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THE CHASTE KISS

Young people are probably not
interested in being told when, where,
and in what degree to make love.
They are empirical in their dealing
with this branch of knowledge.
There is, however, always someone
to tell someone else what to do; and
now moral guidance is freely offered,
ready to be taken by those who
think they need it, from that source
of meticulous and proper wisdom
officially known as the International
Youth of Disciples of Christ. Meet-
ing recently in Seattle, Wash., the
youthful Disciples cast about them
for issues -that must be enlightened
by the Spirit of the Lord and what
so egregiously staring them in "the
face for decision as the question of
“petting”?  Whether their consid-
eration of this question began at
home or was in the form of a
broader and less intimate survey
outside the fold is not stated, al-
though it is really of some impor-
tance: the more the Disciples know,
the better they can judge.

Inferring their experience from
their conclusions, one would say
that they either kmow too much or
not enough. “Petting,” they seem to
have concluded, is a perilous strain
upon virtue—too attractive by half
or more—and is a familiarity that
brings, as it were, a content which
is open to suspicion. The compro-
mise suggested, however, iz rather
vague and at best may be regarded
by youthful eritics as impracticable.
For the Disciples, not to be too cold
about the matter, express piously
their approval of “occasional kissing,
embracing and holding of hands
among close friends.”

This is uncertain advice, to which
should be attached a bill of explic-
itly guiding partlculars How often,
for example, is “occasional”? Also,
what sort of occasions justify the
chaste kiss of Christian “friends”?
It would be a little clearer, let us
_say, if kissing were advised to feol-
low prayer or something of the sort.
It is not very. helpful, again, to
the young Christian who devoutly
wants to do right whem he is told
that “kissing, embracing and holding
of hands” is religiously permissible
but iy not informed as to the, style
or -enthusiasm in which these ex-
pressions of affection should be
given. There is variety in kissing,
infinite and sometimes stale: there
is the dutiful kiss, the casual kiss,
the solemn: kiss, the friendly kiss,

the loving kiss, the kiss lightly de-

livered . and the kiss potent and
pressing, - etc. Probably,' as they
speak of “friends” im this' connec-
tion, the Disciples have in mind a
friendly sort of kiss, but even so
thére are degrees of friendship and
. the - exact pressure and emotional
force of a kiss is still left undecided.
And practically, of course, the Dis-
ciples are naive if they confide in
the assumption that a kiss can be
exactly measured as to its warmth
and forcefulness or that a kiss begun
with diseretion is a" kiss conducted
with restraint' and ended with a
steady . feeling of unthrilled,  un-

tempted rectitude. For that matter,
the mischief is probably done before
the kissing point is reached.

There is a similar dubiety about
the Disciples’ approval in the mat-
ter of embracing and holding hands.
Here, too, there are ways and ways,
degrees and degrees. There must

ibe something attractive in the em-

brace, or it is meaningless, and if,
as naturally there is pretty sure to
be, there is real emotion im the
contact—how, then, are the Disci-
ples to consider themselves . safe?
Theory before the embrace is at
the mercy of unforeseen revision by
practice.

Holding hands is, or theoretically
seems to be, the mildest and safest
of all “friendly” signs of affection:
yet it implies something more than
shaking hands and therefore some-
thing more than friendship as the
term is commonly understood. How
long and how firmly the hand is to
be held—well, that is another point
on which the Disciples are not
specific.

Perhaps they realize this vague-
ness and have published their moral
counsel in the spirit of diplomacy:
in the end, each Disciple will have
to settle the definite nature of his
kissing and embracing between his
conscience and his God: he or she
may even drift over the line into
“petting,” which is  presumably
(though, modestly enough, particu-
lars are avoided) something more
than kissing and embracing and
holding hands: or the spirit of
“petting” may be indulged within
the technical limitations laid down
by the Disciples. Even the provision
that embraces should be exchanged
only between “friends” (“a mong”
is obviously a grammatical error)
may be interpreted liberally: for
instance—‘“friends,” generally speak-

together to kiss and embrace. Dis-
ciples will learn experimentally, like
anybody else, and find an agreeable
conscience to guide them where they
wish to go.
LR AT T
CRITICISM AND THE LITERARY
TEMPER

"A good deal has been written
about the literary temperament or
about temperament (which is not
confined to one class) as it shows
itself in persons addicted to the trade
—some regard it as a foible or
even a vice—of literature. There
is also a literary temper or a mani-
festation of moody resentment in
connection with hterary subjects,
and that is oftimes very puzzling.
Really I am  not quite able to un-
derstand why such irritation and
anger should be displayed by writers
and critics in the discussion of a
book or an author or a style or a
kind of literature. One may betteyr
understand why an author who is
the subject of sharp criticism feels
a bit resentful and, if his temper is
naturally none of the best, exchanges
harsh words with his critic.

But why should two critics make
a personal quarrel out of their oppo-
site opinions of a third writer? Or
why should a discussion about Shake-
speare’s tendency to be objectiye or
subjective in his art be conducted
fiercely? Or why should a compara-
tive 3nalysis of the qualities of
French and English fiction end in
bitter recriminations? One can ve-
ply only that it is the tendency of
human nature, which has yet a long
way to go before it develops the
habit of serene rationalism, to make
personal issues out of issues that

seem in their kind to be the most
impersonal‘; an opinion which a

ing, are those who are close enough'

man cherishes with such aﬁecti.on
that # acquires the tone of a preju-
dice is takem very personally to his
heart amd ke resents criticism of it
perhaps more deeply than he woul.d
resent a slighting comment on his
character or his appearance; and of
course patriotism, wmoral notions,
social principles, religious convictions
and the like often exacerbate a lit-
erary discussion. Anyway, it is a
fact that writers, like other men,
quarrel a good deal about their
work.

And it seems that we can most
reasonably ascribe patriotism as the
source of sensitive asperity in the
case of Prince D. S. Mirsky, a Rus-
sianliterary gentleman, who is of-
fended 'very, very much indeed by
a preface which H. G. Wells has
written to a recent edition of Tol-
stoy’s novel, Resurrection. This was
an occasion, thought Wells, to dis-
cuss not only Tolstoy but the pecu-
liarities of Russian literature. He
speaks plainly and with a note of
disparagement; yet surely literary
criticism cannot be toned down or
suppressed to suit the nice demands
of politeness? All praise and no
pointing out of weaknesses makes

-dull criticism and certainly is not

consistent with an honest -critical
attitude. Of Tolstoy and the other
great Russians Wells says:

The strength of Tolstoy lies in
his stupendous abundance of ob-
served facts. There is the same
copious garrulousness with all the
magic of a busy market place ob-
served through a window. A “facty”
garrulousness, a penetrating sense
of detail, is a distinctive quality of
all good novels, and I use the word
without detraction.

By that test of penetrating an
apprehended fact these great Rus-
sians especially stand or fall. There
is no depth of humor in any of
them, no laughter, no creative fun,
and directly the window is perceived
not to be a window but a square of
incoherently moving shapes, it mat-
ters less than nothing and grips
not at all.

Books could be, as books have
been, written about this subject and
it will not be settled to everybody’s
satisfaction by a few clever or even
critically profound paragraphs. No
doubt Wells himself could, in other
respects, say a great deal in just
and appr‘eciative praise of the Rus-
sian genius; for if the great Rus-
smns—-Tolstoy,a Chekhov, Dostoevsky,
Turgenev—sometimes confuseéd and
often fail to satisfy in some ways
they are at any rate immense fig-
ures that challengé “first-rate “atten-
tion, However, Wells is here look-
ing. at one quahty of the Russian
mind as reflected in its literature:
and the most fitting term to gener-
ally  define that quality is, I should
say, mysticism. For .example, Wells
refers to a personal memory of “a
bleak dawn in Petrograd when, after
having related anecdotes intermin-
ably, talked of sex and love, and
God and truth, and sex and cruelty,
and politics and science, and cruelty
and sex, some one with a good voice
takes the New Testament and reads
a few irrelevant texts. ‘Good,” says
a fervent voice. ‘A new life* has
dawned for me. 1 see the truth, I
see everything,’ and with a sigh the
intellectual and moral satiety rises
to -disperse.”

No one who has read many Rus-
sian novels can fail to recognize in-
stantly the vivid truth of that im-
pressmmstlc plcture If the Rus-
smns have a “copieus garrulous-

ness” in describing facts and ac-
tions, they have equally a bewil-
dering,

rushing way of arguing,

speculating, and dancing with mys-
tical excitement about these facts.
Ideas tumble over eme another in
a Russian novel, and often one re-
flects that they are not se much
ideas of thought: one might call it
whimsicality if the writers were not
so serious.

One reads a French or an English
novel and ome feels at grips with
solid, ratiomal humanity; and this
is mot because in these novels there
is merely a commonplace view of
human nature; in the first-rate
novels there is thoughtful, original
study of character and the subtleties,
the rebellious, the wonders of life
and man are ‘treated with a sensi-
tive artistic appreciation; but: there
is a fundamental verity and coher-
ence in French and English fiction
which assures, the reader that he
is on more or less familiar ground
and that he is really getting some-
where.

In Russian fiction, on the other
hand, one wanders at times (in
truth a good deal of the time) in a
psychological or mystical maze that
is rather baffling to the Western
mind, even to the mind that is ac-
customed to deal with the elusive
and less obvious aspects of thought
and character. This mystification is
less true as regards Chekhov and
Turgenev than as regards Tolstoy
and Dostoevsky; both the first-men-
tioned writers are more clear and
detached, and they take us along
with them more quietly, they are
not so breathless—they do not jump
about so excitedly and confuse us
with intellectual gyrations and ob-
sessions. But often with a Tolstoy
or a Dostoevsky novel one feels that
the author has been himself
swamped with impressions which are
but faintly or obscurely apprehended
as ideas—that he is enveloped, as it
were, in a whirlwind of reaction and
speculation—and that he is at the
mercy of his own mental excitability.

One thinks of the phrase “grand,
gloomy and peculiar” as fairly indi-
cating the tone of the Russian movel.
Perhaps it is not true, as one friend
of mine says, that “the characters
in a Russian novel are all crazy.”
But it is an exaggeratlon that sug-
gests a partial and impressive truth.
There is a2 heavy load of obsession,
a running after strange gods, an
erratic, tense, wild-eyed sort of be-

havior that leaves .one gasping.
Psychology in . the Rus;xan npvel
lmpresses one . as patholo 'cal,

queer jumping of the nerves, or the
activity of an ‘gver-boiling Kettle of
mentahty that /| i
is. vague and

After all, the Russmns ‘are most |

remarkable for ‘their mpressmmstlc
style. That is what they are—im-
pressionjsts, q.gack excitable, in-
volved, and always on the go. As
Dumas tires the reader with a
rapid flow. of aeftlon, so the Russians
tire one with their swift, torrential
flow of what ane may loosely call
ideas: not .the pale cast of thought
but the feverdd flush of thought
springing from a high temperature
of mental 1mprersmb1hty is what one
observes in Tokloy and Dostoevsky
and signs of wlhich one cannot miss
in any Russian movelist.

“Good. A life has dawned
for me. I see the truth, I see every-
thing.” Very much in that strain,
vaguely and with the deceptive in-
timation of a large, mysterious, sud-
denly expanding vision of things
unutterable, mearly every character
of importance in a Russian novel
talks at some time or other. And

along with a rambling, breeding in-
tensity to themselves.

Orthodox religion, a viewpoint of
simple piety, is almost entirely ab-
sent from these novels; one gathers
that it is too hard-and-fast and too
definite doctrinally speaking for the
writers; they must fly continually
here and there on psychological and
speculative tangents of their own;
and their speculations are the
strangest combination of subtlety
and simplicity, as illustrated by

Wells in recalling the group that

ended a bewildering intellectual jam-
boree with texts from the New Tes-
tament; the Russian novelist some-
times reminds one of a queer, un-
controllable genius who 1is over-
whelmed by thoughts and thoughts
and thoughts without really think-
ing and at other times he reminds
one of a child who suddenly dis-
covers the obvious and pauses for a
moment to fix upon it his solemn
gaze—or merely a good citizen and
Christian who, having been drunk
on fantastie philosophy, sobers down
to a plane of platitudes.

The Russians are intriguing in
their very extremes. Superficially,
and very skilfully too, they are re-
alists in the sense that they offer,
as Wells says, “a stupendous abund-
ance of observed facts.” Completely,
it seems, the common "objects and
scenes and actions. of real life are
assembled on a canvas that, at first
glance, seems alive with a literal
verisimilitude. These Russians can-
not be excelled in their best (and their
frequent) moments of sheer descrip-
tion. But along with this realism,
and continually throwing it into ob-
scurity, is an irrepressible tendency
toward mysticism. No sooner does
the Russian novelist achieve a clear
picture of reality than he fills the
scene with a medley of fanta,stwc,
restless images and the reader is
carried quickly from' waking
dreams and from dreams to waking.

This confusion of realism and
mysticism is very aptly symbolized
by Wells when he speaks of the
one quality (realism) as “the magic
of a busy market place observed
through a window” and of the other
quality (mysticism) as “not a win-
dow but a square of incoherently
moving shapes.” Incoherence—that
is’ what one feels, again and again,
to be the typical weakness of this
very distinctive and strongly- im-
pressive genre of fiction. = There is

a tremendous -outpouring of impres-’

|'siong and .meditations ‘and pertur-
bations and’ hallucinations that del-
uges "one 'in haste-and that one can-
not easily comprehended at leisure.
To be sure, these remarks about
Russian fiction are also set forth
in the mood of impressionism—they |t
express, as best I briefly can, my
reactions to these novels—and I: do
not pretend that they are to be
taken as a thorough critical study.
It .happened that those few words
from Wells struck 'a vein of similar
reflection in myself and what 1
have long felt—the quality of re-
sponse that I have always felt in
reading a Russian novel—suddenly
gets itself put into the form of an
obiter dictum rather than an erudite
analysis.

The outery of Prince D. S. Mirsky
—which was what I really intended
to discuss in the first place—may
be dismissed, after all, with a slight
comment. He seems to think that
Wells has committed a grave offense
in thus applying a critical dissect-
ing knife to the literary habits of
his (Mirsky’s) fellow countrymen.

if these characters cannot find some-

one else to talk to, they rumble

The Wellsian preface to Resurrection
is declared by Mirsky to be a “scan-

to

dal to the whole profession of let-
ters, against which every self-re-
specting author must protest.”

The word “scandal” is indeed em-
ployed here in a strange, irrelevant
connection. '~ One fails to understand
wherein it is a scandal .to discuss
literary style, ideas, and a concep-
tion of life. If Wells has written
scandalously in this instance, then
all literary criticism is a scandal.
It is foolish to make a personal
issue—or, as one suspects Mirsky
of doing—to make a patriotic issue
out of such a discussion which
should reasonably be conducted in a
spirit of freely, thoughtfully critical
give-and-take. After all, Tolstoy 1§
dead (not that that matters in this
case) and his books, even as the
books of all Russians and French-
men and Englishmen living or dead,
are simply to be judged—whether
rightly or wrongly—in the spirit of
honest opinion and a criticism that
deals with books and ideas rather
than with men.

Mirsky or anyone else may. reply
to Wells, challenging his .verdict if
they can with a more convincing
verdict, but it is childish to talk
of protesting, in a spirit of, angry
personal offense, because one writer
has, not for the first time, expressed
frankly and not entirely flatteringly
his opinion of another writer or
group of writers. Writers are as
foolish as other men when they let
temper run away with them, If
Wells has written a bad piece of
criticism, let ersky try to correct
it with a good piece of' criticism.

B T

WHEN GOOD FELLOWS GET
TOGETHER
You know the lines of the song—
It’s always fair weather
When good fellows get together.
'We like to share our fun. We
enjoy games, celebrations, recreations
in common. We have, too, larger
and more serious interests of a co-
operative kind, working together,
combining for various purposes, ex-
changing ideas and reciprocating
services so that the wheels go round
in an organized world, and having
a collective interest and activity in
our social-political character as
friends, -citizens, etc. All of which,
I know, is very platitudinous. But
I mention it only as an introduec-
tion to a little surprise. For you
will be surprised to learn, on the
authority of an obscure writer of
church advertlsmg, that religion is
the onée great binding -tie of 'com-
thon interest without which we are
lost in solitude or confusmn or
both or somethmg

You ;are of course familiar with
“Why Go to Church” advertise-
ments that have been of recent years
spread’ in page displays in the news-
papers. Those who are obviously
interested in® keeping up the church
business some time ago decided to
advertise in the hope that by this
method, so successful commereially,
the human tide drifting steadily
away from the church could be
turned back in the old direction. Tt
was shrewdly realized, too, that the
appeal of religion per se would not
do the trick. The church must be
made to seem interesting if that were
possible, and at any rate the public
appeals must insist upon the social
attractiveness and importance of the
church. Better advertising is wanted,
however—the task of winning pa-
trons, more important practically|e
than the task of winning “souls,” is
not so easy—and so a veswdent of
Brooklyn, N. Y., brought forth a
masterpiece whlch was awarded the

prize in a church advertising cons
test.

That mastermece doesr’t say a
word about religion ‘- proper but
evades any question of religious be-
lief or viewpoint. Why, then, should
one go to church? Because: “Re-
ligion is derived from the Latin
words ‘re’ and ‘ligo,” meaning—*‘to
bind together.” And that is . the
whole purpose of religion—to bind
people together for a common pur-
pose. You want happiness, content-
ment, prosperity. You can’t have
these alone; you get them only as
you help those around you to Win
them, too. So  why not join +with
your neighbors in praying as well
as in working for them?. Get the
weight of a common aim, a common
purpose, behind your prayers and
your work—go to church.”

Amazingly, we are told that we
can only get together by gcing te
church. We had thought, beihg
mere realists, that we had many
common interests and that’we were
in the habit of tcgether
variously and interestingly and ef-
fectively in our work, in our play,
in our circles of friendly intercourse,
in our political activities, in a num-
ber of groups with aims far re-

e
oo
getting

‘moved or even directly opposed to

religion. The American Association
for the Advancement of - Atheism,
for example, is a group of men and
women united by a similar aim: so
are the trade unions and the pro-
fessional associations and the Cham-
bers of Commerce and the innumer=
able clubs and lodges and the polit-
ical parties and the artistic and
literary groups—

But enough: we get together so
much in organizations that what
we really mneed today is less, not
more, of this tendency: we need to
cultivate the freedom and variety
of personal life. What this adver-
tisement means, if it means anything
intelligible, is that a common social
life is impossible without religion,
That is obviously a piece of bunk
which need not be argued about but
to which the sufficient reply is that
we do have all the necessary and
desirable interests of members of a
social group—of society at large
and very many inner groups—and
that we do not walk alone because
we walk in a direction away from
the church. The fact is that as
the majority people stay away
from chiiteh, we can get fogether
better almost anywhere else—say ‘at
the ball game or the dance or the
theater.

The value of getting together de-
pends upon what men get together
for: they .may, for instance, get
together for the purpose of rohbing
a bank or drinking home brew or
listening to music or enjoying in-
telligent discussion—or, if queerly
they are built that way, for prayer.
Praying—I put it as a personal
confession and a statement of per-
sonal ‘privilege—is an unfamiliar
aberration qdite outside the range
of my social or personal interests:
for one thing, it is not done when
good fellows get together. And on
this point. T share a feeling which
is common to millions of my fel.
low men, so T am not, after all,
alone. When we are at work, we
of course too busy to prav;
and when we are work, 1t
seems that we can always find *ome-

3

are

not at

thing else to do that is more sensi-
ble and agreeable. Alone or with
somebody, we have so many inter-
ests, common and peculiar, that we

are never drawn by need or inclina-
tion to what we regard as the un-
common, unfamiliar, stupendously
superfluous interest of church- -going.

‘Why IDon’t Believe in
- Capital
Punishment -
E. Haldeman-Julins

[Copyright, 1929,- Haldeman-Julius Ce.)
 Is capital punishment civilized?
It is significant that this is a mad-
ern question and that a hundred
years ago there was scarcely an
objection to the taking of human
life by the State. Turn  back a
little farther in history and you will
find ap attitude of thoughtless cru-
elty, suggestively both social and in-
dividual, that is revolting to the
modern conscience. There has been
within recent years a growing con-
viction that capital punishment is
unjustifiable, that net simply is it
opposed to our wmost advanced hu-
mane feelings: but is unnecessary and
undesirable on = strictly rational
grounds.

This is one feature im the general
development of the social censcience:

with the growth of civilization, the!

tendency has been to condemn phys-
fcal violence as a method of social
action; thus we have a disposition
toward the meore peaceable and or-
derly conduct of life im business,
in government. in the exchange of
opinions, in the adjustment of per-
sonal differences, and in the field of
intérnational relations,

not been outgrown and the greatest

| barbarism of all—war—is still  the

practice of nations. But there is“a
strong, umiversal ideal of pacifism,
a condemnation of war by the emn-
lightened spirit of our age, which
is the reflection of our more civil-
ized point of view generally: there
has never before in history been any-
thing like the propaganda of peace

ands  international understanding
which is so prominent in our day
and, . although it has yet to make
itself finally effective, it skows that
civilization tends toward ‘more and
more refimement, humanism, the . use
of reasom, and the disapproval of
violence. Toleration, which .means
that we talk freely about ideas im-
stead of fighting about them and
trying forcibly to suppress them, is
another expression of the humanita-
rian -and rational attitude that is
encouraged by the growth of civili-
zation; here, as in every branch of
affairs, we have not of course reach-
ed an ideal but we have steadily
advanced in peacefulness. We have
won freedom from the narrowness
and cruelty. of rellgmus domination
and from the more vicious, barbaric
oppressions of government. The
race, as it becomes more civilized,
becomes also less bloody-minded and
more given to mildness' in ity be-
havior, both individually and socially..

The modern opposition to capital
punishment is simply a phase of
this civilized tendency toward a.kind
of behavior that is - humane and
merciful and toleramt- and that, in

Violence has®

'the broadest view, signifies a move:

sensidly controlled and .hdrmonious

social life. Tt is not that we believe
in tolerating murder, but to deal
intelligently with murder and other

conception of violence and vengeance.
We who oppose capital punishment
recognize in the humane sentiment
one of the most important benefits
that have come from the evolution
of society from barbarism teo civili-
zation; and imsofar as this humane
sentiment triumphs in the determi-
nation of our actions, social and in-
dividual, we are all the gainers in
'the most concrete, practical terms
of  civilization.

No one would argue against capital
punishment if it were clear that its
abolition would remove an essential
safeguard and make the peril of
murder more frequent and general.
We say that no one is the gainer,
that mo one ‘is in a position of
greater - safety, when the State ex-
ecutioner hangs a man by the neck
until he is dead or sends the fatal
current through his body. Our ob-
Jection is made on the ground, not
merely of a tender conscience re-
specting the taking of human life
under any circumstances, but of so-
cial welfare. In a word, it is true
civilized policy to insist upon  the
‘abandonment of violence, whether it
is the capricious violence of the in-
dividual or the deliberate and legally
Justxﬁed violence of the State.

It is, too, precisely the most sen-
sitive . 'and thoughtful and soéial-
minded ' persons who indict capital
punishment as a cruel and senseless
policy which we have inherited from

barbavom ages: and the truth of

crime is better than the old crude]

this indictment is-in a measure ad-
mitted by t fact that the death
penalty has n reduced 'in its ap-
plication until t is invoked only in
punishment of‘ ‘the single crime of
murder (and the crime of treason
in time of barBarous war, which we
may note ironically). TUndoubtedly.
good men, who are not really cruel,
defend conscientiously the State’s
right to demand the murderer’s life in
payment for his crime; they are, how-
ever, appealing te the more crude
and impulsive standards of an ear-
lier age in the life of mankind;
plausibly as thkey may argue, they
are nevertheless' upholding barbaric
law, whereas the most modern sen-
timent, which a logical blend of
humanitarian ‘shd scientific princi-
ples, challengeé ‘met so much the;
rightfulness as the reasonableness of’
fatal, bloody. vengeance by the State.

Capital punishment is murder by

'their right to life.

reasonably among the various mo-
tives. that animate deeds which in
themselves are objectionable. We do
not .place in the same category the
man who kills for money and the
man who kills from a motive of
conscientious revenge or, let us say,
to punish 3 man who has undoubt-
edly behaved vilely. We recognize
the distinction between a murder of
sudden, thoughtless passion and a
murder of premeditated coldness and
cunning. We say, however—the law
says—that individuals shall not on
their own initiative visit judgment
upon their fellows and decide upon
Not with ap-
parently the best motives, not with
the most impersonal aim of effect-
ing justice as he sees it, is the-in-
dividual approved by society in
claiming another’s life. .

Yet twelve: mem, chosen by the
State, are empowered to do what one
man on his own initiative is forbid-

the State.. Tt is mnot, of course,
murder with a direct personal mo-
tive. Theoretxcally at least, the Jury-
men and the jndge and the execu- |
tioner punish not the man but the.
act; yet the motives can be com-,
pared to those which aperate. simi-
larly in personal murders: namely,l
fear and revenge. To say that the
murder is done in the name of jus-|
tice is not to alter the fact that it
is murder. TIndividually, men have'
killed and ex their act by say-'
ing that the vietirm deserved to die:'
that he was ing justly pumshed
for a prior cr%e. But we. cannot,
admit that the ‘ﬁnotxve justifies the

act, even though we may admit it,
as an extenuémn and distinguish |

den to do. As an individual often
justifies himself for murder, so does
the State justify itself by alleging|®
. the demands of justice and the needs
of social protection. Not even mo-
tive makes the difference in every
case between murder by the indi-
vidual and murder by the State;
!for individual murderers often al-
lege, truthfully enough too; the n;len-
tical motives—punishment and * the
protection of = society—which are
i claimed by the State; the essential
difference is that the State murders
legally while the individual murders
in violation of the law. State mur-
der, let .us agree, is. more ppt to
be dxscnmmatmg and to represent
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what we a‘egard roughly as justice
than is individual murder. ' We as-
sume that twelve men, carefully re-
viewing the evidence and guided by
the law, will be less lable to error.
It is an assumption that does not
always prove true; in very many
instances circumstantial evidence, a
confusion about points of fact and
law, is responsible for the death of
innocent persons; motives of preju-
dice sometimes welgh unintelligently
and unfairly in the decisions of
Jjurymen, just as they would if those
men were to carry out a fatal judg-
ment in their private capacity.

But even as it v agreed that a
man’s life shall not be taken by an
individual, no matter with what ap-
pearance of justice, so we say that
murder  should not be committed by
the State though it alleges the most
impressive aim of social control and
justice. This view is not dictated
by tenderness for any . individual |P
murderer; it is not that the mur-
derer’s hfe is.valuable, even as it
is not recognized as the concern of
the -law whether, the murderer’s vie-
tim was good or bad, important or
worthless our contention is that the
principle. of violence is %ocially an
evil principle. Murder by the State
is ‘the expression of barbaric policy
of revenge which ‘the enlightened
conscience of man is outgrowing.

Justice and vengeance are con-

fused. What end of justice is served
by capital punishment? .It does not
bnng the murderer’s victim back to
life. - Tt~ does not" help  the family
and. friends of the murderer’s victim,

'revenge

it satisfies their desire for

It does not help society.
for in the case of a really dangerous
offendey who may be expected to
kill again the restraint of imprison-
ment is sufficient for .social protec-
tion: while im many if not most
cases it is practically certain that
the murderer would never repeat
his, offense, which had an isclated
personal motive. The most intimate
crimes of personal passion are not,
{for example, a menace to society as
a whole; that is to say, the man
who kills with a solitary object of
jealousy or revenge respecting one
man cannot be regarded as the poten-
tial murderer of anyone else; in
fact, many have escaped the conse-
quences of murder and have for the
remainder of a long life conducted
themselves as exemplary citizens.
No: capital punishment is well de-
fined by the second word of the
phrase: it is punishment, when all
is said, that is effected and nothing
more. Single murderis turned by
the State into double murder.

And ominously in the background
of the deliberating ‘'machinery of the
law there is, as we see revoltingly

in every major case, the howl of
the emotionally frenzied crowd for
the satisfaction of hlood. The atti-
tude of the law, from the indict-
ment to the sentence and the execu-
tion, is in effect a justification and.
realization of the most profoundly
ugly and -anti-social’ passions of the
crowd. Public opinion may be said’
to follow the criminal with mob rage

though

~and' tenacity .of* violent purposé from
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the momient of his apprehension. We
heerve im very metorious cases a
$ty ar a State inflamed for weeks
and wmonths with the sinister spirit
of vengeance; and this social psy-
chelogy s created significantly in
these States where capital punish-
ment iz the law; where it is certain
to'be emly a guestion of imprisen-
mient, the public attitude is far

mildor—there 58 mot the same ugly
exel nt. It is, we contend, so-

cially evil that the law should, as
it werve, dignify and even celebrate
with its approval this meb passion
of vemgeance. It is harmful to the
publie mind, it is exciting in the
miest barbaric way, it s revolting
to the best feelings that have been
developed by our civilization—and,
after all the terrible show is over,
ne compensating gain has hbeen se-
cured for the social welfare.

Onme thinks in this connectiom of
the charge that is often made that
the opposition to capital punishment
is merely sentimental and is there-
fore not deserving of a serious hear-
ing. It is clear, on the contrary,
that the support of the policy of
capital punishment is to a great
extent inspired by the crowd’s pas-
siemate thirst for vengeance. It is
defended, to be sure, by its more
reasoning supporters on the dispas-
sionate. greund of secial wecessity;

of the defense or the reasoms set
forth, the policy which is defemded
is a violent eme and unaveidably
eneyurages the passionate attitude
which is in disharmony with the
large interests ef eivilization.
These are censiderations which
should be carefully weighed, even if
it could be shown that capital pun-
ishment had a real measure of ef-
fectiveness in diminishing crimes of
violence. But casting aside all sen-
timent and all cemsiderations of
social psycholegy, we say that om
the ground of its supposed practical

fiable. It dees not prevent murder
nor could we reasonably expect it
to do so. Im fact, with the human-
izatien of the law and the secial
conscience we can fairly claim that
there has beem an improvement in
the general level of social life, with
respect to ecrime as with respect to
manners and morals.

One does not need to be an ex-
ceptional student of history te know
that not se far in the past the at-
titude of - the law was amazingly
and undiscriminatingly vielent, Not
alone murder but many other erimes
were punishable by death. And in
those days it was an open question
whether the individual criminals 'eor

the State as the legal wreaker of
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value capital punishment is unjusti-}

| | social life.
nowadays to bring us sensational

but nevertheless, whatever the tonelviefemee had the greater vecord.

Céemiainly, peeple were brutally fa-
 miliarized with violemee by the eon-
 stant severe pumishmeemt of the State
as much as by the activifies of
beriminads. Not. emly trials but execu-
Fions 'were gala affaivs and a hanging
was a notowiows occasion for cele-
bration,
the crewd wotld gather to see an
execution; and the hangman’s game
was a popular sport. Highwaymen
and other offendiers were exposed im-
decently on gaflews at the eross-
roads and such gruesome sights were
commen.

Yet this bloody policy of the law
did net swcceed in putting am end
to crime nor, what is more te the
point, was it ever shown that it
diminished crime. Tts chief signifi-
'canee was that it expressed the gen-

now the law was defended in the
dignified name of justice and it was
claimed that society required the
protection of such severe measures;
albeit the motive of punishment,
pure and simple, was more openly
asserted as a good and sufficient
motive. Society was so much the
closer to barbarism, from which the
code of fatal vengeance was derived.
Civilization, had not refined the law
nor the public sentiment of the age.
But whatever claims were made in
behalf of the stark brutality of the
law, it was in the last analysis a
reflection of an ignorant and coarse
and cruel age, far more accustomed
to vielence than we are today. Se-
ciety was suffering  (as it suffers to
a degree even ‘yet) from the bar-
barous heritage of the Middle Ages,
when, we know, people lived vilely
and violently on the whele. There
had not yet developed even the be-
ginning of a scientific conception of
social welfare nor the sentiment of
humanity which is the mark of a
higher, civilized plane of policy and
behavior. In every aspect of life
there was a great deal of cruelty.
Government was oppressive in the
extreme. Religion was harsh and
bigoted and superstitious. Law was
starkly primitive. There was in the
common life a degree of coarseness
and injustice which is shecking to
the modern conscience—or shocking,
let us say, to the modern sense of
refinement and the modern concep-
tion of an orderly, rational -life.
Out of such social conditions we
should expect a great deal of vio-
lence and we should also expect the
law to reflect the7callousness of
the age. 2

The influence of gfvancing ecivili-
zation—freedom, edu¢ation, prosper-
ity, more efficient social order—gave
men at once a more humane and a
more practical viewpoint. Fear and
cruelty, so general in medieval times
and so familiar to the people even
a century ago, diminished their evil
sway as material and cultural stand-
ards rose to a more agreeable, more
secure level. More enlightened so-
.cial conceptions gradually displdced
(the process, by the way, is not yet
complete) the old, thoughtless, in-
dividualistic attitude. And the law
natugally grew more humane, more
discriminating, - and amenable to
prindiples of humanity that modified

barbaric “justice.” . Punishment as
an’%end in itself came to be less
openly avowed, so that today the
defgénders of murder by the State
| say that its object is mot so much
to 'punish the criminal as to protect
saciety.

1And this humanization of the law
—or, more broadly, of tke social
conscience—has been accompanied by

crimes; it has resulted in or rather
has been synchronous with an in-
creasing security and orderliness of
We have our nmewspapers

reports of crime happening in all
parts of the world, and we sometimes
cenclude hastily that, paradoxieally,
as the world grows better in every
other respect it grows worse in re-
spect to crime; but ordinarily the
citizen of today lives a far more
safe and “peaceful and agreeable life
than the average man lived even a
century ago; we still have a serious
crime problem-—and we will have "so
long as there are social maladjust-
ments and inequalities and evil-
breeding slums in our larger ecities
—Dbut life is decidedly less fearful
and eruel, we have sounder and more
humane principles of behavior that
are generally observed, and all this
has resulted not from the threaten-
ing attitude of the law but from the
wide improvement of the basie con-
ditions ef life. The law itself has
been humanized and has lost a good
deal of its ancient harshness, yet
the social menace of crime is less
rather than greater. ]

Under special conditions where
crime flourishes it is not demonstra-
ble'that severe measures of law are
very effective, nor is it shown that
different kinds of crime are scarce
or numerous in ratio to the mildness
or severity of the law. Certainly,
too, in States which have ecapital
punishment murder is not less fre-
guent than in States which have
only the f[penalty of mmprisonment.
Both Illinois ‘and New York, for ex-
ample, flourish the threat of the
death penalty over the heads of

impossible to .prove that murders
have been reduced in number by
this threat. It may be objected that
murderers—or men who premeditate
violent deeds in pursuance of a reg-
ular trade ef crime—gamble on the
uncertainty of punishment; but that,
agaim, i only am argument against

the effectiveness of capital punish-

Like a floek of buzzards,

bitions.

eral cruelty of the age. 'Then as.

the trude, unreflecting impulses of |

a decrease of violent and predatory

potential murderers; but it would be,

ment, which, like all punishment, is
remobe ‘amd umcertain before the
deed. But as a rule 2 man does met
commit a crime merely because he
thinks that he ean escape the eon-
sequences; there must be a suffi-
ciently powerful motive, especially
foer major crimes, arnd when the
motive exists the crime will follow
with an inexerable logie which dis-
regards both ethical and legal prohi-
“Thou shakt not” is an ad-
monition whick, hewever justly it is
spokem, is not by the mere utterance
even with the additiem ef a solemn
threat made effective im a werld of
uncertain, swift, clashing motives
that are mnot as a rule logically
weighed. .

One class of murders ebviously
canmet be prevented by the thought
of the gallows or the electric'chair:
i. e., murders of passien, committed
suddenly im the stress of strong
emotion and bringing to a tragic
climax various personal entangle-
ments. Nine times out of tem, a
murderer of this kind is not danger-
ous te seciety at large, is not of a
homicidal tendency, and will be found
to be—aside from this one act of
an inflamed moment ef uncentrolla-
ble madness—a good citizen. Dramas
of damgerous love often produce
such murders; reveage for an in-
jury so great as to provoke a normal
man beyond control is often the
motive; sudden quarrels, carried be-
yond ordinary limits, may end in
murder. It is perfectly clear that,
if wmurder could be punished with
hanging a dozen times instead of
once, such crimes of passion could
not be lessened by a single instance.

Obviously, the man who kills un-
der such circumstances is incapable
at the moment of sane or cautious
reflection. He is, you understand,
not mormally the sort of man who
is familiar with the thought of mur-
der and regards it lightly; an hour
before the crime perhaps the tragedy
is the farthest from his mind and
a moment afterward he realizes ter-
ribly what he has done; but in the
fatal moment his hand could not
possibly be stayed by the law’s
threat of vengeance—in a sense, he
doesn’t know what he is doing “until
it is all over and then it is too late.
It is too late, we wmay add, for the
law to do anything except blindly to
punish. Justly enough, such a man
may. be made to expiate this intol-
erable transgression of the social-
moral law; but imprisonment, under
humane conditions—a period of re-
straint and reflection—is sufficient
for the purpose; it is but an ex-
treme act of ‘cruelty to demand the
man’s life as a forfeit because he

~

has momentarily been the victim of.

a passion which his normal self
abhors. )

The motive of protecting society
cannot sensibly be alleged to defend
such instances of capital punishment.
Murders of passion may, of course,
be premeditated—the murderer may
be at once passionate “and calculat-
ing—yet the motive is° one of
deep personal feeling that could not
conceivably be restrained by the law’s
threat. The point I am making all
along is that capital punishment is
useless and that therefore it is too
cruel and extreme and irrevoca-
ble an act to be justifiable: only a
great and undoubted necessity could
justify such a violation of the hu-
mane spirit that civilization has de-
veloped; and for the State thus to
let passion rather than reason de-
termine its attitude—for it is passion
in its essential motivation and na-
ture, even though it may be ration-
alized—is the worst of all blows at
the feeling of humanity.

It is not so easy to have sympa-
thy (which does not of course mean
approval in any case) for the man
who kills as an incident of a regu-
lar trade of crime—for the real
criminal, let us say, as distinguished
from the ordinary citizen who ex-
ceptionally commits a single crime.
And obviously it is these criminals
who are the greatest problem and
who are most dangerous to any
members of society who come within
the range of their predatory opera-
tions. Yet if we hawe sc¢ientific un-
derstanding and imagination we can,
even while abhorring such eriminals,
forbear to condemn them absolutely
and unreasonably in the superficial
sense: we condemn their actions un-
reservedly but we know that they
are the products of environmental
forces or the victims of defective
and ill-balanced character; we know
that many such criminals—or all of
them, indeed, who are simply the
victims of bad enviromment and not
congenitally defective—would have
been ‘mormally good citizens if they
had been raised amid decent sur-
roundings. These criminals do not
represent an evil that is causeless
or personal and for which they alone
can be held as blamable but they
may be regarded as at once the vie-
tims and the revengers of a social
evil.

We shall return te the social ques-
tion—it is the one that really cen-
cerns us above all in respect of a
solution of the problem of crime—
but here it is pertinent to empha-
size the fact that these criminals

are not restrained from murder by:

the thought of capital punishment.
They are almost certain to be de-
fective in conscience and reasoning,
not having the attitude of normal
responsibility which is supposed to
make the average citizen thoughtful
of the demands and penalties. of the

law. They are calloused by crimi-.
nal associations and—sc .unreason-
ably is the gambling spirit implanted

in human nature—they never per-
ceive as a real, immediate certainty

They, tes, may comomsit wmurder sud-
denly as an unforeseen imcident of
other crimes; but this poimt is met
so important, since mea of this type
are always instantly willing te kill
even though they de mnot prefer or
plan murder; undoubtely they are
net to be safely left at large amd
social poliey demands, mot that they
be killed, but that they be restrained.
Social interests should logically be
our only concerm, not the punishment
of individual offenders. And we are
letting fear run away with reason
when we imsist that only by killing
ean we prevemt further killing; . we
but imprisom ourselves in a vicious,
insidious circle, iw which we turn
about futilely. ’

There are, again, the small class
of murderers whe are mentally dis-
eased—the homicidal wmaniaes—or
the insane whose insanity may or
may not break out in the form eof
murder. Loeb and Leopold, who
were so ably defended by Clarence
Darrow more in the capacity ef a
philosopher than a lawyer, were
murderers of this type. . (I say “de-
fended,” but it is needless to stress
the point that Darrow did not de-

that they should be imprisoned for
life—that they were mot responmsible
—and that for the State to kill them
would be only an act of deliberate,
unjustifiable savagery.) It is clear
enough that in such instances, which
fortunately are rare, capital punish-
mént can only succeed in killing—
it cannot protect society ner pre-
vent further instances of such in-
sanity. )

Obviously with respect to all three
classes—the aceidental criminal (who
cannot really be called a criminal
in® the strict sense of the word),
the professional ecriminal, and the
insane whose behavior is unpredicta-
ble and may or may not be criminal
—capital punishment is as useless
as would be a bloody ceremony of
magic and sacrifice in a savage
tribe. Not only is it offensive to the
humane feelings of civilization but
it is alsa contrary to our scientific
understanding of social causes and
effects and a rational analysis of
the probable, average working of
motives in human nature. It is im-
possible to show that it has been
or could be at all effective in de-
creasing crimes of murder; whereas,
on the other hand, we know that the
vefining and prospering influences
of civilization have tended toward
the greater safety of social life and
that the humanization .of the law
‘has been coincidental with a general
improvement of behavior; and that
naturally as man develgps in social
life he develops in social orderliness
and responsibility. -

It is really a truism that harsh
laws have no good social effect, that
they are not effectively restraining
nor (what is more important) edu-
cational, but that on the contrary
they are the reflection of a violent
and unthinking social attitude: such
laws embody the principle that te
punish blindly is better than to un-
dertake a scientific correction of
conditions: it is the barbaric prin-
ciple of vengeful “justice® rather
than an intelligent principle of so-
cial control. Capital punishment is
useless, .and to argue narrowly that
it is a just punishment is beside
the point. Individual murder may
sometimes be equally just in that
narrow sense. It is not that kind
of savage “justice” that we should
desire but a humane and rational
dealin® with our problems. Mere re-
taliation is senseless. The tendency
of civilization is to understand, to
control, and to humanize: not to
make the punishment fit the crime
but to make the solution fit the
problem.

We do not punish individuals be-
cause they are sick or igmorant or
insane. Insanity is a special prob-
lem; in the case of sickness or ig-
norance, however, we do not simply
wait to treat results in a mnarrow
way; we do not expose the indi-
vidual to disease and we do not let
the individual grow up in ignorance.
That was virtually the attitude of
medieval Europe. There were ne
social measures for the prevention
of disease nor for education; men
lived in dirt, danger, and ignorance,
socially unheeded. Does anyone
think that punishment of individuals
would have effected an improvement
in those conditions? It was neces-
sary to take a social view of those
eonditions; and we mnow recognize
as a vital rule of civilization that
sanitation, instruction in hygiene,
and the like are necessary social
measures to prevent disease; and we
also provide secial facilities of edu-
cation, equally in the interest of
a more safe and civilized life. There
is alse a social concerm for recrea-
tion, and increasingly a social de-
mand for conditions of economic wel-
fare, which tend toward making a
better life for all. More and. more
the social viewpoint is emphasized
in matters of large general .conecern,
and it is understood that many
problems cannot be left to the re-
sponsibility of the individual.

after all, the only effective kind of
crime prevention that we know; it
is because of education, healthful
surroundings, decent opportunities;
prosperity and security that a gen-
eral higher level of behavior, a more
civilized viewpoint, has bheen achiev-
ed; we know, in a word, that good
social conditions produce good social
action. But: as regards crime, the
law does not take this intelligent
attitude. Or rather 1 should say
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fend their crime, but simply argued)

Now, these social measures. are,|

more particularly that when it de-|

evees capital punighment it igneres
this modern social attitude. In the
treatment - of “imprisoned criminals
and m the establishment of various
reformatories and heuses of correc-
tiem there has been a humanizing
develepment; even the law has risen
superior -to the old cruelties -im the
genéral treatment of prisomers—yet,
frem a strictly punitive peint of
view, there was no argument for the
change; it is simply another phase
of that refinement which is a ten-
dency of civilization and which we
go farther to invoke, reasonably
and not sentimentally, against the
barbarism of capital punishment.
After all, as with the problem of
disease amd ignorance, so with the
problem of crime—broadly speaking,
sanitation and educatiom are the
needed agencies of cultivating a more
desirable kind of behavior. Crime
is bred in a diseased social atmos-
phere. Ignorant people are more

likely to give rein to their violent

impulses tham are intelligent peo-
ple; and indeed one of the fine effeets
of educatiom is to diminish the vio-
lent impulses and to train human
beings in a peaceable way of life.
From a scientific point of view," the
criminal is no more to blame for
his murderous nature than a sick
person for his diseased system or
an ignorant person for "his stupid-
ity; and while nevertheless we are
quite right to restrain the criminal,
that does not solve the larger prob-
lem of crime; just as isolating a
diseased person’ or withholding re-
sponsibility from an ignorant ‘per-
gon doés not safeguard us socially
against disease and ignorance. Per-
sonal treatment of crime, as of dis-
ease and ignorance, should be guided
only by the necessity of restraint or
the possibility of cure rather than
by the spirit of vindictiveness or
(however it may be defended on the
ground of justice) a mode of treat-
ment which is simply a primitive
retaliation in kind. ;

But our attitude toward the indi-
vidual criminal should be only in-
cidental (and humanely, wiée]y in-
cidental) to our broader efforts in
the way of better social . organiza-
tion, better education, better oppor-
tunities for all—in a word, we
should strive for the wider and event-
ually the complete realization of the
kind of social environment which
provides the only scientific, the only
dependable, the only generally and
consistently effective protection from
the perils of crime. Ordinarily men
who have education and a decent
social background and a fair oppor-
tunity in life do not perversely
decide to follow a career of crime.
It #s a naive fallacy to think that
a man, unrestrained by habits of
normal, peaceable behavior, would be
restrained from doing murder merely
by the threat of capital punishment;
or that, on the other hand, a man
i agreeable circumstances and with
decent social habits ‘would commit
murder merely .because he might
hope to escape the consequences—
or to use a more pertinent compari-
son, because he lived in.a State in®
wHich the penalty for murder was
lifesimprisonment rather than death.
If>khe. certainty of paying for his
crime might be supposed to restrain
a nian, the knowledge that he would
be “deprived of his liberty for the
remainder of his years would be .as
strong a deterrent as the knowledge
that Re would be killed; that is to
say, it- would be a sufficiently strong
deterrént, if a man who really wished
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to do murder were amenable te such
considerations. But of course the
kind of murder that is committed
without reflection canmot possibly be
prevented by the law—only educa-
tion can reduce the -possibility of
murder in civilization; and the man
who plans a murder always per-
suades himself that he is clever
enough to escape, unless it be a
plan born of desperation .in. which
the consequences : are unimportant.

It ought to be imstructive te the
average man if he would reflect upon
his own attitude toward murder. : It
is certainly not the fear of capital
punishment that prevents him from
taking human life. Very prebably
he does not feel a perfect good will
toward all men; there are many
whom he dislikes, some whom he
hates, a number whose death he
would learn without regret. Again,
the average man would benefit by
the death of someone; he may in-
herit property; he may repay a deep
grievance; or he may get rid of a
rival in business or in love. What
is it, then, that restrains the average
man from committing murder? It
is, first and last, the training -of
civilization and social custom and a
more refined human nature which
makes murder unthinkable in his
case; he is.a product of education
and of an environment from which
the treacherous influences of fear
and violence have been rtemoved.
Give him the -absolute - assurance
that he would not be punished, and
still the- average man would not
think of taking another’s life—his
training profoundly restrains him
from the mere conception, let alone
the execution, of such an wunecivil-
ized deed.. Yet this is not to say

.that it -is impossible for the  nor-

mal man to. commit murder; theo-
retically, 'any .of; us might -under
sufficiently exciting ' circumstances—
in anger, in ‘fear, in a .storm of
jealousy—kill another; it has been
said that every man’s life is, theo-
retically, in the hands of any other
man who wants to kill him. In the
event of such an unpredictable
strain, however, nothing is more cer-
tain - than that the average man
would not be in a mood to enter into
a long and serious argument with
himself on the restraining effect: of
capital punishment; he would act

first and think afterward.
Now, a man who has been badly

NEW AND

LAST WORD IN MAPS
This new Atlas, the

a npew

Maps, _ .
country of the world,
with boundaries clearly
defined instead of the
confused form of other
Atlases

ATLA

FEATURES THAT MAKE THIS
ATLAS
HOME, SCHOOL, AND OFFICE

207 Pages of Maps are comprised in this Atlas.
‘Besides new maps of the nations of Europe
and other countries of the world, it contaiys a
map of Canada, separate maps of the Prov-
inces of Canada, a map of the United States,
separate maps of each state, territory, and
insular possession. iR

The Maps are Printed in Five and Six Colors of
Ink instead of three colors—yellow, red, and
blue—as ordinarily employed.

The Locations of Towns, Rivers, Mountains, and
Boundaries are indicated by map markers
rather than in the old form of many Atlases.

Railroads are represented by a thin line of Red ?
Ink, thereby clearly defining them. In o.t_heri
Atlases, railroads are printed in black ink
which makes it difficult to distinguish them
from river and boundary lines. i ]

Mountain Ranges are shown in Brown Ink, on 3

. . . ranges into bolder relief.
Handy Book with Big The Maps are 815 x 1034 inches in size.

The handy size of the volume fits it for a bpok-
shows z every case and the library table; it may t
in a grip which opens a wide use for an Atlas
for business men and travelers.
closed measures only 7 x 914 inches. A full
size map, such as is found m an Atlas that
‘measures twice the size, is presented in the
\. open book which measures 14 x 914 inches.
- A Gaszeiteer of the countries, of leading cities of

the world, with their locations on the maps.

With New Maps of Europe; Of Canada and its Prov-

COMPLETE

OF THE
WORLD

INDISPENSABLE IN

system of hachures which bring the -

be carried
The Atlas

inces; Of the United States, Its Forty-elght States, Its

Territories and Insular Pessessions and Maps.ef the.

Whole World with Boundaries as Established by the

Treaties of Peace Following the World War.

$2.6¢

POSTPAID This Complete Atlas, size 7 x 914 inches, comprises
350 pages, 207 pages of which are maps printed in
five and six colors. Itis printed on sturdy, super-
et!endere‘d paper and durably bound.

" Order from Haldeman-Julius Publications, Girard, Kansas




o Bl by e T

#

L]

'THE AMERICAN FREEMAN, GIRARD, KANSAS et

reared and has not beem accustomed
to normal, decent restraints is more
likeély to commit violence tham the
average man who has been preperly
educated. And especially those whe
make up what we cajl the criminal
class are for the mest part the
products of a lew, brutalizing, im-
sidiously uncivilized environment. A
member of this class has probably
been familiar with crime, with theft
and ‘vice and violence, frem child-
hood; he has dwelt amid ugliness
instead - of beauty, wretchedness in-
stead of comfort, coarseness. instead
of refinement, ignorance instead of
intelligence. ~ It is true that, in
theory, he can rise above his.envi-
reament and some individuals do;
he cannot in this age be unaware
of the superior levels of life nor
of the social ethies that are re-
spected by the majority; but it must
be plain that. the odds are against
the individual who is raised in such
an environment, that the stronger
pull of his immediate and mest fa-
miliar surroundings is toward a life
of sordidmess if not toward a life of
crime. It is a mockery for. society
to place such heavy handicaps upon
the individual and then—-say that it
is his duty to make a respectable
ghowing in the struggle of life.
the twig is bent., so the tree in-
clines”—training in his earlier years
determines largely the path a man
will follow when he is a mature
member of society.

Crime is not, strictly speaking, a
matter of chance. It is not some-
thing which individuals decide of
their own free will, arbitrarily, with-
out regard to the influences that
bear upon them. Could the good
citizen who demands the death pen-
alty for a murderer and the man
who sits in the electric chair have
been exchanged in their cradles, who
can certainly say what would have
been the life story of each? It is
probable that their situations at ma-
turity would have been similarly re-
versed.

This much is scientifically certain:
absolutely the only way to obtain
good social behavior is to provide
good social training—a good envi-
ronment, education, normal life and
opportunity. There is no such thing
as an hereditary criminal type, aside
from insanity, which may or may
not be criminal; in all ranks of life
people have varying capacities, some
are strong and others are weak,
some are volatile and some are
stolid in temperament, some are
careful and others are venturesome,
some are irresponmsible and some are
precise and methodical; but the or-
dinary. variations of character do
not, under the right kind of train-
ing, express themselves in criminal
or murderous ways. The individual

of weak or ill-balanced character—
wwhose hereditary norvous ‘strueture
or temperament is, let us say, shaky
—may turn to crime if his environ-
ment offers that as the easiest path
of activity. We are all imitative,
for that matter, and very readily
educable if the process of culture is
begun soon enough. And most of us,
I daresay, would net be strong
enough ( assuming, which is an un-
certain assumption, that we had the
desire) to struggle very successfully
against a sordid, violent environ-
ment—to struggle, that is, in our
tormative years when precisely our
environment had #most to do with
making our characters and careers.
The weoerld does not owe anyone a
living, but society does owe every-
one a decent training and an oppor-
tanity to live peaceably and regu-
larly by useful industry.

Crimes of peverty, as the term
is usually employed, do not as a
rule involve the question of capital

punishment: although they afford
another illustration of the social
cause of crime. However, many

“As.

have drifted imto a trade of crime
and eventually gone the length of
murder because, in the first place,
they were in‘economic distress; and
others because they were unwilling
to be poer, because they rebelled
against a hard and thankless eco-
nomic position, and = deliberately
chose what they thought (whether
wisely or not) to be the more prof-
itable paths of crime. Understand
that I am not justifying such courses
of action but explaining them, as
they throw light wpon the basic
social responsibility for crime and
expose the fallacy and frivelity eof
treating it as a question of  indi-
vidual blame and punishment. More
significantly, we pereeive that the
only useful method of dealing with
crime is that of social education
and sanitation, of environmental
planning and culture. Where mur-
der is an incident in a trade of
crime, it springs from bad training
and poverty and an eafly familiar-
ity with violence; and, in - certain
instances, from the extreme tempta-
tions of cupidity and intrigue which
are flaunted by the commercialized
crime and vice—the banditry on 3
professional scale—in our larger
cities; and that, obviously, is social
in its mature and is due to the
striking cemtrasts of wedlth . and
poverty as wel as the gambling and
strongarm ‘“ethics” that are still
prevalent to a great extemt in our
economic life.

Clearly, these evil social conditions
will not be corrected in a day nor
a year. Tkere is no simple, swift-
working solution that will abolish
crime and that will immediately re-
move all the dangers and difficulties
of society. After all, our civiliza-
tion is still m the making. We
have advanced wonderfully within a
short century, and we have the sound
foundation and facilities of further
progress, a progress which we can-
not conceivably limit by any pro-
phetic description which would no
doubt fall far short of the reality.
But we may be reasonably sure
that, say in the year 2000, society
will have a far more intelligent
grasp of the problem of erime than
it has today; and the application
of the scientific outleok which we
are now just beginning seriously to
appreciate will have been made more
thoroughly. In the future when
science has been accepted fully as
the guide to social life, capital pun-
ishment will no longer be an argu-
able question but will be recognized,
with a tolerant historical perspec-
tive, as a blunder of the imper-
fectly civilized past. As the devel-
opment of intellectual and material
culture has given us a refinement,
a peacefulness, and an orderliness
strikingly in contrast with the sor-
did and violent Middle Ages, so will
the came measnres af advancement
more widely and scientifically car-
ried forward place future centuries
on a higher ground of civilization
than we now ocecupy. Those citi-
zens of the future will have better
education, better opportunities, more
rational ideas of behavior, more eer-
tainly wholesome and efficient social
conditions—in shert, human cilture
will be marvellously improveda:not
simply in the sense of knowledge,
but in the application to more~care-
fully planned and tended socjal en-
vironment and better training for
the useful, pleasurable, and depend-
able activities of life.

Murder will not be the great
problem of the future nor is it our
great problem today. But what has
proved true in the past—that proper
education and the improvement of
material conditions and the cultiva-
tion of a sane social psychology are
the real guarantees of a safe, peace-
ful life—will be increasingly recog-
nized as true and applicable in the

future. Compare our age with pre-

vieus ages im re.spect of violence,
and you see what really has hap-
pened. K is not that laws have
been passed—laws reflect and do not
make the social viewpoint. It is not
that men have been compelled to
peaceful behavior by the threat of
hanging or even mere terrible pun-
ishments which were uselessly in
vogue in more violent ages. It is

'simply that education and the ma-

terial change to a mowe steady and
careful life—the general rise in cul-
ture, both imtelectual and material
—has evolved different stahdards of
conduct. i

It is not so long ago that duelling
was a common practice and duels
were regarded as affairs of honor.
It was, in a way, a logical applica-
tion of the lidea of warfare be-
tween nations. to the settlement of
individual differences. In the -old
Seuth of our own country until the
middle of the nineteenth century
duelling had the approval of the
best people, although it was con-
demned by sentiment in the North;
it was plainly a matter of difference
in social psychology—in the economic
and cultural basis of life—rather
than a differenee in laws. And
dueling ceased because men outgrew
the fashion, because more orderly
institutions of society threw old,
disorderly customs into the discard,
and because refinement and educa-
tion worked in behalf of new ideals.

To go farther into the past, we
know how common violence was in
the Middle Ages. It might be said
that men lived in a state of per-
petual warfare of varying kinds and
degrees. ‘The masses of the people
were enslaved and brutalized and

had no rights nor self-respect nor!

education, and they were treated
by the nobles as beasts rather than
as human beings. The nobles made
independent war upon each- other,
and those gallant barbarians were
always meeting in personal combat.
Life was cheap. Death was famil-
iar, not as the natural end of a
tull life but as an event of sudden,
daily, murderous happening—only it
was not called murder then, just
as we do not (ext:eptfng those of us
who are pacifists) call war by the
name of murder today.

Did laws put a stop to this medi-
eval custom of violence? On the
contrary, the custom slowly but cer-
tainly gave way before the increas-
ing prosperity, regularity, and cul-
ture of civilization and the laws
did but verify the changed attitude.
One ‘hesitates to speak of “social
life” in thHe Middle Ages—the times
were so chaotic and barbaric and
men were so little bound together
by social -communications and inter-
ests. Asuyocial life did develop, as

men lived “more closely together and

came to have more regular, common
intorecte the fachion of violence had
to be gradually abandoned. It was
not a sudden change; from genera-
tion to generation the materials and
correspondingly the habits of life
grew better; men had always had
an excess of religion, but it was
when secular education really began
to make headway that more civilized
ideals were reflected in the social
life—that law and justice and, more
profoundly, a spirit of humane
peacefulness and agreeableness be-
came more respected—that men
ceased to think of fighting and turned
to milder pursuits because those
pursuits were better understood and
safer and more profitable.

We who live in the midst of a
civilization that for the most part
or for the most of us presents rve-
assuring and orderly features would
be horrified were we to be trans-
ported te the rough, perilous at-
mosphere of the Middle Ages. Be-
tween us and that medieval time lie
some centuries of progress, genera-
tions of education and refinement

and training to mere gentle views
and peaceful activities, and it is
this influence of culture and preg-
ress, passed on and added to from
one generation to the mext, which
determines our character as law-
abiding persons. “Law-abiding” is a
misleading term, even so: it is not
so much that we abide by the law
as that we naturally respond to the
higher social ideals, the better educa-
tion, and the more pacific and as-
sured paths of labor and assoeia-
tion in our time. So profound and
almost so automatic is this response
to social training that even men
who have a malicious and passionate
disposition rarely go to the extreme
of violence. Violence is not so much
outlawed as outgrown.

This tendency of education will
progressively continue. Civilization
encourages more and more a peace-
ful attitude and makes the thought
of violence abhorrent; it ceases to
be a personal matter, pure and sim-
ple—a fear that we shall be mur-
dered—and becemes a matter of
principle and part of what is called
our second mature. Here we see, as
a matter of fact, the strongest as-
sertion of the social sense—the as-
sertion of the sanctity or in prin-
ciple the practical safety of human
life. Murder was recognized as a
crime in the savage world and in
every period of -civilization—plainly
it is one of the first acts that social
man would condemn and punish in
the general self-defense—but, of
course, the notions of murder have
been flexible and have been confused
by a variety of customs in different
ages: for example, our prohibition
of murder is more extemsive than
the prohibition of murder in the
Middle Ages, and we make ng ex-
ceptions of fashionable or class-
privileged violence; and, again, in
the more civilized times of Greece
and Rome personal violence was far
less known than in the Middle Ages
—the Greeks and Romans had a
civilized point of view very similar
to our own. Ages of evolution have
bred in the race an antipathy to
murder and civilization has given us
a firmer and clearer objection to
murder, as a matter of principle.
The horror and self-accusation of
murder would seem to most of us a
worse penalty than any which the
law could inflict. And it is the
confirmation and strengthening of
that attitude by education and by
a decent social environment which
is the scientific safeguard of society
against crimes of violence, '

Threats of the law will accom-
plish nothing; at its best, the law
ratifies and organizes some of the
sentime&ts of social progress, put-
ting them in specific form and see-
ing to it (rather clumsily, if the
truth be told, and often in an archaic
spirit) that they are carried out.
Capital punishment is one of the
archaic features of the law, the her-
itage of an earlier barbaric code,
the assertion of the unreflecting,
starkly retaltatory, savage principle
of “an eye for an eye.” There is a
growing popular sentiment against

murder by the State, and certainly |}

the most enlightened, liberal senti-
ment condemns this cruel, useless

practice; condemns it on the score]$
of humanity and also on the solid|%
ground of scientific understanding. |}

Our first question may fittingly |$

indicate our last word.
ishment is uncivilized. It is an ig-
norant, cruel, futile, antiguated
method of dealing with the erime of
murder. It is directly contrary to
the significant principie of advanc-
ing civilization, which encourages
peaceful views and ways and con-
demns the cruel, fatal, irrevocable
deed of vielence whether for indi-
vidual ends or under the deceiving
names of justice and war, t
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the madcaps of the younger genera-
tion, but the generators themselves,
have claimed her attention. It is
possible te be poor with millions

. . and most of us would like the
chance to see how poor we’ could be
on a paltry few million per year.

The Stratford Cempary of Bos-
‘ton, -publishers of “The Outline of
{ Bunk” by Haldeman-Julius, “The
i Story of Religious Controversy” by
Joseph McCabe, and of a mew book

[Copyright,_ 1929, Haldeman-Julius Co.]

FLASHES
1 find waiting for me the latest

novel by Fulton Oursler, entitled
“The World’s Delight” (Harper’s;
$2.50). It is by the gentleman who

wrote “Stepchildren of the Moon,”
which I still remember for strange
characters and stranger circum-
stances. Oursler, together with
friend Lowell Brentano, wrote that
all-around thriller, “The Spider,” in
which the audience was arrested by
the police. In “The World’s De-
light”’—a glorious title, by the way
—he has a rare opportunity, and
I hope, when I pounce upon it
shortly, to find that he hasn’t muffed
it. Tor the story deals with. the
career of that flower of early Ameri-
can life, Adah Isaacs Menken, poet
of daring free verse, actress, char-
mer of Swinburne and Dumas,
There should be in it all the glamor
of the circus tent and the stage, of
divine madness, . . .

T’'ve been glancing through some
advance sheets of Fannie Hurst’s
new novel, “Five and Ten” (pub-
lished also by Harper’s). This time
she has really tried hard, and I
shouldn’t be surprised if she had
succeeded in giving a picture of the
futility of mere possession. Not only

by myself, as yet unnamed, dealing
with life and the arts for the pur-
poses of joy, seems to have a pench-
ant for Haldeman-Julius authors.
For here comes old man Charlie
Finger with a life of Bobby Burns,
at $3, under the ringing title, “A
Man for A’ That.” That Finger
should do a good life of Burns is
as natural as plaid and kilts to a
Scot. The Stratford people, too, are
to be congratulated upon the new
blood that seems to be flowing in
‘their  technical department. The
jackets of their books are begin-
ning to take on a most attractive
appearance, and the bindings of
their new books are correspondingly
good to look at. Finger’s life of
Burns is bound in the new imported
cloth, gold on heliotrope; the effect
is uncommonly good.

From the same firm come several
intriguing titles: “Money: How to
Make It, Use It, Invest It,” by
Samuel Crowther ($2; bound ap-
propriately in green); “The Poison
of Prudery,” an historical survey by
Walter M. Gallichan, at $2.50; “The
Impotence of Man,” by = Charles
Richet, who won the Nobel Prize
for Physiology in 1913, In due time
T shall have something to say about
each of these books. I doubt, how-

fellow like myself to make money.
or, if I managed by accident to
make ‘it, how to invest it. When it
comes to wusing it, that’s another
question entirely. I have a gift for
that sort of thing. I'm like the
fellow with the appetite for the
rabbit dish. “First catch your rab-
bit,” you know. . . )
Mencken is hard at work complet-
ing his “Treatise on the Gods.” It’ll
win him at least a Harvard LL. D,
he assures me. Well, he has my
vote without so much as a glance
from me at his theological opus. 1
warn him., however, that my word

doesn’t carry much weight with
Prexy Lowell. . . .|

. As for Nathan, his new baby,
“Monks Are Monks” - (Knopf, of
course, at $2.50) is naughty and
nice. Also clever. In fact, exceed-

ingly clever from the standpoint of
a neatly tesselated job. As usual,
he employs not a little of the ma-
terial that appears in his “Clinical
Notes” of The American Mercury;
but this time he has so employed
them (with much new material) as
to cast over his bbok the air of a
mystery-sexy-biographico-fictional-epi-
grammatico-confessional tale. Some-
times it is quite amazing how he
manages to make his excerpts seem
as if they had been written espe-
cially for the story in hand. Dear
Lorinda, who makes up her mind
at twenty-five that she has too long
remained  biologically incomplete!
And doubly poor because, in her
quest for not-too-innocent adventure,
she gets a crush on literary men,
For her white hopes ave far more
interested in guzzling and in hear-

ing themselves talk than in coming

to the aid of female in distress

ever, that even Crowther’s persua-
sive .instruction will ever teach a,

More chasing than chaste, was this
lass.

To do this bock in this way was
more thar a trifle ‘“nervy.” Ta
whem but to George Jean would it
have occurred to imbue criticizsm
with sex interest? The book, in part,
is a key novel, as the French call it.
The various writers that parade
betore Lorinda’s appraising eye are
delightfully caricatured, down to
their very style of writing; and yet
in every one of them is one of
Nathan’s smiling selves. Now and
then we catch him fingering his
nose, not to say his fibula. What is
a fibula? And why did Mr. Hem-
ingham talk so proudly of the length
of his fibula? But then, Why is it
that “Monks Are Monks?” |

L L
MARGINALIA

David Pinski writes to me from
Booth 'Bay Harbor, Maine, saying
that he has completed another novel,
as yet unnamed. What a worker
the man is, In the face of every
kind of discouragement. Two plays
preceded the novel; they are not yet
in print. The first is ‘“Alexander
and Diogenes,” a study in two types
of power; the second is built around
the story of the famous Rabbi Akiba.

Speaking of Pinski, it is to him
that one of ‘my new books, “The
Spirit of Yiddish Literature,”
dedicated. “To David Pinski, un-
daunted spirit, exemplary friend.”
That’s just what he is. He has not
always achieved his aim, but his aim
has always been high. I know no
finer artistic conscience alive today.
“The Spirit of Yiddish Literature’—
not a history, but an informative,
personal document—will be published
by Knopf early in 1336. The manu-
seript, Gott ses Dank! is already out

.
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()s McCabe’s ‘.

‘Roman Catholic Church

[From Joseph McCabe’s Introduction te “The True Stery of the Roman Cafholic Chu.i'ch.]

This werk which I here commence is the history of the most successful imposture of
the whele peried of. civilization. It is the story of a Church which pretends to have enkindled §
in the heart of the race new sentiments of tenderness, brotherly love, and huwmanity, yet im- i
posed itself upon a relictant werld by violence and has in the maintenance of its power slain
more millions of men and women than all the other religions of the civilized era put together. 1
It is the story of a Church that still tells the world that it brought with # a revelation of °
purity and holiness, yet its authorities have supinely surveyed, and have shared durimg lemg: §
periods, a sexual and semsual license in their holiest institutions to. which you will find nmét 8
even a remote parallel in the history of any other civilized religion. It is the story of a Church }
that .professes to have been founded by the Jesus of the Gospels, whe scorned ritual religiom, §
yet it became and remains the mest weirdly ceremonious religion the world has ever seen. It
is the story of a Charch that claims to have been instructed from the first to take the side of the
poor and the weak, yet it has until eur democratic age allied itself unfailingly with those whe §
despoiled the poor and laid their feudal tyranny upon the weak. It is the story of a Church
that is supremely arrogant in its claim to have the exclusive possession of truth, yet it has at-
tained power by an unparalleled series of forgeries, kept ninety percent of the people of the
world illiterate for more than a thousand years that they might not discever its fraud, smote .
with its bloed-stained creziers the mouths of millions whe sought te utter the truth, impeded
for ages.the progress of science and culture, and is today of a cultural poverty out of all
proportion to its mighty wealth and jealously confines its members to a literature which is
saturated with untruth. ' : ﬂ

Every phrase of this indictment has been deeply and coldly censidered and will be fally
vindicated in the twelve parts of this work. For the men and women of the Catholic Church,
who have from infancy been educated in its mendacieus literature, I have entirely friendly and
sympathetic feelings. It is one of the most welcome symptoms of our time that they at last
perceive or suspect the real purpese of the priest-made law that they shall not read criticisms
of their Church. But they must not expect me to write with courtesy of that system. It will
be a sufficient justification of my irony and disdain if | preve to the letter the justice of this
indictment of it; and at every critical or contested point I shall appeal to the original as well.
as the best modern authorities and give thousands of explicit references to these. The nen-
Catholic reader will find here the complete answer te every untruth and an exposure of every
fallacy in the great controversy of our time. And I repeat that this grave charge will be sub-
stantiated, not by a pretense of making discoveries or by strained persomal interpretation of
evidence, but by a properly balanced and complete presentation of historical facts which you
can verify in the expert authorities on each of the periods I successively review. '
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Joseph McCabe shows that the Roman Catholic

Church fears history as much as Fundamentalism
fears science. |

Joseph McCabe has been in the Catholic Church. He was for twelve years a monk in a
monastery (read his “My Twelve Years in a Monastery,” Little Blue Book No. 439). Since leav-
ing the church, he has spent years in investigation and research. McCabe KNOWS the inside facts
about the Roman Cathelic Church. He does mot have to imagine data; he does not need to fabri-
cate; there is mo necessity to hurl philosophical innuendos or metaphysical arguments at Roman Ca-
theliciém. “Jeseph McCabe simply takes the historical record, down to and including the preseat
day, and gives you the FACTS. You can draw your own conclusions. You cannot blimk' your eyes
to TRUTH—supported by Catholic authorities.. These articles are truly devastating in their exposure

of this astounding religious machine. Send your subscription today—be sare to start with the first
of these dezen sensational articles. :

g THE TITLES OF THE 12 ARTICLES mosoeos
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5 S
% 1. HOW THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH REALLY BEGAN. The Actual Facts About §
g the Origin and Early Growth of Catholicism. 5
g 2. HOW THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH BECAME WEALTHY AND CORRUPT. The §
g Shower of Imperial Gold and Its Demoralizing Consequences. g
3 3. HOW THE POPE'S POWER WAS MADE AND ENFORCED. Fergeries and Other s
g Fakes of the Early Middle Ages. , .8
g 4. HOW ROME MADE AND RULED THE DARK AGES. True Pictures of Europe at Its %
g Lowest Moral Level. 8
8 5. HOW PEOPLE WERE MADE TO SUBMIT TO PAPAL POWER. Revolt and Blood- = &
g shed Enter the Story of Roman Catholic Despotism. g
g 6. THE TRUE RELATION OF ROME TO THE REVIVAL OF ART, LETTERS AND ° £
2 LEARNING.  Contemporary Evidence That Europe Aweke in spite of the Papacy! %
& 7. THE HEIGHT OF THE PAPAL REGIME OF VICE AND CRIME. How the Monstrons g
2 Popes of the Renaissance Period Really Lived. 8
3 8. HOW ROME FOUGHT ATTEMPTS TO REFORM MORALS. The Real Camse of 3
15 Reme’s Antagorism to the Reformation. 5
8. THE TRUTH ABOUT THE “REFORM” OF ROME. Fictitions Catholic History of §

Rome Reforming ltself, or the Supposed Counter-Reformation. 5

10. THE LAST ALLIANCE OF CHURCH AND STATE. The Last United Stand of Kimgs

and Peopes Against Popular Rebellion. , ;
t1. ROMAN CATHOLIC INTRIGUES OF THE NINETEENTH CENTURY. The Church Sup-

$orts the White Terror, Yet Loses a Hundred Million Followers m a Hundred
ears.

12. THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH AS IT IS TODAY. How the Roman Cathofic
Church Maintains Its Strength in the Face of Modern Enlightenment,
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farse ONE EVERY MONTH FOR A YEAR s

Joseph McCabe's |12 articles telling the true story of the
Roman Catholic Church will run complete in The De-
bunker, 30,000 words each month for an entire year!

©

:

The subscription price of The Debunker has been cut to
ONE DOLLAR a year, for 12 issues, in order to intro-
duce Joseph McCabe to new readers---until Sept. 30, 1929

Use This Blank Before September 30, 1929

Haldeman-Julias Publications, Girard, Kansas :

I want te read Joseph McCabe’s TRUE STORY OF THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH, in
12 fact articles, one every menth for a year in THE PEBUNKER. 1 enclose $1 ($1.58
Canadian and foreign), in full payment for a year’s subscription.
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One Dollar by the Voer

How People |
‘Lived in the
Middle Ages

Joseph McCGabe

[Copyrlght 1929, Haldeman-Julius Co.}

In the series of books that I am
at present writing on the Roman
Church T am frankly criticizing a
good deal of historical literature. at
has appeared in America in the ast
ten years. There is a certain small
amount ef corresponding historical
literature in England, but it is
neither important enough to notice
ner likely to fall into the hands of
my American readers. I refer chiefly
to historical works which the au-
thors clearly hope to have adopted in
schools and colleges. When I was
last in America I was told that the
leading eastern publishers wil no
longer accept such works, of a scien-
tific character, if they contain the
word evolution. Acceptance of the
beoks for school and college use
would, they say, be barred in several
states, and business is business. I
de not know whether this is or is
not trume, but unquestionably histor-
jcal manuals have for some years
been affected by this kind of cen-
sorsh;p The bunk form of the prin-
ciple is that we must not offend
our Roman Catholic fellow citizens;
and it appears that in many cities
they have a good deal to say about
what is taught in schools and col-
leges.

However that may be, there is a
remarkable amount of untruth find-
ing its way into American (and
to some extent other) educational
books. Let me leave the religious
question aside and take the matter
as purely educational. My complaint
is that the character of medieval life
and especially of the medieval
Church is being gradually falsified.
It is a welcome improvement in
history-writing that we hear less
about manarchs and their marriages
and wars and more about the peo-
ple who so kindly fed them. Tt is
proper that we should remember
that «folk in those old days had not
a thousandth part of the knowledge
that we have and judge them sym-
pathetically in the slender light of
their knowledge and ideals, not ours.
All this is to the good. From the
way that hlstory used to be written
ome would imagine that the millions
of Egyptians, Babylonians, Greeks,
etc., dropped out of existence or
suffered some extraordinary degen-
eration when, as we say, Egypt,
Babylon, etc., perished. The people
never changed. All the great revo-
Jutions of which the historian is apt
te speak were like the winds blow-
ing over the corn-fields. The massed
stalks bowed their heads when the
wind passed and them raised them
again, unchanged.

‘But this humanist note in our
new history can be abused, and it
iz being greatly abused in the ac-
counts of medieval life. One nota-
ble example is the attempt of ‘quite
a pumber of recent historical writers
to say that FEurope never passed
thromgh a phase which can justly
be called the Dark Ages. I have
quofed quite 2 number of them in
my books and need not do so here.
The object is, of course, to relieve
the Church from censure and rep-
_resent it as quite an important fac-
tor in the restoration of European
civilization. I pointed out in my Key
to Culture several fallacies in con-
nection with this (the exaggeration
of the effect of the barbaric inva-
sions. the reluctance to admit the
brilliance and influence of the Mo-
hammedan civilization, and so on),
and T propose here to give my read-
ers a real page of history that will
be much more instructive than any-
ﬂ'-:mz I could say about medieval
Enrope. T am going to translate
‘@ series of little contemporary piec-
tnreq of life in England about the
year 1500.

‘ n histortans now take that
year as about the end of the Mid-
dle Ages, so we ocught to have medi-
eval life at its very best. There
really ! were no Dark Ages at all,
we: told. These European bhis-
torians of the nineteenth century
misunderstood the human develop-
ment or were prejudiced or igno-
rant of modern psychology and so-
ciology. We may be a bit surprised
that these old historians, who wused
te take from five to fifteen years to
write a book, in about ten volumes,
and who read nearly every European
language, ancient and modern, and
devoured medieval chronicles by the
hundred, were so far astray in com-
parisom with men who cover the
whole period of history,in a year
and never open an original author-
_ity. However, there it is. We must
‘no longer talk about “the Renais-
sance.” Europe was renaissancing,
if I''may coin a word, ever since
‘800 A. D. It was quite bright in
what these stuffy oleé historians like
Hallam and Buckle and Milman
called the Dark Ages (say 850 to
'1650). ¥ was wonderful by the
thirteenth century. And on top of
‘all that cama= the classical Renais-
sance, the extension of travel, the
inveption of printing, and heaven
kmows how many elevating influ-
ences. ,

Se you must suppose that by
1500, when the discovery of America
was added to  all” these  civilizing
jagencla, life must have been pretty
‘goed in the eities of Europe. I

propose to let you see for yourself
what it was like in London, which
was quite as respectable as any
other European city, at that time.
Pray do net think that I have a

of laziness and am going te let
others write my article for me. It
is much more laborious te translate
the kind of Latin, or even English,
that people wrote in London in 1500
than to describe these events myself.
But you would find a good deal of
it incredible, so I will give you, in
literal translation (with some of the
old English, when it is not too ob-
scure, which you may enjoy), the
very words which sleepy clerks of
the court wrote down with their
quill pens in 'London courts about
the year 1500.

The book from which I am trans-
lating is rare or I would simply
refer readers to it. There may not be
half a dozen copies in America, and
in any case these things are chron-
icled in a jargon of bad Latin, worse
English, and still worse bastardy
that not many can read. It is en-
titled “A Series of Precedents and
Proceedings in Criminal Causes,”
compiled by Archdeacon Hale in the
year 1847. He explains that he
has taken the material from the
Act-Books (or registers) of the
Ecclesiastical Courts of London be-
tween 1475 and 1540. When the
Bolshevik revolution takes place in
England I intend, if I still happen
to be on the planet, to apply for the
job of sorting out and publishing
the records of these medieval eccle-
siastical - courts, large numbers of
which are still preserved in our
bishops’ palaces and chapter houses.
There are delicious pictures of con-
temporary life in them. My friend
Dr. Furnivall (a discreetly disguised
heretic) once got permission to delve
in the archives of the bishopric of
Chester, and the records of child-
marriages, in the sixteenth century,
which he published were amazing.
Since it iz no use my attempting
to disguise myself—TI am told that
the delicate clerical nose senses me
at a distance of ten yards—I have
no hope of eulling these flowers of
life in the ages of faith, so I
turn to the archdeacon.

There is a disadvantage in leav-
ing the selection to an archdeacon.
They are terrible people. One of
our English archdeacons once, in
Germany, had to sustain my com-
pany and conversation during a
thirty-mile drive in am automobile.
Next night he got into the same
street-car in Cologne- with me and,
as soon as he saw me, which hap-
pened to be in Comodien-Strasse, he
bolted; and if youw know anything
about Comodien-Strasse by night,
and understand that it was the last
car, you will chuckle with me at
the recollection. . . . Where was
I? Oh, yes, Archdeacon Hale, who
selected these cases, was a very
delicate and proper manm, so I fear
he left the most picturesque cases
unpublished. He apologizes for giv-
ing so many cases that are sexual,
and his excuse is that -they "form
the far greater proportion of the
cases and he has reduced the propor-
tion enormously. However, he has
given us a very fragrant little an-
thology, as you will smell.

Just one other word of introduc-
tion.” In the Middle Ages “the ben-
efit of clergy” meant that these in-
ferior secular courts must not pre-
sume to try.the sacred persons of
clerics, so there were special eccle-
siastical courts. They tried also the
laity for certain grave offenses, such
as not paying their dues to the
church or for fighting in church;
but you will realize this. What it
is material to understand is that
these ecclesiastical courts had no
pohce out in the community watch-
ing for criminals. They waited
until a man or woman was de-
nounced to them, so that the number
of cases gives us no idea of the
actual number of delinquencies; and,
as I said, the archdeacon does not
say what the total number of cases
is for each year out of which he
selects twenty or thirty. The court
received a complaint and dispatched

-an “apparitor” to the accused with

a summons. If the apparitor was
thrown out.of the house, as we
shall find priests throwing them,
spiritual censures were threatened.
If the delinquent refused to attend
court, as very frequently happened,
the court could do mo wmore than
declare him suspended: which meant
almost nothing to a layman.

You will read in many historical
manuals that in view of the harsh-
ness or corruption of the civil ecourts
these clerical courts, where justice
was dispensed by its most austere
representatives im the community,
were a great boon to the people.
This is another point on which you
can now form your. ownm opinion;
and there is not much doubt what it
will be. Froude says:.in his History
of England that under shelter of his
benefit of clergy a priest could “com.
mit murder with impunity,” for the
secular court dare mnot touch him
until he was degraded, and the pro-
cedure of degradatiom was made so
cumberous, for a priest or deacon,
that it was hardly ever resorted to.
The clerical courts themselves were,
he says, so lax that “the grossest
moral profligacy in a priest was
passed over with indifference.”
Froude, as we shall see, exaggerates
a little; but when we find the courts
at the most imposing fines of one
dollar or two dollars for “the gross-
est moral profligacy” we are inclined
to forgive him. As a rule noth-
ing was done with the accused. The
procedure was a sheer parody of
justice. =~ The charge was brought,

witnesses were rarely examzmed and
the accused, especially if a priest,
was allowed to clear himsel by pur-
gation; which means that he just
swore an oath that the charge was
false, and oaths were very cheap in
those days. The proper legal form
was that the accused must bring
four supporters who wil take the
oath that he is net guilty—not, re-
member, that they were eye-wit-
nesses but that they are convinced
he iz not guilty—and whoe so poor
as not tb have four obligimg friends
or be unable to pay fer a galonm of
ale? 'What kind of life this sort
of thing enmcouraged under the
shadow of the cathedral I will now
tell. In my book I have had te
condense a few details inte a page,
and I feel sure that my readers
will like to have a literal and full
translation of many of these “slices
of life” in the finest period of the
Middle Ages.

The earliest batch of cases are for
the year 1476 and out of the twenty-
five given by the archdeacom, which
include such trifles as not going to
church and not paying the fees, ome-
half are, in spite of the archdeacon’s
wish to spare us cases of “lust,”
sexual offenses. The more notable
are: i

Rev. John . . ., morning chaplain,
said in a loud voice in the place of
blessing, before the sixth lesson,
‘Lick my with your tongue.
He was summoned for August 16th,
and, as he did not appear, he was
suspended. He attended on August
19th and he swore to perform the
penance enjoined and was dismissed.

The archdeacon politely calls this,

a marginal mnote, “irregularity
in performing service.” The next
case shows a humorous sense of
moral proportion in the equal stress
it places on the priest’s various de-
linguencies:

Master William Spyan preached
in the church of St. Andrew with-
out the permission of the rector of
the said church or hig substitute, and
he did this solemnly; also he bap-
tized a boy who had already been
baptized by the midwife; and he
keeps 2 woman whose name is Isa-
bella Dunwyche; and a woman sleeps
in his house every night. And the
saild Master Spyan walked about
naked on the Feast of St. Peter, at
Oxford, showing his secret parts to
everybody he met. Mr., William was
summoned for September 4th and,
as he did not appear, was suspended.
He attended on the 4th, [so the text
says] and the 11th of September and
denied all the said chafges. Master
William Spyan attended on Sep-
tember '15th and purged himself
[swore it was false] and was dis-
missed. .

[In the same week]" The Rector
of the church of St. Mary’s Muntaur
habitually swears by the body and
members of Christ, '‘zambles with
dice at forbidden tlmes, against the
prohibition of the law, and besides
he has a bad name in the whole of
his parish, and for exhibiting plu-
rality [which must mean frequent
exhibitionism]. The rector was sum-
moned on September 4th” and was
dismissed. ,

Thomat Undyrwode, a common
carter, hrawls with his neighbors,
and ‘also he called a priest of the
said chyrch a heretic, and he also
said that all priests from our Savior
were heretics, which opinion a her-
etic burnt after Christmas held. The
man was summoned for October 16th,
and, as he did not appear, was sus-
pendeé. Thomas attended on Octo-
ber 22nd and said he would purge
himself on the following Friday.
On that day he came with four
neighbors and was dismissed.

In the same parish Mr. Thomas
Ysakyr shows his secret parts to a
number of women [same date].

Robert Coke commits incest with
his own daughter. He attended on
January 30th and said he would
purge himself by his own oath on
Thursday. On that day he purged
himself and was dismissed, and he
was dismissed on the oath of, one
man.

in

A few cases also are given for
the years 1480-2. The first is a
man who gets the heavy fine of
twelve pounds of wax candles be-
cause he has “despised God” and
accused him of partiality and has
called “the Blessed Mary, Catherine,
and Margaret whores.” Richard
Mower gets worse: he has to walk
before the cross on three Sundays,
a candle in hand, feet bare, and only
his shirt and a robe on, and he
must pay expenses. This man hag
not only committed adultery, which
is wsually “dismissed,” but has “laid
violent hands on a priést.” A few
weeks later John Pynner appears
for violently assaulting a priest in
church, breaking his arm, and empty-
mg his pockets; but the case ends
in a compromise. John Beng: has
to do the penance in bare feet and
smock and burning candle because
he has had the temerity to do some
favor (perhaps give a crust of
bread) to an excommunicated wo-
man, but various adulterers sunply
decline to attend - and uothing is
done. William Gyppe and his wife
are cha.rged on equal terms, with
not going to church on Sundays and
keeping a brothel; their word, on
oath, is courteously accepted im de-
nial of the latter charge and they
“modify the other.” John Dunkyne
and his wife also are summoned for
keeping a brothel and are dismissed.
The next case is so confused that I
just translated it and leave 1t to
the reader:

Joan Beverley, at Lessell at Cow-
cross, is a witch, and she begged
two witches of her acquaintance to
bring about that Robert Stanton and
another gentlemarn of Gray’s Inn
shall love her and no other, and
they committed adultery with - her
and, it is said, one nearly killed the

other, amd her husband dare mot li've‘[
with her on account of these’ men;
and she is a common whore, and a
procuress, and she tries to intoxi-
cate men only her ski¥l is defective.
Ard Agnes who lves with her is a
procuress.

No sequel to ihis iz given. Prob-
ably, like so wmany, they told the
clerieal judges, in medieval language,
to mind their own business. Jobm
West has swng the Litany “deri-
sively” om a festival, and Thomas
Wassyngham has said that the Eu-
charist is merely common bread, but
they get out of it. (The Inquisition
was mever admitted into Emgland.)
Thomas tarns up again a few weeks
later for saying that “Christ was
false to his father,” amd Mary was
“a false guene,” and the priest tak-
ing the sacrament to the sick was
“a costardmonger,” and other things
I cannot wunderstand; and he was
allowed to abjure and was dismissed.
There are thirty-eight cases of
heresy, eight of sacrilege, twenty-
four of witchcraft, seventeem of re-
viling the priests (which may not
be 'strange seeing that there are one
hundred and forty cases of “clerical
misconduct”), and fifty-three of mis- |
behavior
volume covering a few years of
“the ages of faith” Im one diocese.
In 1482 is a case of what the arch-
deacon calls (in Latin) on the mar-
gin “horrible procurers”:

Thomas Cowper and his wife
Margaret, horrible procurers, and
they incite women to formicate with
certain laymen, monks, and friars,
and if they will mot come into the
house and do what they want they
call them [the monks] ugly names
[on the street, apparemtly accusing
them of pederasty] and the hus-
band eis a procurer to his wife, and
he hands her over to friars for the
purpose of sin. The parties at-
ténded on December 16th and denied
the. charge. Next Friday they]|
brought fouv neighbors and purged |
themselves and were dismissed.

The facts must have been notori-
ous, and, if we remember that Lon-
don was then a small and very
congested town of fifty thousand
people, where everybody saw every-
body, the picture of friars in their
robes and shaven polls entering
brothels or being accused of worse
if they passed the door is piquant.
However, the record then leaps to
1490 and is confined to the city of
London:

Peter Manyfeid, common procurer,
and in particular attends to the
wicked trade of Jane Grenebarrow
Sterling and other suspicious wo-
men, and the said Peter violently
and furtively abstracted a certain
Alice Burle against her will from
the home of her father and mother,
and he kept her in his bedroom for
a long time committing the crime
of fornication with her, and when
he was tired of her, he sold her to
one Stirling in the Stiliard [Steel-
vard]. Summoned for January 12th,
he attended and confessed the crime
and would come agam did not come,
so suspended. .

Jane Benet, alias Warde, is a,
witch and uses. witcheraft: sum—’
moned for June 10th: and the said
Jane wants to get the length of a
man [I give this up] and make
into @ wax candle and offer it be-
fore a picture, and as the candle is
consumed so will the man be con-
sumed. Did not appear, so suspend-
ed [in other words, moved her shop
to another part of London]. !

Henry Whitchars, procures, and:
solicits girls and the servants of
various ‘-men to commit the crime of
fornication; and he also took a cer-
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tain Margaret to the Stewside
[recognized brothel quarter] and|
sold her there to a procurer [no!
sequel 1. \

Jane Foster suffocated her two!
children in bed, at least one was!
John Paris and the other her own
son. Case postponed till the said
Jane bore another son. Attended

[no sentence].

William Stamford, alias Paynter,
apparitor of the archdeaccm of L0n~
don, fornicated with a certain girl
named in her house on the
last’ day of December, on which oc-
casion. Mr. R1chard Spencer, his
wife, and others heard the said girl
cry out in a loud voice, etc. The
said William is notorious as a vro-
curer between Margaret Tanfeld and
Rev. Mr. Gotcham and other priests
and divers men suspected from day
to day, by day and night [no
sequel 1.

[Next case] Margaret Heywood,
common whore, also does business
daily with priests and laymen of
wicked opinions and bad name. Feb-
ruary 10th the said Margaret at-
tended [she must have been a noto-
rigus hussy] and denied the charge
and purged herself with her neigh-
bors [of the same profession prob-
ably1, viz.,, Catherine Russell, Eliza-
beth Hunte, and Emily Brewer, and
she paid the court—fee and was dis-
missed. '

[Next case] Rev. Patrick, parish
priest, committed
Rose Williamson, his spiritual daugh-
ter, and every day he is in suspicious
intimaey with her in his room. The
man was summoned for February

10th: he attended and denied the
charge, and he purged himself with
his own hand and is dismissed.

[Next case] Rev. John, saying
mass in the said church for the soul

of 1Jr. Snoring, adulterpted with
the m> Rose Williamson [during
masz?i Summoned ‘' for February!
16th, attended on that day and

denied the charge, and with his
own hand, and is dismissed.

[Next case] Rev. Thomas Goose
adulterated with the \.same Rose
Williamson, and also a certain Rev.
Thomas Deye keeps her. Thomas
Goose. summoned for February 21st.

[Next case] Rev. Henry Stocton
adulterated with the said Rose, and
he was caught with hery and the
said Rose was the keeper of his dog:
for him for a long time.

“"[To be concluded mext weekl

in church in this smallll
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PLENTY OF
~ MONEY

There is plenty of meney to be made in stocks and there is plenty of meoney being
made by peeple who use seund judgment in buymg goed stocks.

Tree emeugh, money is oftem lost by foolish people whe buy eil er mining stecks
witheut using any judgment er witheut careful mvestigation,

There are mo more homest or conscientions men in the country than the manage-
ment of Mayflower Mines Corporation; ‘and they are mem of ability. They are men
of !ngh character and high fmancial standing. They are men of over thirty years’ ex-
perience in mining, and they are successful men. They are the kind of people you have
always wanted to be “hooked up”’ with. .

Mayflower is ore of the greatest and best minme development enterprises of thls
generation and yeu have a chance to join the management in the development eof thi
great preperty, and en exactly the same terms as themselves.

Buy Now Before the
Rise in Price

You can get some of this stock mow while it is cheap and pay for it during the
next ten months and reap some of the rewards right away.

The property will likely be en a big paying basis by the time you get threugh
paymg for the stock. MNow is the time te buy while you can get in on the ground floor.

Write to the Management and get the facts, The story of Mayflower is a wender-
ful story and intensely interesting. If yon really want to take advantage of a great op-
pertunity, leck into this matter now,

The profit possibilities of Mayflower are very great, indeed, and if you will come
out and investigate carefully, you will say so—you will be amazed.

The Great Trouble
Ignorance & Predjudice

« The great difficulty about presenting a Remarkable Opportumty like Mayflower
Mines is the lgnorance and prejudice of the man who at some time or other has lest
some money in one or more foolish and ill-advised speculations.

?”

If you “Hook up” with good men and true, your success is abeut as sare aad
certain as anything can be in this world. If the men are right and the propesition is
right, then there is little doubt as to the ultimate "outcome of the undertaking.

This great opportunity Wl-“ not be before you much longer, so now is the time
to look into it.

o
i

Let Us Arrange For You to
Come Out and Investigate
In Person

Just drop us a line and find out the facts—or better yet, just come out and make
a thorough mveehgatmn in person. If you find out the facts, you will be surprised and
delighted. Then, why not get the facts now?

We want you to INVESTIGATE, and then investigate some more. Investigate be-
fore you ‘“‘invest,” instead of investigating after you “invest.” We want you to know
exactly where you are going and how you are going to get there, before you start out
with us. We want you to know exactly what you are lookmg for before you start out
with us to find it. .

The Mayﬂower Mines Corporation,
246 Main Street
Park City, Utah.

R . R O T R

MR. CHAS. MOORE, President,
Mayflower Mines Corporation, s
246 Mam $t.,
Park City, Utah.

Dear Sar— .

I have just read your advertisement in The Americen Freenum, and I am curi-
ous to know what you have to say. 1 have some money te invest er speculate -with,
occasionally, in a real A-number-one proposition. Of course, I want to “be shown,” but
I have an open mind and I think I am fair-minded.' It is understood that yeu have no
mailing lists, and that you are only te write to me or send me your booklets, at any time,
upon request frem me.
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