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generation? What Jesus said to the Pharisees in

substance was that the essential thing in religion

in all ages is brotherliness, and that those who

had the revelation of Moses and the prophets did

not need any further light on that point as the

truth was clear enough already, and was only ob

scured for then* because they loved money much

more than they loved men. The matter with Dives

was that he wasn't brotherly. His wealth had just

this much to do with it, that the manner of getting

wealth and spending wealth in all ages is con

trary to the brotherly interpretation of life, which

is the interpretation of Jesus' kingdom. And it

is just about as impossible for a rich man to see

this to-day as it would be for a camel to go

through a needle's eye.

The two tilings that stand out in Jesus' teach

ing concerning the kingdom of God are the Fath

erhood of God and the Brotherhood of men, and

these in a much more intimate and absolute way

than we are accustomed to take them. It is natur

ally impossible for any rich man to feel the father

hood of God as he should. Much more impossi

ble is it for a rich man to either achieve wealth

or hold it in the spirit of any profound, Christian

appreciation of his brotherhood with other men.

No man ever got rich by living up to the law of

brotherhood, nor ever can. The law of brother

hood is the law of mutual consideration, the law

of unselfishness, the law of self-abnegating servic*

of the strong toward the weak. It is impossible

for brothers to monopolize for their individual ad

vantage that which belongs to thorn all. It is im

possible for brothers to take advantage of each

other's failings and faults. It is impossible for

brothers to grow rich at each other's expense. And

what is impossible for brothers is impossible for

any men who live according to the laws of th«

kingdom of God. . . .

Our money kings are our actual deities as truly

as were ever the kings of Babylon or the emperors

of Rome the idols of the multitudes -who served

them. They also had their dead demi-gods and

gods, even as we have, but their real worship went

out to the men who had wrested power from them

and ruled over them with a rod of iron. And we

do the same. We cry out "Christ! Christ!" but

in our hearts we long to be not little Christs, but

little Harrimans. We want money more than we

want character, and we want power over our fel

lows more than we want to serve them. We can

believe easy enough that because Dives did not

feed a beggar at his gate he was damned to tor

ment for all eternity. Our little charities give us

comfort in such interpretation, and our slander

of God is an incidental thing. But to believe the

heart of the message, that the essence of religion

is brotherliness, would convict us all, and show

that we are damned already by our selfish living,

and our adulation of the very men who are doing

on a gigantic scale the very thing that Dives did.

What was the matter with Dives? The same

thing that is the matter with all of us who wor

ship the Harriman ideal of life—that he .tried to

make religion consist in something else than treat

ing the weakest and poorest of his fellows as a

brother, and then excused it on the ground that

God hadn't made it plain enough so that a man

could understand. Well, that excuse has been

taken away. Wc know now, for God has written

it in the skies, that religion is love. And still we

worship those who make life to consist in greed,

and cunning, and force.

WILLIAM LLOYD GARRISON'S

LAST WORDS ON THE

NEGRO PROBLEM.

A Letter Written to the National Conference on the

Status of the Negro, Held in New York

Last Spring.*

Boston, May 29, 1909.

Mr. William English Walling, Sec'y,

New York City.

Dear Sir: I regret my inability to be present

at the conference and record my protest against

the rising tide of race prejudice and caste. Every

step in that direction needs to be unflinchingly

met, regardless of the eminent respectability that

now lends countenance to this resurgent spirit of

slavery. As in former days, the most insidious

betrayal of freedom comes from its professed

friends.

The Vardamans and Tillmans are harmless in

comparison. Their brutal avowal of a purpose

to reduce the Negro to a state of permanent vas

salage, through evasion or defiance of constitution

and law, repels humane souls and makes for jus

tice. It is men of so-called light and leading,

solicitous regarding social problems, arrogating to

themselves the character of friendly advisers of

the colored people, yet viewing the question from

the summit of race pride and birth, who are most

to be feared. v

From these come easy acquiescence in the abro

gation of the Fifteenth Amendment, the approval

of separate schools based on complexion, and an'

affected horror of racial intermarriage for fear

of white deterioration,—while contemplating

without disturbance the unabated illicit connec

tions so flagrantly in evidence. The creed lends

to servitude, in another form, of the people lib

erated by Lincoln's proclamation; compassing by

force or fraud the end for which the Southern

Confederacy fought and failed. Now, as then,

democracy is in the balance. The issue will de

termine whether self-government can survive in

a land where material interests long overshadow

the principles and enthusiasm of liberty. It is

•See Publics of May 21, page 492; June 4, page 540;

June 11, pages 559 and 563.
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the fair-weather soothsayers who drug the public

conscience and weaken resistance to privilege.

I trust that the conference will utter no un

certain sound on any point affecting the vital

subject. No part of it is too delicate for plain

speech. The republican experiment is at stake,

every tolerated wrong to the Negro reacting with

double force upon white citizens guilty of faith

lessness to their brothers. The rampant antipathy

to the Oriental races is part and parcel of the

domestic question. Safety lies in an absolute

refusal to differentiate the rights of human be

ings. Each has equal claim to life, liberty and

the pursuit of happiness,—no outworn formula,

in spite of the fashion of the mighty to deride it.-

I put political rights before educational. Uni

versities have no difficulty in rearing despots, and

the wicked laws of all nations are the handiwork

of men taught in the schools. Let ignorance

blunder and bad laws result. Under impartial

self-government the blunderers reap the punish

ment and learn wisdom and self-restraint. No

college compares with this primary school of civ

ilization in educating a people. Learning never

yet guaranteed rights; rights universally secured

are the sure guaranty of learning. Let the unan

imous voice of the conference be lifted for jus

tice and opportunity to . all races, colors, and

sexes without distinction, in face of the casuistry

all-abounding in this darkened day.

Yours for a united humanity,

WM. LL.OTD GARRISON.

TEN YEARS AFTER.

From the London Nation of November 20.

Mr. Taylor of the Balance Club was a good

deal exercised in mind, for he had heard members

saying in the smoking-room that in the following

week the Lords were going to reject the Budget

for the first time in history. He cared nothing

for history, and having expectations from an in

valid uncle, he strongly objected to the Budget,

though when the Club put up the price of a small

whisky-and-soda from fivepence to sixpence, he

lmd paid the round sum like a man, in the interest

of national defense, and had even called for an

other. But now he was told that the Lords by

killing the Budget would shake all securities and

cost the country an extra £50,000,000. That, he

feared, might have some effect on his income of

£2,000 a year, derived from his father's invest

ments, and he was rather fond of maintaining in

his philosophic way that, happiness depends, not

on the bulk of one's income, but on the margin

in one's pocket. His margin, his happiness, was

threatened by the Lords, and though he revered

them as the owners of great country houses, he

could not help wondering if there might not be

something in Liberal principles after all. For

if a whisky-and-soda went up to sevenpenee, it

would be as inconvenient a sum as fivepence, with

the inconvenience all on the wrong side.

In his perplexity, he went round the Club col

lecting the Conservative papers in the hope that

they might confirm his convictions, for he was

a conscientious man. The "Daily Mail," the

"Spectator," the "Daily Express," the "Times."

the "Daily Telegraph," the "Observer"—he found

all the party organs, except the "Sporting Times,"

which was in use. Piling them on his knees, he

sank into a deep armchair and began to read.

With every paragraph his apprehensions melted

away, and a consoling peace stole over his senses.

He felt assured the Lords would do him no harm.

They were not the people to threaten pro]>erty.

They were the natural protectors of men of posi

tion and intelligence, and would display a fellow-

feeling towards people of his class. Into their

hands he and the nation could safely commit

themselves. He had hardly read more than one

and a half of the papers when, with a feeling of

tranquillity that only an assured competence can

afford, he fell asleep.

When he awoke, ten years later, the country

was preparing for the General Election of 1920.

Meeting his old friend, Mr. Sinclair, in Piccadilly,

he heard that the Lords had just ordered a dis

solution because the first Liberal Government that

had been in power since 1909 had refused to

double the tax on bread for fear of exciting the

working population to violence.

"It is mere cowardice on the Government's

part," Sinclair said. "The working classes showed

no indignation at the Lords' conduct in 1909, and

have sIiowti none since. The old talk about the

English people's love of freedom was nothing but

a myth, and the lower orders know very well that

their very existence depends upon the Lords, for

it is impossible to live without either land or

wealth. As to violence, there is not the slightest

fear of that, since the Lords control army, navy,

and police."

"I did not know that was the function of the

Lords?" said Mr. Taylor.

"Yes," his friend replied ; "they control all the

services by their established right of refusing

supplies. Landowners and men with a stake in

the country are the natural defenders of law and

order, since it is for their benefit that law and

order primarily exist. Nothing of late years has

been more remarkable than the revival of the

grand old saying that property has its duties as

well as its rights. The Lords have shown them

selves nobly resolved to act on it, and the first

duty of the governing classes is to govern."

"Then property must be secure," sighed Mr.

Taylor with relief.

"It is doubly secure," Mr. Sinclair answered.

"A benign feeling of security is extended through

out the country. Even the lower classes share in


