moving toward some 
kind of solution of her problems, and gets generally a 
ventilation of these feelings and explicitly learns the 
philosophy that I was saying—explicitly: I am not in
ferring. This is my experience from giving this book 
to numbers of people, that what they learned from it is 
that sexual satisfaction in and of itself may be quite 
good, in and of itself, but that this philosophy has 
severe restrictions, and that if you are going to get 
other kinds o f enjoyment you must also take responsi
bility for the sexual embrace.

* * *
Mr. Creamer: In rebuttal, Your Honor, the Govern

ment calls Dr. Frignito.
Q. Dr. Frignito, what is your educational background?
A. 1 am a physician graduated from the Hahnemann 

Medical College and Hospital in 1938. Licensed to prac
tice medicine in the State of Pennsylvania as of 1939, 
and I specialized in the field of neurology and psychi
atry, certified by the Hoard, the American Board of 
Neurology and Psychology in 1945.

Q. And would you give us a little of your general 
background; since you graduated from medical school 
what have you been doing?

A. Following my regular internship I was a resident 
and a fellow in psychiatry and neurology at the Phila
delphia State Hospital which qualified me to be a spe
cialist in my field. Since that time I have been in the 
practice of psychiatry and neurology and have been 
teaching at the Hahnemann Medical College, and pres
ently hold the title of associate professor of neurology. 
I am the visiting chief psychiatrist at the Philadelphia 
General Hospital since 1946. I am a consultant in 
neurology to the Veterans' Administration Hospital, 
and I am a medical director and chief psychiatrist of 
the County Court of Philadelphia.

Q. How long have you been chief psychiatrist of the 
County Court of Philadelphia?

A. Since 1955, but I have been with the court since 
1947 as an examing psychiatrist and neurologist.

Q. And what have some of your duties been with re
gard to the County Court?

A. T am fully responsible to the judiciary for the 
psychological, psychiatric and medical examinations of 
all juveniles who come to our attention at court. I am 
also responsible for the conduct of examinations for 
men and women who come to the attention of our court. 
The medical department of which I am director per
forms on the average each year approximately 6,000
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psychiatric and psychological examinations, and ap
proximately 8,000 physical examinations on all these 
individuals.

Q. Thank you, Doctor. Have you read The. Housewife's 
Handbook on Selective Promiscuity by Key Anthony?

A. Yes, sir, I have.
Q. Do you think it has any medical value?
A. No, I do not.
Q. Why?
A. Because it gives a distorted viewpoint on sexual 

behavior of women, and the type of behavior that is 
called, say, prevalent in our community.

Q. Does it have any beneficial effect in psychiatry; is 
it o f any value psychiatrically?

A. No. In fact, I think it is a menace. It is a dan
gerous book. I think it is a very misleading book, and 
can lead to a lot of chaotic situations, because my in
terpretation o f the book, it fosters promiscuity. It fos
ters sexual perversity. It recommends, practically—I 
don’t say “recommends,” but implies that adultery is 
all right and fornication is all right, and all types of 
sexual perversions are all right. So, I interpret this 
book as being very vicious and very dangerous.

Q. Would this book have any value to you as a prac
ticing psychiatrist in treating patients?

A. I would never use a book like this, because I think 
a book like this would upset any person, whether that 
person is being treated by a psychiatrist or not being 
treated. I think it is very dangerous to the majority of 
people in the community. I don’t think it would be a 
threat to, say, a professional person who has training 
and knowledge in this sort of business, but I think for 
the majority of our people and particularly the adoles
cent boy and girl it certainly is a very dangerous thing.

Q. Have you had experience with adolescents in your 
practice?

A. Yes. We examine quite a number in our court, 
and over the years I have examined many thousands 
of cases of boys and girls who come to our court. My 
experience has been with this type of book and of course 
similar books —

Mr. Diekstein: I object to the characterization of a 
book as “this type of book” unless the doctor indicates 
what other material he is referring to which has been 
read by adolescents under his care.

Mr. Creamer: He said books of a similar nature.
The Court: If he talks about this book—are you 

talking about this particular book. The Housewife's 
Handbook on Sexual (sic) Promiscuity?

The Witness: I would say I know of no adolescent 
that read this book, but I would say that the material 
contained in this book would be dangerous for an ado
lescent boy. In my experience in court, what this type 
of book results in causes delinquency.

Mr. Diekstein: Objection.
The Court: Overruled.
The Witness: It encourages all types of sex behavior, 

say, masturbation. It increases sexual promiscuity, and 
it has contributed to the increase in illegitimacy among 
our adolescent boys and girls so that now we are seeing 
girls 13 and 11 in our courts who have become pregnant 
because of illicit sexual relations, and it has—the inci
dence of homosexuality has increased considerably, par
ticularly in the last ten years. In fact, there has been 
an increase in sex offenses in the last ten years, 50% In 
some cases, and as high as 80% as a result.

(Concluded next month)
w
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co-existing
by Saul Heller

For Bigger and Better Neurotics
Representative Carl Vinson* wants Congress to make 

it a court-martial offense for servicemen to obey a 
Defense Department order intended to eliminate off- 
base segregation.

If Mr. Vinson has his way, soldiers may find them
selves risking court-martial if they obey the order, and 
also chancing it if they don’t. If any of tlfem in the 
face of a dilemma like this escape neuroses, they are 
probably Communists at heart, and should be sepa
rated from the service.

With continuing developments of this kind, it is not 
inconceivable that psychiatrists will have to be used as 
soldiers, since they’ll be the only mentally fit people left.

Coming back to Mr. Vinson’s proposal—it is a curious 
feature of present-day life in the United States, par
ticularly down South, that officials sworn to obey our 
laws disobey them, but insist that others do the same. 
They even get laws passed to force people to disobey 
the laws they object to.

Compelling people who want to obey our laws to 
disobey them certainly smacks of a unique combination 
of dictatorship and anarchy. A citizen who wants to be 
loyal to the incompatible and contending forces in our 
Federal and State governments requires, not merely a 
split personality, but a fragmented one.

The directive Mr. Vinson objects to authorizes mili
tary commanders to forbid servicemen to enter off-base 
areas that practice "relentless discrimination against 
Negroes.’’ Looks as if off-base areas seeking to escape 
a boycott will be forced to discriminate on alternate 
days only.

The Perils o f  Justice
An unusual protest against slum conditions was 

made recently in New York City by eight members cf 
the Congress of Racial Equality. Broken furniture, 
torn mattresses, rusted metal cabinets and other rub
bish was gathered from behind a row of run-down, 
rat-infested tenements on New York’s Lower East 
Side, trucked to City Hall, and dumped on City Hall 
Plaza. The demonstrators were promptly arrested, and 
subsequently sentenced to serve five to ten days' in jail.

The illegal dumping of the rubbish at its original 
slum sight was not punished, but its transfer to City 
Hall Plaza was, indicating tJiat littering is Dermissible 
as long as its purpose is anti-social. As soon as litter
ing is done with constructive intent, punishment is 
swift.

This selectivity on the part of a judicial system that 
is supposed to provide uniform law enforcement did 
not trouble the Assistant District Attorney prosecuting 
the case. Not only did the Assistant D.A. request and 
obtain jail sentences for the would-be reformers—he 
rubbed salt into their wounds by asserting "the courts 
must be as militant as those who violate the law.”

The assertion is worth examining, since similar 
statements are often made with more sincerity than
H

is evident in the present case. Two false premises are 
present: one, that our courts are intended to enforce 
the law and two, that their function is to dispense 
justice.

The absurdity of the first premise is readily appar
ent. The courts do not enforce the laws covering gam
bling, racketeering, housing violations, traffic viola
tions, discrimination, and numerous other offenses.
That is, they do not enforce them to the extent re
quired by the law. Slapping a small fine on a gambler, 
or delinquent landlord or pornography peddler—the 
usual story in such cases—cannot be considered pun
ishment. A legitimate businessman would be charged 
more for a license to operate.

Senate investigators were recently told that nine 
hundred and seventy-six gang murders have taken 
place in Chicago since 1919; in only two cases were 
the killers arrested and convicted. The general picture 
is not much different in other big cities. A mob killer 
runs a greater risk driving in traffic than he incurs as 
a result of police or court action.

Perhaps the chief reason why most law’s are not uni
formly enforced is that enforcement may tread on the 
toes of people who have some political power. Our 
judges are. in the main, neither law enforcers nor dis
pensers of justice, but power brokers. They turn to the 
direction where power is greater as inevitably as the 
needle of a compass turns to the North magnetic pole.

The courts are not insensitive to justice—they just 
realize that a little of it goes a long way. Dealing out 
justice in our society is a dangerous business; the less 
the courts have to do with justice, the smaller the 
chance of a judge getting into serious trouble with 
politicians or the public at large .

Justice is an ideal, and like our other ideals, it is 
safer in cold storage than out in the hurly-burly of 
daily affairs. We use it on state occasions and, when 
the pomp and ceremony are over, return it to the 
vaults until another great occasion arises.

The lack of a real connection between the courts and 
law' enforcement is most clearly visible down South, 
where the courts function, not to enforce Federal laws, 
but to flout them or, less frequently, to determine how 
much Federal law' evasion can be tolerated.

The basic function of our courts is to prevent indi
viduals from taking the law into their own hands. Such 
activity would be dangerous, since it could, in many 
cases, produce a greater measure of justice than our 
society is prepared to accept.

The Pecking Order
G. Mennen Williams, Assistant Secretary of State 

for African Affairs, bemoans the problems the U.S. 
faces as leader of the free world. It’s difficult to build 
a satisfactory image of Uncle Sam, lover of liberty, 
when Americans keep coming on stage, chasing Negroes 
with dogs, firehoses and electric prods.

Since the behavior of so many of our citizens does 
not really support our proclaimed love for freedom,
W'hy can't wfe be practical, and change the kind of 
image we are trying to project abroad to one more 
closely corresponding to the original? Why, in short, 
can’t we become the leaders of the unfree world?

Whatever the foreign problems we would have to 
face, schizophrenia should no longer be among them.
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