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CREMATION AN INCENTIVE TO CRIME. 7

—in these days, when such gases are allowed to find their way into
the open air, such dangers are imaginary; while the air of the open
cemetery is absolutely inodorous. 2. That the soil of cemeteries con-
tains large quantities of carbonic acid gas only, and of other gases—
contrary to the general belief—none in any appreciable quantities.
3. That the decomposition of dead bodies buried in the earth is rapid
in proportion as the soil is porous. 4. That in proportion as the
buried body comes into contact with the outer air, by the fact of the
permeability of the soil and of the porosity of the coffin, its resolution
is rapid and complete. 5. That extraneous substances of every kind
put into the coffin to fill it up retard resolution.”

I now proceed to describe, as fairly as I can, what I understand by
Cremation. There are, however, I ought to say, two ways of describing
it—the cremationist way and my way. The cremationist way—I quote
from a letter I have just received from a very eminent half-cremationist—
is this :—** Efficient cremation and efficient burial are the same processes
differing only in time. I would recognise both, notwithstanding a case
of poisoning here and there, though at the same time inefficiency in the
performance of either should be made an offence.” Then comes my
way. I say that if these two things are the same in theory they are
not the same in practice. That while burial is a complete process
leaving no residuum behind it cremation is an incomplete process
leaving a very positive residuum behind it, not to say a very embar-
rassing residuum, ‘That while one, therefore, is an efficient and perfect
process the other is an inefficient and imperfect one, and, therefore, as
my distinguished friend says truly, but not I think quite intentionally,
it ought to be “made an offence.,” That while, by burial, the body
remains at rest till such time as its perishable parts re-enter the air, and
its imperishable parts remain to form (as nature intended) an integrate
part of the earth’s substance—by cremation it is thrust into a furnace
and, by the aid of one of those tall chimneys which we have been so
long trying to get rid of, its combustible parts are poured—and that for
two or three hours—into the pure air around, and its incombustible part
(weighing from five to seven pounds, more or less), is returned to the
mourners to take away with them! What the effect on the surrounding






















































