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Although I have in a Little Blue
Book and in one of the volumes of
the Key to Culture corrected many
popular fallacies about the French
Revolution, and more will be said
about it from the Papal point of
view in - my forthcoming work, I
have for years had the desire to
write an essay on the supposed
relapse of the French mnation into
savagery. The opportunity now oc-
curs, for I find that one of my
favorite story-writers has taken t.he
Red Terror for a theme. The pic-
ture is quite in the style of the
Baroness Orczy and the Scarlet
Pimpernel, of all the films and sto-
ries that maintain in the mind of ev-
erybody the illusion that the French
Revolution was an orgy of bestial-
ity. All the men are blear-eyed
brandy-swillers, spluttering foul ex-
pressions whenever they open their

months, verminous and villainous.
All the women—except, of course,
the guiltless maid who is to be

saved by the hero——are harpies or
harridans: fierce, callous, angular,
badly dressed. All talk with dia-
bolical gaiety about “sneezing one's
head into the basket,” and so on.
And the tumbrils voll along
streets all day long, between hedges
of ecstatic citizens, taking their
fifty, sixty, and seventy “aristos”
every day to the guillotine.

There is no more important and
significant event in the life of Eu-
rope than the French Revolution,
yet I suppose that the majority even
of emancipated people imagine that
it was from the start a fiery erup-
tion of honest human anger through
the confining crust of a feudal sys-
tem. Of unemancipated people, the
ideas about the French Revolution
are weird and wonderful. On my
last American tour I gave a lecture
on this subject, and the plain his-
torical truths I told seemed to as-
tonish my audiences. Over and over
again a man would come to me
afterwards, with an air of severity,
as if I had said something particu-
larly audacious when I told how the
French Revolution occurred in 1789
and the guillotine was not invented
until the spring of 1792, and ask:
“Can you prove that?” Any good
encyclopedic dictionary would tell
him. -However I have elsewhere dealt
on broad lines with the almost uni-
versal lies about the French Revolu-
tion. Here I want to inquire par-
ticularly whether there was a quite
unique outburst of savagery at the
time. In Little Blue Book No. 1145 I
have. shown that the chief reason
why this myth is so popular—the
general belief thgt the revolution-
ary ~government had destroyed the
Church and left the people without
“the restraint of veligion,” in the

phrase which to any historian
must sound appallingly ironic —
is the reverse of ' the truth.

The French nation, as my history
of the Church of Rome will make
quite clear, voluntarily abandoned
jts Church and forced its reluctant
leaders to follow it; and the reign
of-Terror had set in long before this.
But probably many of my readers
will like to have the facts about the
atrocities that did occur more care-
fully and fully stated than is pos-
sible in my historical works.

Let ‘us take first the September
Massacres of the year 1792, the first
repulsive outrages to be taken into
account; since the disorders that had

oceurred at the outbreak of the Revo-|.

lution in 1789 have hundreds of his-
terical parallels and may almost be
regarded as inmevitable. ' They were,
at all events, soom brought under
control by the revolutlonary govern-
ment, and for three years after-
Wards France worked out its high
ideas, which "went very little be-
yond those of the American consti-
tution, with comparative tranquillity.
Then, as you may remember, the
whole body of deputies in the French
Assembly made a gesture which is
certainly unique—uniquely idealistic,
—in the history of politics. To
avoid the slightest suspicion of graft
they took an oath that not one of
them would seek or accept office
under the Constitution they had
framed; and their act of virtue,
which would cause a paralysis of
astonishment in Washmgton today,
had the effect of Iettmg in the men
whom the French in their pictur-
esque way call “the gentlemen with-
out breeches” (really, seats to their
pants). Just at this time all Europe
threatened to destroy the Revolution
and set up the foul, old system they
had abolished; and, as if the fates
were determmed to stain the Revo-
lution with outrages, at the very
time when formidable foreign armies
were massing om the frontier to
advance on Paris, a terrible blunder
led to a sanguinary battle between
the Parisians and 'the king’s guards

the:

and a charge that the government
was betraying the people.

That is the atmosphere of the
September Massacres. It was a
time of appalling panic and suspi-
cion. Lafayette had deserted, and
the ports which blocked the way
to Paris had fallen. All possible
agents of the enemy, chiefly priests
and nobles, were thrown into prison,
and the Paris municipality which had
fallen under mob-rule, or the control
of a few fanatics and their follow-
ers, sent men to butcher the pri-
soners. It is a horrible page of his-
tory. It is usually made more hor-
rible by suggesting that any amount
of outrages like that perpetrated by
one scurrilous individual on the body
of the Princess de Lamballe—if you
do not know what it was I fear I
must not describe it—were common,
and that all Paris laughed. On the
contrary, this was a unique incident,
and all Paris was profoundly shock-
ed by the massacres. I so deeply
loathe bloodshed and violence in the
service of ideals that I hesitate to
say anything further about the Sep-
tember Massacres but it is perhaps
unavoidable to correct certain cur-
rent misunderstandings.

Most historians repeat the saying
of Carlyle that it was another St.
Bartholomew. On the contrary,
there is no comparison; and since
the more horrible murderers on the
Feast of St. Bartholomew in 1572
were strict Roman Catholics, acting
solely in the interest of their
ligion and directed by the
family and the avistocracy, while
the September Massacre had a
tpurely political aim and we do not
know whether the perpetrators were
or were not Catholics, the contrast
is interesting. In the St Bar-
tholomew Massacre something be-
tween twenty and fifty thousand
Protestants——the Catholic Encyclopae-
dia lies when it says that such non-
Catholic historians as L. von Ranke
and Michelet give a smaller figure—
men and women lured to the capital
for a wedding, were butchered. In
the massacre of 1792 about 1,100
prisoners were butchered. Some of
the older historians say two thou-
sand or more, but more recent re-
search has given us the figures. Of
2,637 prisoners in the jails of Paris
1,100 were killed; and probably a
few hundred more were killed in the
provinces.

Further, the common idea that
these unhappy creatures were ‘all
priests or nobles, nuns or refined
ladies, is entirely wrong. More
than half the victims were ordinary
criminals, prostitutes, debtors, and
others classes of delinquents. I am
not going to represent these ghastly
executioners as instruments  of
virtue, for they raped the prosti-
tutes (who were probably the most
numerous class) before killing them,
but the fanatics who had sent them
certainly had an idea of purifying
Paris. The matter is too horrible for
humor, but you may care to know the
facts as they are exactly recorded, on
the basis of our now complete study
of the contemporary documents, in
such recent works as Lavisse’s “His-

royal

tory of the Revolution.” In a man-
ual by a distinguished Brit-
ish professor - of . history, a book

which has been used in colleges for
twenty years, we are told that:
“Three or four thousand priests,
nobles, officers, etc., were thrown
into prison and the massacre
stopped only when the prisons were
empty.” On the contrary, less than
four hundred priests and aristocrats
were killed. Of the three largest
prisohs (out of five or six) ome con-
tained debtors and ecriminals, one
was a house of correction for pros-
titutes, and one a reformatory for
juvenile delinquents. It is horrible
that nearly all were killed: but it
is quite time that writers of manu-
als of history learned the facts.

Further, it has never been in doubt
that the murderers were, not Pari-
sians in general as in the St. Bar-
tholomew Massacre, but a body of
a few hundred men—varying on
different days from two hundred
to five hundred—selected from the
scum of Paris by the fanatical or-
ganizers of the ~massacres. We
have, therefore, a strong con-
trast to the Catholic massacre of
the year 1572. A small body of men,
armed and directed by a very small
body of fanatics, intimidating the
the government (as all the troops
have gone to the front), in circum-
stances of acute panic and for what
they believe to be the safety of the

country, perpetrate about one-thir-
tieth of the murders commit-
ted under royal orders in 1572.

And whereas in 1572 the entire
body of Catholics rejoiced in the
murders, and the Pope himself
held a service of rejoicing and
struck a gold medal—not, as Catho-
lics say, because the royal family
was saved from an imaginary plot,
but, as-the inscription on his medal
said, for “the slaughter of the
Huguenots”—in 1792 all Paris was
outraged, and many demanded the
punishment of the murderers.

The September Massacres inau-
gurated the Reign of Terror, and
from this time onward the victims
were tried by official tribunals and
the government must bear the re-

re- .
i which

sponsibility. It is horrible, but again
let us see if we know the facts.
The man who reads such a novel
as that to which I have referred, in
which jailers make jokes about the
daily lists of sixty or seventy vic-
tims, and Fouquxer-vaﬂle, the pub-
lic prosecutor, is described as a fil-
thy and misshapen ogre thirsting for
blood, must have extraordinary ideas
about the amount of butchery that
occurred in France. Let us try to
be as precise as the recerded facts
allow. From the outbreak of the
French Revolution in 1789 to what
we may call its close in 1799, when
Napoleon got supreme power, is a
period of nearly ten years and a
half. The Terror lasted less than
two years out of the ten. During
more than eight years of the Revo-
lution the only disorders were such
as the average historian would ig-
nore.

Moreover, to imagine the guillotine
chopping off heads by the score
through#ut the Terror is grotesque.
After the unofficial September Mas-
sacres the revolutionary tribunal was
set up to deal with suspects. Here
are some of the authentic figures of
its work in 1793. In April and May
it tried 58 men and condemned
eighteen  of them to death: two per
week. From June to September (in-
clusive), when the nation was fighting
for its life against heavy odds, and
the priests and nobles had stirred up
an appalling civil war in the Cath-
olic provinces of the west—a war
ultimately cost between a
quarter and a half million lives—the

Paris tribunal tried 202 men and|that time onward the guillotine was the [rench army 2red
women. It acquitted 139, and sen-|little used. The Parisian moh made! N apparently amidst very gen-
tenced to the guillotine only 48: less|itz last attempt to assert itself in|eval wlomng while Ferdy and his:
than three per week. In the nextithe following May. It was beafen,|wildcat of a wife fled to Sicily.
three months it fried 395 suspects,|and a military power was hencefor-| Inci rand of
acquitted 194 of them and zentenced|ward at the disposal of the govern-|his h : the \(aﬂch‘ra 1,
177 to death. This ogre of a Fou-|ment. At once the royalists abroad|and it will n‘rcx est many. With

quier-Tinville, we are told by one of
the best recent French authorities,
was “neither dishonest nor inhuman.”
He lived a peaceful domestic life like
any other man, and he made not the
least difference in his procedure
whether the accused was a priest or
a forger, a noble or a servant. He
just, with a,wooden and narrow
conscientiousness, carried out the
provisions of a panic-inspired law.

You will have notiged how the
judicial murders, as in very many
cases they really were, begin to in-
crease in the -latter part of 1793.
It is, in fact, from September, 1793,
to the middle of:the following June
that the _ worst butchery takes
place; and, if your Catholic friend is
horrified at the nature of the law
or the judicial procedure that lent
itself to such murders, tell him that
it was fairly copied from the pro-
cedure of the Holy Inquisition. But
there is a more important matter.
The total number of victims of the
revolutionary tribunal in Paris dur-
ing the -two years was 2,627, and
of those nearly one-half were exe-
cuted in the first ffive and a half
months of 1794. Does any person
imagine that there were still any-
thing like that number of priests and
aristocrats available for the guillo-
tine in Paris? For the provinces
we have not exact figures, but the
best estimate is that, during these
two years, between sixteen and sev-
enteen thousand were put to death:
that is to say, the total number of
victims in France in the three years
was less than twenty thousand: less
than, possibly half as many as, the
Catholics of the sixteenth century,
with half the population, had mur-
dered .in a few days.

But the important point is that
the enormous majority of these vie-
tims were neither priests nor aris-
tocrats. A French historian has
analyzed ten thousand recorded cases.
Of these six percent were members
of aristocratic families, seven per-
cent were military men, eight per-
cent were  priests or religious,
twelve percent were middle-class
(professional) men, twenty-nine per-
cent were artisans or servants, and

thirty-eight percent were agricul-
tural or general laborers. It will
surely surprise many that sixty-

seven percent of those who sneezed
their heads into the basket, or were
otherwise executed, belonged pre-
cisely to the working class which
is represented as butchering the aris.
tocracy with vile jokes on its wine-
dripping lips. The explanation is,
of course, that at the time when the
guillotine really began to cut off
heads daily the .various republican
parties were annihilating each other.
The great majority of the twenty
thousand victims were either peas-
ants captured in the civil war or
thorough republicans who were nev-
ertheless obnoxious to the party in
power. That is what the romantic
novelist, with his lists eof fifty or
sixty victims a day (whlch hap-
pened only on a few days in 1794),
has never realized. On the films
which treat of the Revolution a
crowd of ghastly caricatures of work-
irf men and women grin and curse
at tumbril-loads of pale and resigned
priests and countesses. In the his-
torical reality, for the greater part,
the victims were republicans, and
mosatly working men or peasants.

It is hardly necessary for me to
say - that I loathe exegutions for
political opinions. as much as I
loathe them, or any kind of coer-

cion, for religious or irreligious opin-
ions. I leave it to the Catholic,
whose Church officially holds today
that “heretics may and must be put
te death,” to explain why other peo-
ple may not act on his principles.
But I feel sure that I shall be ren-
dering a service to many of my
readers by reproducing, mainly from

work on the subject, the eight-vol-
ume History of the Revolution edited
by Lavisse, this correct account of
the facts as a century of research
has fixed them. :

Now let us go a step further,
since many will object that the facts
even as we now know them, betray
a
only the suppression of the Cath-
olic Church can explain. < I have
shown elsewhere that current ideas
on that subject are as absurd as
those about the victims of the Rev-
olution or about the famous Feast

In point of fact, on May 7,
the religion which we now know as|

belief in immortality, was officially |

made the 'religion of France; and
that is just when the heaviest
batches were put to death. Indeed,

the St. Bartholomew Massacre alone
is a deadly reply to the Catholic,
but let me give rather a few facts
that are not generally known. ,
That strange (and profoundly re-

ligious) fanatic Robespierre, the
arch-murderer, went to the guillo-
tine on July 28, 1794; and from

and the Catholics of the provinces
concluded that France was on a fair
way to reaction, and some instruc-

tive scenes, which our historians
rarvely notice, were witnessed. In
the city of Lyons the Catholics

banded themselves together with the
title “Companions of Jesus” and,
among other outrages, they did just
what the wicked atheists had done
at Paris; they invaded the jail and
butchered eight-six republicans. They
would have butchered eight hundred
and sixty if these were vailable.
A dozen of them were arrested, but
they were acquitted apd were re-
ceived in triumph by the Catholic
Inob. At Avignon apd other towns
of the south an unknown number
of republicans
do know, for in§tance, that at Tar-
ascon fifty of them were in one
day (May 25) ' thrown from the
top of the castle on to the rocks far
below, while the Catholic -citizens
were provided with seats on the
public road from which they could
view the show in comfort. At Mar-
seilles the Catholic butchers called
themselves “Companions of the Sun,”
which was a boast that they commit-
ted their outrages in broad daylight.
There, and at Toulon, Aix, and prac-
tically every city of the south, they,
with the connivance of the mu-
nicipal officials, committed an un-
known number of outrages, while
small bands roamed over the coun-

try, looting, firing farms and cot-
tages, murdering isolated republi-
cans.

These thousands of men, and the
crowds who applauded them and of-
ficials who connived at their brutal-
ities, had never been “deprived of
their faith.” The skeptical prepa-
ganda had never affected more than
a minority in the western and south-
ern provinces, and their priests—
many thousands of them—had at
once taken advantages of the end
of the Terror - and come back
amongst them. Indeed it was only

ple of any part of France were
without priests, if the priests would
take the oath to the Constitution,
as tens of thousands of them did.
Yet this purely Catholic savagery
was in every sense as ‘bad as that
of those shocking “atheists” of
Paris in the September Massacre.
And 1 wager you have never heard
of this foretaste of the White Terror
in the ‘Spring - of 1795; nor can 1
refer you to a ‘single Amerlcan or
British manual of history, now in
use, that will tell you anythlng
about it.

The French Revo]utlon was still
in power, and, especially as the roy-
alists from abroad now brought over
armies to join .these fanatics, the
government mov&d and suppressed
them. The real White Terror be-
gan after the fdl of Napoleon, but
in the meantime, in 1799, there were
events 1n Naples; which would  make
\even more pictur] que romances and
films than the Eeign of Terror at
Paris; indeed, x;o country in the
world would periit some of the in-
cidents to be fteproduced om the
screen. The Parisians, after all, did
not roast and eaf the prisonets they
butchered. And here we are dealing
with a purely Cathohc mob, fired to
their work by prlests and monks,
perpetrating their outrages under
the eyes of a .ord ecardinal and
with the full approval of the Cath-
olic royal family, and only two or
three hundred miles’ away from the
Vatican. You n&ver heard of these

what is nmow the most authoritative

degradation of character which]|

things? No, I fancy that, unless
vou read Italian .or French, you
will have to go back as far as 1859,
to Colletta’s “History of Naples,”
to find anything more than a two-
line reference to them.

Let me premise a little explana-
tion, since Naples and southern Italy!
are generally supposed to be, and
alwaya to have been, so lazy and
ignorant that you may wonder how
there was any heretic to butcher.
The kingdom of Naples, which then
meant the southern part of Italy
and Sicily, has twice in history been
brilliantly civilized, and as late as
1780 the city of Naples contained
more educated men and women of
modern ideals than any other city

in TItaly. Catholicism has, within
the last century and a half,
gled southern Italy and- reduced
to the condition in which
it.  There is no clearer instance of

it

of Reason in Notre Dame cathedral. ‘Papacy,
17Q4, | States themselves.

£re butchered. We.

during a few months that the peo-

¢he demoralizing influence of
unless it be in the

But here 1 ‘

say only that the very Catholic and |
Unitarianism of the most reﬁned'vely vicious monarch, Ferdinand 1V,:
type, the simple worship of God and and his firebrand of a wife ‘(a sister thn best men and women of Naples,
(w‘:‘udmg
the | fourteen
French Revolution reached the he)srn i vers

of Terror and persecuted them fOuh?nged

France)
when

of
liberals

Antoinette
the

of Marie
turned on

several years. It was officially esti-!
mated that seventy thousand men
and women 1n Naples and the region |
were tainted with this new humani-
tarianism. Some  were executed,
thousands were Imprisoned, large
‘num')ers fled. But Napolecn marched
Ttaly, and in the first mo

the Neapolitan queen was the fas-
iﬁinatiz\gﬁ Lady Hamilton,
lover of Lord Nelson.

ture has for years adorned my
but it has,
this corner of history, retired in
disgrace to the'bedroom, and it will
be lucky if it does not rise still
higher—to the lumber-loft. But up
to a point 1 understand the minx.
From a barmaid and adventuress
generally she had become wife of
the English 'ambassador and now
lover
afloat.
to find hereself the

confidant of a queen of the Austrian
royal house; and she probably did
not realize'that‘the queen was delib-
erately using her as a bait to bring
Nelson and his fleet to - Naples.
(Don’t look up the British: “Diction-
ary of National Biography”: that
generally admirable work is at this
point positively mendacious, though
the Encyclopaedia Britannica admits
enough.) Through Emma the queen
worked up Nelson to a state
of fury against Jacobins, and he so
far overstepped his rights and duties

his great victories, he got a very
cold reception from the admiralty
when he returned to London.

The French were compelled to
vetire. Cardinal Ruffo, a fighting
prelate of the old type, armed the
lazzaroni of Naples, who had never
been corrupted by

tarianism and they and the brigands

as “My general and my friend,”!
used to drink human blood out of a
skull, and his favorite appetiser was
to have a freshly removed human
head on the table as he ate. As to
the lazzaroni of Naples, well, they
would make the butchers and porters
of the St. Antoine quarter in Paris
blush. They were a body of about
thirty thousand idlers in Naples
alone, a peculiar product ‘of the
lofty civilization which, historians
will tell you, the Church inspired
after its Counter-Reformation. They
robbed, stole, raped, cursed, fought:

did was to work. These people
were let loose on Naples when the
French troops
liberal allies shut themselves in the
ports on the coast.

Colletta exaggerates, no doubt,
when he says that they murdered

Holy Faith or who did not belong
to' the low populace,” but as they
had the word of the clergy—we
have it still—that “all the educated
cla«ses of the kingdom are Jacob-
ins,” and the houses of these people
alone were worth looting, they ran
amok. They even looted the royal
palace; and the king graciously par-
doned them, in a special edict, in
view of their good work. Middle-
class women were stripped ‘- and
flogged. Men were dragged through
the streets and prodded with sabers.
Before Nelson or the king arrived
they had murdered an unknown
number of men, women, and children
and sacked the town. Fugitives were
dragged from the altars,” where they
were supposed to find sanctuary, and
barbarously murdered. .. It was then
that, ‘as I said, one crowd of them
roasted and ate the bodies of . five
prisoners in the public square be-
neath the windows of the palace..

If we fee} that as im the case of

Reproduced 2008 by Bank of Wlsdom LLC

the famous|
Emma’s pie-
wall, |
_since T have explored:

in helping Naples that, in spite of|

stran--

Paris, we have to allow for the
magnifying effects of rumor, we
have at least an authentic account
of the official actiony Cardinal Ruf-
fo and, in the absence of Nelson,
the. chief British xepresentatlve had
accepted the honorable surrender of
the liberals in the ports. But Nel-
son was told by the court that there
could be no capitulation with rebels,
and, in defiance of all British law,
he had these men, including some
of the finest in the city, tried and
condemuned on English ships after
a gross breach of faith. King and
queen and the charming Emma
—Nelson got his reward—and the

fugitive bishops and nobles now
sailed in, and the lovely Bay of
Naples again became a hell upon

earth. The king’s decrees virtually

‘condemned forty thousand men and

we ﬁndi
ithousand gasped for
the (
Papq\ ‘

nesd what )311 life was like in those days,

i

50 under

!

:Oh dear no.
French humani- |

Thirty
breath in the
and #improvised jails of
and if you de not know

women to death or exile.
dungeons

Naples;

hook. Col-
hundred of

wait until you see my
]‘h says that three
sight princes and nobles,
generals, eleven law-
and eight professors, were

One was a boy of fifteen,
of noble birth; and his Catholic
father gave a splendid banquet to
the judges. One lady was pregnant,
so they humanely pushed her back
into the stinking jail until the baby

was born and then hanged her.
And so on. Hundreds of the best
were exiled and thousands jailed.
11On a small island unine nobles were
{confined in an underground pit in
the solid rock of the most deadly
i deseription. Perhaps you begin to

and
backward;

why Naples is rather
and after the fall of
Napoleon, as I will describe in my
book, there were whole years of
thiz priest-guided butchery by “re-
fined” princes and nobles. And Nel-
son got a gold crown and the title
of Duke (and nearly got a vote of
censure in the English Parliament),
and Cardinal Ruffo got another ab-
bey (against the law of the Church)
worth $200,000 a year. And so on.

It sounds bad, I suppose, but, my
friend, we have not yet got to what
historians ‘call the White Terror: I
mean, what they used to call the

of the most brilliant sailor! White Terror, as, of course, it, like
She was intensely ﬁatteredlthe Dark Ages, the naughtmess of
intimate and| monks, ete.,

is now felt to be a myth

You shall please yourself Any hls-
torian who has any positive reason,
apart from mere courtesy to one’s
Catholic fellow  citizens, for denying
the White Terror will refer you to
a boek published about fifty
years ago, in French (and never
translated), by the royalist-Catholic
Ernest Daudet: grandfather, I be-
lieve,
who makes such-a fool of himself
in Paris today. Now this older
Daudet was not a fool, and he was
a conscientious man who very dili-
gently searched the records. His
religious bias appears only in this:
he asks us to believe that any out-
rages imputed to the Catholics of
southern France after the fall of
Napoleon of which we have no offi-
cial record are probably not true.
The authorities were
all ‘Catholies, and police-records were

inot in those days as scrupulous as

spread hell over southern Italy. One.
of the brigand chiefs (strict Cath-'
olic, like all hiz kind), whom the!

they are today in Chicago. We can-
not for a moment suppose that every
outrage was carefully chronicled.

refined queen addressed in her letters' However, let us see what this Cath-

olic student, after denyirg that there
was a White Terror, admits.

I have already said that the
southern provinces ,of France re-
mained more Catholic than the rest
of the country, and a very high
proportion of the people never ac-
cepted Napoleon. The abdication of
Napoleon let them loose, his escape
from Elba and second bid for power
infuriated them, and his final fall
at Waterloo led to the events which
Daudet describes from the official
records. He begins with the shoot-

1 ling of unarmed soldier-prisoners at
in short, the only thing they never! Nimes.
flag flying but had at last surren-
;dered with the honors of war.
. departed and their

They had kept Napoleon’s

Let
me say that in this case there had
been previous trouble in which they,
with what justification we cannot
say, had fired on a crowd. How-

;ever, as soon as they disarmed them-
“all who were not soldiers of the!

selves and .came out, the royalist
volunteers poured volleys into them.
Thirty were " killed or wounded—
some French writers say all—and
the rest fled. That was, in a sense,
civil war, says Daudet, with re-

‘markable leniency, but for the out-

rages that followed there and all
over the south of France he has
no ‘extenuation. The leaders of the
armed bands were Catholic ruffians,
and Daudet himself shows that the
stories told in defense of them by
Catholics are lies. In Nimes and
its district alone Daudet finds spe-
cific proof of nearly fifty murders,,
mostly of quite innocent Protestants:
which proves that the motive was
largely religious. Over a wide area
their houses were looted and burned,
and both men and women were shot
or barbarously stabbed.

At Uzes, not far away, another
Catholic = troop operated With a
brutahty that is in all respects like

1that. of the plkdemeu of Paris these
men burned and looted the houses ‘of

of the royalist mountebank]

‘Waterloo killed, ‘in strictly- Catho}:‘“

Protestants and Bonapartists and
killed a large number of them. The.
authorities at. first arvested the
leader and then, under theats fmmu
the people, not merely released him,
but yielded up to him six Bona-
partist prisoners, who weré promptly
shot. At Toulon a Catholic regi-
ment of six hundred ruffians oper-
ated in the same way in the city
and. district. At Marseilles they first
emptied the jails, which gave them
expert auxiliaries, then looted and
burned the houses and shops of Bona-
partists and murdered the men,
There was no pretense of trial, and
helpless old men who were not even
guilty of admiring Napoleon were
killed. Men who simply begged the
ruffians to spare their relatives were
“killed with atrocious suffering.”
Three police who interfered were
stripped naked and murdered. In a
poor quarter eof Marseilles there
lived a colony of Mamelukes, or
Egyptian soldiers brought over by
Napoleon, with their wives and chil-
dren: a colony of five hundred in
all. The Catholics set out to butcher
the whole of them, but they were
warned and fled and only fifteen
(according te Daudet, though others
differ) were killed. The authorities
were content te post up a feeble
protest that these things really
ought not to be done, and the mur-
derers laughed and went on: till the
British ships in harbor landed com-=
panies of marines and cleared the
streets. At Avignon numbers were
murdered and their bodies flung into
the Rhine. Marshal Brune was
murdered in his hotel there, and the
local autherities produced perjured
witnesses to swear that he had com=
mitted suicide: which Daudet dis-
proves. At Toulouse General Ramel
was murdered. The whole of the
south of France, a contemporary
poetically says, was “up to the knees
in blood” for five or six weeks, and
Austrian and German troops had to
be summoned to. check the assassins.
How many in all were murdered we
do not know, as it is absurd to
think that the cowardly or consent-
ing local authorities registered every
outrage. Hundreds at least—the re-
corded cases run to nearly two hun-
dred—were butchered with just the
same brutality as at Paris. Tens of
thousands had their homes looted
and burned. Terror brooded over the
entire region, about five hundred
miles from east to west, for several

weeks. And the murderers were all
strict Catholics and the motive sheer
vindictiveness, for Napoleon was now
beyond all possibility of returning.

Daudet says that we must not call

.this a White Terror because the Red

Terror had made many times more
victims. That is mere captiousness.
The point is that, as’ far as their
opportunities extended, these French-
men who had never ceased to be
Catholics behaved with just the same
brutality as the' lowest workers of
Paris, and a real reigm of terror
brooded ever the whole of Provence.
I need not say that other French
writers who are mot Catholics give
a darker description than Daudet,
but the facts he gives are probably
cghastly enough for you:

What, however, he does not seem
to realize is that when we historians
speak of the White Terror we mean
the bloody and brutal reaction of
the Catholic world as a whole after
the fall of Napoleon, and France is
the country which we have least in
mind. After the French Revolution
France never again became a solidly
Catholic country. Its fatuous mon-
archs and bishops tried heavy cen-
sorships and control of education
and other repressive measures, but
millions remained outside the Church
and checked them. It was in Italy,
Spain, and Portugal that Catholics
were most free to act according to
their beliefs; and they fell upon
what they called Jacobins, which
means critics of Church and State,
with a ferocity and treachery that
were appalling. They murdered far
more men and women—nearly all
nobles or of the middle class, not
sixty-seven percent workers or sol-
diers as in France—than did the
French Revolution in ten years, and,
apart from actual executions or mob-
murders, they officially and cold-
bloodly, by exile, confiscation, tor-
ture, starvation, and imprisonment
in inconceivably foul dungeons, in-
flicted a hundred times more suffer-
ing than the ignorant Terrorists of
France had ever done.

The full history of that Wh)te
Terror has never yet been written.
French, Italian, and Spanish writers
have reproduced @ good deal of the
contemporary evidence for their vari-
ous countries, but I have sought in
vain for a single work that tells
comprehensively and . fully that
heroic story of the martyrdom of
man in Europe during the few
decades after Waterloo. Statistics,
are, of course, not available; figures
are guesses and are cut ,down arbi-

‘trarily by prejudice or inflated by

anger. But there is, in memoirs by
men of integrity and other reliable
documents, a quite sufficient body
of evidence to show . that Chureh
and State acting in mtlmate coeper-
ation and with the same aim a,fttr

countries, far more men and
than the French Revolution di
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in~ three decades made at least
#wenty or thirty times more mar-
#yrs in the cause of man than the
Reman Bmpire had made in three
hundred years. i

I was able to give only three
.pages to this in the Key to Culture
(Ne. 21), and I devote half a beok
te it in my History of the Church
of Rome. Some day I hope to have
leisure, of which much would be
required, to write the whole story;
since,, I suppose, if would be futile
to suggest to an Ameriean univer-
sity that it should take up this
special piece of research for one of
those admirable historical mono-
graphs which so many of them now
publish. Perhaps we had better ask
them to refrain from attempting it.
There would be, not a flutter, but
a panic in the Papal dovecots, and
the work would not be candid. In
‘my earlier years I have known men
.who lent a hand in that titanic
conflict with the forces of darkness
and had themselves heard the stories
from the lips of Spaniards and Ital-
ians, Poles and Hungarians, who
had found an asylum in London.
It is no story of remote medieval
brutality. In the year before I was
born the White Terror was scorch-
ing Spain as, horribly as ever, and
not many years eanrlier it had still
been scorching Italy.

For the brutalities perpetrated in
Italy under the Pope, the Emperor
of Austria, the Duke of Modena,
and the King of Naples many of
my readers may be able to see an
American historical work, though
now nearly thirty years old, by W.
R. Thayer (“The Dawn of Italian
Independence”). I will here merely,
and briefly, carry on the story of
Naples. Ferdinand, “liar and de-
baucher” (Thayer says) and stout
pillar of the faith, had again been
chased by the French and again re-
stored by the Holy Alliance. He had
been compelled to swear a solemn
oath that he would respect the liberal
Constitution set up by the French.

He tossed his oath aside like a
feather. In a few years the Nea-
politan liberals were still strong

enough to effect a revolution, and
now Ferdinand and his court swore
at the altar, in circumstances of the
greatest solemnity, that he would
respect the Constitution. Then, with
the full approval of Pope and prel-
ates, he turned savagely on the lib-
erals. Four thousand were arrested,
large numbers executed, larger num-
bers flogged, as they were taken
half naked on asses through the
streets of Naples, with nail-studded
whips and sent ‘to the galleys for
ten or fifteen years. There were
five years of brutality, and then
Ferdinand’s son, a regular, cruel,
and entirely: licentious youth, ‘main-
tained the regime; and when he
died, his son and successor, who was
s0 virtuous that he put robes on
the old marble Venuses and made
the ballet-girls wear green pants,
still maintained the. grossness of
the system till Garibaldi crushed . it.
“Lazy Naples” had sustained the
terrible and bloody fight for more
‘than half a century. Do not be sur-
prised if there was not spirit left
in it.

©.The Duke of Modena and the
Austrians in the north were just as
truculent: the Pope in central Italy
'’kept. his inconceivably foul Papal
States by thrusting thousands into
his inconceivably foul dungeons—
large numbers were chained for
life, and not released for any pur-
pose, to plank-beds in cells of which
the windows were sometimes six
inches square—for demanding what
the American Catholic of today calls
elementary rights. The bastinado
was used to punish prisoners or to
compel them to betray others, in the
Papal States as in every other part
of Ttaly, and it was so terrible—a
man was screwed face downward on
a board while powerful soldiers laid
ghastly scourges on him—that Felice
Oraini tells us that, when he was
arrested, he kept poison sewn up
in a bit of kid glove in his mouth,
to:chew in case he was condemned
to: the bastinado. One of the most
respectable Italian statesmen of the
time, Massimo d’ Azeglio, tells us
that he personally knew men who
had, with intervals to keep them
alive, received between one and two
thousands strokes of this brutal
lash. A surgeon had always to be
present when it was used. These
things had only just been abolished,
by rebels against the Pope, in Cath-
olic  Italy when I was born. #

" In Spain the number of victims
was . greater, though the fiendish
cruelty was much the same in every
part’ of the Catholic world except
France; and there something like it
occurred omly in the strictly Cath-
oli¢c’ provinces. There was another
ferdinand in Spain—another stout
pillar of the Church and notorious
rake. He also took a solemn oath
to respect. the liberal Constitution,
and “he immediately arrested every
man who twas in favor of it. - In
the secondary cities of ‘Cadiz and
Seville alone & thowsand men were
arrested in a single day. About
twelve thousand of the best men and
women of Spain were exiled, pen-

niless—they were seen begging on.

Ehe “streets of London—and several

Fhousand  were sent to fetid jails

Exg“inhuman galleys. The Papal
Nuncio " and ‘the confessor of the
king’s brother (a priest who was
later brought before the Inquisition
for corrupting a nunnmery), vainly
led the campaign, and the restored
monks and Jesuits sought suspects
g:\;pﬁw}lere. Spies and perjured in-
formers made money; servants were
ggggged ke denounce their masters:

confessors betrayed their penitents.
For six years the brutality cen-
tinued, yet there was still so much
spirit in “lazy Spain” that the lib-
erals made a successful revelution,
and it took a French army of nearly
a hundred thousand men to crush
them. Then, you may be sure, the
corrupt monarch had his revenge.
The king’s confessor directed the
horrors, until, in disgust, the French
forced the king to supersede him.
Then the chief- organizer was the
Count of Spain, of the highest no-
bility of Castile®-which is the most
refined thing in the world, isn’t it?
—and of him the conservative his-
torian Hume says that “not even the
most bloodthirsty wretches of the
French Reign of Terror could sup-
press this man.” He had whole
families shot and then hanged in
batches in his presence or . shipped
away to the pestilential settlements
in Africa. But it was not enough
for the monks and bishops. They
started a Society of the Extermi-
nating Angel which sent gangs of
brutal and densely ignorant peasants
to root out liberals everywhere, as
in the south of France. This sort
of thing continued in Spain, with
an interval of three years, from
1814 to 1829, and it was repeated
in 1866. Shall we call it White
Terror? &

In Portugal the infamy was, in
proportion to the size of the popula-
tion, worst of all. Don Miguel—
like nearly all the other of these
“hounds of the Lord” an acknowl-
edged profligate, and an utterly un-
scrupulous and fiendishly cruel man
—swore solemnly, like his royal cou-
sins, that he would protect and main.
tain the Liberal Constitution, and
the whole Church rejoiced when he
perjured himself, seized the crown,
and Tell savagely upon the Liberals
who had admitted him. A very mod-
erate writer on Portugal like Morse
Stephens says, while many thousands
were sent to the deadly conviet set-
tlements in Afriea or executed, there
were, it was estimated, forty theu-
sand men and women in jail for
political offenses in 1830. If we
were to accept the estimates of
radical Portuguese writers, who say
that seventeen thousand were ex-
ecuted, about the same number sent
to Africa, and about thirty thou-
sand thrust into jail, we should have
to conclude that in four years, in
‘'a population about one-third that of
France, Miguel the Butcher and his
exceedingly pious mother and her
spiritual advisers slaughtered as
many people—mainly refined people,
of both sexes and all ages—as the
entire French Revolution and caused
enormously more suffering to the
living. I estimate that about 1830
there were not far short of a hun-
dred thousand rebels against medi-
evalism in the jails of Catholic Eu-
rope, and already twice as many
had been slain as in the French
Revolution. = But I must deseribe
those jails elsewhere if the Teader
is to realize that the guillotine would
have been welcomed by thousands of
those tortured menm. )

Yes, it is a horrible page of his-
tory, and I do not like horrors; nor
do I care to expose the blunders
‘and crimes that our predecessors
committed under the
false ideals. But you see why one
has to recall ‘these things. Histo-
rians, novelists, preachers, essayists,
film-producers, journalists, ete., will
not let us forget the Red Terror of
France. They will nét take the
trouble to inform themselves accu-
rately even about that but they have
as little suspicion of the White Ter-
ror that followed as have the chil-
dren ‘in.a kindergarten. If these
things were dead, if the errors on
both sides were acknowledged, if the
ideas that led to them were disavow-
ed, we might indeed keep our pens
from these matters. But as long
as men talk about the Red Terror
I will talk about the White Terror,
for the education’ of our people is
falsified unless they know both. And
seeing that, whereas monarchs have
been compelled to disown that doc-
trine of divine right on which they
did these bloody things, Popes have
never told us that they have altered
their prinéiples—and they have not
—our generation cannot be permit-
ted to be fooled, as it is fooled, by
these one-sided versions of history.

Is It a
Real World?
E. Haldeman-Julius
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In a time when ‘religion is ‘subject
to a many-sided attack and when
new values of thought are showing
up the old dogmas as ridiculous and
untenable there is, between the old
and the new, a vague intermediate
ground representing a good deal of
confusion and compromise. This
middle ground is occupied, of course,
by those who are too intelligent to
place any faith in the old dogmas
in their hard and dull form but who,
at the same time, shrink from boldly
embracing the principles of ration-
alism. There are the familiar ef-
forts, various and not very con-
sistent in description, to reconcile
the faith of other days with the
wider outlook of modern knowledge
—a very difficult task indeed, when
one reflects how great has been the
advance of knowledge even within
the space of a century and how
peculiarly a product of man’s igne-
rance was the religion which, by a

influence of
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little shifting and cutting or per-
haps only by a change of phrase-
ology, the faithful hope to save in
part. ;

In all this there is much honest
confusion: many are not trying to
save religion nor trying to resist
the tide of atheism as such—they
have at least no such conscious mo-
tive—but are really puzzled to know
the direction in which truth lies
and hesitate to take a clear posi-
tion: there are many things in any
formal statement of religion which
they find it impossible to believe,
yet they have not the conviction to
dismiss religion entirely from their
minds but have an eoddly troubled
while tenacious faith or hope that
beyond the facts and conclusions of
what we may call scientific (or real-
istic) knowledge there is some other

wisdom which may be vaguely ap-'

prehended if not stated in exact,
provable terms. One ecan, tough
going the full length of anti-reli-
gious rationalism, sympathize with
those honest troubled persons. It
is not possible for the sensitive man
to escape the feeling of the mystery
of life. Much explanation, sound
as far as it yoes, leaves much mys-
tery remaining. After all is said,
a reserved state of mind must he
held within the discreetly judged and
not final limits of our true knowl-
edge and ne man should assert, in
a dogmatic spirit, that all is known
about life and the universe.

On the other hand, the rationalist
bears in mind that there is a good

deal “of mystery of man’s own mak-

ing: or perhaps it would be better
to say that man, in his religious
character, attempts to settle the
mystery, not by any definite process
of investigation nor even by simply
admitting that it is a mystery, but
assuming things about it which are
chimerical, which -qare sometimes
poetic but are mostly dogmatic. For
the man who is. really impressed by
the mystery of life and who cannet
perceive at present any precise, com-
plete explanation the correct attitude
—when he regards the blank space
that knowledge has not filled up—
is that of agnosticism: to look for
help in some jumbled or refined
style of religion, to lean upon mys-
tical phrases or conjectures, is to
plunge more deeply and hopelessly
into mystery, into eonfusion, into
a muddled atmospheré where reason
cannot breathe nor. find its bearings.

Granting that rash statements are
sometimes made, expressing a too
final and full claim to knowledge, by
persons who take an atheistic view
of life: yet even so, it is fairly
clear that the weight of evidence
is on the side of atheism and that
furthermore, in his rejection of
religion—of any and all religious
attempts to explain life—the atheist
is entirely right. In religion there
is no wisdom although it may have
borrowed expressions of wisdom from
a secular view of human nature.
What man knows of life he has
learned by observing the facts and
processes of life and by carefully
reasoning from (or bringing to-
gether .in significant form) these ob-
servations—not by acts of faith nor
efforts of fancy nor assumptions of
dogma which, first and last, com-
prise the meaning of religion. In
a historic view of life: yet even so,
it is fairly clear that the weight of
evidence is on the side of atheism
and that furthermore, in his rejec-
tion of religion—of any and all re-
ligious attempts to ‘explain life—the
atheist is entirely right. In religion
there is no wisdom although it may
have borrowed expressions of wis-
dom from a secular view of human
nature. What man knows of life
he has learned by observing the
facts and processes of life and by
carefully reasoning from (or bring-
ing together in significant form)
these observations—not by acts of
faith nor efforts of fancy nor as-
sumptions of dogma which, first and
last, comprise the meaning of re-
ligion. In a historic view of human
culture it is plainly. enough to be
seen that religion was the product
of man’s ignorance, that it marks
an early and groping (or guessing)
stage in the intellectual life of man-
kind, and that it loses its signifi-
cance as man learns more about his
world. 'The thoughtful, well-educated
man of the modern world has very
little religious belief, although some
are prone to call their idealism and
even their agnosticism by that name.
The idea of the supernatural, once
so vivid and supreme, is now archaic
and in its crude and definite form is
found only among those who have
a very 'poor intelligence.

Among some religion, which they
are wary of tryimg to define very
precisely, lingers as a feeling rather

than a conviction. . Again, there is a
metaphysical—in essence a muystical
—turn of thought which some pre-
fer to what they regard as the
colder outlines of rationalism: they
either view with disdain what passes
for religion among the uneducated
or they profess to uphold a some-
what similar faith stated in a more
dignified and obscure form—they try
to intellectualize religion, which
clearly they are embarrassed by its
puerility when simply, baldly ex-
pressed as wunsophisticated believers
do express it. Whatever style or
lofty attitude of thought he may
assume, it is embarrassing for an

intelligent man to undertake the'

role of apologist for religion and
try to prove that there is “some-
thing in it.” ~

There is, again, an attitude of
complaisance toward religion, an at-
titude of cleverness and (at bottom)
indifferentism, which does not have
the tone of popularity, which in its
language would indeed be hopelessly
confusing to the average believer
but which appeals to some intel-
lectuals who love a show of fine
reasoning on large mysterious ques-
tions and who, moreover, fear that
in rejecting the dogmas of religion
they may be impeached as them-
selves dogmatic in that very rejec-
tion. It seems that such intellect-
uals suspect any clear-cut, uncom-
promising position to be tainted with
dogmatism—as if in having a rea-
soned and convinced opinion one
stopped all further thought and
denied the possibility of further
knowledge. These intellectual dodg-
ers do not say that this is true or
that is false; rather they are not
willing to say that anything can be
really, certainly true; realism, they
tell us, is simply the name for an-
other class of illusions—reality is
but a mame and behind the appear-
ance there is the old philosophically
mooted Thing-in-Itself which nobody
can get at, therefore all our knowl-
edge fis but a more or less orderly
arrangement of how 'things seem to
us, not of how things are: mothing
is so but thinking makes it so. If
a man’s belief is satisfactory and
agreeable to him, if he feels that
it expresses truth, or (in other
words) - if he earnestly wishes it to
be true—then, according to this ver-
bal facility of interpretation, it is
true. The Christian is stating truth
when he says that there is a God:
a God, that is, for him. The athe-
ist is equally truthful when he de-
clares that there is no God: no God
for him. The ancients who believed
in or fancifully played with the
images of many Gods were right:
those many Gods existed for them,
psychologically. We cannot know re-
ality: we can only know how things
seem to us: thus one man’s view
is as true as another man’s.

So runs the theory .of “psycho-
logical truth” and the denial of a
general, clear truth of rationalism
superior to the irresponsible whims
of men. This theory may be made
to serve the cause of religion; or
it may be expressed in the more
secular tone of philosophy, which,
even so, opens the door to religious
sophistry, highly volatile but satis-
factory to a certain type of mind,
unwilling to be definite and clear
and uncompromising in its thinking.

This apparently clever indefinite-
ness (or indifferentism) is well ex-
emplified by Aldous Huxley in an
essay in the September Harper’s on
“One God or Many?”’ He is a grand-
son of the famous scientist and ra-
tionalist, Thomas Henry Huxley, who
certainly. had a belief in the definite
knowledge of reality and who intro-
duced the term “agnostic” to express
his attitude toward ideas that were
not: proved,. notions which he would
not call absolutely impossible but
for which there was mo evidence,
things that were not really known.
Our contemporary Mr. Huxley is of
course bound to be true to his own
particular but prettily shifting, now
fading and now shining, star of in-
spiration. He is an artist rather
than a scientist and this would ex-
plain the great value (as truth) that
he places upon feeling. The follow-
ing is a strange tone in which to
discuss truth: “Even the same man
is not consistently ‘the worshiper of
one God. Officially an agngstice, I
feel the presence of devils in a
tropical forest. Confronted, when
the weather is fine -and I am in
propitious emotional circumstances,
with  certain. landscapes, certain
works of art, certain human beings,
I know for the time being that God’s
in his heaven and all’s right with
the world. On other occasions, skies
and"destiny being ‘inclement, I am

no less immediately certain of the,

caring universe.”

As an expression of the changing
moods of an individual, that is very
fine and genuine. But as an ex-
pression of truth? It is of course
rather presumptuous to dispute about
what another man feels: Mr. Huxley
says, for example, that he feels '“the
presence of devils in a tropical for-
est”: but, speaking as a. rationalist
and nmot as an artist, I should say
that what he feels is the gloom, the
weirdness, the mystery of the trop-
ical forest: and “devils’ is merely
a familiar term for a traditional as-
sociation of ideas, in which, we sup-
pose, Mr. Huxley does not believe
but which he uses to ‘express his
feeling. Similarly, if- he would stick
strictly to truth, he would not say
that under the nice conditions men-
ioned. he knows “that Ged’s in his
heaven and all’s right with the
world”: rather he would say, which
is the limit of the truth under the
circumstances, that he knows that
he is in good spirits and is enjoying
life: he 1is, in a word, fortunate
and his situation and the mood it
. produces signifies nothing about God
or heaven or the condition of the
world at large. And, equally, the
malignancy of the universe is not
a true idea simply because some-
body is in bad luck: the imperson-
ality of the universe is preved by
experience, and there is no desire
nor purpose in the universe for one’s
good fortune or another man’s bad
fortune: this is a truth which does
not depend upen anyone’s mere feel-
ing but which is reasonably and
soundly and widely forced upon our
intelligence by the facts of life,
which can be envisaged in consis-
itency with no other idea. “Psycho-
logical truth” is well enough when
one is talking about states of mind,
moods, feelings; it does not have
such an authoritative sound when
one is talking about objective truth,
which, all word-playing aside, we
can and do know even though not
in all aspects perfectly.

One cannot say that Mr. Huxley
in his curious essay is speaking from
a religious pulpit. True, he refers
to God—and to Gods—in a matter-
of-fact, accepting way that may con-
fuse some readers and move others
to exclaim, “See! Even the skeptic
must recognize God in some form!”
But he explains that “God, for our
human purposes, is simply Life in
so far as man can conceive it as a
whole.”  (The Christian will add
that, for divine purpeses, we can
never wholly comprehend God, al-
though he will immediately follow
that statement with a defense of
dogmas which pretend to a positive
comprehension of iGod.) The ra-
tionalist would ask, not unreason-
ably: If Mr: Huxley means Life
(the capital being quite unnecessary,
even so) and it is Life that he is
discussing, why doesn’t he stick to
that term for his subject instead of
dragging in, again and again, the
meaningless and confusing term
“God”? It is a fair question; but
then the title of Mr. Huxley’s ex-
cursion into logic and fancy is about
God and Gods, and he adopts the
tone of the philosopher rather than
the preacher. God singular or Gods
plural is regarded by him, correctly
enough as far as he goes, as a sym-
bol expressing a certain view of
life: albeit those who believe in one
God or in many Gods import more
than the meaning of a symbol into
their belief. At the very least, if
they "are unwilling to stand up for
the idea of a personal God, they
believe in a purposeful government
of the universe, a world of provi-
dential design and law, a something
supernatural or above nature and
control its operations with a su-
preme, eternal motive. Mr, Huxley
does mnot himself intimate a belief
in such a government or motive. Yet
according to his dictum of “phycho-
logical truth” that is true if a man
feels it to be true; and going a step
further, the truth is changeable in
that the same man may feel at
one moment that the world is provi-
dentially governed and in the next
moment that it is not but a thing
of unplanned natural behavior with
a large element of chance,

Mr. Huxley, one gathers, is in-
clined to dislike (when his artistic
mood is uppermost, as it is in the
essay we are considering) the mod-
ern intellectual tendency toward a
clear and orderly expression of ideas
and realities. It is true that the
mere desire for a neat, lucid, well-
tarranged theory or explanation of
:t}}ings is not enough for the many-
Isided nature of truth and that one
jmay be too precise, too limited, in
]thg. effort for clearness.. It is ga
criticism of the philosophers, for
examplg, that they
hard-and-fast system of explanation
to account finally and completely for
the universe: the whole of life ex-
plained in two large volumes, as it
were, |/

But surely Mr. Huxley goes to
the other extreme and would leave
the -question of truth—objective truth
or the observation and explanation
of facts—quite hopelessly up in the
air. . He, it seems, would not simply
ha'vg us be wary of ideas, carefully
critical of ‘our reasoning processes
fioubtful of our limited -knowledge:
In many things;
regard knowledge. itself as only a
most  carefully arranged mental
world of illusions; he, the agnostic
ar{d skeptie, at times suggests the
mind " of the mystic, believing that
one can directly feel truth in a
manner supegior to scientific obser-
vation, '

We rationalists - want a little more
clearness, and not by any means at
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malignant impersonality ‘of an. un-

strive for a,

he would have usg
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Ehe expense of truth, but for the sak
of truth. Granted that our knewl-
edge is not complete, that there is a
good deal of mystery in life, that the
last word has not been said about
the nature and destiny of man; but
it does not follow that uncertainty
is a cloud obscuring all things and
that no clear grasp of truth is pos-
sible at any point. Facts, Mr. Hux-
ley might say with gentle irony, are
not every dependable. Others, -with
varying motives, have derided or
reproved the modern tendency to lay
stress upon facts; which are spoken
of by some artists and by mystics
as low, unworthy things, not fitting
material for the “splendid intellect
of man.

But what are we to be given as
something worthier of .our attemtion
than facts? Here is a defender of
theology, let us say, who speaks
contemptuously of mere facts and
asserts the much greater and more
sacred impeortance of the dogmas of
his faith. Or here is a mystic who
loves temperamentally to dwell upon
the vague unknown and is pained
by the sharp, clear outlines of the
known; who dislikes anything defi-
nite and logical in the way of ex-
planation, preferring that his fancy
shape things pleasingly and capri-
ciously as it will. Or here is an
artist, who is fond of what he calls
intuition, who affects loftily to deal
with the spirit rather.than the sub-
stance of things, and who feels that
his winged sentences of splendid ob-
scurity are more valuable (not
merely as art but as truth) than
the considered and explicitly pointed
phrases of logic. -

Now all of these men, interesting
though they may be in their re-
spective ways, have a motive for dis-
paraging facts which is not far to
seek: namely, the facts do mot bear
out their favorite style of thinking
—their dogmas, their temperaments,
their ideals—therefore they cry:
“Let us not be bound by facts nor
too interested in facts.” But while
we do not require of the artist that
he stick regularly to facts, while we
grant and value his artistic liberties,
we cannot agree that he shall be
undisputed in a claim of absolute
superiority to facts in matters of ob-
servation and reason. We cannot
agree that in giving us art he al-
ways gives us truth—that his art is
to be accepted as truth without re-
gard to the objective facts of life, or
that to draw an interesting or a
beautiful picture is necessarily to
draw an entirely true picture. We
may well observe and understand the
feelings, moods, vagaries, emotional
convictions which Mr. Huxley refers
to as “psychological truth” without
mistaking them for real truth, for
a sound and reasoned attitude to-
ward the world of visible, tangible,
measurable phehomena.

The study of psychological phe-
nomena, as well as all' other phe-
nomena, is truly the aim of secience,
which, Mr. Huxley suggests, is too
severely limited.  Strictly speaking,
what is there in’life which is with-
out the range of scientific curiosity
and observation? What is science
but orderly, demonstrated, applied
knowledge? Whether Mr. Huxley is
discussing psychological conditions or
astronomy or physics- or the origin
of human institutions or the be-
havior of men and women, he is
dealing with subjects that yield best
of all to the scientific approach.
Science is knowledge, in. which ob-
servation, though aided by brilliant
speculation, is the chief method. The

sum of what is kmewn abeut any
subject is the science of that: subject.

The fact that science is imper-
sonal, reserved, and careful, which
is spoken as a reproach, iz rather
its * finest recommendatign. It is
the most reliable, the least preju-
diced and wish-influenced, view :that
we have of things. But science does
not disregard emotions. It comsiders
their influence and value wherever
they really enter into a question.
In studying astronomy, for example,
the scientist has not to comsider the
feelings of men. But in studying
the origin of human institutions, in
studying sociology and history, he
bakes careful account of the influence
of human emotions. In fact, when
considering any human subject we
have to consider the play of the
human mind as well as the facts
of the non-human world. That is
not to say that in observing the
workings of men’s minds we are to
take all the moods and wishes and
reflections of men’s minds as equally
valuable indications of “psycholog-
ical truth.” Or we may say that
these moods are to be regarded as
facts about the mind, noet as. facts
about the outer world.

Readily enough we may believe
all that. the mystic tells us, for ex-
ample, about his state of mind, his
inner conviction, his visions: no
doubt he thinks and feels as-he says
he does amd this is really the truth
about his mental life. We are net
therefore te consider the mystic’s
inner werld of meditation or fancy
as having a valid bearing of truth
upon the objective, definitely .an-
alyzed phenomena of the outer world.
The ecstatic and frenzied prephet
of “Revelation” may indeed have
seen with the ieyes of his imagina-
tion all that he set down; but we
know that it is all imaginary and is
not a true report of reality.

But reality, says Mr. Huxley, is
only a seeming. “The only facts,”
he says, “of which we have direct
knowledge are psychological facts.”
What he means evidently is thas
all we know is what our combined
faculties of sense-impression and un-
derstanding report to us: and science
is only a more expert, both a more
refined and a more enlarged, use
of the senses. It is but a tricky bit
of verbiage to say that what we
learn from seeing, feeling, hearing,
and the like are only “psychological
facts.” They are, simply, facts: and
it is the general agreement of ex-
perience, and the expert checking
and arranging of experience by
science, which establishes them as
facts. ‘When men speak of fancies
manifestly outside of human ex-
perience as “facts,” they are mis-
using - the word, however they may
boast of the importance of this so-
called " “peychalagical truth ?

. What Mr. Huxley would seem to
argue is that there is nothing fully
or. certainly.real about these impresz-
sions, about this direct and rational
experience, about the common as
well as the scientific apprehension
of objective reality. We do not, he
insists, know what reality is; one
might add that we know very well
what we mean when we talk about
reality, if we use the word in its
obvious meaning of common sense,
and that 7it is the soundest material
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for- observation and action gnd
thought that we have to do wq:h.
Such ‘reasoning as Mr. Huxley in-
dulges himself in—almost, one wm_ﬂdv
say, whimsically and, one would like
to believe, for the sake of his ra-
tionality if not his sincerity, with
tongue in cheek—runs ludicrously
close to the fantastic borderline of
Christian Science. And perhap'_s Mr.-
Huxley would say that Christian
Science has “psychological truth” on
its’ side and on the side of the
angels? _

But what does he say about the
equal validity of various “psygho-
logical facts”? Loftily, airily, and
almost indifferently he assures us:
“One fact cannot be more of a fact
than another. Our psychological ex-
periences are all equally facts.
There is nothing to choose between
them. No psychological experience
is “truer,’ so far as we are concerned,
than any other. For even if one
should correspond more closely to
things in themselves as perceiveg by
‘some hypothetical non-human being,

it would be impossible for us to dis-|

cover which it was.  Science is no
‘truer’ than common sense or lunacy,
or art, or religion.” The only truth
one can discern in all this is that
it is equally true of all our feelings
that they do happen to us: the man
of commonsense really has a mind
that works to that pattern; the
lunatic really is in the grip of ctrazy
delusions; the artist really feels his
beautiful and, subtle fancles and
moods, ‘which may or may not be
true in the strict sense; the man

of religion really has a mystic or,
futile fallacy with which the ming
he ascribes to his “soul’s” rapport can idly distort

devotional or credulous feeling that

with “God.”

But if we apply the real mean-
ing of truth to these things we see
the difference—in other words, if we
speak plainly and not in the lan-
guage of sophistry or subtle, word-
weaving art-philosophy. The man of
common sense who, not checking the
facts carefully over a long period
of time but moved by his isolated
disappointments, says that the
weather bureat is more often wrong
than right can be proved mistaken
by the record; the lunatic who im-
agines that the world is in a con-
spiracy against him or who is de-
luded by the belief that he is Julius
Caesar is obviously wrong; the
artist who paints a picture of winged
angels flying through the air between
earth and (supposedly) heaven or
who pictures like Milton and Dante
supernatural—celestial or infernal—
struggles and terrors is quite clearly
not dealing with truth; the theolo-
gian who expounds his dogmas of
God and the future life and the
saints and the prophets and their
direct-from-heaven revelations is
simply playing with images that ex-
ist only in the mind and that have
nothing to do with reality. True,
all of these' men may feel very

strongly - in. their respective vaga-

ries; ‘but” they are swayed by the
rush of fancy and not by the impact
of actual facts.

When we hold any definite ques-
tion up to the light, we perceive
how foolish and how misleading is
this notion of “psychological truth.”
It suggests indeed the anarchy of
thought. It is mere looseness or in-
difference of thinking. One notes
that Mr. Huxley, in spite of his
expression of uncritical latitude with
regard to ‘“psychological truth,” does
not, intimate on- his own account that
the idea of a God may be true, or

i philosophers, whe .invented its inse
rage or its name (for it is only

rat it: and that obviously is sufficient
,reason for ignoring it: we have to
ideal only with human knowledge—-
not with some esoteric, blindly im-

‘human mind—and that knowledge,
"our human knowledge, comes to us

that the idea of immortality acd
heaven and hell may be true, e&r
that such ornate decorations of ud-
ligion as the miracles and prophe-
cies reported in the Bible may %e
true. Yet this is what his “psy-
chological truth,” if we took it semi-
ously, would lead -us to believe.

We know things by the use «f
observation amd by the use of res-
son in putting intelligibly togethyr
the things which we observe. We
do not obtain knowledge through a
hazy and shifting medium of “psy-
chological truth,” which would rg
sult not in knowledge but in a
chaos of conflicting fancies out gf
which we might choose capricionsly
or half-blindly in a gambling spirit.
Man has accumulated importaut
knowledge and learned the ways o,
achievement and triumphed to an
extent over the original limitafious
of nature by dealing rationally with
the real world. Religion, art, phi-
losophy, before the age of scienas,
dealt with imaginary wonders and
evolved abstractions and images of
supernatural mystery. Science prob-
ed the mysteries and revealed t
actual wonders of the natural worle.
Volumes of ponderous philosophy
have been written by the aid of se-
called “psychological truth” withoug
adding really to the knowledge of
mankind.

And indeed Mr. Huxley’s word
play with the “thing in itself” fg
simply a repetition of a chimericyl
exercise of fancy that was a =t
illusion of the old esoteric philoso-
phers. , It means nothing — this
“thing in itself.” It is the most

itself. Even thge

name), admit that nobody can get

aged knowledge transcending thy

through the observation of reality.

If all we can know are appear-
ances (to adopt the tricky phrase-
ology of the philosophers), then let
us know all that we can about these
appearances—let us observe care-
fully and act upon what we learn
(as in practice we necessarily do)—
and let us agree thate reality is the
sum of man’s careful observation.
and checking and using of these ap-
pearances. If, as Mr. Huxley says,
we are powerless to go beyond - ap-
pearances, then it follows that it is
idle to speak of “psychological truth”
when observation is the only method
reliably open to us; while it does not
follow that a crazy man’s view of
these appearances is as truthful as
the view of a sane man. As a mat-
ter of fact, the sum of what we
know about a thing—its shape, its
materials, its functions, ete.—is, in
any rational sense of the words,
the thing in itself. This “thing in
itself,” as the philosophers use the
term, is as baseless and meaningless
a fiction as the “soul.” And what-
ever varied and absurd and super-
stitious notions men may delude
themselves “with, it is not difficult to
agree, for rational and practical pur-
poses at ‘any rate, about what is
reality. A very little observation is
sufficient to discredit notions that
conflict with reality.

Imagine this or that as we will,
we all live in the same physical. and
real world and we obey the same

g
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Clement| Wood Writés
, Days When Life Was

This book sweeps full-bloodedly on, depicting the
Man was on the hilltop

Rabelaisian life of the time.
in King Henry’s hour. Life was full

noble tourneys, of wooing and wedding and of wooing

without wedding, of murder and massacre for the sake

Life was electric— .
every thrilling minute of it! It is this spirit which

Clement Wood has reproduced in his book—his graphic

pen raising the subject to a white heat.
nett wrote: “This biography is as racy and sometimes:
as spicy as a French novel, yet. it is all fact.”
“Mr. Wood portrays a huge mountain

of royal flesh, genial, jovial,\peculi%rly susceptible to

feminine charm, . . . You will laugh, you will blush, -
you will shudder with horror, but you will have en-

joyed some heartily hilarious entertainment.”

of religion-or for some loose lady.
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pages, size 6x9 inches, $3.15 postpaid,

N "Halaeman-JuliuS’Publfcations; Girard, Kansas :

the RAKE

of the monarch of the many wives, the royal Bluebeard who plotted to rid
himself of one spouse that he might wed another more attractive.
Wood has caught the brisk and brusque spirit of pre-Elizabethan England.
The book reads with the swiftness of a zestful novel.
with the robust, rollicking uproarious living of those merry days.

HENRY

(King Henry VHI and
His Women)

This is the story of King Henry
VIII, father of Queen Elizabeth—
Henry VIII, heretic from Rome,
founder of the Church of England, a
royal rake who wooed many of the
beautiful women of Europe, wed six
times, executed two of his wives., A
poet_and-a friend of poets, and also
the Jack Dempsey of his day, Henry
is history’s most fascinating person-
ality. Captivatingly written with in-
is this strongiy humanized biography

Clement
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laws, er fall in with the same gen-
eral behavior, of nature. Common
sense is enough to tell us a great
deal about reality. - Science follows
with its more trained and marvel-
ously equipped means of ebservation,
its wider range and more deliberate
patience, , to correct the loose im-

pressions of the average man who'

sees only a part of the facts and
to explore regions which the un-
aided senses of the layman cannot
enter. Birth, growth, decay, and
death are great unescapable reali-
ties, palpable to the dullest, forced
upon our cognizance, argue meta-
physically about them as we may;
they are facts that cannot be dodged
although in words we may vainly
deny them. - The processes of nature
are familiar te us, superficially to
the layman and more thoroughly to
the scientist; yet soundly enough the
common life adjusts itself to these
very real processes®of nature and
we learn very soon after we enter
this world that reality, whether it is
“real” or not, is a good thing to
go by and far more safely to be

he 'heeded than the whimsical or per-

verse flashes of  “psychological
truth.”

And it is an unworthy play upon
words for Mr. Huxley to cast a
doubt upon reality by suggesting the
varied aspects of phenomena as seen
in different fields of observation.
He asks, for example, what is the
reality of a chair. “To the gross
senses,” he says, “the chair seems
solid and substantial. But the gross
senses can be refined by means of

instruments. Closer observations are

made, as the result of which'we are’

forced to conclude that the chair
is ‘really’ a swarm of electric
charges whizzing about in empty
space. If it were in our power to
make observations with other organs
than those with which nature has
endowed us, the same logic would
certainly compel us to believe that
the chair was ‘really’ something
quite unlike both the substantial ob-
ject made by joiners, and sold on the
installment system, and the swarm
of electric charges.” We may dis-
miss as trifling Mr. Huxley’s inti-
mation of what other than our five
senses, in another world, in an un-
imaginable sphere of reality would
reveal to us: that is net argument,
but the most idle sort of speculation,
a mere poetic fancy, to name it most
kindly., But what he says about
the two kinds of reality concerning
the chair is not 'put fairly ner
completely.

These two views of reality, so to
speak, do not conflict but make up
each other. The substantial chair
is the more easily observed result
of the operation of the electric
charges; when science -tells us of
these electric charges it does not in-
validate the réality -of our substan-
tial chair but simply tells us some-
thing more about that chair, its
natural history and makeup. Simi-
larly, a knowledge of the nervous
system, the cells and tissues and
organs, of a man adds greatly to
our understanding gained by obser-
vation’ of the outer man; but it is
all consistent and coherent knowl-
édge; it is all reality that fits to-
gether and that is not at the mercy
of shifting visions of “phychological

truth.?
And it is through science, not
through any medium of “psycho-

logical truth,” that we extend and
sometimes correct (though in Mr.
Huxley’s illustration we do not cor-
rect but enlarge) our knowledge of
reality. It is the merest perversity
to insist that because we learn more
facts about a thing—facts that are
a development of our knowledge and
not a conflicting tangle of impres-
sions received only to be discarded
—we have less grasp of its reality.
The sum of all our observations of
a chair, common and scientific, is
the chair itself; and no statement
about  “psychological truth” can
change its reality nor can its use
as a symbol by the artist or the
preacher cast doubt upon the sound-
ness and 'usefulness of its reality.
There is more truth in the old say-
ing that “seeing is believing” than
in all of Mr. Huxley’s clever but
capricious verbiage: it is simply a
question of how much and how far

we see. And science, which Mr.
Huxley seems to regard as very
limited by coemparison with “psy-

chological truth,” has proved itself
to have the most extensive and re-
liable vision.

The Moving
Finger Writes

Informal Comment on

Developments of the Week

Lloyd E. Smith

[Copyright, 1929, Haldeman-Julius Co.}

. MASTERPIECE

I don’t think I have ever quoted
& splendid paragraph we found in
one of Maynard Shipley’s numerous
letters to this office. Mr. Shipley is
hard at work on his eight-volume
Key to Ewvolution, for the Haldeman-
Julius Publications, so he frequently
writes us. .

Mr. Shipley said: “I am reading
with profound interest Joseph Me-
Cabe’s Story of Religious Contro-
versy. It is certainly a masterpiece
of its kind. And it :centains what
I regard as another masterpiece—
your (E. H.-J.’s) Introductien. The

booek arrived while I was busy .in

the office of the Science League of
America, and I put aside what I
was doing ~with the intention of
merely taking a glance at the work.
I started on your Intreduction, but
once started I -could not lay it aside
until finished. Then I said to my
wife, ‘Here is one of the best pieces
of writing I have ever read in my
life—it’s really wonderful. Why,
this Introduction- itself is worth the
price of the book! I congratulate
you most heartily on your production
of a bit of writing exactly and beau-
tifully fulfilling its purpose.”

The Story of Religious Contro-
versy 1is selling rapidly—which is
gratifying news to all who have at
heart the furtherance of freedom
of thought. Let me remind readers
again that the price for this giant
clothbound volume is only $4.85 post-
paid to any address.

BEST THING ON SEX

Dr. E. Payne, Glendora, Calif,,
liked A Rational Sex Code, by E.
H.-J., in the September Debunker.
He says: “Congratulations on your
Rational Sex Code. It’s. the best
thing T have read on the sex ques-
tion. From knowledge acquired dur-
ing my twenty-five years’ practice
of gynecology, and forty years med-
ical practice by my wife, I know
that many nervous and, physical dis-
orders in both men and women arise
from inadequate or improper sexual
living.”

gL %
LIKED SEX CODE

H. G. LeMay, San Francisco,
Calif,. writes as follows to E. H.-J.:

“I read with great interest ‘A
Rational Sex. Code’ in the Septem-
ber Debunker. It is the sanest essay
I have ever read and it is deplora-
ble  that only the intelligent few
will appreciate your views. Your
essay was splendid and incontestibly
correct, but I am of the opinion
that the vast majority of people, in-
stead of approving your conclusions,
analyzing your statements in a log-
ical manner, will condemn and char-
acterize as immoral one of the san-
est examinations of sex that has ap-
peared in recent years.”

e e
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ANECDOTE

A reader sends us an anecdote,
saying: “Here is a good one that
you may use, if convenient.” His
anecdote became separated from his
order, and his name is not on it,
but we are glad to pass it on to
kindred spirits:

“A Rationalist tried to convince a
Fundamentalist of the fact of Evo-
lution, but did not succeed. The
Fundamentalist thereafter, with ar-
guments from the Word of God,

tried to convince the Rationalist
that an Ass could talk. He suec-
ceeded.”

' LR
AMERICA ON PARADE

With "a - red, white, and blue
jacket comes The Big American Pa-
rade, by E. Haldeman-Julius: with
silk hats, laborers in undershirts and
overalls, colfege graduates, preach-
ers, Puritans and Indians, ete.,
marching in review. A huge tome
of 424 pages, finely bound in blue
linen cloth, stamped in gold; 22 chap-
ters; publishers’ price $3—will be
sent to any H.-J. reader for $2.85
postpaid. -

Read for yourself the inside flap
of this jacket:

“This book is an incisive, serious
review of the pageant of American|
life as it passes by before the eye
of the thinker. The pomposities
and smugnesses of ‘stand-patism’ are
dissected and shown forth in all
their grossness, and the dusty rem-
nants of outworn traditions are
swept into oblivion by the Logic
and Rationalism of new standards.”
. . Here are some of the chapter
topics: The Variety and Conflict
of Social Forces out of Which
America Grew; The Truth of the
Charge of ‘Materialism’ Is Some-
thing Upon Which America Is Ready
to Accept Congratulations; Shatter-
ing the Old, Traditional and Sacred
Has, Brought a Liberalization of
Our Attitude Toward. Life; The
Modern American Workingman Has
a Sense of Freedom and a Certain
Relative Advantage .Over His ‘Bet-
ters’; The New American Summed
Up. and Compared With the Old.

Open this book at random and
you will always find striking pas-
sages. On page .181, for example:

“Generally speaking, any law, any
moral or social rule, that 'is based
upon respect for the rights of the
individual has an undisputed” claim
upon our approval. Its practical
need and purpose is plain. It works
to one man’s advantage as well as
another’s. It recognizes no favor-
ites and does mot stand as an un-
just and odious barrier to the sane
development and free self-realization
of the individual. It is- simply the
agreed attitude of civilization. . . .”

Flipping the pages backward, we
come to page 97, and this:

“Manners—thé facts concerning

the simple daily behavior of man|

to man—are important in studying
any society. Here I.used the term
‘manners’ most broadly and have in
mind something more than merely
outward skin-deep refinement. I
have regard, most :inclusively, for
the way men treat and value one
another: for their sense of kindli-
ness and fair dealing and their recog-
nition of one another’s right. . . .”
Or glance- at page 347: ,
“In a word, our modern advertis-
ing is very suggestive. .It assumes
—and, as the results show, . rightly
—an unlimited, credulity in ¢he read-
er’s mind, It is: based upox -the’

idea that whatever a reader is told
he will believe. Consider for a mo-
ment the advertisements for face
creams that appeal, of course, espe-
cially to women. . . .” '
Or page 199: .
“There is, of course, aside from
the question of principle, the prac-
tical question of whether Prohibition
really prohibits or whether it cre-
ates greater evils than those which
it is supposed to\osuppress. There
are no complete, reliable statisties,
but better than that is a personal
observation, which many of us have
made, of the actual state of affairs
in the country. It is a fact that
drinking is widespread and easily
managed, It is a fact that Prohi-
bition has not wiped out the evils
of the liquor traffic but has added
new and peculiar evils of a bootleg-
ging regime that is nation-wide, well-
organized, and irrepressible. -
Bear in mind that the preceding
passages were not selected; they
were hit upon quite at random. The
Big American Parade is a readable
document of contemporary history.
It puts America under careful secru-
tiny; it surveys and it weighs ecrit-
ically—it is at once the “lowdown”
on America as it is today, and the
hopeful forecast of what America
may yet become. There is little
that is pessimistic about this hook.
Yet it is iconoclastic from start to
finish; it is outspoken. and frank.
You'll want The Big American
Parade, first, to read as a good book:
second; to loan to your friends ané
neighbors (and see that they don’t
keep your copy!); and third, to keep
at hand as a source-book, to have
by you for reference. And the price,
to you, is only $2.85 postpaid to any
address.

A Window

on Kurope

A Weekly Letter from an
Englishman About Enrope

John Langdon-Davies
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A LOOK AT PALESTINE

Once more the world has been
disgracing itself: this time in the
so-called Holy Land. By the time
this is read the Palestine massacres
will have been given their last tear,
but I doubt if the problem which
produced them will ‘be in any way
changed. Jews and Arabs both wish
to, practice their superstitions at the
same spot: now if there is one thing
that a superstitious person cannot
abide it is another superstitious per-
son whose superstitign is different.
The question of the Wailing Wall
is impossible to solve: the lowest
courses belonged to the Temple, the
next eourses were built by sémebody
else, and the fop by a third group of
builders. Jew and Moslem both wish
to. pray and perform religiously near
it. Now you oér I would probably
think that the best thing to do
would be to blow up the whole wall
and use the debris to build a school
where Jewish and Arab children
might be taught to be reasonable.
But fortunately we are not likely
to be asked and some solution will
be sought which will not offend peo-
ple whose chief joy in life ¥ to
take offense. -

The political situation, as every-
body knows, is that Britain has a
mandate from the League of Nations
to rule Palestine benevolently in the
interest of all. Most of the inhab-
itants do not wish to be ruled at
all, even benevolently. What should
Britain do? It is all very well to
say that the real reason why Britain
is in Palestine, is the same reason
that’ America is in Nicaragua, be-
cause there 1is something useful
there. It may be so, but then I,
like nine thousand nine hundred and
ninety-nine Englishmen out of every
ten thousand, am completely igno-
rant of what it is. To us plain folk,
we are in Palestine to keep the Pax
Britannica and to see that the vari-
ous savages congregated there do not
cut one another’s throats.

To lessen my ignorance of why
we Britishers are in Palestine, I turn
to Parker Moon’s excellent guide to
Imperialism., I find that Britain
accepted a mandate for Palestine. in
1917 and at the same time guaran-
teed a Jewish national home there
for two reasons: first because to
secure control of Palestine would
give her strategic advantage over
the Suez Canal and second because
the Zionist promise would get. her
financial support from wealthy Jews
all over the world. Let us suppose
that these were some of the reason
why the British Government a
cepted the mandate: then it is per-
fectly clear that the British Gov-
ernment of those days was as insane
over this matter as over nearly
everything else. - |. : v

Of the 757,000 people in Palestine
in 1922, 591,000 were Moslems and
84,000 were Jews; yet for selfish
reasons Britain offered . to rule the
Moslepps and also to set up a Na-
tional Home for the Jews! Sooner
or later the peace of Palestine would
be jeopardized and the Suez Canal
made unsafe, and also the Jews
would be magsacred, to the irrita-

tion of wealthy Jews elsewhere, who,

would certainly hold - Britain to
blame. That is exactly what has
happened, many Jewish immigrants
have come te Palestine, the Arabs
waiting fer 'a sujtable oppertunity
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have attacked them. FEverybody is
angry. , .

Now although I am an anti-im-
perialist I de not see things as easily
as some American anti-imperialists.
1 .quite agree that imperialism is
a cause; nobody in America can
know that as well as I do, because
I have suffered from its results. I
quite agree that Britain has prob-
ably her own axe to grind in Pal-
estine; but even then I cannot see
what ought te be done. = Suppose
Britain gave up the mandate, every
Jew in the world and especially in
America would be infuriated. Sup-
pose the Arabs were left to rule
themselves, and incidentally the
Jews, somebody or other would have
to step in and recover the corpses
before long. Suppose France took
over the mandate; they have cer-
tainly proved themselves less capa-
ble of preventing trouble in Damas-
cus than we have in Jerusalem. Sup-
pose we shoot five Arabs for every
Jew murdered, that -will infuriate
the Moslem world frem Caire to
Caleutta and make the situation in
India even more unbearable’than it
is now.

'Personally I should like to see
America take over the mandate, ex-
cept that the terrible anti-semitic

feeling in Americs. makes it highly
doubtful if that would be  satisfae-
tory to any Jews, even American.
But America is far too wise te enter
into any difficulty like this. What
then is to be done? What is Britisk
policy likely to be?

To begin with. there are certain
irreducible factors im the situation;
First of all, whether it is hypecrisy
or not, there is a tradition in Eng.
land that the Pax Britannica is ef
value to the world. British eivil
servants and foreign office officials
will do their best to see that Jews
may wail at the wailing wall without
offending Arabs: they will not admit
that this is impossible. Second, ne
British government for generations
to_come-will increase the burden on
the taxpayer which results frem
having large armies in a place like
Palestine: not even the pleasure of
doing good will seduce a finance min.
ister into payimg for this “sort ef
thing. ' Third, the British Empire
is the biggest Moslem power in the
world today and that will influence
any government which has to solve
the riddle of Palestine. ’

Now what can we gather from

these facts? Simply that the prob-
lem of Palestine is of its very na.
ture insoluble just as much as mest

UPTON SINCLAIR
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THE WORKS OF THE FAMOUS SOCIAL WARRIOR.
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The Goose-Step. . The story of

propaganda in American universities.
488 pages. $2 prepaid.

The Goslings. The story of propa;
ganda in Americaf schools. 454
pages. $2 prepaid.

Mammeonart. The story ,of propa-
ganda in the world’s literature. 390
pages. $2 prepaid.

Money Writes! It is said %hat
money talks: here Sinclair continues
his story of propaganda, showing how
contemporary writing is influenced by
economics. Many famous names. Full
of startling revelations. 227 pages.
$2.65 prepaid.

Oil! A novel of the great Ameri-
ean industry. Suppressed in Boston.
Complete edition. 527 pages. $2.65
prepaid.

The Cry for Justice. An anthology
of the literature of social  protest.
Introduction by Jack London. Se-
lected from 25 languages over a
eriod of 5,000 years. 891 pages.
?2.15 prepaid.

The Book of Life (Mind and Body).
Famous study of human life and
morals. 202 pages. $1 prepaid.

" The Brass Check. American jour-
nalism analyzed. 443 pages. - $1.50
prepaid. - ) )

The Jungle. Famous novel of the
Chicago stockyards. 413 pages. $1.50

- prepaid.

King Coal. Novel of the Colorado
coal country and a strike. 396 pages.

$1.50 prepaid.
The Profits of Religion. A truth-
telling book. 315 pages. 55¢ pre-

paid.

100 Per Cent. The story of a pa-
triot. 327 pages. $1.50 prepaid.

Order from Haldeman-Julius

“412 pages.
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Jimmie Higgins. Novel of the
World War. 282 pages. $1 prepaid.
. Samuel the Secker. A story of So-
cialiasm. 315 pages. '$1 prepaid. |

The Fasting Cure.’ A true account
of the merits of fasting in aiding
health. 153 pages. $1.50 prepsit i

The Journal of Arthur Stirling. A
literary sensation. 209 pages. $1.50
prepaid.

The Metropolis. A picture of New

York’s “400.” 376 pages. $1.50 pre-
paid.
Manassas. Jack London said: “The

best Civil War book I ever pead.”
$1.50 prepaid.

Sylvia. A novel of the South. $1.50
prepaid.

Sylvia’s Marriage. A .novel. * 848
pages. $1.10 prepaid. 1

The Moneychangers. A novel of
Wall Street. 181 pages. $1.56 pre-
paid. ]

Letters to Judd: An American
workingman. 64 pages. $1 prepaid.

The Spokesman’s Secretary. Hilari-

ously funny letters. 94 pages. $1.25
prepaid. - i
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(Prices include postage) :,
The Jungle $0.45
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‘The Millennium, The Machine, The
Overman, The Pot-Boiler, The
Second~Story Man, The Nature~
woman, A Captain of Industry,

ten pocket-sized volumes, all for K]
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The Intimate Diary of a Doctor
By Maurice Chideckel, M.D.

IGHTLY titled, Strictly Private is, indeed, the intimate diary of a doe-

tor.

R

ism in this book. The human soul,

the bedside in the wards and the dispsssaries,
and behind the doors of the consultation roo

’rivate

The tragedies and the comedies that are being daily enacted at

in the insane asylums
are depicted with vivid real-
as well as the body, is exposed and

dissected. The tragic and the comic side of love, of sterility, of impotence,
of the lure and the glamour of sex, of perversion, of the youthful Romeo
and the ancient Lothario, of the flapper and the spinster, of withered youth
and sturdy old age, of submerged lives and of unsalvaged wrecks that onee"

were men, are entertainingly described with pungent detail. e
He sees humanity suffering: men and women at their worst

sees life raw/!

The doctor

—and best. Let him introduce you to Human Nature personified!

“Should a doctor tell tales?”

“Well, I am telling them!”

Laugh and learn.

secrets they would not dare to

Unlike Any

Confcaions—-—Secreta—-Yams About Human Beings That
Doctor Can Relate! :

Follow the doctor on his dgily younds.
Watch him examine his -patients and listen to their secrets—

with him into the jakes of society and behold the ahnormal }
human, Meet some feminine gentlemien and masculine ladies.
Also a number of other rare specimens of various nationalities.
Above all, meet the doctor’s wife! .

divulge to anyone else. Plunge |

Other Book

uou;y .

1t can safely be stated that you have never read arfy book like this.intimaté';
diary of a medical practitioner. It is composed of day by day entries about:

| what Dr. Chideckel himself describes as having more allure than story-books,

“There is more romance and more poetry in everyday life,” h‘e.says, “ma?@;
tragedy, more self-sacrifice, more comedy and more unwearying patience:

than fiction will ever depict.”

A doctor, if anyone, should know!

For a°

doctor knows humanity literally inside and out, and he knows whether t}g,egz
.are deserving of admiration, condemnation, or pity. Writtén in a brief, ef-
fectively blunt style, this story throws revealing light on humanity—-;and/.

lets you behind the scenes in the medical profession.

“Strictly .Priiate,” by Mauric§ Chideckel, M.D., handsomely bound in b 3
meracco-grained cloth, lettered in gold, illustrated with several black-and:
white drawings, 335 pages, ’price‘$2./65 postp.aid.

V.

o .

Halderan-Julius 'Pﬁblicatipns,‘ Girard, Kmu
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One Doller by the Yewr

%‘fthe other problems to do with the
Yiquidation of an epoch when  im-
perialism was an ideal amd met an
jdiocy. Britain will go on toying
and ' exercising an extraordinary
amount of tact and she will proba-
bly do the job as well, if not better,
than anyone else; but she will get
mo thanks. ’

. 'But what a pity it is that we
Bave to live in a world with other
people whose stage of ethical eve-
lution makes things very difficult
indeed for us to behave well. You
and 1 are peace-loving human be-
ings, wishing to keep the peace and
banish war from the world. But
what are we to do when other peo-
ple think it worth risking bleodshed
for the right to wail at a particular
wall, while still other people think
it moble and idealistic to murder
these same wailers. The only thing
we can do is to determine not to be
gurselves forced into ill-feeling and

bloodshed by the foibles of others..

Tt is distinctly annoying that ex-
cellent Jewish friends of mine in
Cleveland, shall we say, should be
led te think the worse of me as an
Englishman because Arabs and Jews
im Palestine hate one another. Yet
that is hew things seem to go in
this werld. One of the chief causes
of the Crimean War was a dispute
bebween the Latin and the Greek
«Churches as to who should have
the honer of placing a star over
ithe alleged tomb of the Virgin Mary.
The Great War of 1914 began be-
cause some disgusting Balkan: sav-

ages, later te become our precious]

allies, murdered -an Austrian Grand-
PDuke. It is all very degrading for
decent human beings interested in
scientific adventure and music; and
it is high time that somebody
theught of a way to protect the op-
pressed minorities in every country
who want to live at peace with all
the world.

Causes of the
World War

| Harry Elmer Barnes

Copyright, 1929, Haldeman-Julius Co.
§. LEVELS OR TYPES OF RESPONSIBILITY
.. In generalizing about responsibil-
fty for the World War it is neees-
sary to be specific as to just what is
meant by this term “responsibility.”

ere are some Revisionists (schel-
ars who take into consideration the
decuments published since 1918) who
eontend that all of the Great Powers
favolved were about equally respon-
gible. There are others who - state
that France, Russia and Serbia were
the only leading powers in 1914 who
desired a European -war and that
they worked cleverly to bring it on
with the least possible .appearance

of aggression. Both of these opin-]

dons would be correct if ome clari-
fies what is meant. Those who argue
for equal responsibility in this sense
usually mean that, in regard to the
causes of wars in general in Europe
from 1870 to 1914, all the Great
Powers were about equally respon-
sible for the wer system. They do
not refer primarily to the crisis of
2914, but rather to the situation
lying back of the July clash. Those
svho contend for the primary guilt
of France, Russia and Serbia have
fn mind the responsibility for un-

‘the

necessarily forcing the Austre-Ser-
bian dispute of 1914 into a gemeral
European comflict. Therefore, it is
necessary to kmow just what onme
implies when he says that every-
body was guilty or that this er
that group of nations was guilty.

The best authorities on the ques-
tion of responmsibility for the World
War contend that we must examine
the problem op at least fomr levels:
(1) those causes of war in genmeral
which made war possible if mot in-
evitable in 1914; (2) the diplomatic
history of Europe from 1870-1912;
(3) the diplomatic revolution of
1912-1914; and (4) the crisis of
June 28 to August 5, 1914. We
shall briefly review the situatiem up
to 1914 in this article and later take
up in another article the crisis of
June 28 to August 5, 1914.

II. THE CAUSES OF WARS IN GENBERAL

By the causes of wars in general
we mean those divers aspects of the
European international system in
the half century before the War
which predisposed Europe te war
whenever a crisis of sufficient pro-
portions arose. As characteristie of
this state of affairs making for war
in times of international tensioen, ome
would naturally list such things as
super-patriotic national state,
the cult of war, racial and national
arrogance, the growth of great ar-
maments, secret diplomacy, the
struggle for raw materials arnd mar-
kets, the system of differential and
discriminatory  tariffs, population
pressure, the doctrine of absolute
national sovereignty, the conception
of national homor, opposition to in-
ternational organization and arbi-
tration—in short, the whole com-
plex factors which led to what Pro-
fessor G. Lowes Dickinson has well
described as “the international an-
archy” which prevailed throughout
Europe in 1914.

When we consider such causes of
war as the general factors listed
above, it must be frankly admitted
that all parties involved in the War
were about equally guilty. They
were all a part of the system, and
if one had a larger army than his
neighbor, the neighbor was likely to
have a large navy. If ome was more
patriotic, another was pushed ahead
mere inexorably by ecomomic forces.
If one (say France) pursued a more
clever program of international du-
plicity through secret diplomacy, an-
other (say Germany) disturbed the
peace more by startling frankness
in international behavior. -There-
fore, it cannot be held that, as far
as general causes of war are com-
cerned, any one European state or
group of powers was uniquely at
fault.

During the War the Entente as-
serted and reiterated that Germany
was, beyond comparison, the chief
representative of the war system im
Eurepe; that, for example, she had
a larger army and navy than any
other state, was more given to en-
thusiastic reading of the prophets
of war, like Nietzsche and Bern-
hardi, whose names were on the
tongues of every German household,
and was dominated in her foreign
policy by the bellicose and arrogant
Pan-German League, which desired
German dominion throughout the
world. Let us look into the facts
in regard to the -above Entente in-
dictment of Germany.

The chief French autherity on
military history, General Buat, has
shown that on July 1, 1914, before
a soldier had been called to the col-
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_The sceme of this sensationally
urate novel is laid in today’s
uth, among Southerners, Ne-

Broes, and the episodes of violence
hich so often take place there.

book is a truthful picture—

o indictment of what is so often

alled “southern psychology.”

A STORY OF IMPETUOUS LIVES

VIOLENCE

A NOVEL BY E. and M. HALDEMAN-JULIUS

Emanuel and Marcet Haldeman-
Julius are famous for their first
novel, “Dust,” a candid story of
married life. E. Haldeman-Julius
is editor and publisher of the Little
Blue Books and other publications
at Girard, Kansas. “Violenee” is
carrying their reputations higher
than ever!

ILLS one day and preaches the next, and goes on preaching,
_ justifying himself, condemning sinners: such is the leading

character in “Violence.”
pot wisely (some of them) but

Young men and maidens love,
urgently. Passions flame, both

Jrightfully and beautifully. Fear, individual and social, claims
§ts price. Riot breaks through the veneer of respectability. Ven-
geance requires and easily, terribly, finds a victim. Through it

all is a startling inconsistency of ideas and emotions.

Startling,

that i§, when shown in this thoughtful, tightly knit, gripping
#movel concentrated as a drama and a problem. Startling, that is,

1o the civilized, reflective mind.

The significance is obscured to

the immediate actors, however, by their accustomed creed of—
violence! Such a story and such a scene is brought clearly to view
in “Violence,” a novel of today’s south, by Mr. and Mrs. Halde-
man-Julius. It is the first full-length, serious study of the vio-
lent side ¢f Southern life. Today’s South, as a whole, appears
avith realistic fidelity in the pages of this compelling story. Yet
yiolence is not all—though it is the key, the dominating motive,
the central force that drives the tale on the tide of irresistible
action. Read this book! It will amaze you—thrill you—fascinate

You—win you!

’

YOU'LL NUMBER IT AMONG YOUR BEST! |

ve

$2.50

E. and M. Haldeman-Julius,

H
beautifully printed—‘‘Violemce,”
s§.50 postpaid. oo™ by

Hgldaman&Julius Publications. Girard, Kansas

‘L

This $2.60 novel will be sent t0 any H.-J. reader for the publishes’s
o—no extra charge fer postage. d ly b d i tt
, specially jacketed.

‘ors because of the crisis of that
year, the active French army num-
bered 910,000 with 1,250,000 reser-
vists, while the active German army
at this time mumbered 870,000 with
1,180,000 reservists. The Russian
army lacked little of being twice as
large as the German. The British
navy was almost twice as large as
the German, while the combined
British, Russian, and French navies
made the German-Austrian naval
combination appear almost insig-
nifieant. Of course, numbers do not
‘mean efficiency, but they are the
test of the existence and degree of
armament, and the Entente con-
tended that Germany far surpassed
any other nation in the world in
1914 in the extent of her armaments.
The fact that the Germans proved
the most efficient soldiers once war
broke out dees not alter the case
in any respect. The French army
was as_well prepared for war in
general as the German, and the Rus-
sian army was well prepared for a
short war, which was what the Rus-
sians expected if they were joined
by France, Great Britain and Ser-
bia against Austria and Germany.

Likewise, with regard to the as-
sertion of the worship of Nietzsche
and Bernhardi by the German peo-
ple, the comtention receives no sup-
port from the facts. In the first
place, patriotic writing in Germany
easily can be matched by equal ex-
amples of jingoism in the other
‘European states; for example, in
the writings of Barres and Derou-
lede in France, and of Kipling, Lea
and Maxsge in England, of D’Annun-
zio in Italy, and of the Pan-Slavists
in Russia. In the second place,
Nietzsche was in no sense an ob-
sessed exponent of the Prussian mili-
tary system. He hated the Prus-
sian military oligarchy, and, as Pro-
fessor Charles Andler, the foremost
French authority on- Nietzsche, has
shown, he was by no means an in-
discriminate eulogist of the war cuit.
As Andler says: “It is a mistake
to continue to pictyre Nietzsche as
the apologist of Saint Devastation.”
Yet, even if we conceded the worst
things said about Nietzsche by the
Entente propagandists during the
World War, it cannot be shown that
he had, any appreciable influence
upon either the German masses or
the German officialdom before the
war. He was vigorously anti-Chris-
tian in his .philosophy, and, hence,
anathema to the majority of the
Germans, especially the Prussian
bureaucracy, who were loyal and
pious Christians. Ne one could have
been more repugnant to them than
the prophet of the  Anti-Christ.
Nor was Bernhardi any more widely
followed. He was not read by the
masses, ‘and the presént writer as-
certained that not a single person
in the German Foreign Office in
1914 had ever read his book on
Germany and the Next War. He
was known only among the military
clique who shared his views without
any necessity of being converted to
them by his books. Nor were his
works terrifying to foreigners im the
pre-War peried. M. Sazonov, the
Russian Foreign Minister in 1914,
once admitted to a friend of the
present writer that he ‘had never
heard of Bernhardi before the War.

During the War Americans were
frequently warned by Andre Chera-
dame and other propagandists as to
the dangerous nature of the Pan-
German plot to annex the world.
They were told that the German peo-
ple and government were willingly
in the grip of the Pan-German
League and were eager abettors of
its aggressive plans. The nature,
activities and influences of the Pan-
German League were made the sub-
ject of a learned study by Miss
Mildred Wertheimer. She showed
that it was constituted of a small
group of noisy jingoes, who had no
hold on the German- government,
which regarded them as a nuisance
and an embarrassing handicap to
German diplomacy. They could be
matched by similar groups in any
leading country in Europe, and had
about as much influence on the
Kaiser and Bethmann-Hollweg as
the National Security League or
the “preparedness” societies had on
Wilson and Bryan in 1915. They
were a blatant and aggressive group,
but in no sense did they represent
Germany and German opinion. It
may be true that the German peo-
ple accepted the military yoke some-
what- more willingly than most other
European citizens, but in 1914 “the
civil government in Germany re-
tained control to the last and reso-
lutely held out against war until all
hope for peace was destroyed by
the Russian general mobilization.

We may, therefore, contend with
complete assurance that, with re-
spect to the causes of war in gen-
eral, the guilt was divided; in fact,
about equally distributed. In hold-
ing Germany, along with England
and Italy, as relatively guiltless in
the crisis of 1914, we do mot in any
sense attempt to prove her innocent
of her equal share in producing
the system of international anarchy
which made war probable whenever
Europe faced a major diplomatic
erisis. At the same time, it can
no longer be asserted with any 'show
of- preof that she was uniquely
black in her pre-War  reeord.

To 1912
Some may express surprise that
the diplomatic history since 1876 is

here ‘divided into two sections: (1)
1876 to 1912; and (2) 1912 to 1914,

‘the British offers and the opposition

FEUROPEAN DIPLOMACY FROM 1870

Why sheuld we not ¥reat it as a
single unit from 1870 te 191427 The
answer is to be found m the faet
that down %o 1912 the FEuropean
system of alliances and the Bure-
pean diplomacy were ostensibly, -at
least, devoted to the preservation
of the balanece of power and the
maintenance K of peace. Between
1912 and 1914, hewever, Russia and
France, through their agents, Izvol-
ski and Poineare, abandoned this
order of things and laid plams to
exploit an appropriate European
orisis in such a manner as either
to humiliate the Central Powers or
to provoke a war which would bring
to Russia the Straits and a warm
water port on the Black Sea, and
to France the lost provinces of
Alsace and Lorraine. They also
endeavored, with success, to get Eng-
land so involved with the Franco-
Russian Alliance that she would be
bound to come in on the side of
France and Russia in the event of a
European war. Therefore, we have
to draw a dividing line in European
diplomacy at 1912, while fully real-
izing that the break was not sharp
and that the policy which Izvolski
brought to fruition in 1914 was be-
gun by him as early as 1908.

In the diplomatic history from
1870 to 1912 the developments and
episodes of greatest moment were:
(1) the genesis of the two great
alliances—the Triple Alliance and
the Triple Entente; (2) the French
desire to recover Alsace-Lorraine;
(3) the diplomatic clashes over the|
Near East and Morocco; (4) the
superficial and somewhat hypocritical
effort of the natioms to secure dis-
armament and arbitration at The
Hague Conferences of 1899 and
1907; and (5) the development of
Anglo-German naval rivalry, espe-
cially after 1908.

The Triple Alliance was negotiated
by Bismarck between 1878 and 1882,
and brought Germany, Austria and
Italy together in a defensive alli-
ance, designed primarily to frustrate
a French war of revenge. Italy
was included at the solicitation of
the Italian authorities. Bismark also
secured benevolent relations with
Russia through a reinsurance treaty
made in 1884 and remewed in 1887.
After Bismarck’s retirement in
1890 the Kaiser abandoned the Rus-
sian link and turned to England as
the chief country for Germany to
cultivate outside of the Triple Alli-
afice. The French were or the
alert and quickly picked up Russia.
They had successfully megotiated a
defensive military alliance by 1893.
When England and Germany failed
te draw together betweem 1898 and
1903, because of -the inadequacy of

of Baron Holstein, the French made
a bid for English friendship. By
1904 they had succeeded in forming
an Anglo-French agreement. Indeed,
they even created a Triple Entente
in 1907 through promoting an un-
derstanding between England and
Russia, and successfully tested Brit-
ish support im the second Moroeco
Crisis of 1911, when England took
a -more bellicose stand than either
France or Germany.

The two great counter-alliances
were unquestionably organized pri-
marily toé preserve the peace of
Europe. Bismarck formed the Tri-
ple Alliance to prevent France from
fomenting a war of revenge, and
Grey perfected the Triple Entente
to preserve the balance of power, |
whatever may have been in the!
back of the heads of Theophile
Delcasse and Paul Cambon, who led
the English safely into the alliance.
Yet, in due time, the counter-alli-
ance became a menace to Europe,
because either group of powers
would hesitate to back down in a
serious crisis for fear of losing
prestige. Further, as we shall show
later, Izvolski and Poincare were
successful in 1912 in transforming
the purpese of the Triple Entente
from a defensive and pacific organi-
zation into ome which was preparing
for a European war and was arm-
ing itself so as to be ready when
the anticipated crisis arose. As
between the two camps, it must be
held that after 1911 the Triple En-
tente was much the greater dan-
ger to KEurope: (1) because the
Triple Alliance was going to pieces
on account of° the secret Italian
withdrawal in 1902 and because of
Austro-German friction over Serbia
in 1912-1913; and (2) because from
1912 to 1914 the Triple Entente
was being transformed into a firm
and potentially bellicose association,
as we have just indicated above,

At the close of the Franco-Prus-
sian War of 1870 the Germans had
annexed the two former German
provinces of Alsace and Lorraine,
which had been added to France by
Louis XIV and other Fremch mon-
archs. It proved an unwise move
for Germany, as the French never
ceased to hope for their recovery.
France could scarcely hold Prussia
responsible for the War of 1870,
for even the Revanchard, Clemen-
ceau, has admitted that “in 1870
Napoleon III, in a moment of folly
declared war om Germany without
even having the excuse of military
preparedness. No true Frenchman
has ever hesitated to admit that the
wrongs of that day were commit-
ted by our side.” But the German
annexations at the close of the War
in 1871, whether just eor not,
ar&used a French aspiration for a
wa¥ of revemge and laid the basis
for the diplomatic maneuvers which

| Britain in 1904-1906 without avail.

-politics.

1914. As Dr. Ewart well states it:
“Alsace-Lorraine was the cause of
the maze of military combinations
and ceunter-combinations which had
perplexed European diplemats for
over forty years. . . . Not France
only, but all Europe, kept in mind,
betweem 1871 and 1914, with vary-
ing intensity, the prospect—one
might say the assumed certainty—
of the recurrence of the Franco-
Prussiam War.”

Since the time of the reign of
Catherine the Great, Russia had de-
sired 2 warm water port to assure
her free and unimpeded transport
for commercial products and her
war vessels. She had attempted to
secure access through the Straits as
a motivating incident of the Crimean
War and of the Russo-Turkish War
of 1877-78, but was blocked by
Great Britain and other European
powers. Russia next turred to the
Far East and sought a warm water
port on the Pacific after the build-
ing of the tranms-Siberian railroad.
She secured this in Port Arthur,
but was driven out of this commer-
cial and naval base as a result of
her defeat in the Russo-Japanese
War. She then returned to the
Near East and the Straits, which
were mow all the more desirable,
as Russia had, in 1907, come to
terms with her old rival, Great
Britain, whe controlled the outlet
from the Mediterranean to the At-
lantic. . The Russian Foreign Min-
ister, Alexander Izvelski, first tried
diplomacy. He sounded out Great

He propesed im 1908 that the Aus-
trians should annex two south Serb
provinces, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
in return for which Austria was to
support the Russian demand for the
Straits.  Austria agree and an-
nexed the two provinces, but Eng-
land blocked the Russian plan in
regard to the Straits. Izvolski, usu-
ally bankrupt, did not dare openly
to criticize England, as he was then
being supported in part by gifts
from Sir Arthur Nicolson, the Brit-
ish Ambassador in St. Petersburg, so
he violently attacked Austria and
denied previous knowledge or ap-
proval of the annexation plan.

Izvolski next turned to Turkey,
and in the fall of 1911 Russia made
Turkey an offer of a defensive alli-
ance if she would open the Straits
to Russian " vessels. Turkey was
then somewhat under the domina-
tion of the Germans and did not
dare to accept this attractive offer
of Russian protection against the
Balkan "states. A most significant
aspect of the diplomacy of Izvolski
in 1908 and 1911 was that, on both
occasions, he was prepared to sac-
rifice the “interests of thc  Slawie
states of the Balkans when Russia
stood to gain by such action,
whereas, in 1914, Russia set forth
as the justification of her measures
which brought on the War the con-
tention that she was bound by honor,
tradition and precedent to act as
the protector of her Slavic kinsmen
in the Balkans. '

After the failure of his Balkan
diplomacy, Izvolski became convinced
that the Straits could only be ob-
tained by a war. Therefore, he
decided to see if he could not get
them by a local war rather than
by a European war, provided peace
could be maintained on the larger
scale. He organized the Balkan
League in 1912 and launched the
Balkan States on a war against
Turkey, hoping that the former
would be victorious and that Russia
could use her influence with them
to secure the Straits. All went well
until the Balkan States began fight-
ing among themselves, when the plan
of Izvolski was wrecked. He then
became more than ever convinced
that only a European war would
bring Russia the Straits, and the
Russian government agreed with him
in this decision. Such was the state
of affairs in the Near East at the
outset of 1914.

In the Morocco crises of 1905 and
1911, Germany was in the right
both morally and legally, but her
diplomatic methods left much to be
desired with respect to tact and
finesse. In 1905 she insisted that
France should not be allowed to
occupy northern Africa without tak-
ing the other European nations into
consideration, and in 1911 she en-
deavored to prevent France from
violating the Pact of Algeciras,
which had been drawn up at the
close of the First Morocco crisis.

major -European states by being
more honest, frank and public about
her attitude. She was no more op-
pesed to land disarmament than
France and no more averse to naval
reduction than Great Britain, but
she did not conceal her attitude on
these subjects from the public as
carefully as did Framce and Great
Britain, and made. less hypocritical
show of pacific intentions. To this
degree Germany was diplomatically
less competent than the other states
just mentioned. The Russian dis-
armament proposals were not made
in good faith, as Count Witte later
admitted. Further, Germany was
as agctive as the other states in any
arbitration plans of significance.
Finally, it must be made clear that
there were mno- plans seriously sub-
mitted at The Hague for the arbi-
tration of any of the real causes
of wars. Therefore, the common
allegation that Germany at The
Hague prevented Europe from put-
ting an end to all wars a decade
or more before 1914 is seen to be
the most ridiculous nensense. But
her candor, in other words, her
diplomatic stupidity, allowed her ene.
mies to portray her with some suec-
cess as the outstanding challenge to
the peace of Europe.

[To be continued next week)

In reply to his summeons Bishep
Brown says in part: “My heresy does
not consist in rejecting the theology
of the Christian interpretation of re-
demptive religion, but in emptying it
of its traditional supernaturalism and
filling it with scientific naturalism.
In this way T still hold to the Gods of
the Old and New Testaments, but I
empty them of ‘their Mosaism and
Paulinism and fill them with Darwin-
ism and Marxism.” i

A copy of “Communism and Chris-
tianism,” 224 pages, now in its 150th
thousand, will be mailed for 30 cents,

Haldeman-Julius Co., Girard, Kansas
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LOVE AND SEX

B-46 The Sexual Life of Man, Woman and

Child. Dr. Isaac Goldberg. (Chapters include
“Sex,” “From Moradity to Taste,’”” "“Lust and
Love,” etc.)

B-41 Love's Coming of Age: A Series of
Papers on the Relations of the Sexes. Ed-
ward Carpenter. (Chapters include ‘‘Sex-
Passion,” “Man the Ungrown.” ‘“Woman the
Serf.,” “Intermediate Sex,” ‘“Note on Pre-
ventive Checks to Population,”™ etc.,)

B-32 The History of a Woman's Heart
(Une Vie). Guy de Maupassant. (Complete
novel by the famous French master of fic-

n. .
tioB_g,’ The Love Sorrows of Young Werther.
Goethe. (Famous love story.) :

FICTION

.49 Farmington: A Novel- of American
Bcghood. Clarence Darrow. (This is Mr.

X °S vorite_work!)
Dné:gv&;dfig oor Destiny; Micromegas aud

The Princess of Babylon. Voltaire. (Famous
tirical fiction.)
l;'a]:’:—s() Candide: A Satire on the Notion That
This Is the Best of All Possible ‘Worlds.
Voltaire. .
B-12 Grimms’ Famous Fairy Tales.
B-24 An Eye feor an Eye. Clarence Dar-
w. (Complete Novel.)
rOB-33 A -Sentimental Journey Through
France and Italy. Laurence Sterne. (Intl;
mate account of travel experiences—one Oi
the most famous books in English litera-
ture.) )

B-31 The Sign of the Four (S’hex:lock
Holmes Detective Stoery). Conan ]?oyle-1 os
B-35 A Study in Scarlet (Sherlock Holme

Detective Story). Conan Doyle.
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PHILOSOPHY AND RELIGION

B-4 The Wisdem cof Lif Eei
of Arthur Schopenkt
Lebensweis . t
by T. Bailey Saunders.

B-5 Counsels and Maxims. eing the sec-
ond part of Arthur Schoperhauer’'s Aphoris-
men zur Lebensweisheit. Translated by T.
Bailey Saunders.

B-1 On Laverty. John Stuart Mill (Chap-
ters include “Liberty of Thought and Discus-
sion,’” ‘‘Individuality,” *'Limitse toc Authority
of Society Over the Indivicual,” etc.)

B-14 Evolution and Christianity., Willlam
M. Goldsmith.

B-18 Resist Not Evil. Clarence Darrow.
(Chapters include ‘'Nature of the State,”
“Armies and Navies,” “Crime and Punish-
ment,” ‘“‘Cause of Crime,”” “Law and Con-
duct,” ““Penal Codes and Their Victims,” etc.)

FAMOUS TRIALS

B-20 Clarence Darrow's Two Great Trials
(Reports of the Scopes Anti-Evolution Case
and the Dr. Sweet Negro Trial). Marcet
Haldeman-Julius.

B-20 Clarence Darrow’s Plea in Defense of
Loeb and Leopold, the Boy Murderers
(August 22, 23, 25, 1924).

B-47 Trial of Rev. J. Frank Norris, Shoot-
ing Salvationist.

CULTURE AND EDUCATION

rismen zur

a Preface

Marcet Haldeman-Julius.

B-15 Culture and Its Modern Aspects. A
Series of Essays. E. Haldeman-Julius.
B-22 A Road-Map to Literature: Good

Books to Read. Lawrence,Campbell Lockley
and Percy Hazen Houston. e

B-36 What Is Wrong with Our Schools?
A Symposium. Nelson Arntrim Crawford,
Charles Angoff, etc. .

B-34 Panorama: A Book of Critical. Sex-
ual, and Esthetic Views. Dr. Isaac Goldterg.

Incidentally, in the last Morocco
crisis, Germany desired to break!
down the Anglo-French Alliance, but'
only made it firmer and more belli-;
cose. Indeed, England seems tol
have been more eager for a test of ;
arms in 1911 than either France‘m‘g
Germany. The writer possesses;
first-hand information that in 1911
the English urged Caillaux to adopt
an attitude which would probably!

British .advice. The most important:
result of the Second Morocco crisis”
was its effect upon internal French'
The French jingoes at-:
tacked Caillaux for his pacific poli-'
cies in 1911 and drove this great,
French statesman from power, sup-
planting him by the valiant and re-
vengeful Poincare. Had Caillaux:
remained in power, there is

like policy by 1914.
In the two Hague Conferences of
1899 and 1907 Germany made rather’

ultimately - led Europe te war ia
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little .
probability that Izvolski could have;
brought France around to a war-|
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