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Views and Opinions.
Christmas.

The twenty-fifth of December was a festive season 
long before Christianity was heard of, and it will 
remain a season when one looks forward with 
renewed hope, long after Christianity, as a  religion, 
is numbered with the other historic delusions o f the 
world. ' Even with ourselves we cannot help making 
the period of the winter solstice a time for congratu
lation that we have reached a seasonal turning point, 
and can look forward to the return of spring with 
its revival o f vegetation and its renewal of sunny 
days and flower-sprinkled green fields. But to our 
remote ancestors, whose thought forms still surround 
us in the grim religions o f the Churches— Christian 
and other— the season carried with it still greater 
significance, and no small amount of fear. Crouched 
in caves or huddled in rude shelters, winter brought 
with it discomfort and terror. The return o f the 
strength o f the light and life giving sun was a 
matter o f doubt and anxiety. The short dark days 
filled them with apprehension, and the first indica
tion o f their lengthening brought with it a sense of 
relief. There was thus to these primitive peoples a 
literal rebirth of the Sun, which Christians to-day 
ignorantly celebrate with the alteration of an “  O ”  
for a “  U .”  And with the development o f the 
human intelligence and the elaboration of 
mythologies, the world saw a personifying of 
natural forces, and in its Christian form— which is 
really pre-Christian— the rebirth o f the Sun-God 
after the death of winter with his complete revival 
at the spring festival and the promise of yet another 
harvest for mankind. Christmas and Easter are 
both nature— solar— festivals. Christianity simply 
took them over from its predecessors, adding little, 
confusing much, and lying more lustily about it as a 
more critical and a more informed intelligence came 
upon the scene.

* * *
A Dual Falsehood.

So far as Christianity is concerned Christmas 
embodies a double-barrelled falsehood. There is

the lie historical, and there is the lie moral. It 
claims to be the anniversary of one Jesus Christ, 
born of a virgin, crucified by Pilate, and raised 
again from the dead. It is nothing of the kind. 
There never was since the dawn o f human life any 
person who came into being other than by the 
ordinary way. And there was never a  person who, 
once dead, did not remain dead. We do not need 
elaborate enquiry nor a judicial examination to say 
these things; we know that such events never 
occurred. These stories are the creation of ignor
ance, perpetuated largely by knaves, and only 
accepted as literal truths by fools. Birth and death 
are not events that adapt themselves to the rank or 
quality o f the individual. Great or small, genius or 
idiot, we come into the world in the same manner 
and we depart by the same road. A s the Bible itself 
tells us, in this matter “  man hath no pre-eminence 
over the beast.”  It is not the birthday of a man who 
became God that we celebrate on Dec. 25, it is 
truly the anniversary o f a myth, o f a number of 
superstitious that were already grey with age when 
the Galilean peasant was fabled to have been bom. 
The anniversary was not even peculiar to the 
Christian deity. Hercules, and Osiris, and Bacchus, 
and Adonis, and Mithra, were all bom at this 
season o f the year, and all had their anniversaries 
celebrated in much the same manner. In this Jesus 
Christ did but follow the fashion. Writing of pre- 
Christian Syria, Sir James Frazer says that at the 
time o f the winter Solstice “  the celebrants retired 
into certain inner shrines, from which at midnight 
they issued with a loud cry, ‘ The Virgin hath 
brought forth. The light is w axing.’ ” . The birth 
o f Mithra was celebrated in the same way. In 
short, there is not a single ceremony attaching to 
Christmas, from Christmas trees to visiting, from 
new bom gods to plum puddings, that we cannot 
trace back to our pre-Christian ancestors, and thence 
finally to the primitive savage, who is the true and 
“  Onlie begetter ”  o f all the gods that have ever 
afflicted a bemused humanity.

* * *
Peace on Earth!

So much for the historic lie o f the Christian 
Christmas. It is now almost a twice-told talc. The 
teachers o f Christianity know the truth, even though 
the pupils are being kept in ignorance. And the 
moral lie o f Christmas is scarce less obvious. 
Christianity came, so runs the legend, to bring peace 
on earth and good will to all men. Has it done so ? 
1 he first clear sight we have of Christians is that 

o f a body o f people whose savagery and malevolence 
were without bounds where religion was concerned. 
It made persecution a duty, and it raised intolerance 
to the level o f a virtue. On the matter o f war it 
has, perhaps, the blackest record o f any religion under



818 THE FREETHINKER December 26, 1920

the sun. The pagan world at least left warfare as 
it was; it was open to all to see it in its native 
brutality. Christianity gave it just that moral and 
religious covering that was needed to give it per
manence. It sanctified war without humanising it. 
It gave the world a war o f sects, and it established 
the sect o f war on so firm a foundation that even 
to-day people are not civilised enough to be ashamed 
of it. The Christian Church took war under its 
patronage, and used it, as it has used all else, to 
establish its dominion over the mind of man. Step 
by step with the Christianising of the world we have 
seen the growth o f the war spirit, the sanctifying of 
the spirit o f slaughter, the petitions offered to the 
Christian deity for victory in battle, and thanks 
returned for enemies killed. Their very Churches are 
littered with monuments to soldiers, and with battle 
flags that are shot-riddled, or taken from defeated 
enemies. It was not without significance, and with 
an unconscious eye to the fitness o f things, that two 
years ago a service was held in St. Paul’s Cathedral 
with a couple o f guns in full view o f the congrega
tion. It was a fit illustration of the way in which 
crude cunning harnesses brute force to its service. 
And yet it is this religion which has the impudence to 
call Mohammedanism a religion o f the sw ord ! 
Mohammedans might at least plead that they have 
not added hypocrisy to their militarism.

* * *

The Clergy and the War.
We have only just emerged from a colossal war. 

It was not a war forced upon a Christian people by 
non-Christians. It was created by people, in all 
countries, that had been for generations cradled 
under the dominating influence o f the Christian 
Church. And when that war came upon the world in 
1914 many were astonished to find the clergy in all 
countries active preachers o f the gospel o f war, and 
telling their followers that the first duty o f a 
Christian was not to restrain the war spirit, but to 
kill as many of the enemy as possible. I do not 
know that there was any adequate cause for surprise 
in this. The clergy were only acting up to their 
record. In the whole o f Christian history there has 
never been a war that has not received the active 
support o f the established Churches. In our own 
country, there has not during the past two centuries 
been a period o f twenty years— perhaps not ten—  
during which we have not been conducting a war 
somewhere or other. Not, o f course, always with 
one o f the “  Great Powers,”  the modem nation 
thinks twice before it enters on a war with a power
ful people— that is an indication o f the kind of 
chivalry that warfare breeds. But we have been at 
war, nevertheless. And in all these wars, big and 
little, justifiable and unjustifiable, the clergy have 
never as a  body been on the side o f peace. They 
have always been ready to bless the cannon and to 
consecrate the battleship. Never have they had the 
decency to say that if  the passions and the groed of 
men made war inevitable, it was not their business 
to preach it. Had they done otherwise, had the 
huge army o f clergy in every country preached the 
inevitable iniquity o f war, its unavoidable brutalisa
tion and demoralisation, they might easily have 
created a passion against war that would by now have 
made it one o f the rarest occurrences. For that is 
the only thing that will end war. W ar will never 
end by its being made dangerous or expensive. War

will only come to an end when it is made morally 
repulsive and intellectually ridiculous.

* * *
War and Education.

While I write there are two items o f news which 
show how far removed we are from that stage. The 
one is that Lord Rothermere, one o f our yellow 
journalist magnates, backs up the Government, with 
its chapel-bred Premier, in the declaration that we 
must economise on education— not on armaments—  
because an education that was “  good enough for 
the heroes of the Great W ar is good enough for the 
children o f to-day.”  The fo o l! A  more intelligent 
man would realise that if  the people o f the world 
had been better educated— genuinely educated— the 
“  heroes ”  o f the war might still be with us, perform
ing the far more useful task o f carrying on the .con
structive work of civilised social life. Our one 
hope o f preventing war in the future is that by some 
means or other the youth of the world will have a 
better education than the peoples have yet enjoyed. 
The second item comes from the almost moribund 
League o f Nations. Over a century ago Thomas 
Paine dreamed o f a  League o f  Nations that would 
prevent the recurrence o f war. Now, with the lesson 
o f the war before them, and with the devastation it 
has caused to emphasise the lesson, the representatives 
of France and Britain reply to a request that some
thing may be done towards the reduction o f arma
ments that they cannot be tied down. And the real 
meaning o f that is that both countries wish to be in 
a position to attack i f  they fancy their interests 
demand it. It is quite useless saying that these 
bloated armaments are merely for defence. A s 
Paine said, if  protection against attack is all that 
is required, that is secured more effectually by dis
armament than by running a competition as to which 
can get the largest army or navy. But they will not 
guarantee their own protection by suggesting to the 
world that they shall all disarm, for if  they did so 
the world might take them at their word. And then 
the power o f attack would be gone. Paine went to 
the root o f the matter when he said that the talk of 
defence was so much humbug. And so, having got 
rid o f one war, this Christian country, with the full 
support o f the clergy, is busy making preparations 
for another. W hat would Paine say if  he were 
alive to-day ?

# * *
Our Greatest Need.

What would the world be 1 ike without Christ ianity ? 
is a question often asked o f the Freethinker. May 
we not retort, what is the w'orld like with it ? Can 
we not think, on the basis o f the civilisations of 
Greece and Rome, that in all these centuries wc might 
easily have been better off than we arc? The 
Christian Church has for centuries had the dominat
ing voice in education and in social life, and the 
result is the world as we see it. Could it easily have 
been worse? On the most favourable judgment the 
influence o f the Christian Church has not been able 
to prevent the evil, and on a  less favourable one it 
has been instrumental in producing it. For it has 
stood as the bulwark o f every sinister interest that 
has made for the demoralisation o f the people. It 
has taught them to look forward to a  future life  and 
so dulled the real significance o f this one. T o  the 
poor it has taught patience, and to the wealthy it 
has taught charity, with the Church as almoner. It 
taught the divine right o f kings, and to the people
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the duty o f obedience. It taught that poverty was 
a divine institution, even while it fawned upon the 
rich for its gifts and endowments. And we to-day 
are reaping the results of tire centuries o f this 
religious domination. For man cannot altogether 
escape the consequences o f an evil heredity. We 
think in the forms that our ancestors have bequeathed 
to us ; we inherit their institutions, and it is the func
tion o f religion to see that these are modified as little 
as possible. That is why Freethought is the world’s 
most urgent need to-day. We can neither pray, nor 
legislate our way into a better social state. We can 
only think our way into it. The man who does not 
think is of necessity a slave, and his slavery is never 
so complete as when he prides himself on the posses
sion o f freedom.

Chapman Cohen.

Sin.

A n angel informed Joseph in a dream, that his wife 
would give birth to a son, conceived in her of the Holy 
Ghost, saying to him: “ And thou shalt call his name 
Jesus, for it is he that shall save his people from their 
sins.” Such is the Scriptural account of the Incarnat
ion. The Son of God came down to earth and was 
horn a second time of the Virgin Mary, thereby be
coming God-man, and Saviour of the world. As a 
Divine being pure and simple, he was incapable of 
accomplishing the world’s redemption; the task could 
be undertaken only by a Divinc“ luiman” person. That 
dogma will be repeated innumerable times throughout 
Christendom this Christmastide. The belief in it, how
ever, is steadily decaying, for the simple reason that 
thoughtful people no longer possess the sense of their 
innate sinfulness or utter lostness through Adam’s 
fall. As Sir Oliver Dodge says, the modern man does 
not trouble about his sins; and Dean Inge is respon
sible for the statement that among theologians, “  the 
tendency to ignore sin and fear, which is the shadow 
of sin, is very apparent in sermons and religious lit
erature.”  The very reverend gentleman is reported 
to have added : —

We have ceased to fear punishment, not because we 
possess that perfect love which castclh out fear, but 

because we do not think we deserve it. Common 
sense and morality have revolted against the dualism 
which divides the human race into two classes; the 
lost and the saved. In the old days people whispered 
that some were over bad for blessing, and over good 
for banning. Nowadays we say that about everybody.

Of course the Dean himself is a firm believer in the 
existence of sin, but not in the orthordox doctrine of 
sin. Addressing the Kingsway Fellowship at the 
Kingsvvay Hall the other Sunday, he expressed him
self thus:—

A being or species is capable of sin when it is cap
able of rising above its present condition, or of 
falling below it. Herein lies, it seems to me, the true 
meaning of the doctrine of original sin. The self is, 
after all, one, not two, and the enemy against whom 
we have to contend is part of ourselves. We must 
identify ourselves either with that which would draw 
us up, or that which would drag us down.

That is not the usual theological conception of sin. 
Even an Athiest might adopt that language, with the 
sole exception, perhaps, of the word sin. Dr. Jowett 
in an article in the Christian World for Dec. 16, 
represents the Gospel Jesus, as declaring that “ Sin 
perverts the relationship between man and God.”  We 
have looked in vain for anything like such a declarat
ion in the Four Gospels. It would be far more 
reasonable to attribute the idea to Paul than Jesus.

819

In any case, Dr. Jowett supplies us with the orthordox 
doctrine of sin. “ Sin”  he says, “ dims and dulls all 
our discernments and the Divine Fatherhood appears 
remote.” “ Your sins have separated between you and 
your God.”  They have made God our enemy and if 
we reject the promised redemption, his wrath will 
abide on us for “ever. Dr. Jowett’s orthodoxy glitters 
in every sentence. “ Sin,”  he exclaims, “ holds the 
powers of the soul in the destructive waste of moral 
disease.”  “ Sin is spiritual paralysis, and it is usually a 
creeping paralysis, the deadly disease extending its 
fatal influence over all our moral and spiritual pow
ers.”  The reverend gentleman waxes pathetically 
solemn as he piles sentence on sentence of the most 
morbid and depressing character. With amazing 
dexterity he plays upon the feelings of credulous read
ers. He is a past master in that superstitious art. To 
unbelievers his discriptions and appeals are extremely 
absurd. The sin he so glowingly depicts is, in their 
estimation, a creation of the theological imagination, 
and they are merely amused by what he says about it.

Now, the forgiveness of sin is, of course, quite as 
unreal as the sin. It is perfectly true that many 
Christians enjoy what they call peace with God 
through faith in the blood of Christ; and we have no 
desire to cast the least doubt on the reality of their 
enjoyment; but we are bound to point out that the degree 
of their enjoyment is determined by the strength and 
intensity of their faith. Whenever their faith weakens 
and their devotions are neglected, their joy dies down. 
“ When a man is forgiven and knows it,”  says Dr. 
Jowett, “ there is a wonderful sense of rightness, and
lightness, and openness, and freedom.......One cannot
say what it is like, for there is no anology at hand; 
there is nothing else which is like it.”  But the point 
to be bourne in mind is that the wonderful sense just 
described varies with the belief in the forgiveness. 
Christian experience is the outcome of the Christian 
faith, and it comes to an end the moment faith de
parts. Dr. Jowett will not face the fact that God does 
not exist except as an object of belief, and that 
Atheists have no sense of sin at all. God is solely 
a theologically constructed being, which accounts for 
the many different and conflicting conceptions of 
him held both in Christendom and Heathendom; and 
religious experience is different in different religions. 
As a man of faith Dr. Jowett gives an exceedingly 
eloquent account of what is accomplished by the 
Divilie forgiveness: —

It restores the sin-perverted relationship between 
man and God. It repairs the moral and spiritual 
tissues which have been wasted by sin. It sets a man 
in vital friendly consort with the universal order. It 
gives him comradeship With the mystic power which 
lights up the stars, and builds the templed hills, and 
breaths the fragrance of the flowers of the field.

What is wrong with that fine passage is that it is not 
true, that it does not deal with the facts, and that its 
assertions are purely metaphysical. The existence of 
God and man’s relationship with him are metaphy
sical assumptions insusceptible of pratical verification. 
Moral and spiritual tissues are likewise existent only 
to the fancy, while the universal order is the evolution
ary process which is subject to and guided by physical 
and chemical laws to which we must conform our con
duct, or be crushed by them. We have absolutely no 
knowledge of any “ mystic power”  apart from and 
above the universal order. Why did the reverend 
gentleman use such a vague phrase, when in reality all 
he meant was comradeship with God ?

Our conclusion is that sin in the theological sense 
is a mjdh, like God separation between whom and our
selves it is said to have caused. If that is true it is 
not necessary to characterize the Divine forgiveness 
as an empty dream. Religious experience is the result 
of regarding myth as truth and fable as fact, and
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endures only as long as that delusion prevails. If, 
however, by sins we understand the evils and wrongs 
so rampant in the world, we are obliged to affirm that 
Jesus was born in vain. From those evils and wrongs 
the God-man has not saved the people. He has not 
lived up to the character ascribed to him in the New 
Testament and by the Church in all ages . Looked at 
in the light of history the following verse is unutter
ably abrurd:—

Hark! the herald-angels sing 
Glory to the new born King,
Peace on earth and mercy mild,
God and sinners reconciled.
Joyful, all ye nations rise,
Join the triumph of the skies;
With the angelic host proclaim,
“ Christ is born in Bethlehem.”

Is it any wonder that students of history and existing 
social conditions are turning their backs upon the 
virgin bom Redeemer and his Church, and concen
trating their thoughts upon the resources of humanity 
itself, in the cultivation and exercise of which alone 
lies the hope of social salvation? The truth is that 
Christmas, as a Christian festival, is the most colos
sal farce conceivable. For two thousand years the 
moral progress of the world has been pratically nil. 
The tmth is that belief in, and reliance on the God- 
man have been obstacles to genuine social regener
ation. Expecting God in Christ to do everything for 
them, mankind have been loath to attempt to do any
thing for themselves. Realizing that the Babe of 
Bethlehem is of no avail they are at last facing the 
problems of social life in the confident hope of 
satisfactorily solving them. On Christmas Day we 
celebrate, not the birth of a new Saviour God, but the 
return of the sun with spring and summer, with all 
their treasures, in its train. J. T. L lo y d .

The Old, Old Story.
— ♦  —

Foul superstition! howsoe’er disguised—
Idol, saint, virgin, prophet, crescent, cross,
For whatsoever symbol thou art prized—
Thou sacerdotal gain, but general loss,
Who from true worship’s gold can separate thy dross ?

— Byron.

L arge numbers of little children are firm believers in 
the personality of Father Christmas and all his belong
ings, including those long, flowing whiskers, that com
fortable corpulence, and that capacious bag of presents. 
Still larger numbers of children of a larger growth pre
tend to believe that Yuletide is a festival which com
memorates “  God’s ”  birthday. Why “  God,”  who is 
described as eternal and omnipresent, should have a 
birthday at all is a question that these innocent folk 
never ask themselves. Perhaps they regard life as 
being too short for wasting time in such pleasant specu
lation.

Yet “  God’s ”  career upon earth is worth a little 
attention. Fifty thousand straight-faced clergymen in 
this country alone vouch for its accuracy, and hundreds 
of thousands of their followers support their pastors 
and masters in their allegation. The question presses 
for solution, and it is as well to recount the chief events 
of so astounding a career.

In nought b .c ., or nought a.d ., “  God ”  i9 alleged to 
have been born in a stable at Bethlehem. He is also 
said to have had but one parent, and scientific prejudice 
is in favour of two. The importance of his birth was 
such that a massacre of children was carried out in the 
hope of getting rid of the prodigy. His after-life is 
one long string of marvels, quite as extraordinary as 
the stories in the Arabian Nights. Dead people 
squeaked and gibbered in the Judaean streets; blind folk 
were restored to sight. Thousands were fed with a few 
loaves and fishes. Water was miraculously turned

into wine. At “  God’s ”  death a three days’ darkness 
overspread the earth. After death he came to life 
again, and he finally ascended into the sky like an aero
plane, and has never been seen since. There has never 
been so astonishing a career. Yet, outside of the four 
Gospels, written no one knows where, no one knows 
by whom, there is no corroboration of this “  old, old 
story.”  So far as sober historians are concerned, “  the 
rest is silence.”

Nor is this all. “  God’s ”  birthday was not kept 
regularly until many generations after the supposed 
date of its happening. In the earlier stages of the 
custom it was held on varying dates. It was not, how
ever, in December, even according to the legends. For 
shepherds do not watch their flocks by night in that 
unromantic time of the year. Why, then, do Chris
tians keep “  God’s ”  birthday on December 25 ? The 
answer plucks the heart out of the Christian supersti
tion.

It was in competition with the feast of Saturnalia, 
one of the chief Roman festivals, that “  God’s ”  birth
day was fixed in December. It was to counteract the 
attractions of these holidays that the leaders of the 
Christian Churches sanctioned and incorporated these 
feasts. The struggle for existence also incorporated 
other features. In the far-off centuries white-robed 
Druids cut the sacred mistletoe with a golden sickle, 
chanting their Pagan hymns to the frosty air. These 
features were absorbed, and the mistletoe and the carol
singing still play their minor, if amusing, part in the 
celebration of “  God’s ”  birthday.

Custom makes cowards of most men and women, and 
the early Christians were no more courageous in this 
respect than others. Hence they incorporated the old 
Paganism under the mask of the new Christianity. 
This struggle for survival is still going on. In the 
past the Christian Churches sought for adherents by 
increasing their festivals, and crushed opposition by 
bribing the weak and killing the strong. Indeed, in 
some Roman Catholic countries, saints’ days arc as 
numerous as plums in a pudding; and religious festivals 
almost threaten the devout Churchman with the 
alluring prospect of an entire life made up of continu
ous “  Bank Holidays.”  In the twentieth century the 
bagmen of Orthodoxy are cajoling apostates all over 
the non-Christian world by means of medical missions, 
and at home by advertising Pleasant Sunday After
noons in the place of painful Sabbaths; and by hypo
critically identifying Christ and the twelve disciples 
with the Trade Union movement.

“  God’s ”  birthday, with its Pharisaical profession of 
goodwill to men, is priestly pretence and make- 
believe. There arc no “  herald angels ”  bringing 
news of glad tidings of great joy. It is the great illu
sion. Remembering the millions whose lives were cut 
short in the great war, and the awful aftermath of the 
wounded and other sufferers, even a sincere believer 
might echo the biting words of Buchanan

The angels Thou hast sent to haunt the street 
Are hunger and distortion and decay.
Lord! that mad’st man, and send’st him foes so fleet,
Who shall judge Thee upon Thy judgment day?,

M im nerm us.

GOVERNMENT.
Some writers have so confounded society with govern

ment as to leave little or no distinction between them; 
whereas they are not only different, but have different 
origins. Society is produced by our wants, and govern
ment by our wickedness; the former promotes our happi' 
ness positively, by uniting our affections; the latter nega
tively, by restraining our vices. The one encourages inter
course, the other creates distinctions. The first is a patron, 
the Iasi a punisher.— Thomas Paine, “  Common Sense ’
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The Religion of Abraham Lincoln.

A lthough Lincoln in the early part of his career wrote 
a book attacking the Bible; although we have the testi
mony of his law partner, Herndon, that he lived and 
died a disbeliever in Christianity; and although the 
American w'riter Remsburg has in his book, Six His
toric Americans, quoted the testimony of his widow and 
a large number of intimate friends to the same effect, 
continual attempts are made to prove that he was a 
pious Christian.

monitor in his Cabinet, Salmon B. Chase, who put 
‘ the gracious favour of Almighty God ’ into his Eman
cipation Proclamation,”  and generally made it his 
business to protect the reputation of the President and 
the Republican party against charges of infidelity.

This fact has to be taken into account when his 
Gettysburg speech is considered. Some paragraphs 
drafted by me appeared in the Freethinker of August 8 
and December 5, which have been disputed by nume
rous correspondents both here and in America, and the 
dispute has overflowed into the Nation, where, also, 
letters have been received. As there seemed to be a
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Most of these are based on pious expressions found 
amongst his official utterances. Lincoln stood for the 
Presidency at a great crisis in his country’s history. 
So soon as it became known that he was Republican 
candidate for the Presidency he was assailed with 
charges of Atheism by his opponents. This charge 
caused the greatest alarm amongst his friends, and 
Lincoln was implored to deny it. He said he would 
rather die.

During his Presidency, as Mr. Macdonald, of the 
New York Truthsoeher, points out, “  he had a pious

serious conflict oft evidence, I referred the matter to 
Mr. Macdonald, of the Truthsecker, who has sent me 
a facsimile of the original draft in Lincoln’s own hand
writing, which is here reproduced. It will be noticed 
that the words “  under God ”  do not appear. This 
would be fairly conclusive if, as Mr. Macdonald sup
poses, the draft was made after Lincoln had uttered the 
speech. There is, however, another copy, also in 
Lincoln’s handwriting, made after the delivery of the 
speech and intended by him for the authorized version 
of it as actually delivered. In this the words “  under
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God ”  do occur, and we may accept them as actually 
uttered.

Both, versions were published in the February num
ber of the Century, 1894. From the Century article 
we learn that the speech w'as taken down by a shorthand 
writer, and his version, which was telegraphed to the 
press and reproduced in all the newspapers the next 
day, was, four days after Lincoln’s return to Washing
ton, compared by him w’ith his original draft and his 
memory of what he uttered, and found to be extremely

promptings of his secretary, or on the spur of the 
moment, he rectified when delivering the speech, which 
he did not read.

He would be the last to think that he had improved it.
The authorized version in his handwriting runs as 

follows: —
It is rather for us, the living, to be dedicated here to 

the unfinished work which they who fought here have 
thus for us so nobly advanced. It is rather for us to 
be here dedicated to the great task remaining before
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accurate. Lincoln wrote out this second copy with 
these other two versions before him.

It is to be observed that no one claims that Lincoln 
was an Atheist. He was an utter disbeliever in Chris
tianity, but had some shreds of a belief in a God or 
Providence of some kind which appears to have sur
vived from his early training, but pious cant was utterly 
contrary to his nature, and in his original draft he 
forgot to pump up the piety expected of a President of 
the United States. This omission, either owing to the

us...... that the nation, under God, shall have a new
birth of Freedom.

The reader will see from the facsimile of the original 
draft, which is here reproduced, that the words “  under 
God ”  nowhere occur in it. Had the phrase been the 
natural expression of a pious mind it would have 
occurred in the original draft. Lincoln’s use of the 
words later cannot alter that fact. They have all the 
appearance of an afterthought, as was at first suggested.

John L atham .

Weighty Corroboration.

T he hall- mark of the true Freethinker is the accept
ance of the doctrine of determinism. This acid test of 
the freewill controversy divides the natural from the 
supernatural theories of the universe more infallibly 
even than the question of Theism. P'or the Tlieist can 
attenuate his God, and limit the sphere of his God’s 
activities to such an extent that the reign of natural law 
remains for him in effect, is not in theory, absolute; 
whereas every introduction of “  freewill ”  is a rejection 
of natural law, a breaking of the chain of cause and 
effect, and, in short, a miracle. The belief in freewill 
is also much more obstinate and difficulté to undermine 
than the belief in God, as anyone who has assisted in

the liberating of a bright, sincere intelligence will have 
found. It is like the' last mountain stronghold of an 
inferior people which has yielded before the advance of 
a higher type; and not until that position is carried is 
the reign of law and intelligence complete.

Those of us who have read Mr. Chapman Cohen’s 
clear, and indeed irresistible, statement of the Deter- 
minist case (Determinism or Freewill?) will doubtless 
long since have come to regard causation as an axiom 
in all things. To such, it comes at times as a painful 
surprise to find how few ordinary intelligent people 
have gone into the matter, or questioned for a moment 
the validity of basing the theory of freedom on the 
mere sensation of choice. It is, therefore, distinctly a 
matter for congratulation when we find a scientific
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authority publicly adopting the Determinist theory as a 
logical necessity. I refer to an address delivered to the 
Sub-Section of Psychology, at the Cardiff meeting of 
the British Association, by Dr. Charles S. Myers, 
M.D., Sc.D., F.R.S., Director of the Psychological 
Laboratory at Cambridge University. The address is 
published in the November number of Discovery, under 
the title of The Independence of Psychology. Dr. 
Myers’ main theme is the need for a separation between 
the physiological and the purely psychological subject- 
matter at present treated as one science. He, of 
course, acknowledges that all thought has its physio
logical side, but holds that the processes of thought, 
logic, association, etc., can, and indeed must, be re- 
gagarded separately from the accompanying like sepa
rating the quality of a man’s piano-playing from the 
physical action of nerves and muscles which produces 
it.

After stating his case for this separation, or, rather, 
the division of the labour of study, Dr. M yers proceeds: 

In the world’s history, philosophical speculation has 
always preceded scientific experiment and analysis. 
Natural science, wliicli demands greater patience, self- 
control, and impartiality, has only made real progress 
during the last two Or three centuries, whereas philo
sophical thought and speculation have been able to 
flourish from remote antiquity. The subject-matter of 
psychology formed but a fraction of the wide sphere of 
interests of the metaphysician, who considered him
self qualified and in duty bound to philosophize on 
every branch of knowledge. It is little wonder, then, 
that the framers of such world-wide hypotheses over
looked psychological facts that did not easily fit into 
them, and neglected to observe those which were not of 
immediate interest. They laid little stress on instinct 
and suggestion ; their consideration of the unconscious 
was practically limited to the recognition of habit and 
the mental “  dispositions ”  left behind from previous 
experienfes. Somewhere the “  will ”  had to find a 
place between cognition and action; in a vague way 
they supposed willed action to have been developed 
out of impulsive and ideo-motor action through self
activity, but their reflections (often prejudiced, doubt-' 
less, by conceptions of freewill, moral responsibility, 
immortality, etc.) carried them liarly further than this.

But ho proceeds: —
The importance of the unconscious becomes as great 

for psychology as that of the conscious. At first 
sight, the critical psychologist may hesitate to regard 
the unconscious as “  mental,”  preferring to consider it 
in terms of “  physiological ”  traces, or dispositions, 
left behind in central nervous tissue, which can only 
be termed “  mental ”  in the presence of consciousness. 
But the results of investigations by psycho-analysis 
and under hypnosis, of studies of disordered, alter
nating, and multiple personality, automatic writing, 
etc., must finally force the impartial psychologist to 
endow the unconscious, like the conscious, with a 
mental aspect. They convince him of the necessity 
for displacing consciousness from the pinnacle it has 
hitherto occupied in psychology. Unconsciousness is 
no longer a mere “  fringe ”  around the field of con
sciousness. It becomes the basis, the foundation on 
which consciousness depends— the nourishment from 
which it draws its very existence. We begin to see the 
“  superficiality ”  of consciousness, and to recognize 
that almost any mental event may happen with or 
without the accompaniment of personal consciousness. 
Such consciousness has been evolved to facilitate 
choice between alternative reactions— to bring the 
entire unity or peronality of the organism into more 
complete relation with its environment. Where only 
,onc reaction is possible, the action remains a reflex, 
and no sensation or impulse need be felt. Where the 
reaction is to some extent modifiable, the action 
becomes instinctive— emotional activity, impulsive 
tendencies, and crude blurred sensations being expe
rienced. When alternative responses are desirable, 
discrimination becomes acute, and a larger and more 
dominating self-dcvelops— a dominating apical system 
which endeavours to permit of action only after it has

given its consent or sanction: thus arise the begin
nings of will.

We now recognize that the consent and sanction of 
the self to a volitional act are but the reaction of an 
apical mental system to the sum total of conflicting 
and favourable tendencies to action; that every seem
ingly unaccountable thought and action are traceable 
to a “ cause,” and that the “  reasons ” offered by the 
self for a course of thought or action are often mere 
ilusory explanations, unconsciously later coined as 
excuses for actions and beliefs which in reality are dic
tated by the lower and more fundamental eonative 
tendencies of instinct, emotion, unconscious sugges
tion, and very early experience, working themselves 
out by their own perseverating, “  determining ten
dencies.”  These change of outlook mark en enor
mous advance in the progress of psychology......

So far, Dr. Myers. Now, it must be evident to any
one that decisions arrived at in the “  unconscious ”  are 
not the decisions of a free will; and it is equally evident 
that the decisions consciously arrived at are wholly 
dependent on the relative force of the “  conflicting ten
dencies ”  which emerge from the unconscious. In 
other words, the apparent choice is only a Hobson’s 
choice, a mere sensation accompanying the perception 
that the motive A  is stronger than the motiveB. That 
such a view should be recognized in such quarters, and 
put before the public with the influence of a British 
Association address, is no small gain in our fight for a 
consistent and naturalistic view of life and the world. 
Only, how many of the public will ever read it ? And 
of those, how many will see its logical application? 
There is plenty of work for the Freethinker y e t !

H. T ruckell.

Acid Drops.

Mr. George Barker is the miners’ candidate for the 
Abertillcry division— we ought to say was the candidate—  
as by the time these lines are in print, the election will 
have been decided. Against him is Mr. Ilay Morgan, and 
he and others have accused Mr. Barker of being an 
Atheist. This Mr. Barker denies, although why he should 
have taken the trouble to do so is only explainable on the 
ground that many think more of placating religious bigotry 
than of affirming a principle. If Mr. Barker had been 
putting up for an office in a Chapel we could appreciate 
his discussing whether his religious beliefs were sound or 
not. But he is putting up for Parliament, and the proper 
attitude would be to decline to discuss religious opinions 
at all. They ought not to arise. But they will continue to 
arise, and candidates for public office will continue to 
truckle to Church and Chapel until public men have the 
moral courage to decline to answer irrclevent and imper
tinent charges or questions.

There is more here than a sectarian question as between 
Atheists and Christians. It is really a question of whether 
wc arc to attract the higher or the lower type of mind into 
the political world. If we select for Parliament men who 
see nothing undignified in acknowledging an inquisition 
concerning their opinions on matters which have no rele
vance to the office they are seeking, wc must expect to get 
into politics a type of mind that will be ready to bow or 
to sell itself to other interests as they make themselves felt. 
And it is useless, when wc have encouraged this kind of 
thing, to complain that the political world is so filled with 
intellectual mediocrities and .self-seeking carpet baggers. 
We have done what we could to see that a better type is kept 
out, and we ought not to complain at the result. And if 
the Labour movement cannot see this, it argues little for 
its influence in bringing a better state of affairs about. It 
means that we shall have the old conditions perpetuated 
under new names. It will drive the better class of men 
and women out of politics, and so leave the field clear to 
those of small mental capacity or more or less venial 
character.

Dr , Randall, former Suffragan Bishop of Reading, says 
mat many of the clergy flit about the country too much.”  
Perhaps his brother Bishop of London will explain how the 

starving ”  clergy find the necessary threepenny bits for 
so much travelling.
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Walworth, South London, ought to attract the notice of 
the Home Mission authorities. Beresford Chapel has been 
turned into a cinema show, and another Chapel in the main 
Walworth Road has already shared the same awful fate. 
A conversion from Christ to Charlie Chaplin is enough to 
set the Surrey Canal alight.

Providence was too busy watching the fall of the 
sparrows to prevent the death of Gerald Newman, a three 
years’ old Reading child, who was burnt to death whilst 
playing with a newspaper before the fire.

Springing from a desire to see a civilised frame of mind 
in Manchester, Councillor George Hall is proposing that 
arrangements shall be made for Sunday games. So Mr. 
Royle, of the Salfordi Street Mission, hopes that nothing 
of the kind will come to pass, because if it does it will 
mean “  a great upheaval of the moral forces and of the 
Sunday Schools.”  Well, from all we know of Manchester 
we fancy that a moral upheaval would do it no great harm. 
It might even do away with the need, or at least the 
occasion, for the Salford Street Mission and things of that 
kind. All the slums of Manchester, and all its vice and 
misery have grown up with both missions and Sunday 
Schools, and it might be just as well to see how the people- 
would get on without them. One day, perhaps, it will be 
realised that the institutions which live on slums and their 
outcome are very largely responsible for their existence. 
But we cannot expect a Mission leader to see this.

A Missionary Society advertisement declares that the 
organisation has carried to heathen countries “ not only 
the knowledge of the Christian faith, but education and 
healing and the beginnings of industry.”  This is a 
touching association of th'e joint claims of God and 
Mammon.

The Chapter House of St. Paul’s has been let to Lloyd’s 
Bank, and a branch of their banking business will be 
carried on there. We fancy there is a story of Jesus 
driving the money changers out of the Temple, but we 
daresay they were not such respectable practitioners as 
Lloyd’s. And a very good defence might be set up by the 
Dean and Chapter in the form of a plea that this* is as 
useful a purpose as any to which the place has yet been 
put. And we should be the last to contradict that. The 
Wesleyan Methodists set the example to St. Paul’s by 
letting a portion of their Central Hall, Westminster, for 
commercial purposes. And both bodies invested very 
heavily in War Bonds, and are now among those who arc 
drawing large sums in yearly interest. One way and 
another, the interests of these large religious bodies in 
reforming our commercial and financial systems cannot be 
questioned. And one can quite realise why the Churches 
and Chapels like to see some of their members as speakers 
and writers in the Labour movement. There is nothing 
like having a few friends in the enemy’s camp.

An amusing incident took place at Tottenham Police 
Court, when the clerk asked a boy, taking the oath : 
“ What do you learn at school from the Bible? ”  The 
young hopeful replied, “ Don’t learn anything; we just 
read it.”

Dr. G. T. Salter is one of the leading Labour advocates 
in South London, but he has a lot to learn in the correct 
use of words, or a lot to avoid in the shape of playing 
to the religious gallery. For example, in the Labour 
Leader, of December 16th, he asks, “ Are we letting our 
pagan politicians run us into another Imperialist war, ’ 
and later on he refers to the “ moral Atheism ” of John Bull. 
Now we venture to remind Dr. Salter that our politicians 
are, for the most part, very Christian. Mr. Lloyd George 
is very pious, and recently informed an audience that when 
he can get away from his Cabinet demands he delights 
to find comfort and inspiration in singing hymns His 
Christianity is quite beyond question. And we have'never 
heard the piety of Mr. Churchill questioned. And as for Mr. 
Bottomley, Dr. Salter ought to remember that soon after 
the war commenced he publicly announced that he had 
found God. And whether one cares to believe him or not, 
there is at least his confession of piety to go on. We do 
not think there is any doubt of the religious nature of 
most of our political leaders, and even though they may 
be accused of being humbugs, that only invites the retort 
that if one takes the humbuggery away from modern 
religion there is very little left.

Dr. Salter’s language is an illustration of this. 
What does he mean by moral atheism ? Does he mean that 
one cannot be moral without being religious, or without 
being a Christian ? If he means us to imply that, it is 
difficult to believe that he is not humbugging his readers, 
for one pannot hardly fancy him saying that in so many 
words. It would be too absurd, and too much even for the 
pietists of the Labour Leader. All it means is, we fancy, 
that Dr. Salter like so many others in the Labour move
ment, is afraid to say outright what is the truth concern
ing religion in this country, and so uses words in a quite 
misleading sense. And we are quite certain that until the 
Labour leaders face the truth concerning religion, and 
speak it, that movement will not be what it might otherwise 
become. That better social state, about which so many 
of them are eloquent, will never be created by fools, or 
by leaders who are shaking in their shoes for fear they 
shall offend the Church on the one side or the Chapel on 
the other. Reformers should be made of sterner stuff.

Mr. Lloyd George has been giving great offence to some 
of his Welsh friends. He has been playing golf on 
Sunday. That is the unforgivable sin, and has raised 
some of the Chapels to warm condemnation. Now if he 
had been sleeping on Sunday, or over-eating on Sunday, 
or arranging for another little war on Sunday, that would 
have been quite all right. But to play go lf! That isi a 
very different affair. For other people may imitate him, 
and where will the Chapels be then? And how can we ex
pect the poor character of the Chapel attendant to stand 
out against the demoralising effects of Sunday games,’ 
True nothing happens to the non-Christian who plays 
games on Sunday, but he is, if we are to believe the 
Churches, doing with impunity what a Christian is quite 
unable to stand up against.

At Rochford, Essex, the Guardians are asking for per
mission to pay two Nonconformist parsons, in addition to 
the Church of England one, for preaching to the inmates 
of the workhouse. One of the Guardians wanted to know 
why it was necessary to pay three clergymen to preach the 
same gospel. For our part we should like to know why 
it is necessary to pay any of them at all. One would 
think that any clergyman should take that in connection 
with his ordinary duties. And we feel pretty certain that 
if that money was spent on getting the inmates some 
little extra comforts they would much rather the money 
went in that direction. But the parson must have his 
finger in every pie, if it is at all possible. It helps to keep 
him in the public eye, which is making it easier for him 
to get his finger in the public purse.

Holy Trinity Church, Kingsway, London, has a cap
tured German trench mortar ornamenting the forecourt. 
A truly striking example of the truth that the meek do 
inherit the earth.

An advertisement of the Young Men’» Christian Asso
ciation states that it has given a “  warm welcome ”  to 
large numbers of outsiders. Formerly, Christians used to 
threaten worldly folk with a very “  warm welcome ” in the 
"  next world.”

President Harding is a religious man, professedly, and 
would like to see the United States a religious country. 
That, too, is natural— in a President of a country which 
still prides itself on being uncivilised in its religious beliefs. 
But his religion is also of an accommodating character. 
Thus, he says, “  My early training was in the Methodist 
Church, later my mother became a Seventh Day Adventist. 
In mature life I became a Baptist. . . .  I love to go to a 
ritualistic service. I like to go to the Episcopal Church. 
. . .  I have greatly enjoyed going to Roman Catholic 
services.”  Now that is a most accommodating believer. 
He seems ready to attend anywhore— where there are enough 
worshippers to make their vote of substantial value. All that 
is needed is for him to express his high admiration for the 
teachings of Ingeorsoll, to say that he has had thoughts of 
adopting Judaism, that he sometimes longs for Christian 
Science, that his father-in-law is a Mormon, and that he 
has a passion for negro religious melodics. Then every
body would have had a show. President Harding is cer
tainly an accommodating official.

The late Rev. L. W. V. Goodenough, of Sittingbourne, 
forgot his Master’s injunction, and left treasure to the 
value of ¿12,454. This will be good enough to exclude 
him from the golden streets he used to preach of.



D ecember 26, 1920 THE FREETHINKER 825

NOTICE TO SUBSCRIBERS.
Some of oui1 Subscribers will receive this 

week’s copy of the “ Freethinker” in a GREEN 
W rapper. As the postal regulations forbid 
our inserting a printed slip inside the paper, 
we are adopting this device of reminding Sub
scribers when their renewals are due We 
should be greatly obliged if Subscribers wiil 
rem it as promptly as possible, or will send us 
a card in cases where they have made other 
arrangements for securing the ir weekly supply.

“ Freethinker” Sustentation Fund.

T he purpose of this Fund is to meet the deficit 
incurred owing to the excessive cost of printing and 
paper, and to provide a balance to meet fresh deficits 
until such time as prices approach a normal level. The 
sum of ,{¡1,000 is being asked for.

ACKNOW LEDGM ENTS.
Previously acknowledged, £¡647 u s . 51!. F. Collins 

(third subscription), 10s.; Dr. A. W. Laing (second 
subscription), £5; H. Russell Welby, £i\ “  Bashem ” 
(second subscription), £2; A. Cayford, 10s.; J. Deacon, 
i i s . 3d.; J. Neate, 10s.; Mrs. Neate, 10s.; R. L. Mart- 
lard, £y, Schoolmaster, 10s.; Miss M. R. Needham, 
3s.; J. C. Kirkman, £y, J. Latham, 5s.; T. E. Gilfach 
Goch, 2S. 6d. T. C. Clegg, 12s.

Per Secretary, Manchester Branch— J. Thornley, 
ios.; Mrs. A. Ballard, 10s.

Total, £666 5s. 2d.
P r o m is e d , provided the total sum raised reaches 

¿1,000, including the amounts p r o m i s e d M e d i 
cal,”  £25; “  In Memory of the late Sir Hiram Maxim,” 
¿50; M r.'J. B. Middleton, ¿10; “  A  Friend,”  ¿100; 
“  Working Journalist,”  £3; X . Y . Z., £¡10; J. Morton, 
ios.; R. Proctor, £1; National Secular Society, ¿25; 
F. Collins, ios.; H. Black, £1 is.; T. Sharpe, £1 is.; 
Mr. and Mrs. S. Clowes, .£1 is.; J. Breese, £3; A, 
Davis, £2 2S.; J. W. Hudson, £i\ “  Anno Domini,”  £5; 
Collette Jones, £5; T . C. Kirkman, £2.

Total £246 5s.

To Correspondents.

J. Deacon.—Thanks for good wishes, which we greatly 
appreciated from so old a supporter of the cause. There 
is no fear of the Freethinker going under, however diffi
cult the struggle may be. And we must get to easier times 
sooner or later.

D. STICKELLS.— We greatly sympathize with your view that 
the great thing is to offer an explanation of the psycho
logical experiences of the Christian. As our readers know, 
we have usually aimed at that. It was one of our chief 
objects in writing Religion and Sex. But it is well to be 
on one’s guard against the jargon of the psychological 
quack.

A. R. Clark.—Will bear in mind the suggestion of reprint
ing. It is mainly a question of expense. Printing is such 
an expensive job nowadays that one has, with but a 
microscopic capital, to be very cautious on the expenditure 
side. We are sometimes surprised that we have been able 
to issue so many new things during the past few years.

S. H art.—We quite agree with you that there is no other 
religion that is quite like Christianity. That is about the 
best thing we find in connection with the other religions.

T. Reilly.—Sorry we are unable to use the verses you are 
good enough to send.

Mr . G eorge Bedborough writes, “ May I take this oppor
tunity of expressing my appreciation of Religion and Sex, 
a genuinely valuable contribution to the science and 
literature of a much misunderstood subject.” We are 
pleased to have Mr. Bedborough’s appreciation, and he will,

we think, be gratified to learn that the work has settled 
down to the position of a “  steady seller.”

Chemist (Chicago).—We would have written you, but you 
omitted address! Very pleased to hear of the success of 
Mr. Percy Ward’s lectures in Chicago. We have no doubt 
but that the city can do with all the Preethought he can 
inject into its pious veins.

Owing to the Christmas holidays we are obliged to prepare 
two copies of the Freethinker, and in consequence some 
letters, as well as two or three contributions to the 
Sustentation Fund, are held over till our next number.

E. E. Stafford.—Next week.
The Secular Society, Limited, office is at 62 Farringdon Street, 

London, E.C. 4.
The National Secular Society’s office is at 62 Farringdon 

Street, London, E.C. 4.
When the services of the National Secular Society in connec

tion with Secular Burial Services are required, all commu
nications should be addressed to the Secretary, Miss E. M. 
Vance, giving as long notice as possible.

Lecture Notices must reach bi Farringdon Street, London, 
E.C. 4, by first post Tuesday, or they will not be inserted.

Orders for literature should be sent to the Business Manager 
of the Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C. 4, 
and not to the Editor.

i l l  Cheques and Postal Orders should be crossed "  London, 
City and Midland Bank, Clerkcnwcll Branch."

Letters for the Editor of the "  Freethinker ”  should be 
addressed to 61 Farringdon Street, London, E.C. 4.

Friends who send us newspapers would enhance the favour by 
marking the passages to which they wish us to call atten
tion.

The "  Freethinker ”  will be forwarded direct from the publish
ing office to any part of the world, post free, at the following 
rates, prepaid:—

The United Kingdom.—One year, 17s. 6d. ; half year, 8s. gd. ; 
three months, 4s. 6d.

Foreign and Colonial.—One year, 15s.; half year, 7s. 6d. ; 
three months, 3s. çd.

Sugar Plums.
*---- «-----

Mr. Cohen opens the new course of lectures at the 
briars Ilall, Illackfriars Bridge Road, on Sunday even
ing next, with an address on “  The Old Freethought in 
the New Year.”  The hall is very easy of access, and we 
hope to have the co-operation of our readers in making 
these meetings well known. There is no reason that we 
can see why there should not be regular meetings going 
on so long as the hall is available, but it is imperative 
that those who would like the experiment to continue 
should help the Executive to the extent of advertising 
the meetings as much as they can. And the best way of 
advertising is to look out a friend or acquaintance who 
is not in the habit of attending Freethought lectures and 
bring him along. The lecturer will see to the rest.

Mr. Cohen’s new work, “  Theism or Atheism : the Great 
Alternative,”  will be published on January 1st. It is a 
volume that aims at. making a thorough examination of the 
subject, and is divided into two parts. The first part deals 
exhaustively with the arguments put forward on behalf of 
the belief in God, and the second part deals' no less 
thoroughly with such subjects as Agnosticism, Spencer’s 
“ Unknowable,”  and with the nature of Atheism. We can 
safely say that no> more complete covering of the ground 
has cvcj- been attempted, and we shall be surprised if 
Freethinkers do not find it a very useful armoury of argu
ment against their religious acquaintances. The work' 
will be strongly bound in cloth, gilt lettered, and will be 
issued at 5s. Those who would like to start the new year 
well by presenting the work to a likely reader may have 
seven copies sent for the price of six. The postage on a 
single copy will be sd. extra.

We have not succeeded in raising the £ 1,000 for the 
Sustentation Fund by the end of the year, as at one time 
seemed likely, but there is less than £100 wanted to 
complete that amount. Meanwhile we may note that there 
was a little confusion in reporting the offer of a friend 
in last week’s issue. This really was that if 184 readers 
would subscribe 10s. each, making ¿92, he would give 
one hundred times iqs., which would make the £142 that 
was then required. Wc have received ios. from Mr. F.
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Collins, and 10s. each from Mr. and Mrs. J. Neate in 
response to this offer. A glance at the subscription list 
and the list of promises will tell how much is yet 
required.

Mr. J. Breese writes us that during- 1921 he intends 
taking two copies cf the Freethinker, and either 
giving or posting one to a likely reader. He suggests 
this as a good plan for others to follow as a method of 
getting regular readers. We hand on the suggestion for 
the benefit of others. Some of our readers have already 
adopted this practice, and the result has always been 
beneficial. And we are quite sure that if the policy were 
followed by a thousand or two of our readers, we should see 
a substantial increase in our present circulation.

The death of Olive Schreiner will come to many of her 
admirers with a sense of personal loss. And as is to be 
expected from a newspaper press such as ours, no 
mention whatever was made of her heretical opinions. It has 
become so much of a rule to act in this way that we have 
no doubt but that most newspaper writers have ceased to 
regard it as being dishonest. And yet a more detestable 
form of moral cowardice and mental crookedness it would 
be hard to imagine. It is with a view to correct this that 
we have asked Mr. Lloyd, who was a personal friend of 
Olive Schreiner, to write something concerning her. We 
hope that he will write more than one article, and the 
first will appear in the next number of the Freethinker. 
This will be the beginning of a new volume, and will so 
serve as an additional inducement to some of our friends 
to act on the excellent suggestion of Mr. Breese.

We are pleased to see that “  The Freethinkers’ Society 
of New Y ork” is busy conducting an agitation to counter
act the stupid and iniquitous attempt to turn the clock 
backward by the introduction and enforcement of the 
Puritan Sunday. A more radically immoral institution 
never existed, and it has been a more insidious creator of 
evil than anything else connected with religion. If is the 
quintessence of tyranny, hypocrisy, and humbug. There 
is one thing on which the American Freethinkers may con
gratulate themselves, and that is that they have a press 
which is far more ready to report the progress of heresy 
than our own. An opinion that commands public support 
does seem to get a “ show” in the press. In good old 
hypocritical England the policy is to pretend that no such 
opinion exists. Everyone is aware that the contrary is the 
casp, but still the solemn game of humbug is kept up. 
And there is small wonder that the humbug and hypocrisy 
bred in the field of religion spreads and contaminates the 
whole of our social and political life.

Richard Jefferies, says the Inverness Courier, in 
noting Mr. Thorn’s recent work, “  could have found no 
abler or more sympathetic interpreter than Mr. Thorn, 
whose constructive treatise will be warmly received by all 
those who realise that modern life is not life, and by those 
who have studied the work of the great writer for them
selves.” We are glad to see the quality of Mr. Thorn’s 
work as widely recognised as has been the case. We should 
be only too pleased to see the work reach a second edition 
during the next few months.

The Glasgow Branch reports a greatly improved 
audience at its meeting on Sunday last. To-day 
(December 26) the lecturer is Mr. Harry McLeod, who 
will take for his subject “  Four Years in a Caravan.” 
There will be lantern illustrations, so that one may expect 
a sprinkling of the younger people. The meeting is held 
in the Shop Assistants’ Hall, 297 Argyle Street, and 
commences at 12 noon.

Mr. Cohen is visiting Barnsley on Sunday, January 16, 
1921. He will lecture twice in the Miners’ Hall at 3 p.m. 
and 7 p.m. Visitors wishing to have preparations made 
for tea should communicate with the Secretary, H. Irving, 
48 Sheffield Road, Barnsley. Everything possible will 
be done for their comfort. We believe there are con
venient trains to and from Sheffield, Leeds, Wakefield 
and Huddersfield.

Error is continually at contradiction with itself : the 
truth never.—Helvetius.

Pages From Voltaire.

IV .
(Concluded from p. 803.)

T he Q uestions of Zapata.
1767.

[Zapata, a master of arts, elected professor of theology 
at the University of Salamanca, presented the following 
questions to the Academic Council in the year 1629. They 
were suppressed. The Spanish original is in the Library 
of Brunswick.]

L. I shall have still greater need of your instruc
tions with regard to the New Testament; I am afraid 
that I shall not know what to say when I have to recon
cile the two genealogies of Jesus. I shall be told that 
Matthew3 gives Jacob as, the father of Joseph, while 
Luke3 makes him the son of Heli, which is impossible 
unless we can change He into Ja, and li into cob. I 
shall be asked why the one counts fifty-six generations 
and the other forty-two, and why they are all different; 
and, again, why out of the forty-two promised only 
forty-one are given. Finally, why the genealogical 
tree should he that of Joseph, who was not the father of 
Jesus? I am very much afraid of giving a foolish 
answer, as others have done before me. I trust you 
will be able to get me out of this difficulty. May I ask 
if you are of the same opinion as St. Ambrose, who 
says that Maria per aurem impreegnata est; or are you 
more inclined to that of the reverend Father Sanchez, 
who says that the virgin birth was a case of auto
fertilization ? The subject is a curious one, and 
Sanchez, I can irhagine, was better versed in theology 
than in human physiology, which, of course, is natural 
enough, since the art of begetting children is not pre
cisely a Jesuit one.

LI. If I declare, with Luke, that Augustus had 
ordered a world-census at the time when Mary was 
pregnant, that Cyrenius, or Quirinus, published this 
decree, and that Joseph and Mary went to Bethlehem 
to be numbered; but if people laugh in my face, and 
antiquarians assure me there never was a census of the 
Roman Empire, that it was Quintilius Varus, and not 
Cyrenius, who was governor of Syria at that time, and 
that Cyrenius governed Syria ten years after the birth 
of Je3us, I shall be very much embarrassed; no doubt 
you will be able to get me out of this little difficulty. 
For is it possible that a sacred book, should contain a 
single falsehood, and yet be sacred ?

LII. When I teach, with Matthew, that the family 
went into Egypt, I shall be told that it is not true, and 
that, according to the other evangelists, they stayed in 
Judaea; and, if I then admit that they stayed in Judaea, 
I shall be told that they went into Egypt. Is it not 
simpler to say that a man can be in two places at once, 
for we know this happened to St. Francis Xavier and 
to other saints ?

LIII. It is not unlikely that astronomers may smile 
at the star which led the three kings to a stable; but 
you, who are great astrologers, will be able to explain 
that phenomenon. Please tell me, especially, how much 
gold these kings presented; for it is your custom to ex
tract much of it from kings and peoples? And with 
regard to the fourth king, who was Herod, why did lie 
fear that Jesus, who was born in a stable, should 
become king of the Jews? Herod was king only by 
sanction of the Romans; his was an appointment made 
iy Augustus. The massacre of the innocents is some
what fantastical. I am sorry to find that no Romaii 
historian has reported these things. An ancient and 
most veracious (as they all are) inartyrology reckons 
fourteen thousand victims. If you want me tp add to 
that number a few more thousands, you have only to 
say so.

3 Matthew i. ifi.
* Luke iii. 23.
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U V . Please let me know how the Devil bore away 
our God, and perched him on a hill in Galilee, and 
pointed out to him all the kingdoms of the earth ? The 
Devil’s promising to give all these kingdoms to God, 
if he would fall down and worship him, will come as a 
shock to many honest folk, and I must ask you to help 
me remove their doubt.

L V . I beg of you, when you are guests at a mar
riage feast, to tell me how God, who also went to a 
marriage feast, came to change the water into wine, 
especially when the guests were already drunk ?

L V I. When you are eating figs for your breakfast 
towards the end of July, I want you to tell me, if you 
will, why God, when he was hungry, looked for figs 
early in March, when it was not the time of figs?

LV II. After I have received your instructions with 
regard to these marvellous things, I shall have to say 
that God was condemned to be hanged for original sin. 
But if someone replies that neither in the Old Testa- 
ment, nor in the New, is there any mention of original 
sin; that we are merely told that Adam was condemned 
to die in the day when he should eat of the tree of know
ledge, although as a matter of fact he did not die; and 
that Augustine, bishop of Hippo, sometime a Mani- 
chean, was the first to give shape to the doctrine of 
original sin, I put it to you that, as my hearers are not 
the good folk of Hippo, I am likely to make myself 
look a fool by talking much, and saying nothing. For 
when certain disputatious meddlers have pointed out 
to me that it is impossible that God should suffer 
because an apple was eaten four thousand years before 
his birth; and equally impossible that in redeeming the 
human race he should have left it in the hands of Satan, 
except for a very few who were elected, I am able to 
answer only with words, and I hide my head in shame.

L V III. Will you let me know how your interpret 
the prophecy which our Lord makes in Luke (chap, 
xxi. 27) ? Jesus says explicitly that he will come in a 
cloud with power and great glory before the generation 
to which he is speaking shall pass away. He did 
nothing of this; he did not come in clouds; if he came 
in a mist or a fog, we know nothing about it. Please 
toll me what you know about his coming ? The 
apostle Paul, moreover, writes to the Thessalonians1 
that they shall be caught up together in the clouds to 
meet the Lord. WThy did they not make this excur
sion ? Docs it cost more to go up into the clouds than 
np to the third heaven?2 I crave pardon, but I really 
prefer The Clouds of Aristophanes to those of Paul.

IJ X . Must I say with Luke that Jesus went up to 
heaven from the little town of Bethany ? Or am I to 
say with Matthew that it was from Galilee, where the 
disciples saw him for the last time ? Am I to accept the 
opinion of a learned doctor who holds that Jesus had 
one foot in Galilee and the other in Bethany ? This 
seems to me more probable, but I shall await your 
decision.

L X . I am sure to be asked if Peter was ever at 
Rome; and I shall, of course, reply that there is no 
doubt that his pontificate lasted for twenty-five years. 
The chief reason I shall give is that we have an epistle 
by the good man, who, by the way, could neither read 
nor write, and that this epistle is dated from Babylon; 
this is really no sort of answer to the argument, and I 
should prefer to have something weightier.

L X I. Will you be good enough to inform me why 
the Creed known as The Symbol of the Apostles was 
drawn up only in the time of Jerome and Rufinus, four 
hundred years after the age of the apostles ? Will you 
let me know why the first Fathers of the Church never 
quote any gospels but those that are called apocryphal ? 
Does this not go to prove that the canonical gospels 
were not yet written ?

* I. Thess. iv. 17.
2 II. Corinthians xii. 3.

L X II. Are you not as sorry as I am that the first 
Christians should have foiled so much bad poetry, 
which they passed off as Sybilline verses, that they 
should have fabricated the letter of Paul to Seneca, 
letters of Jesus, letters of Mary, letters of Pilate,3 and 
that they should have established their sects by hun
dreds of criminal forgeries punishable in every court of 
justice in the world? To-day these frauds are recog
nized by every scholar. We are reduced to calling 
them pious. It is a serious matter (is it not ?) that our 
truth should be based on falsehood.

L X III. Will you be good enough to tell me why we 
have seven sacraments, when Jesus instituted none at 
all? Why, when Jesus says that he is trinus, that he 
has two natures with two wills, and one person, we 
make him trinus with one person and two natures? 
Why, when he has two wills, he does not make use of 
one of them to instruct us in the dogmas of the 
Christian religion; and why, when he tells us that with 
his disciples there shall be no first and last, an Arch
bishop of Toledo has an income of a million ducats, 
while I have only just enough to live on ?

L X IV . I know quite well that the Church is infal
lible; but is it the Greek Church, the Latin Church, the 
Church of England, or Denmark, or Sweden, or that 
of the fine town of Neuchâtel, or that of the primitive 
Christians known as Quakers, or the Anabaptists, or 
the Moravians? The Turkish Church has its good 
points; but it is said that the Chinese Church is much 
older.

L X V . Am I to understand that His Holiness the 
Pope is infallible when he lias intercourse with his 
mistress or with his own daughter, or when, at supper, 
he has a flask of poisoned wine set before Cardinal 
Adriano di Corncto ?* When two Councils anathema
tize each other, as has often happened, which one of 
them is infallible?

L X V I. I11 fine, is it not better not to lose ourselves 
in this maze of dogma; but to walk in the way of virtue ? 
When, at last, we come before the judgment seat, I 
hardly imagine that God will ask us whether grace is 
variable or concurrent, whether marriage is the visible 
sign of an invisible thing, whether we believe 
there are ten or nine choirs of angels, whether 
the Council is above the Pope, or the Pope 
above the Council. Am I to understand that 
it is a crime to offer prayers to God in Spanish 
when we know no word of Latin ? Shall we be 
the objects of his everlasting anger because we have 
eaten a pennyworth of indifferent meat on a certain day, 
and shall we enjoy everlasting bliss, my wisest of 
masters, if we eat with you a costly meal of turbot, sole, 
and sturgeon ? I am certain that at the bottom of your 
hearts you do not believe these things; you really think 
that God will judge us according to our works, and not 
according to the fantastic notions of an AquinuS or a 
Bonaventure.

Shall I not be doing a good service to humanity by 
preaching a morality without dogma? This natural 
morality is so pure and holy, so universal and clear and 
well established that it appears to come from God him
self, resembling light, which, we are told, was his first 
creation. Has he not endowed us with self-regarding 
feelings in order to safeguard our existence; benevol
ence, kindness, and virtue to curb our pride; mutual 
needs for the creation of social groups; pleasure in the 
enjoyment of social life; pain, which prompts us to 
moderate our pleasures; passion, which impels us 
towards action; and wisdom, which serves as a curb to 
passion ?

A branch version of the apocryphal Gospels, Acts, and 
Lpistles was published by Voltaire. An excellent English 
translation was issued bv William Hone in 1820, and went 
through a number’of editions.

l he allusion is to that model of Christian virtue, Alessandro 
Borgia, vvhq as Alexander VI. occupied the Papal chair from
1492 to 1503.
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Has he not inspired in all men who are bound 
together by social ties an* idea of a supreme being, 
which idea becomes the strongest binding force of the 
social group ? Savages wandering in dense forests have 
no need of this idea; social duties of which they are 
ignorant do not touch them in any way; but the moment 
men group themselves together, God becomes manifest 
to their reason, they feel the need of justice and adore 
the deity in the principle of justice. God, who does not 
require men’s worship, receives it, not for his own, but 
for their sakes; while at the same time he gives them the 
genius of the arts, without which social life would 
perish, he gives them the spirit of religion, the first and 
most natural of the sciences, a divine science whose 
principle is ever fixed, although we continue to draw 
it from wrong conclusions.* Will you permit me to 
proclaim this truth to the noble people of Spain ?

E X V II. If you would rather that I should conceal 
these truths; if you command me to proclaim the 
miracles of St. James in Galicia, of Our Lady of Atocha, 
and of Maria of Agreda (who, in her ecstasies, un
covered her posterior parts for the amusement of little 
boys), you must tell me how I must deal with the stiff
necked people who refuse to believe. Must I put to 
them the ordinary and extraordinary question for their 
edification ?5 6 When I come across Jewish women of a 
certain character is it necessary for me to take my plea
sure with them before I send them to the stake, and 
have I the right to carry off a thigh or a rump for my 
supper with Catholic women of a similar profession ?

I await the honour of your reply,
Domenico Z apata,

Y  vcrdadero, y honrado, y caricativo.

As he had no reply to his question, Zapata began to 
preach the simple religion of one God, the father of all 
men, who rewards, punishes, and pardons. He sepa
rated truth from falsehood, religion from fanaticism; 
he taught, and, what is more, practised, virtue; he was 
kind, generous, and modest; and was burnt at Valla
dolid, in the year of grace 1631. Pray to God for the 
soul of brother Zapata.

Englished by G eorge U nderw ood.

POLITICAL “  NECESSITY.”

The two great empires Lilliput and Blefuscu have been 
engaged in a most obstinate war for six and thirty moons 
past. It began on the following occasion :— It is allowed 
on all hands that the primitive way of breaking eggs 
before we eat them, was upon the larger end; but his 
present majesty’s grandfather, while he was a boy, going 
to eat an egg, and breaking it according to the ancient 
practice, happened to cut one of his fingers; whereupon, 
the emperor, his father, published an edict, commanding 
all his subjects, upon severe penalties, to break the 
smaller end of their eggs. The people so highly resented 
this law, that historians tell us there have been six rebel
lions on that account; wherein one emperor lost his life, 
and another his crown. It is computed that eleven thou
sand persons have, at several times, suffered death rather 
than submit to break their eggs at the smaller end. Now, 
Big-Endian exiles have found so much credit in the 
Emperor of Belfuscu’s court, that a bloody war hath been 
carried on between the two empires, for thirty-six moons, 
with various success; during which time we have lost 
forty capital ships, and a much greater number of smaller 
vessels, together with thirty thousand of our best seamen 
and soldiers; and the damage received by the enemy is 
reckoned to be somewhat greater than ours.—Swift.

5 We have here Voltaire’s religious beliefs put quite clearly 
and briefly. Although his conviction of a divinely ordered 
universe was shaken by the Lisbon earthquake, it was not 
extirpated. In fact, he never succeeded in reaching Atheism, 
as did his friends Diderot and Holbach.

6 Interrogation by the rack to force a confession of guilt and 
betrayal of accomplices.

W hy Uncle Cecil Went Away.

E xplained by  Martha.I
U ncle C ecil said he wanted prayers— family prayers; 
that was Uncle Cecil’s idea, but Uncle Cecil is a back 
number these days, leastways, in our house.

It’s been a puzzle to me how the family’s stood him 
for so long. You see, he happens to be mother’s eldest 
brother, the bad egg of the family, so Ma says. I 
don’t wonder, neither! Real old dog in the manger—  
so he is.

Disgustin’ I calls it, a man who sits at home all day 
long, sponging on hard-working people, that’s what 
he’s been doin’ ever since he came back from Canada 
in nineteen four. There he sits, week in, week out, in 
the same corner by the fire, readin’ his beastly old 
Methodist Sentinels, that serious like as nobody in the 
house dare so much as say “  boo ”  to a bluebottle.

Cruel, I calls it, to let a man of fifty sit in the best 
arm-chair by the fire, smoking other people’s tobacco : 
eatin’ other people’s grub, an’ running up a bill at the 
stationer’s for his horrible “  religious readin’ ,”  as he 
calls it.

Uncle Cecil hasn’t spoken to father for over seven 
years. You see, mother takes Uncle Cecil’s side in 
everything; leastways, up to about three months ago; 
that was when he first started this family prayer stunt.

You see, we’re not what you might call a religious 
family: never have been. Father hates parsons and 
cusses church bells every Sunday.

Mother says as God never made no little apples, let 
alone Adam and Eve. Then, as for us children, we 
never wasted two seconds in a Sunday school in our 
lives. So you sec, none of us ain’t likely to swell the 
heavenly choir!

Uncle Cecil’s idea was to reform the family : he 
wanted to “  make us fit for the presence of God,” 
them’s the very words lie used: but he very soon 
realized he was up against i t ! He sits there in the 
corner smoking a stinking old pipe what someone gave 
him in Ontario about twenty years ago. He smokes 
all days long and reads his Methodist Sentinels; there’s 
a whole pile of them on the floor beside his arm-chair; 
he keeps on looking through them backwards and for
wards, forwards and backwards, mumbling and 
muttering to himself; closing his eyes an’ catchin’ his 
breath; it fair gives you the creeps at times.

If you’ve never seen Uncle Cecil, you can’t imagine 
what he looks lik e ! Revolting, I calls him; and when 
he starts lying about the wicked lives we girls are 
leadin’ , just because we go to a respectable dance, well, 
it’s a wonder lie’s got any of his ratty little moustache 
left. There isn’t much now, and, what there is, don’t 
cover up his ugly old mouth.

None of us girls don’t like Uncle Cecil. In the first 
place, he’s been a drag on the family for about fourteen 
years: eatin’ us out of house and home, I ’ve never 
seen a man eat like Uncle Cecil. If that’s what religion 
does for your appetite, it isn’t respectable; the man 
cats like a starving p ig : anyoldhow, he eats as much 
as we three girls, mother and father put together: so if 
ever he gets inside them pearly gates what he’s always 
talkin’ about, they’ll have to ration him down a bit.

During the war he addressed envelopes for the Reli
gious 1 ract Association : they never give him a penny 
for it. There he was, usin’ up all our Stephens’ Blue 
Black, and spoilin’ all Ma’s best tablecloths, to say 
nothin’ of ruining the oilcloth. There’s great blobs 
and splotches of ink on the lino to this very day. He 
called it a work of God. Silly old chump. We never 
had no use for religious stuff in our family before 
Uncle Cecil came back from Canada, and now he’s very 
near gone and upset the happy home.

Still, I shouldn’t be worryin’ you with all this 
because the end came sudden. It canje about like this
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here. Sissie, that’s my youngest sister, got chummy 
with a bloke from Conklins, the Engineers. Nice 
young feller: sensible, cool-headed, argumentative, 
and won the Military Cross. Father said he had no 
serious objection to Sissie bringin’ the young man 
home. So, one night, he came.

This is the excitin’ bit. When he got into the sittin’ 
room I introduced him to Mother and Uncle Cecil, and 
I noticed as Uncle Cecil give him a special sharp look 
over his cracked eye-glasses. At the same time, young 
Herbert, that’s his name, looks down at the pile of 
Methodist Sentinels, and he smiles, funny like ! This 
was enough for Uncle Cecil, who’s a bit sensitive like.

“  Don’t you laugh at me, young man,”  says Uncle 
Cecil, snakin’ his Methodist Sentinel: real angry he 
was, too. “  I suppose,”  he says, “  you’re one of those 
modern young Atheists who don’t believe in God and 
all that.”

“  Oo’s God? ”  asks Herbert, with a grin, as he tips 
a wink to Father. “  Oo’s God? Never ’eard of the 
old boy. What is ’ee— a blinkin’ Methodist ? ”

Then we all laughs, Mother an’ all. You never see 
such a scene in all your life. Uncle Cecil gets up out of 
our best arm-chair, an’ waves his arms about like a 
balmy windmill. There was Methodist Sentinels 
flying about all over the room; one went in the fire and 
nearly set light to the new plush overmantel.

“  S it down, Cecil,”  says Ma. “  The young man 
means no ’arm.”

But Uncle Cecil went as white as a sheet an’ closed 
his eyes, mumbling an’ muttering to isself somethin’ 
awful. “  An Atheist,”  he says, “  in my sister’s 
’house,”  he says. “  A  Freethinker— a demon of outer 
darkness, where there is weepin’ an’ wailin’ an’ nashin’ 
o’ teeth— engaged to my sister’s dear chce-ild ! ”  Then 
he rolled ’is eyes somethin’ dreadful.

Young Herbert only smiled. Said he’d heard worse 
language in a Y .M .C.A. Uncle Cecil was properly 
w>ld : he danced round the room like a maniac.

“  Sit down, Cecil,”  shouts Father. “  Don’t go 
insultin’ my daughter’s intended. I ’m glad as she’s 
fixed up with such a sensible young man.”

You see, Herbert was rcclcy a way out for Father: 
a way out he’d been waitin’ for ever since Uncle Cecil 
came back from Canada. Herbert seemed to under
stand the situation, an’ played up fine.

“  Wants to interdooce family prayers, docs ’ee; the 
miserable ole ’eathen. ’Onest work is what ’ee wants.”  
Uncle went whiter than ever.

Father smiled affably: it was a great moment for 
Father.

Well, it all ended in Uncle Cecil packin’ up all his 
Methodist Sentinels, an’ settin’ off for Aunt Annie’s 
down in Islington. Said he wouldn’t sleep another 
night in the Devil’s house— that’s what he called our 
little home— the Devil’s house. Said we was all 
eternally damned— children of old Nick and deserving 
of hell fire. He didn’t half carry on !

Anyoldhow, we got rid of him at last. Father sits 
in the best arm-chair, and warms his toes comfortable 
like by the fire. Ma looks a lot happier, and Sissie was 
married last week to young Hcfbert at the registry 
office.

I often puzzles me brains thinkin’ it over to myself 
whether it wasn’t a put- up job between him an’ the old 
man. I shouldn’t wonder ! A rth ur  F . T horn .

The idea of justice appears to me so much a truth of the 
first order, to which the whole universe has given its 
assent, that the greatest crimes which afflict society are 
all committed under the false pretence of Justice. The 
greatest of all crimes, at least that which is the most 
destructive and consequently the most opposite to the 
design of nature, is war ; but there never was an aggresssor 
who did not gloss over his guilt with the pretext of 
justice.— Voltaire.

Christmas Wants.

If I had the power to produce exactly what I want for 
next Christmas, I would have all the kings and emperors 
resign, and the people govern themselves.

I would have all the nobility drop their titles and give 
their lands back to the people. I would have the pope 
throw away his tiara, take off his sacred vestments, and 
admit that he is not acting for God—is not infallible— 
but is just an ordinary man. I would have all the 
Cardinals, archbishops, bishops, priests and clergymen 
admit that they know nothing about theology, nothing 
about hell or heaven, nothing about the destiny of the 
human race, nothing about devils or ghosts, gods or 
angels. I would have them tell their “ flocks”  to think 
for themselves, to be manly men and womanly women, 
and to do all in their power to increase the sum of human 
happiness.

I would have all the professors of colleges, all the 
teachers in schools of every kind, including those in the 
Sunday-schools, agree that they would teach only what 
they know, that they would not palm off guesses as de
monstrated truths.

I would like to see all the politicians changed to states
men—  to men who long to make their country great and 
free—to men who care more for the public good than 
private gain—men who long to be of use.

I would like to see all the editors of papers and maga
zines agree to print the truth and nothing but the truth, 
to avoid misrepresentation, and to let the private affairs 
of the people alone.

I would like to see drunkenness and prohibition 
abolished.

I would like to sec corporal punishment done away with 
in every home, in every school, in every asylum, 
reformatory and prison. Cruelty hardens and degrades, 
kindness reforms and ennobles.

I would like to see the millionaires unite and form a 
trust for the public good.

I would like to see an international court established, 
in which to settle disputes between nations, so that armies 
could be disbanded and the great navies allowed to rust 
and rot in perfect peace.

I would like to see the whole of the world free— free 
from injustice—free from superstition.

This will do for next Christmas. The following 
Christmas 1 may want more. R. G. Ingkrsoix.

Correspondence.

PHONOGRAPHY AND SPEED, 
r o  THE EDITOR OK THE “ FREETHINKER.”

Sir,— I was interested to see Mr. W. H. Morris’s reply 
to my criticisms in your issue of December 12, and note 
the sources from which he obtained his information as to 
Mr. Natliam Belirin having written shorthand at the rate 
of 278 words a minute, and the Hon. Mr. Blake having 
spoken for hours at 225-230 words a minute.

I am rather surprised that a gentleman connected with 
the Press should consider that these statements are “ too 
well established to be impugned merely on the grounds 
of improbability.”

The fact is that these alleged feats are made by in
terested parties; but where is the independent evidence 
that they were actually accomplished ? I have heard a 
phonograph reproduce a speech at 250 words a minute, 
the result being an unintelligible gabble, causing much 
amusement amongst those who heard it. To repeat these 
exaggerated claims, from whatever source the}’ are ob
tained, is not evidence.

Many speakers think they can speak very fast. For 
instance Mr. Will Thorne has publicly stated (vide Pit
man’s Journal 7th Feb., 1914) that he speaks at 300 words 
a minute! Let anyone try to read 300 words in one min
ute so that it can be understood by others. Yet we are 
told that it is a well established fact for a man to have
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written 278 words in a minute for five minutes— nearly 
five words a second.

Referring again to the Hon. Mr. Blake’s speech at 225- 
230 words a minute, let me give a few facts, as published 
in the Phonetic Journal, n th  August, 1894, as to the 
rates of prominent orators :—

Mr. Chamberlain ... 148 words per minute
(This was considered exceptional.)

Mr. Balfour, Sir W. Harcourt, and Sir H. James,
122 words per minute

Mr. Gladstone ............  112 words per minute
Mr. Morley ............. 96 words per minute

Mr. Gladstone (Home Rule Speech)
roo words per minute

I may also say that I have Mr. Lloyd George’s speech 
on the Insurance Act, which works out on an average 
speed of 88 words a minute.

If Mr. Morris would like to go further into this matter 
with a view of arriving at the truth, I invite him to see 
Mr. Malone, the Author of Script Phonography at his 
office— The International Script Shorthand Co., Ltd., 61-62 
Chancery Lane, W.C.2. This gentleman has for over 
thirty years, through the pages of the Script Phono
graphic Journal, never failed to expose exaggerated and 
baseless statements which have been foisted upon the cred
ulous public as facts, regarding the speed at which it is 
possible to articulate language and to write it in short
hand. W. T. N ewman.

[We cannot spare more space to the discussion of this 
point.—Ed.]

Thomas Paine,

Immortal Paine, triumphant still in death,
In spite of pious slander’s poisoned breath,
Thy name shall live, throughout succeeding years, 
When reason conquers superstitious fears, 
Posterity shall own thee as a friend,
And vindicate thy labour and its end,
From all the libels that religious hate 
And cruel falsehood forge and propagate,
Eternal truth shall ultimately rise,
Dispel the host of consecrated lies,
Break thro’ the clouds that intercept the light, 
And shed conviction on the inquiring sight.
0 1 Paine, my heart compassionates thy fate, 
Unhappy portion of the truly great, 
Self-sacrificing souls, who nobly dare,
Where meaner spirits tremble and despair, - 
Thy voice proclaimed the Age of Reason nigh, 
Marshalled the facts, raised the battle-cry,
Engaged in conflict, heaven’s anointed host,
Led on by Father, Son, and Holy Ghost,
Thy triumph great and dread, though incomplete, 
Succeeding years, the dire assault repeat.

Consummate leader of a distant van,
Of troops embattled for the good of man,
Thy glorious name illuminates the past,
And grateful hearts shall bless thee to the last, 
Due recognition crowns thy active life,
Of self-devoted, and persistent strife,
To further rising truth’s all-radiant cause,
And hurl confusion on her shameless foes,
Ranked with the best and noblest of mankind,
A generous heart and rarely gifted mind,
The truth and learning that adorn thy page,
These are thy passports to the farthest age.

Lewis McHugh.

Revolt is a scandal to any government; for the endurance 
of a people is so notorious, as to be one of the causes why 
they are made to endure so much; and it is as great a 
disgrace to the wisdom and humanity of rulers to suffer 
provocation to exhaust it, as it would be to fathers of 
families to have their children rise up against them for the 
sake of the house. If government cannot prevent revolt, 
it has not right to govern the revolters; for it has not suc
ceeded in attaining the only just end of government, 
namely, the comfort of the governed.— Leigh Hunt.

SUNDAY L E C TU R E  NOTICES, Etc.

Notices of Lectures, etc., must reach us by first post on 
Tuesday and be marked “ Lecture Notice; ”  if not sent on 
postcard.

LONDON.
Indoor.

Metropolitan Secular Society (Johnson’s Dancing
Academy, 241 Marylebone Road, near Edgware Road) : 7, 
Social Gathering and Music and Dancing.

COUNTRY.
Indoor.

G lasgow Branch N. S. S. (Shop Assistants’ Hall, 297 Argyle 
Street) : 12 noon, H. M. Macleod, “  Four Years in a 
Caravan.” Lantern Lecture. (Collection.)

L eeds Branch N. S. S. (Youngman’s Rooms, 19 Lowerhead 
Row, Leeds) : every Sunday at 6.30.

L eicester Secular Society (Secular Hall, Humberstone 
Gate) : 6.30, Saturday, December 25, Cedar Paul, Lecture 
Concert, “ Songs and Tales of the Hebrides.” Sunday, 
December 26, Eden Paul, “ Creative Evolution and Free
dom.”

♦
AU P A IR .— Gentlewoman required, willing to give 

First Lessons to a little girl (7J) and assist in light house
hold duties; Maid kept. Richmond (Surrey). Possibly small 
salary later on.— Reply Mrs. P., c/o Freethinker Office, 61 
Farringdon Street, London, E.C. 4.

THE SECULAR SOCIETY, Ltd.

Company Limited by Guarantee

Registered Office: 62 Farringdon Street, London, E.C. 

Secretary: Miss E. M. VAN CE.

This Society was formed in 1898 to afford legal security to the 
acquisition and application of funds for Secular purposes.

The Memorandum of Association sets forth that the Society’s 
Objects are:—To promote the principle that human conduct should 
be based upon natural knowledge, and not upon supernatural 
belief, and that human welfare in this world is the proper end of 
all thought and action. To promote freedom of inquiry. To 
promote universal Secular Education. To promote the complete 
secularization of the State, etc. And to do all such lawful things 
as are conducive to such objects. Also to have, hold, receive, and 
retain any sums of money paid, given, devised, or bequeathed by 
any person, and to employ the same for any of the purposes of the 
Society.

Members pay an entrance fee of ten shillings, and a subsequent 
yearly subscription of five shillings.

The liability of members is limited to £1, in case the Society 
should ever be wound up.

All who join the Society participate in the control of its business 
and the trusteeship of its resources. It is expressly provided in the 
Articles of Association that no member, as such, shall derive any 
sort of profit from the Society, either by way of dividend, bonus, 
or interest.

The Society's affairs are managed by an elected Board of 
Directors, one-third of whom retiro (by ballot), each year, but are 
eligible for re-election.

Friends desiring to benefit the Society are invited to make 
donations, or to insert a bequest in the Society's favour in their 
wills. The now historic decision of the House of Lords in re 
Bowman and Others v, the Secular Society, Limited, in 1917, a 
verbatim report of which may be obtained from its publishers, 
the Pioneer Press, or from the Secretary, makes it quite impossible 
to set aside such bequests.

A Form of Bequest.— The following is a sufficient form of be
quest for insertion in the wills of testators :—

I give and bequeath to the Secular Society, Limited, the sum
of £-----free from Legacy Duty, and I direct that a receipt
signed by two members of the Board of the said Society and 
the Secretary thereof shall be a good discharge to my Executors 
for the said Legacy.

It is advisable, but not necessary, that the Secretary should be 
formally notified of such bequests, as wills sometimes get lost or 
mislaid. A form of membership, with full particulars, will be sent 
on application to the Secretary, Miss E. M. Vance, 62 Farringdon 
Stteet, London, E.C. 4.
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Pamphlets. A  New Life of Sr&dlaugH.

By G. W. F oote.
CHRISTIANITY AND PROGRESS. Price ad., postage id. 
THE MOTHER OF GOD. With Preface. Price ad., 

postage id. n
THE PHILOSOPHY OF SECULARISM. Price ad., 

postage i d . ______

THE JEWISH LIFE OF CHRIST. Being the Sepher 
Toldoth Jeshu, or Book of the Generation of Jesus. 
With an Historical Preface and Voluminous Notes. 
Ey G. W. Foote and J. M. Wheeler. Price 6d,, 
postage i d . ______

VOLTAIRE’S PHILOSOPHICAL DICTIONARY. Vol. 
I„ 128 pp., with Fine Cover Portrait, and Preface by 
Chapman Cohen. Price is. 3d. postage i£d.

By C hapman C ohen.
DEITY AND DESIGN. Price id., postage |d.
WAR AND CIVILIZATION. Price id., postage id.
RELIGION AND THE CHILD. Price id., postage id.
GOD AND MAN: An Essay in Common Sense and Natural 

Morality. Price 3d., postage id.
CHRISTIANITY AND SLAVERY: With a Chapter on 

Christianity and the Labour Movement. Price is., 
postage lid .

WOMAN AND CHRISTIANITY: The Subjection and 
Exploitation of a Sex. Price is., postage ijd.

CHRISTIANITY AND SOCIAL ETHICS. Price id., 
postage id.

SOCIALISM AND TH E CHURCHES. Price 3d., post- 
age id.

CREED AND CHARACTER. The Influence of Religion 
on Racial Life. Price 7d., postage iid .

By J. T. Lloyd.
PRAYER: ITS ORIGIN, HISTORY, AND FUTILITY. 

Price gd.. postage id.

» By Mimnermus.
FREETHOUGHT AND LITERATURE. Price id., post

age id. ______

By Walter Mann.
PAGAN AND CHRISTIAN MORALITY. Price 2d, 

postage id.
SCIENCE AND THE SOUL. With a Chapter on Infidel 

Death-Beds. Price 7d., postage iid .

By Rodert A rch.
SOCIETY AND SUPERSTITION. Price 6d„ postage id.

By H. G. F armer.
HERESY IN ART. The Religious Opinions of Famous 

Artists and Musicians. Price 3d., postage id.

By A. Millar.
TH E ROBES OF PAN : And Other Prose Fantasies. 

Price is., postage iid .

By Colonel Ingersoll.
IS SUICIDE A SIN ? AND LAST WORDS ON 

SUICIDE. Price 2d., postage id.
CREEDS AND SPIRITUALITY. Price id., postage id. 
FOUNDATIONS OF FAITH. Price 2d., postage id.

By D. Hume.
ESSAY ON SUICIDE. Price id., postage id. 
LIBERTY AND NECESSITY. Price id., postage id.

About Id in the 1s. should be added on all Fovtign and 
Colonial Orders.

T he Pioneer Press 61 Farr' ■ 'don Street, E.C. 4.

CHARLES BRADLAUGH
BY

The Eight Hon. J. M. BOBEBTSON.
An Authoritative Life of one of the greatest Reformers 
of the Nineteenth Century, and the only one now 

obtainable.
With Four Portraits.

In Paper Covers, 2s. (postage 3d.). Cloth Bound, 
3 s. 6d. (postage 4d.).

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C. 4.

Religion and Sex.
Studies in the Pathology 
of Religious Development.

BY

CHAPMAN COHEN.
A Systematic and Comprehensive Survey of the 

relations between the sexual instinct and morbid and 
abnormal mental states and the sense of religious exalt
ation and illumination. The ground covered ranges from 
the primitive culture stage to present-day revivalism and 
mysticism. The work is scientific in tone, but written 
in a style that will make it quite acceptable to the 
general reader, and should prove of interest no less to 
the Sociologist than to the Student of religion. It is a 
work that should be in the hands of all interested in 
Sociology, Religion, or Psychology.

Large Svo, well printed on superior paper, cloth bound, 
and gilt lettered.

Price Six Shillings.
(Postage gd.)

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C, 4.

Fine Sepia-toned Photograph of
Mr. CHAPMAN COHEN.

Printed on Cream Carbon Bromide-de-Luxe.
Mounted on Art Mount, 11 by 8. A High Class 

Production!
Price 2 s. 3d., post free.

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C. 4.

PIO N E E B  L E A F L E T S . 
By CHAPMAN COHEN.

So. 1. ffhat Will You Put Its itn Place 7 
No. 8. Dying Freethinkers.
No. 9. The Beliefs of Unbelievers.
No. B, Are Christians Inferior to Freethinkers 7 
No. 6. Does Han Desire Cod?

Price Is. 6d. per 100.
(Postage 3d.)

T he Pioneer Press, Gi Farringdon Street, E.C. 4.
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FREETHINKERS’ OFFERS TO ALL “ FREE
THINKER ” READERS.

FREETHINKERS naturally offer you better value than pious 
profiteers.

“ Rationalist” Superfine Dark Overcoating ... 21s. 9d. per yd. 
“ Charming” Check Mantling for Ladies’ Coats 14s. 6d. ,,
For the Kiddies—Mantlings 14s. lid., & Velours 22s. Id. ,, 
“ Famed” “  Bradlaugh ” Blue Serge Suiting 16s. lid. ,,

All double width.
Also “ Ingersoll” Natural Wool Blankets,

36s. 6d. and 42s. 5d. per pair
Send for Free Patterns and Free Booklet. Cash to accompany 

all Orders, refunded if not absolutely delighted. Goods sent 
carriage paid. Write for further offers.
M A C C O N N B L L  & M A B E , N e w  S tre e t, B ak ew ell.

TUNIS D A T E S .
Extra Fine^Quality, direct from the Centre of Production.

P rice L ist .
x box of 6 lbs. Tunis Dates.......................at 7s. 6d, per box'
1 ,, 10 ,, .......................  at 12s.
1 „  6 ,, Marzipan (Dates and Pistachios) at ISs. „
i » . t o , ,  »» »• »» ut 22s. I,
1 ,, 6 ,, Assorted (half Dates and half Marzipan)

at 12s. ,,
x 11 xo I. 11 ,1 at 17s* 6d. ,,

Delivered by post, carriage paid, to any address in England 
within three to four weeks from receipt of order. Remittance 
with orders. Write to—

E . P A R L E N T E  (Agent),
34 R o sem o n t R oad , R ich m o n d , L o n d o n , S.W

DOES MAN SURVIVE DEATH?
Is  the B e lie f  R e a so n a b le ?

Verbatim Report of a Discussion
BETWEEN

Mr. ILORAC J M A D  /
h(Representing the Glasgow Spiritualist Association)

AND

Mr. CHAPMAN COHEN
■ IN THE

St. Andrew’s Halls, Glasgow,

Neatly Bound in Coloured Wrapper. Price 7 d. 
Postage id.

Special Terms for quantities for propaganda purposes.

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C. 4.

The Parson and the Atheist.
A Friendly Discussion on

R E L I G I O N  A N D  LIFE.
BETWEEN

Rev. the Hon. EDWARD LYTTELTON, D.D.
(Late Headmaster of Eton College)

AND

C H A P M A N  C O H E N
(President of the N . S. S .).

With Preface by Chapman Cohen and Appendix 
by Dr. Lyttelton.

The Discussion ranges over a number of different topics— 
Historical, Ethical, and Religious— and should prove both 
interesting and useful to Christians and Freethinkers alike.
Well printed on good paper, with Coloured Wrapper,

144 pages.

Price I s .  6d., postage 2d.

T he Pioneer Peess, 61 Farriûgdoû Street, E.C. 4,
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A  N e w  P la y  b y  a N e w  W riter.

The Mourner.
A Play o f th e  Imagination.

B Y

G. H . M U R P H Y
(“ D esmond F itzroy” ).

Price O N E SHILLING.
(Postage id.

T he P io n e e r  P r e s s , 61 Farringdon Street, E.C. 4,

A  1 in e  S tu d y  o f  a G reat W riter.

THE LIFE-WORSHIP
OF

RICHARD JEFFERIES.
BY

ARTHUR F. THORN.
With Fine Portrait of Jefferies.

Price ONE SHILLING. Postage i^d.

T he Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C. 4.

Determinism or Free-Will?
By CHAPMAN COHEN.

NEW  EDITION Revised and Enlarged.

Contents : Chapter I.—The Question Stated. Chapter 
II.—“ Freedom ” and “ Will.” Chapter III.—Conscious
ness, Deliberation, and Choice. Chapter IV.—Some 
Alleged Consequences of Determinism. Chapter V,— 
Professor James on the “ Dilemma of Determinism." 
Chapter VI.—The Nature and Implications of Respon
sibility. Chapter VII.—Determinism and Character. 
Chapter VIII.—A Problem in Determinism. Chapter 

IX.—Environment.

Well printed on good paper.

Price, Wrappers Is . 9d., by post is. n d . ; or strongly 
bound in Half-Cloth 2s. 6d., by post 2s. gd.

Tim Pioneer Press, 61 Farringdon Street, E.C. 4.

THE “ FREETHINKER.”

the United Kingdom, arid is supplied by all the whole
sale agents. It will be sent direct from the publishing 
office post free to any part of the world on the following
terms:—

The United Kingdom— One Year, 17s. 6d. \ Six 
Months, 8s. 9d.; Three Months, 4s. 6d.

Foreign and Colonial— One Year, 15s. ; Six Months, 
7s. 6d.; Three Months, 3s. 9d.

Anyone experiencing a difficulty in obtaining copies 
of the paper will confer a favour if they will write us, 
giving full particulars.

Printed and Published by The P ioneer Press (G. W. Foots 
a n d  Co.. Ltd.), 01 Farringdon Street, London, E.C. 4.


