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The evidence of waste and extravagance which
is being dragged out before the select Committee
over which Lord Randolph Churchill presides, is
appalling. In one Department of the War Office
it cost P5000 to supervise an expenditure of P250
per year.

• # #
What Truth calls "the butcher's bill " for the

Burmah campaign has been received from Simla.
The British army has lost from disease and in
action, 35 officers dead, 54 wounded, 125 invalided.
Soldiers: 624 dead, 111 wounded, and 1,592
invalided. Natives of all ranks : 1,004 dead, 335
wounded, and 2,594 invalided.

* # #
For six hours on Saturday the 20th inst. the

Government were heckled and badgered about
Egypt, Arabi Pasha and Sir Drummond Wolff.
The countenances of ministers were a study

—especially that of Mr. "Closure Smith"—which
was one of blank despair,. and their repeated
glances at the clock showed plainly enough how
rejoiced they would be when the hand pointed
to 5.45 and relieved them from their misery.

* * #
The extraordinary sitting was convened to vote

supplies. Instead however of obtaining money, the
ministerial benches were fairly bombarded by
member after member with speeches and attacks,
in which nearly every phase of the Egyptian ques-
tion was opened up. The policy of the Govern-
ment was defended in a flaccid speech by Sir J.
Ferguson but not a penny was voted.

# * #
During the sittings of the Trades Union Con-

gress at Swansea a public meeting will be held in
support of our principles. The Trades Council
have very kindly promised us the use of the
Albert Hall in which the Congress is to meet.
The Mayor will preside, and in addition to several
delegates attending the Congress, Messrs. Abraham,
M.P., Fenwick, M.P., Pickard, M.P., Cremer,
M.P., and John Wilson, ex M.P., have promised to
speak on the occasion.

# # *
The friends and advocates of peace are getting

into very respectable society. The Conference of
the Association for the Reform and Codification
of International Law was held in the Guildhall
and the Lord Mayor invited the members of the
Conference to dine with him. One of our well-
known judges, Mr. Justice-Butt, presided at the
first sitting of the Conference, and in his opening
address earnestly advocated International Arbitra-
tion. The Attorney-General, Sir Richard Webster,
M.P., also took an active part in the proceedings.

# * #
Of course it goes without saying that Mr. Henry

Richard's paper on the "Further Progress of
International Arbitration'' was an able one, and
that its delivery was listened to with wrapt atten-
tion. We were glad to note that Mr. Justice Butt
and the Attorney-General paid a well merited
compliment to Mr. Richard. The discussion which
followed the reading of the paper was taken part
in by Mr. Dudley Field, who presided on the
occasion, Mr. Rowntree, M.P., Mr. Cremer, M.P.,
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Mr. Snape, Sir Wilfrid Lawson, M. F. Passy,
member of the French Parliament, Professor Levi,
Sir J. Pease, M.P., Dr. Pankhurst, and others.
Mr. Richard was warmly thanked for his paper.

* * *
The address to the American President and

Congress. Up to the time of going to press 207
Members of Parliament have signed the address,
11 of them being Conservatives. We should have
been glad to have secured the adhesion of a
greater number of Conservatives, and invitations
were forwarded to nearly every member of
that political party ; 150 of the signatures are the
result of a personal canvas by Mr. Cremer, the
remainder were obtained by correspondence. Next
month the entire list will be published in the
Arbitrator. Nearly all the members of the late
Liberal Government who sit in the House of
Commons have appended their signatures, several
of them expressing their cordial approval of the
effort. That looks healthy.

# # *
If the Germans are not what is called smart or

lively in their doings, they are shrewd and quite
ready to turn an honest penny, even when by
doing so they help to increase the popularity of
those who are considered to be their enemies.
Over and over again the leaders of the French
Patriotic League have protested against drinking
German beer, being shaved by German barbers, or
being attended upon by German waiters, but the
frantic appeals of the perfervid patriots appears to
produce little effect, for the consumption of beer goes
on, and the supply of barbers and waiters does not
diminish.

But the patriots have a new grievance, for while
the League has been actively denouncing anything
and everything German, the discovery has been
made that while the League was vapouring and
manifesting in favour of General Boulanger as the
man who was to head a war of revenge, the cool
matter of fact Germans were busily engaged
exporting into France a large quantity of General
Boulanger's portraits. To turn to their own profit
the hatred of their enemies, is not only smart, but
an admirable way of taking revenge.

* * *

Some months ago General Fitz Wygram
discoursed for upwards of an hour to a handful of
members in the House of Commons, upon the
subject of Horses. The burden of his song was,
that the Government would be unable to obtain a
sufficient supply in the event of a war, and that
they ought to take immediate steps to increase
the breed.

# # *
Well, anent the subject which is evidently a

favourite one with the gallant General, an
American Journal observes: " I t is computed

that a war in Europe would destroy twenty
thousand horses a month. War ministers are
looking about all over the world to see where
they can get horses enough for their armies.
England reckons her horses at two millions;
she has none to spare. Russia has twenty-
three millions, but will not allow a horse to
be exported. Canada has a million horses, and
the United States twelve millions. We trust not
one American horse will be sacrificed to the
insensate ambition of European despots. During
the war in Turkey twelve thousand horses were
left dead and dying on the battlefield.

* * *

Sir John Swinburne presided over a Conference
convened by the International Arbitration Asso-
ciation at the Westminster Palace Hotel on the
18th inst. The object of the Conference was to
consider the Egyptian difficulty, which like " the
poor is always with us." Sir J. Campbell, M.P.
Mr. Rowntree, M.P., Mr. P. Stanhope, M.P., Mr.
Cremer, M.P., Mr. Allison, M.P., Mr. Wilfred
Blunt, Mr. Hodgson Pratt and others took part
in the proceedings which were somewhat inter-
fered with by a very small band—about six
in number, who moved amendments to every
resolution. In every instance they were however
defeated, and resolutions in favour of our with-
drawing from Egypt, and releasing Arabi Pasha,
were adopted with the exception of the six
dissentients.

Commenting upon the death of the great Ger-
man gun maker, Le Socialiste remarks, " The
world-wide known Krupp is dead. He was a
typical bourgeois patriot, ready to sell his terrible
engines of destruction to any nation that would
pay his price. The armourers of Saint-Etienne,
of Saint-Chamond and other places rivalling the
celebrated manufacturers of Spain, supply arms to
all comers, and the rifles of the Anamites, and
Chinese used against the French troops, may have
issued from French armouries, or from those of
their allies. Such is bourgeois patriotism and
international amity."

WHO BEGAN IT.

Amidst the criticisms with which our Association has
had to contend during the seventeen years of its exist-
ence, no one has ever accused us of exaggerating our
importance, or blowing our own trumpet ; but only those
who have been engaged in our organizing, administrative
and propagandist work, know how repeatedly we have
effaced ourselves, and how often after starting and piloting
movements in which we were scarcely seen, but which
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accomplished a great amount of useful work, we were
content to take a back seat, caring more for the results
achieved than for the honours of generalship. From
time to time we have been remonstrated with by some
of our good friends for being too modest and unobtrusive,
and it was pointed out to us that the policy of efface-
ment was calculated to lessen the estimate of our labours
and usefulness. Possibly, our friends were right, and as
we have lately observed with deep regret a tendency in
certain quarters to deprive us of the honours which we
may fairly claim ; of taking, what several members of
Parliament—some of them statesmen of the first rank—
have said is the most practical step which has ever
been initiated for the realization of our principles, we
reproduce from the,first Report of the work of our Asso-
ciation the following passage. The Report is dated
July 10th, 1871.

"When the English members of the Joint High Commission,
appointed to adjust the differences and claims arising out of
the Alabama dispute, reached America, the "American
Universal Peace Union" presented them with a congratulatory
address, expressing a hope that the appointment of the Com-
mission and the result of its labors would be to ensure perma-
nent peace between the two nations. To this address we sent
a hearty response, and are still engaged in an effort to open up
communications with the friends of peace in America, as we
entertain a lively faith and hope, that the labours of the Joint
High Commission, which it is now almost certain has resulted
"in the peaceful adjustment, of not only the differences arising
out of the Alabama claims, but of all other differences that
existed between the two nations, will have so clearly demon-
strated, not only the desirability, but the practicability of
adjusting International differences without war, that the
establishment of a "High Court of Nations," an " Inter-
national Arbitration Court," or a permanent " High Commis-
sion," will be rendered comparatively easy. To those who
appointed the "Joint High Commission," and to the Commis-
sion itself, we tender our hearty thanks for having brought the
world so much nearer the peaceful goal. We shall still
continue our efforts to induce our American brethren to
declare with us, that whatever disputes may in the future arise
between themselves and ourselves, shall under no circumstances
be decided by the sword, but shall be referred, as the late
disputes have been, to a Joint High Commission, or some
other peaceful agency which may hereafter be determined on,
as we feel assured that the difficulty of getting the people of
America and the United Kingdom to declare in favor of such
a course, is not so great as some imagine, and is much easier
new than it ever was, and that when the two great Anglo-
Saxon nations shall have shown the other nations of the
world how international differences can be adjusted by peaceful
means, then, one by one, the peoples of the different nations
will compel their governments to join the peaceful tribunal,
and so the world will realise universal peace."

From the above quotation it will be seen that seven-
teen years ago we were fully alive to the importance of
the movement in which we are still engaged, and the
reports of the Council's proceedings, as well as the reso-
lutions adopted at public meetings, prove that the
subject has never been lost sight of, but prosecuted with
the best efforts at our command.

" Honour to whom honour is due," and certainly to
the Council of our Association belongs the credit of
initiating the effort which has already resulted in securing
the adhesion, and promised co-operation of 207 members
of Parliament. What effect the address will produce
upon the President, Congress and people of the United
States, we will not venture to predict, but we trust that
this brief epitome of our exertions, will suffice to prevent
any further attempt to snatch away our hard, but justly,
earned laurels.

THE PRESS ON THE PROSPECTS OF AN ANGLO

AMERICAN TREATY OF ARBITRATION.

FROM THE "DAILY TELEGRAPH."

It is pleasant to hear of a project for advancing " peace on
earth and goodwill to men" with which practical statesmen can
sympathise. Almost all the schemes and proposals which emanate
periodically from societies for abolishing warfare are stamped
with a fatal misapprehension of possibilities. * * * There
is now, however, an enterprise on foot which appears to us as
eminently reasonable as it is well inspired and of fair promise. A
memorial has been prepared for presentation to the President
and Congress of the United States in favour of the conclusion
of a treaty which shall stipulate that differences arising between
America and England which cannot be adjusted by diplomatic
agency shall be referred to arbitration. This document has
already been signed by two hundred English, Scotch and Welsh
Members of the House of Commons, including Mr. Bright, Mr.
Joseph Chamberlain, Sir George Trevelyan, Mr. Mundella, Mr.
Stansfeld, Sir iLyon Playfair, and Mr. H. H. Fowler. It is
proposed to lay the memorial before the President and Congress
of the American Republic about the middle of October next, and
a deputation will leave England for Washington upon this
important errand during the first week of that month. The
deputation, which will consist of ten or twelve Members of the
House of Commons—five of whom will be labour representatives
—will have an interview with President Cleveland. Mr. Cremer,
M.P.. Secretary of the Workmen's Peace Association, will
accompany it, as will also Mr. Burt, M.P., President of the
Association. Lord Herschell and Sir Lyon Playfair will join
the band of deputies in America. Goodwill and sincere humanity
must rank as credentials in such a business as well as established
reputation and high capacity, nor could any instrument of the
kind be unworthy of the close attention of the United States
Government which bore the names of so many British Parlia-
mentary representatives. * * * This memorial has evidently
for its basis the maxim that no question can arise, as certainly no
question ought to arise, bad enough and burning enough to
justify

WAR BETWEEN THE TWO GREAT ENGLISH-SPEAKING
COMMUNITIES.

For our part we accept that maxim unhesitatingly : war ought
no more to be allowable between us than murder should be
licensed in a household of kinsfolk. The common origin of the
two peoples counts for much—their common language and
literature for even more ; but most of all the position which
they occupy at the head of civilisation, and of the vast and
dominant Anglo-Saxon race. Against all these strong reasons
for unbroken amity there may be urged, of course, the experience
of history. We all know only too well that kinship in blood did
not prevent the American Colonies from breaking away by a
long and sanguinary conflict from the mother country. Nor did
even the closer relationship between the North and the South
suffice to settle the mortal quarrel over the negro slave which
cost the United States a million of lives and hundreds of
millions sterling in treasure. The very horror and
waste of those bygone examples of internecine strife,
however, should render them impossible in the future.
We at least, have learned enough from Boston tea-taxes
and Bunker's Hill to make up our minds nationally never
to coerce a grown-up colony again; and the knowledge of that
spirit in the Central Realm has plainly drawn the over-sea
children of Britannia closer to her proud and protecting bosom.
Would the United States engage again in a struggle so desperate
as that of Federals and Confederates, if West and East found
some cause of dispute as bitter as that between South and North
which broke into civil war with the famous first cannon-ball at
Fort Sumter? [Certainly not if they were wise, for the
Republic has learned that the solution then obtained by rivers
of blood might have been gained just as well by reason and
mediation. The problem is whether such sudden and inflam-
matory incidents as that of the Mason and Slidell capture or
the equipment of the Alabama could be discussed and settled
between countries so proud and powerful, if arms and their use
had been definitely laid aside. We believe that
THEY COULD AND WOULD BE SO SETTLED, IP A COURT

WERE ESTABLISHED

—such as this memorial contemplates—absolutely above
suspicion by its composition, and containing men of character
and ability, which would be everywhere acknowledged as
commanding. To refuse to believe this would be publicly to
dethrone Reason and Justice. * * * We understand the two



THE ARBITRATOR.

hundred memorialists to desire and to advocate that all matters
of dispute between England and America shall remain as now
for diplomacy first to handle. Diplomacy failing—as it has so
nearly failed several times between us—they wish to see,
existing and established, a Court of Arbitrators, equally
reinforced from both sides of the Atlantic, to whose jurisdiction
it shall be the accepted rule to refer the knotty matter which
had paralysed diplomacy ; the solemn conclusion of the Court
to bind both nations. The details of the establishment of such
a Court of Arbitration would need, of course, the deepest care
and consideration, and its functions would have to be sur-
rounded with every guarantee of purity and lofty purpose. But
we, at least, distinctly refuse to declare the conception of it
chimerical between two such natural allies as the United States
and Great Britain, at a time when nothing more serious than a
dispute about fishing-baits disturbs our cordial relations, and
when,

IP SUCH A LEAGUE OF SENSE AND HUMANITY
is impossible for Englishmen and Americans, Christianity must
have but little influence amongst the citizens of these great
Empires. No doubt it would be easy to imagine points of
abrupt and vital difference which would stir up the passions of
both nations to a degree of heat never yet allayed in the annals
of our belligerent breed without bloodshed. * * * Such a
Court, however, equipped with the best legal and intellectual
brains of both hemispheres, and rendered venerable and
authoritative by names of the noblest citizens on either side,
would not long exist without examining all perilous regions of
divided interests, and gradually erecting a corpus juris between
English-speaking peoples which would have the recognition of
the whole Anglo-Saxon world. Every little triumph of peace
and reason gained by such a new Amphictyonic League would
make the way plainer to larger conquests of good sense and
friendship, while it silently built upon the best foundations an
edifice of pacific strength which might come to dictate peace
and reason to the world. * * • With regard to England
and America, however, if reason and justice and the spirit of
human progress are ever to rule affairs, they might surely now
begin. There are questions looming which make it especially
desirable—those connected with Newfoundland, Canada, the
Panama Canal, the Pacific traffic, China, and others. By all
means let this most honourable effort be fairly tried, and man-
fully supported. If it fail it will only prove how ineradicable
is the love of conflict among mankind ; if it succeed it might be
the commencement of a similar movement for the distracted
politics of Europe, and the first faint dawning gleam of that
better time when "the hoarse dull drum shall sleep, and Man
be happy ye t !"

PEGGING AWAY.
FROM THE "NORTHERN ECHO."

The practical work of the friends of Peace, for the present,
must be the keeping of the Arbitration idea before the people,
and the pressing of it on national disputants whenever disputes
become critical. For this substitution of rational debate for
the sword, the masses of the people are ripe. It is only the |
diplomatists who now menace the peace of the world. Lord
Salisbury, who on Monday night denied that nations were now
in a condition of mind that makes for peace, never made a
greater mistake in his life. If Lord Salisbury's occasional
assumptions of the Bobadil vein are meant to suit the taste of
the people, he should at once deviate into more decent behaviour.
The growing contempt for mere militarism, the increasing cry
against military expenditure, the ready response to every
whisper of retrenchment—nay, the very manoeuvres of clever
partisans who seek the popular vote—all attest the maturity of
a public opinion hostile to war.

GRASPING HANDS ACROSS THE SEA.
FROM THE "ECHO."

It is announced that the memorial to the President and
Congress of the United States in favour of an Arbitration
Treaty, has now been signed by no less than two hundred Mem-
bers of Parliament, and that it will be presented by a deputation
of English Members at Washington about the middle of October.
The memorial, it should be stated, was really a response to a
movement on the other side of the Atlantic, for notice of motion
in favour of an Arbitration Treaty has already been given in
Congress, The relations between this country and the United
States are happily so cordial that, in spite of occasional fishery
disputes, we can hardly conceive the possibility of the two coun-
tries engaging in fratricidal strife. But the moral influence of a
treaty providing beforehand for arbitration in cases of dispute

cannot but have a beneficial effect upon the world at large.
The dream of a" United States of Europe, or even of an Amphic-
tyonic Council of the Great Powers, seems yet a great way off;
but slowly and surely we are tending in that direction, and an
Arbitration Treaty with America will not fail to have some
educational effect upon the peoples of the Continent now cursed
by the crushing burdens of militarism. The initiative in this
matter was taken by the Workmen's Peace Association, who
have good reason to be proud of their success thus far. Even
those who think that the Peace Party do mischief by encourag-
ing other nations to think lightly of England's power, will wish
God-speed to the movement in favour of a permanent Treaty of
Arbitration.

AN ANGLO-AMERICAN COURT.
FROM THE 'GRAPHIC. ' '

More than one hundred and seventy members* of the House
of Commons have signed a memorial to the President and Con-
gress of the United States in favour of the establishment of a
Court of International Arbitration for the settlement of disputes
that may arise between England and America. In the autumn
a deputation will go to America for the purpose of presenting
the memorial, and it is hoped that the deputation may be joined
by Lord Herschell and Sir Lyon Playiair, who are to spend
some time in the United States. The idea of an Anglo-
American Court is excellent, and although, of course, it cannot
be immediately realised, we may hope that ultimately it will be
accepted with acclamation by the people of both countries. It
has become a commonplace of politics that a war between
England and America would be one of the greatest disasters the
world has ever known. Each nation could do the other incal-
culable injury, and it is scarcely too much to say that all over
the world the progress of civilisation would be checked by the
results of so terrible a conflict. In these circumstances an
Anglo-American war ought to be simply impossible, and no
doubt it is the sincere wish of the vast majority of both peoples
that they may never again find themselves arrayed against one
another. If a serious cause of quarrel arose, a Court of Arbi-
tration might not be of much service ; but there is at least a
chance that it would suffice to prevent hostilities, and it is worth
while to make an effort to secure an institution of which even
that can be truly said. Such a Court would make it compara-
tively easy for the two countries to settle ordinary disputes, and
its effect would, therefore, necessarily be to discourage the
growth of sentiments from which war is always in the end apt to
spring. The establishment of an Anglo-American Tribunal
might perhaps mark a most important stage in the history of
mankind by suggesting the possibility of a Court of Arbitration
for all civilised States.

THE PEERS AND INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION.
In the H«use of Lords on the 25th of July, the Marquis of

Bristol moved the following resolution :—
That this House, in view of the yearly increasing armaments of

European nations, is of opinion that the formation of an International
Tribunal for the reference of national disputes in the first instance is
highly to be desired."

The noble lord said that nothing but an imperative sense of
public duty would have induced him, who was ordinarily a
silent member of the House, to bring this subject before their
lordships. He was old enough to remember the Great Exhi-
bition of 1851. At that time the most hopeful anticipations of
the future prevailed, and it was believed that a new era was
opening in which all the nations of Europe would be bound
together in a brotherhood of amity and concord. Now nothing
was seen or heard in Europe but the preparations for and the
operations of war. No effort, therefore, ought to be spared to
lessen and minimise, and, if possible, put an end to, the existing
state of things. He left this resolution with confidence in their
lordships' hands. If they could see their way to give him their
support and encouragement in the great and glorious cause of
peace and goodwill among men, he was sure that support would
not be withheld ; but if from any cause they should in their
wisdom conceive that the time had not yet come when it would
be opportune for taking any such action as he recommended,
he hoped their lordships would not give the resolution a direct
negative, but would permit him to withdraw it.

This was written before the number of signatures reached 207.
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Lord Stanley of Alderley supported the motion, and wished
to point out, before any objections were made as to the
possibility of carrying out the motion, that a Court of Arbitra-
tion existed already, and that, although it had been for many
years in abeyance, yet it had been revived very recently with
great success. When all Europe was Catholic, the Court of
Rome was the natural arbitrator when disputes arose between
nations, and very recently the German Empire had submitted
its disputes with Spain respecting the Caroline Islands to the
Pope, who, by accepting the duty of Arbitration which had
been confided to him, had averted a war, which at one time
seemed very imminent. Men's minds on the Continent had
been prepared for a revival of the intervention of the Court of
Rome in order to diminish the evils of unjust wars. During
the Vatican Council of 1869-70 a postulatum had been pre-
sented, signed by forty of the leading bishops from all parts of
the world, and formed a part of the Acts of that Council, pray-
ing the Pope to take measures for the re-establishment of
respect for the Law of Nations. In November of last year
there was a Congress at Lille, at which the Abbe' Defourny and
Baron d'Avril presented proposals for the re-establishment of
the Law of Nations, and a pamphlet by the Abbe Defourny,
containing a draft of a Bill for the French Chambers, enjoining
the necessity of examination of all international disputes by a
duly constituted body, and of its sanction previous to the issue
of a declaration of war. These proposals were nearly the same
as the provisions of English laws with regard to declarations of
war, and the functions to be entrusted to the body charged
with inquiring into international disputes were those which
were vested in our Privy Council previous to the statute of
Queen Anne.

The Marquis of Salisbury said—My lords, it is impossible for
me to mistake the spirit of earnestness in which my noble
friend has brought this subject before the House ; and I know
that he does not stand alone in the feeling with which he
regards the proposal he has made. There are a. certain number
of persons very earnest and very excellent who believe that this
would be a remedy for the terrible evils of war, and who from
time to time urge it on the public mind. He has had some
great predecessors. I may mention alone the name of Cobden,
as one who certainly took the proposal out of the category of
merely fanciful suggestions.

Yet I confess—and I think it is the general feeling—that
deeply as everybody sympathises with the object my noble
friend has in view, and earnestly as we must desire to see the
day when the horrors of war may be prevented by the establish-
ment of some species of International Arbitration, it is very
far from us now, and farther apparently than it was some years
ago. No one, I think, can watch the progress of affairs on the
Continent of Europe, and the tendency of various States, with-
out seeing that the pacific spirit has not increased, and that the
chances of avoiding war are not more favourable than they
were.

My lords, the reason why any proposal of this kind has not
yet been dealt with by any Government, as a practical proposi-
tion, is, that it presupposes in States a condition of mind which
would in itself accomplish all the objects my noble friend has
in view. If nations were once to get to that state of mind that
they will submit all their disputes to any tribunal, and will
obey that tribunal, the warlike spirit will so far disappear that
the very necessity for taking precautions will cease to exist.
At present we can only say we see no prospect of the formation
of any such tribunal.

I will not be tempted by my noble friend to discuss the
capacity of the Papal See to fill such a position ; but there is no
probability of the formation of any tribunal under which all
nations would confidently feel that they would have equal law.
There is no Legislature to lay! down the law by which such a
tribunal could be guided, and there is no authority to enforce
its decrees when once they have been pronounced, and therefore
it would be a mere form, and its functions would be reduced to
a nullity.

My noble friend proposed to avoid these practical objections
by leaving to nations, after they had submitted themselves to a
tribunal, the choice, if they thought fit, of going to war if they
did not like the decision. The only effect of that provision
would be to interpose a period of time between the origin of
the dispute and the declaration of war, which would give an
opportunity to the Power least prepared to bring itself to a
level with the Power most prepared. I t is very unlikely that
any Power which felt itself to be the best prepared would sub-
mit to an artificial disadvantage such as that. The chief effort
of all nations now, with regard to their warlike machinery, is not
merely to make it as potent as it can be made, but also to bring
it into such a state of perfection that it can be set in operation

at the earliest possible time. I fear, therefore, that the pro-
posal of my noble friend is contrary to the tendency of all
modern nations, and is not likely to meet with acceptance at
their hands.

I think, my lords, we are misled, in this matter, by the facility
with which we use the phrase " International Law." Inter-
national Law has not any existence in the sense in which the
term " law " is usually understood. It depends generally upon
the prejudices of writers of text-books. I t can be enforced by
no tribunal, and therefore to apply to it the phrase " l a w " is
to some extent misleading, and i think has given rise to the
somewhat exaggerated hope in which those persons who hold
the views of my noble friend approach this matter. I do not
think there would be any advantage in committing this House
to a barren statement on this subject. I do not believe that
one man in a hundred proposes that such an issue as my noble
friend desires, intensely desirable as it is, will be witnessed by
ourselves, by our children, or by our grandchildren ; and it is
idle to attempt to conceal from our minds the terrible realities
of the case. I therefore can meet the motion of my noble
friend in no other way than by recommending him to withdraw
itit.

The motion was then, by leave, withdrawn,

A POLITICAL ATHEIST.
FROM THE "PALL MALL GAZETTE."

" If Lord Salisbury were not an atheist at heart, what a dif-
ference it would make in the politics of England ! Of course,
as a theologian, Lord Salisbury is a theist, and an Anglican of
a somewhat severe type. Nevertheless, whatever may be his
theoretical conception of the universe, his practical faith is
pessimism, and pessimism is condensed atheism, A man's real
religion is often quite contrary to the faith, or no faith, which
he professes in churches, or expounds in books, and wo 'are con-
stantly coming upon professing atheists who are practical Chris-
tians and ostensible Christians whose whole life is dominated
by a dark and gloomy atheism. Lord Salisbury is one of the
latter order. Faith, in the sense in which it is allied to hope, is
not in him. Hope, indeed, he is apt to deride as sentimen-
talism only less absurd than that charity or love to which St.
Paul gave the first place among the three great graces of the
Christian life. Lord Salisbury is of a cynical temperament,
and whether or not cynicism is compatible with Christianity is
a point upon which the twelve apostles, bar one, would probably
have been practically unanimous. We are reminded of this
phase of Lord Salisbury's character by the extraordinary pes-
simistic speech which the Prime Minister delivered last night
in the House of Lords, in reply to the Marquis of Bristol's
motion in favour of International Arbitration. We do not
complain that Lord Salisbury, or any other man, should see
facts as they are, and as bad and black as they are. The dif-
ference between the pessimist, like Lord Salisbury, and the
believing soul who doubts not that 'through the ages an in-
creasing purpose runs,' and who recognises as the one great
eternal, irresistible power that 'tendency not ourselves that
makes for righteousness is that one dwells solely upon the
clouds that obscure the light for a season, while the other looks
out eagerly for the first rays of the rising sun. Lord Salisbury
last night saw, as his manner is, only the blackness and the
gloom. * * * " What Lord Salisbury does in his dyspeptic
surveys, as our forefathers would say, is

TO LEAVE GOD OUT OF HIS RECKONING.
Mr. Justice Butt, who by an odd chance presided yesterday
over the thirteenth Conference for the Codification of the Law
of Nations, took an exactly opposite view. In his eyes, even
' the vast proportions which the standing armies of the Euro-
pean States had assumed, adverse as they might at first sight
appear to be to their peaceful aspirations would, before very
long, be found to make for rather than against them,' and he
also noted the growing tendency among nations to refer matters
in dispute between them to Arbitration. The greatest and
most reassuring sign of the growth of the principle, which will
in the end make an end of war, was ignored by Mr. Justice
Butt as much as by Lord Salisbury. The Concert of Europe
provides at present a rough but effective High Court of the
Nations. It is at once a Legislature, a Tribunal, and an Ex-
ecutive. It is as yet imperfect. Its authority is often set at
naught. But it is growing. It has made immense progress in
the last twenty years, and before the century is out it is quite
possible the federation of Europe may be so far accomplished
as to render it impossible for any Great Power to draw the
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sword against the veto of the other Powers. That is the case
in relation to the Eastern question to-day. There is no reason
why it should not be the case equally in relation to all other
questions which disturb the peace of nations. If that is the
case in Europe, the outlook in America is still more hopeful. A
permanent tribunal might be established to-morrow, with
authority to settle all disputes between England and the United
States, and there would be no disposition to repudiate its
awards. But to this, as to most other evidence of human pro-
gress, Lord Salisbury is blind.

PEACE OR WAR.
On Sunday evening, July 10th, in St. George's Church,

Montrose, Professor Paterson of the United Presbyterian
College, Edinburgh, preached by request, a sermon upon the
above subject. Having selected for his text the words in
Isaiah ix. 6, " Prince of Peace," the Rev. Professor, after some
opening remarks, said, " Was the world ever more like a
standing camp than at the present moment ? And are not the
so-called Christian nations those that are most completely
armed to the teeth—ready at a moment's notice to spring at
each other's throats ? Why is this ? Two answers are given
even by Christians. Some say that war is a necessity and at
times even a benefit: others that it is never a necessity, and
that though it were it could not be a benefit. The latter are
right, though we must sorrowfully acknowledge that they are
at present in a miserable minority, even among Christians.
Who, then, are to blame for such a state of opinion in the
visible Church of Christ ? Why, the ministers of the Gospel
first, and the Christian laity next. On this subject Christians
have not only not carried their theory into practice, but have
been afraid even to state the theory itself. Had ministers been
bold enough to preach as possible what the Bible declares to
be possible, can there be a doubt that such preaching would
have been effectual ?
YET HOW FEW MINISTERS VENTURE TO RAISE THEIR VOICES

IN PUBLIC
when a fit of Jingoism sweeps over the nation, and brings out
all its worst and most unchristian characteristics? How few
have joined the Peace Society themselves or ever encourage
their people to join it ? Yet the Peace Society does not declare,
as its revilers so often say, that every war is inexcusable on
both sides. On the contrary, it allows that in certain circum-
stances it is a Christian's duty to take up arms. Whilst most
wars are unchristian on both sides, and all wars are unchristian
on at least one side, yet under certain circumstances it is one
of the highest Christian duties to resist even unto death.
Were a foreign foe to invade Britain, then most assuredly it
would be the duty of every Briton to do his utmost to drive
that enemy back into the sea, and that man would be a
miserable coward, unworthy of the name of Briton, who would
hesitate to sacrifice his own life or the life of his only son on
the altar of his country's freedom. But if it be the duty of
Britons, must it not be equally the duty of every other nation
to fight for hearth and home, for wife and child ? Now, are
there not among the different nations as great differences of
strength as between a man and a boy ? What do you call a
man who knocks down a boy ? and what would you think of a
man boasting of having felled a child to the ground by a blow
of his fist ? And yet you must have noticed our jubilee orators
waxing eloquent about triumphs won by British troops over
naked savages on the blood-stained deserts of the Soudan, or
the trackless wilds of Zululand.

COULD WE ONLY SEE OURSELVES AS OTHERS, EVEN OF THE
NATIONS OF EUROPE, SEE US,

there would be no boasting about such deeds as these, the true
description of which I prefer not to give from this pulpit. Is
the foreign policy of Britain during the past fifty years such as
a clear-sighted Christian, with the Bible open before him, can
approve of ? Who can say that it is ? Yet, thanks be unto
God, even in this there are indications of a growing tendency
to move in the right direction. The settlement of the Alabama
question by arbitration marks, let us hope, the beginning of a
new era in which international disputes will be settled without

recourse to the lough and rude arbitrament of war. The
development of the religious conscience is as marked a feature
of Christianity as is the development of civilisation itself.
That wonderful book the Bible, though written so many
generations ago, has never yet been fully understood, nor the
logical outcome of the principles it enunciates realised. If is
not a generation since Christian ministers, educated quite up
to the standard of their time, proved to the complete satisfac-
tion of themselves and their hearers that the Bible not only
sanctioned slavery but enjoined it, and that to set slaves free
was to fly in the face of God's own direct injunctions to man ;
and yet, at the present moment, I do not believe that there
is a single Christian in the whole world, either clergyman or
layman, who would venture to maintain any such monstrous
thesis. Accordingly,

WHEN WE HEAR CHRISTIAN MINISTERS MAINTAINING THAT
WAR IS RIGHT,

and extolling in glowing periods its pomp and splendour, and
doing everything in their power to give eclat to the army, and
encourage men to devote their lives to a military career, we
may draw comfort from the thought that it is not thirty years
since there were equally eloquent and upright ministers
advocating the maintenance of slavery. The Christian
conscience having been so speedily educated on that subject, it
is by no means unreasonable, is it, to infer that the education
of Christians with reference to war, now that it has at all
events begun, will be equally rapid ? The spirit of Christianity
is brooding even now over the chaos of humanity ; the leaven
is working more powerfully in the masses than many Christians
are inclined to allow. The nations are being drawn together
as they never were before—not, indeed, the upper classes of
the nations, but the lower. Hitherto these upper classes have
mainly spent their time in organizing the lower to fight battles
from which they have never received any advantage whatso-
ever. Hence men who refuse to call themselves Christian—
men who scorn the name because of the conduct of those who
bear it—are nevertheless pleaching Christian doctrine without
knowing it. The very words of Paul are often in the mouths
of Socialistic infidels who are striving, and not without success,
to bind together the working classes of every nation into one
vast confederacy of labour. Such men always appeal to the
workmen of the world as being of the same flesh and blood, no
matter what their nationality or colour. But was it not Paul,
on Mars' Hill, who declared boldly to the haughty and
supercilious Greeks that God " hath made of one blood all
nations of men for to dwell on all the face of the earth ? "
Socialists find that, in order to influence the masses, it is
Paul's doctrine they are compelled to preach. Examine the
arguments of those who disbelieve in the possibility of a
universal peace, and you will find those men likewise disbeliev-
ing in the possibility of improving the savage races. They
maintain that such nations must either be kept down by the
strong hand of force or killed off the face of the earth.

IF YOU BELIEVE IN THE POSSIBILITY OF SUCH A TIME, IS IT
NOT YOUR BOUNDEN DUTY TO HASTEN ITS COMING ?

God does not work except by the co-operation of men ; and
the reason why the good times so many of us hope for don't
come is simply this—We confine ourselves to hoping and
wishing for them, and then we fold our hands. We don't set
about working for them. We don't do our part in trying
to bring them. Therefore it is that the chariot of the Prince
of Peace is so long in coming ; therefore it is that there are
everywhere wars and rumours of war. In all probability the
next wars will be more terrific and bloody than any that have
ever occurred. Who knows how soon the battle of Armageddon
may be fought ? It seems not unlikely that the very prepara-
tions for war will break the nations down ; and thus, through
the very fanaticism of war, bring in a time of peace. Our
Christian kinsmen in America are setting us a noble example.
They have refused to join in

THE MAD RACE FOR MILITARY POWER AND GLORY,

in which all European nations are at present straining their
every nerve. In this they are, no doubt, greatly helped by
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their geographical position. Nevertheless, had they been half
as anxious as some nations are to embroil themselves in the
disputes of their neighbours, they might easily have done so ;
for America is not so far away from Europe now, for military
purposes, as London once was from Edinburgh. And does she
not border on Canada, and therefore border on Britain ? But
fortunately for themselves, and for others, the United States
of America have chosen to devote themselves to the arts of
peace, and have systematically declined to follow that most
dangerous and alluring of all will-o'-the-wisps—the will-o'-the-
wisp of military fame. After they had raised and trained
enormous masses of armed men, no sooner was the object of the
war attained and peace proclaimed than the countless hordes of
soldiers vanished into the still more countless hordes of
peaceful citizens; and, at the present moment the whole
armed force of the United States is some 25,000 men—not so
many as we require to keep constantly in Ireland. Need we
seek any further for the reason

WHY AMERICA IS BEATING EUROPE IN THE RACE OF
CIVILIZATION.

It is not merely that she has boundless natural resources. That
of itself would not be enough. It is because she has in many
ways applied the principles of Christianity to actual life in a
manner which we Britons, out of a very natural, yet neverthe-
less weak and unwise, regard to our past history, have not
hitherto ventured to do. America educates all her citizens
free ; she has no State Church ; she has no privileged class ;
no men or women born in such a position as to be actually
taught from their very infancy in direct defiance of Paul's
teaching, that they are of nobler blood than their fellow-
citizens ; and last, but not least, Americans have expressly
declared that so far as in them lies they will live peaceably
with all men, and not attack any, even the weakest, unless an
act of overt war has been first committed against them. Never
will Britain be in anything like the same position till

THE POWER BOTH OF RATIFYING TREATIES AND OF
PROCLAIMING WAR

be taken completely out of the hands of the Executive
Government and placed unreservedly in the hands of her
people's representatives in Parliament. That would put an
end to secret negotiations; it would stop, as nothing
else will stop, the intrigues of diplomatists and of crowned
heads ; and it would make peoples, who look now askance
at each other, realise that they have absolutely nothing to
fear so long as they act honourably and fairly. What a host of
well-paid idlers who batten on the people's hard-won earnings
such a policy of peace would cast adrift, not in Britain only,
but throughout all Europe. Why, then, should not Britain lead
the van, at least among European nations ; for she cannot now
get ahead, in this respect, of her strong and wise American
daughter ? Surely the day is not far distant when the Anglo-
Saxon race, by clasping hands across the Atlantic, might enter
into an alliance, offensive and defensive, on the basis of settling
all international disputes by arbitration. If the nation that
refused so to settle a quarrel knew that she would ever after be
treated as a disturber of the common peace, even the strongest
would hesitate before casting the fatal die. I do not desire to
harrow your feelings by describing a battle-scene. 1 do not mean
to declare that in the ranks of our soldiery there are not many
pure-minded, whole-hearted Christians, but I do mean to say
that I cannot understand how any Christian, not yet entangled
in a soldier's life, can voluntarily choose such a career, either
for himself or for any of his dependents.

IS A BATTLE FIELD THE PLACE WHERE A CHRISTIAN WOULD
CHOOSE TO DIE,

with those passions filling his soul which cannot but enter into
it when he is engaged in a deadly hand-to-hand struggle with
one who is seeking his life ? How can such a man bear to
think that it may be his fate to appear before his acknowledged
Master, the Prince of Peace, his very last act on earth having
been an attempt to kill some innocent fellow-creature, with whom
he had absolutely no cause of quarrel, except this, that he did
not happen to be under the same flag as himself ? If the laws of
society effectually punishes a man who uses his physical
strength to maltreat a weaker man, is there any reason to

doubt that ere long the civilised world will hold in equal
contempt, if it do not condemn to condign punishment of some
kind or another, the powerful nation that bullies a weaker, or
wrongfully wrests its territory from it. I believe that that
time will soon come—come perhaps within the lifetime of some
now within these walls—but, whether it do or not, of this I am
convinced that it is the duty of each man and woman among
us not only to pray that such a blessed time may soon come,
but to work for it.

IF ALL OUR REPRESENTATIVES IN PARLIAMENT WERE
PLEDGED TO A PEACE POLICY,

would not that be a long step towards such a consummation ?
And have you not each of you at least some influence, however
small, that will tend towards that. Now 1 wish you to think
over this one fact, to attempt to realise its meaning, and
understand something of its awful significance. I don't pretend
to be able to grasp its full meaning myself, but I think an
attempt on your part to do so will give you a more vivid idea
of the enormous extent of the evil against which 1 have been
speaking, than perhaps all the rest of my sermon put together.
You know what a large amount of Christian work is done by
the 1500 ministers at home, and I don't know how many
ministers and native agents employed by these two Churches
abroad. Think, also, of the hosts of collectors and Sabbath
school teachers employed. Well, it is far within the mark to
say that a much larger sum than all the money raised by both
these Churches for home and foreign purposes, during the 44
years that have elapsed since the Disruption, is swallowed up
every year by the British Government for " war " purposes
alone. In one year the Moloch of War wrings from the
Christian people of Great Britain and Ireland more than all
the money—nay, I believe I am still within the mark when I
say double all the money—which the two admittedly most
liberal Churches of Scotland have been able to raise for
Christ during the long period of 44 years. Do your best to
understand what that one fact means, and I rather think that
if any of you have been inclined to consider the subject I have
chosen this Sabbath evening as not altogether fitted for a
Christian pulpit, you will admit that the justification is ample.
Christian friends, are you now determined to do your utmost,
as members of the Church of Christ, and as citizens of the
greatest empire the world has yet seen, to hasten the time of
which Isaiah speaks so rapturously, that time when " nation
shall not lift up sword against nation, neither shall they
learn war any more."

. TIT FOR TAT.

Lord Rosebery sees, or professes to see, in Lord Salisbury's
statement that the present is an inopportune time to discuss
the New Hebrides Question, evidence that the negotiations
are on the point of completion. That is not likely, and,
indeed, a day or two ago it was officially stated that M.
Flourens had informed the British Minister at Paris that the
French Government declines to discuss the New Hebrides
Question unless and until the British Government is prepared
to settle the Egyptian question. It may be said that these
questions have nothing to do with each other, and it is, of
course, true that France has pledged herself to evacuate the
New Hebrides without regard to our action in Egypt. But,
are we in a position to upbraid her with bad faith ? Is she
under stricter obligations to retire from the New Hebrides than
we from Egypt? We went to Egypt to quell disturbance;
France went to the New Hebrides for the same purpose. We
promised again and again to retire from Egypt: France has
been equally lavish of promises in relation to the New Hebrides.
We remain in Egypt despite our pledges ; France stays in the
New Hebrides notwithstanding her engagements. We refuse
to fix a definite and unconditional date for evacuation ; so does
France. The parallel is, in every respect, complete. And yet
our statesmen, or some of them, seem to assume—and many of
our contemporaries roundly assert—that, whilst we are bound
to insist upon France fulfilling her engagements in the New
Hebrides, we may, without dishonour, repudiate or evade our
own in Egypt, Echo.


