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EDITORIAL

Tom L. Johnson's Fortune.

To any other millionaire than Mayor Johnson

of Cleveland, the loss of his fortune might be ac

counted a misfortune. To Johnson—and in men

tioning him we include his ideals—it is not im

probably the most fortunate thing that could have

happened. His wealth and his reputation for

wealth have been obstacles rather than aids to the

public work he set out to do. They have been a

burden upon many things in the public interest

that he has undertaken. He might have retired to a

Scottish castle with his millions and doled out li

braries to sycophantic American towns, and had

his opinions applauded as interesting even if

queer. He might have linked his name with some

orthodox church and given liberally to colleges

and missions, and got into the official list of celes

tial harp-bearers and crown-wearers. He might

have made himself hail fellow in millionaires’

clubs, and been joked about his curious notions but

highly respected for his level head. But when he

set out to attack the golden gods of the rich, set

out in action and in earnest, set out in a way that

made them recognize him as a destructive Sam

son in their holy temple—when they saw him do

ing this, the whole pack of parasites jumped upon

him. Yet there was nothing about him they could

attack, except the fact that he was a millionaire

whose millions had been got as theirs were—

through privileges created by law. But this was

enough. Johnson's work depended for success

-
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upon the confidence of the people for whom he was

working, of the people whose rights he was try

ing to recover for them,-and his enemies and

theirs denounced him to them as insincere. Large

numbers were deceived by these tactics. So long

as he had his fortune, his real character was ob

scured. Many were incapable of conceiving

of a millionaire as human-hearted and public

spirited unless he scattered baksheesh broadcast

with both hands. Only Tom L. Johnson's friends

fully knew the man back of the millionaire. But

now that circumstances have lifted him out of the

millionaire class, he is destined to be known and

respected and loved in the future years by masses

of men who have doubted, as by his friends he

has been in the years that are past. Insofar as

this comes to be true, his effectiveness will be

augmented as a leader. And such leaders as he

are needed at their best in the irrepressible con

flict of equal rights against special privilege,

which is now more terrific, more widespread, and

farther advanced in purpose than ever before.

+ +

The Unrepresented Consumer.

Protection has been maintained in this country

for production interests, most of which it has cen

tralized and fattened. The consumer has had

no consideration. Not that he has been formally

excluded from hearings, but for reasons vividly set

forth in the following admirable letter to Con

gressman McCall from Charles Francis Adams of

Boston:

I see in the Boston Herald of this morning that

the President-elect is anxious that those who desire

a revision of the tariff in the direction of reduced

schedules should make themselves heard in Wash

ington. It is claimed that those asking that the

tariff schedules should remain as they are, or should

be changed only in the way of increase, are much

in evidence at the hearings now in progress, and

that the tariff reformer, so-called, does not appear,

or is silent.

You, my dear Mr. McCall, know perfectly well the

reason of this. Those first referred to are directly

and pecuniarily interested; and, as such, naturally

divided into two classes. Speaking after the fashion

of men, they are either Thieves or Hogs. I myself

belong to the former class. I am a tariff Thief, and

I have a license to steal! It bears the broad seal of

the United States, and is what is known as the

“Dingley Tariff.” I stole under it yesterday; I am

stealing under it today; I propose to steal under it

tomorrow. The government has forced me into this

position, and I both do and shall take full advantage

of it. I am, therefore, a tariff Thief—with a license

to steal! And—what are you going to do about it?

The other class come under the Hog category;

that is, they rush squealing and struggling to the

great Washington Protection Trough, and, with all

four feet in it, they proceed to gobble the swill. Well

acquainted with those of this class, you know their

attitude and their utterances. It is useless for me

to dilate upon either. To this class I do not belong.

I am simply a tariff Thief; but, as I have said, with

a license to steal.

But, on the other hand, I am also a tariff reformer.

I would like to see every protective schedule swept

out of existence—my own included. Meanwhile, what

inducement have I to go to Washington on a public

mission of this sort? A mere citizen, I represent no

one. If I went I would receive from the committee

scarcely a respectful hearing, if any hearing at all;

and I would have to go at a considerable expense

both of my money and my time, the last of which I

can least afford.

My position in these respects is exactly the posi

tion of myriads of others. And then they say we do

not exist!

Meanwhile, I do know this. On every occasion

when of late I have had occasion to address an au

dience, any reference to “Protection run mad,” or to

the tariff as “the Mother of Trusts” has invariably

elicited a more spontaneous response than any other

utterance I could make. This feeling is abroad, be

coming stronger and will certainly, soon or late, be

in evidence at the polls. Meanwhile, the tens of

thousands of persons who feel in that way, like

myself, cannot afford either the time, or more fre

quently, the money to go to Washington to ask to be

heard before a committee which they know in ad

vance is both prejudiced and packed against them.

I have in this letter set forth the situation so far

as a revision of the tariff is concerned, as it exists

within your personal knowledge and my personal

knowledge. You are welcome to make such use of

it before the committee, or elsewhere, as you see fit.

Meanwhile, have it well understood that my posi

tion is exactly the position of tens of thousands of

others scattered throughout the country. To ask us

to put aside our business affairs, and, at our own ex

pense, go to Washington on a desperate mission, is

asking a little too much, whether the demand comes

from the committee or from a President-elect.

+ +

The “Outlook” and Standard Oil.

As was to be expected, The Outlook explains

the connection with it of Mr. Stillman of the

Standard Oil “crowd” (p. 795). From this ex

planation it appears that Mr. Stillman, a warm

personal friend of Lyman Abbott’s, aided Dr.

Abbott originally in buying The Outlook and

afterward in establishing it; but his financial

interest in the paper is less than 10 per cent. The

explanation is all that should be required, and

The Outlook will be exonerated by fair men of all

suspicion of being under the financial thumb of

, the Standard Oil “crowd.” It should be remarked,

however, that it probably would not be exonerated

by its new editor, Mr. Roosevelt, if he hated it as

bitterly as he did Gov. Haskell of Oklahoma. For

the facts conceded by The Outlook are really
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stronger against it as a Standard Oil affiliator

than were the published facts against Gov. Has

kell upon which Mr. Roosevelt adjudged Gov.

Haskell guilty.
- + +

Mr. Rockefeller's Disclosures.

Highly interesting literature is that which John

D. Rockefeller has been writing with reference to

the Standard Oil Company and the Standard Oil

“crowd,” in collaboration with the government in

quisitor at the investigation now going on in New

York. Miss Tarbell's history is rather tane by

the side of these ingenuous confessions.

+ +

Chicago Traction.

The traction situation in Chicago (p. 733) seems

leading on rapidly to its inevitable climax. Reach

ing out to fasten the clutch of a gigantic stock

jobbing monopoly upon the patient “strap hang

ers” who were grossly deceived at the referendum

election two years ago, the Pierpont Morgan ring

is now contriving also to bring everything in the

nature of public service in Chicago, from electric

power to elevated and surface and underground

traction, within its absolute control. With the

traction franchises for leverage, this ring is nego

tiating for power that will completely subordinate

the city government in all its departments, and

private interests in all their ramifications, to the

domination of a few monopoly magnates. To call

names, the chief of these magnates are J. Pierpont

Morgan, John J. Mitchell, and Samuel J. Insull—

the latter being president of the Commonwealth

Edison Company. So far has this exploitation

gone that the magnates have resumed their old

“public-be-damned” attitude. And so defiant of

public comfort and franchise obligations are they

that even the Record-Herald, is obliged at last to

expose the bad service of the traction companies,

which it, in common with the rest of the Chicago

papers, has so long concealed. In its issue of the

23d it closed an editorial article detailing gross

inefficiencies of service with this sentence: “The

continuance of present conditions is simply im

possible.”

+ +

“Tardy Justice” Indeed!

Under the title “Tardy Justice to ex-Mayor

Dunne,” the Chicago Tribune retracts its editorial

slander of two years ago (vol. ix, pp. 673, 677,

723, 729, 753, 1203, 1231), when it charged

Mayor Dunne with appointing boodlers to the

school board. It excuses itself by saying that this

was done in “the heat of a political campaign.”

That is false. There was no campaign on except

the Tribune's campaign to discredit a school

board which in the face of its slanders was expos

ing its dealings with a previous school board. But

this is the falsity of weakness. Its original accu

sation was a falsity of malice.

+

The tardiness of the Tribune’s “justice to ex

Mayor Dunne” is easily explained. It had been

too specific. Usually it is vague enough in its

base insinuations to avoid liability for libel suits.

But in this instance, through a social excess or

two of the editorial writer, it opened the way to

Mayor Dunne for a libel suit and Mayor Dunne

promptly brought one. There was at that time no

disposition on the part of the Tribune to be just

to Mayor Dunne. With it in matters of justice

tardiness is a principle of action. No apology was

forthcoming two years ago. It takes two years or

thereabouts to reach a law suit for trial in Chi

cago. But the trial being now at hand the Trib

une, rather than face it, publishes an abject and

whimpering apology. It exonerates Mayor Dunne

evidently because it was powerless to escape in

any other way the punishment it deserved and the

only kind to which it is sensitive.

+ +

The Principle of Monopoly.

At a recent public discussion Mr. Samuel J.

Insull, president of the Commonwealth Edison

Company of Chicago, stated very frankly the at

titude of his business class toward the supply of

electrical power in cities. His words are reported

in the Chicago City Club Bulletin of October 21.

“I myself and those who work with me,” said Mr.

Insull, “have a decided opinion as to how the

electrical energy used in a community like this

should be produced: we believe it should be pro

duced as a monopoly.” Mr. Insull and his asso

ciates are right. They might even go further,

and say that it cannot be produced for cities ex

cept as a monopoly, for this is true. But now

comes the real issue. Shall this business, conced

ed to be necessarily a monopoly, be operated by

all for all, or exploited by a privileged business

combine?

+ +

Labor Politics.

The American Federation of Labor has taken a

wise course in the plans it has adopted for politi

cal action. It has made plain the fact that in the

recent Presidential campaign, it supported the

Democratic candidate, not as an integral part of

the Democratic party, but because the Democratic
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candidate and party had adopted its political de

mands in behalf of labor interests. It has not

abandoned the political field because defeated. It

has not gone into any of the side-parties, and

thereby removed itself from serious political con

sideration. It has not attached itself to either

of the great parties, but has on the contrary re

buked its Republican elements for their partisan

ship in placing the appeals of Republican poli

ticians above the interests of the workers whom

the Federation represents. The affirmative action

which the Federation has taken is of a kind to

give it influence in defending labor interests

against hostile, and in securing for them progres

sive, legislation. For it has set about organizing

for political action, not as a distinct party but

as an economic body. This will enable it to con

centrate its greatest strength at the weakest point

and in the best way. If no effective new party

springs up out of the political confusion that now

exists, the Federation of Labor will nevertheless

be able to influence conditions through its politi

cal department. If an effective new party does

spring up, it will be in position to influence and

intensify that party's purposes.

+ *H,

The Michigan Constitution.

At the November election the people of Michi

gan adopted a new Constitution. It had been

drafted by a Constitutional Convention (vol. x,

p. 1139) which might have done better in some

respects, but which, considering the corporate in

fluences that pestered it, might have done a good

deal worse.

*F

In the bill of rights this Constitution intro

duces a new clause. It provides that “all politi

cal power is inherent in the people.” That clause

sounds commonplace enough in this country of

popular sovereignty; but to be assured that it is

not superfluous one has but to listen to some of

the arguments of corporation lawyers against the

popular initiative and referendum. The Con

vention that inserted this clause was obedient

enough, however, to exclude referendums on State

laws. While the legislature may order a referen

dum when it wishes to evade responsibility for a

measure, the people cannot veto its action if it

defiantly enacts an unpopular law. But the Con

stitution does apply the referendum to the grant

ing of public utilities by municipalities. Any

such grant is revocable at will unless confirmed

by a three-fifths popular vote. On this proposition

the votes of women taxpayers, as well as the votes

of men, are to be counted.

On the subject of municipal home rule this

new Constitution of Michigan is especially good.

It authorizes the local people to “frame, adopt

and amend” their charters, subject only to the

general laws of the State. Municipalities may

also “acquire, own and operate” public utilities

for supplying “water, light, heat, power and

transportation.

•+ +

Bonding Posterity.

“We build a school to-day,” observes a fiscal

wiseacre, “and posterity gets the benefit. Why

should not posterity pay a part of the cost?” Sure

enough ' Why not? And doesn’t this wiseacre

think also that he ought to be allowed to issue

bonds binding his own children to pay part of the

cost of the food and clothing and private schooling

he has given them? They get the benefit.

* +

Imperial Contrasts.

It has been observed by various writers that

President Roosevelt and Kaiser Wilhelm are very

much alike. And it will be generally conceded

that they are so in many ways. But the Germans

have succeeded in making the Kaiser reticent.

+ +

The Protestant Attitude.

Mr. Roosevelt charges Mr. Martin with having

“foully slandered” his fellow countrymen when

he stated that Protestants generally would not

support a Roman Catholic for the Presidency.

But isn't this attitude of Protestants a common

place fact of general knowledge?

+ +

A Sound Distinction.

In arguing a suffrage case in a New York court

last week, a woman lawyer—Mary Coleman—

made a reasonable distinction when she described

suffrage “qualification” as one thing and suffrage

“discrimination” as another. To quote her own

use of the distinction, “there may be all sorts of

qualifications with which women as well as men

could comply; but the question of sex rests with

God Almighty alone and any curtailing of rights

based upon a question of sex alone is therefore a

discrimination.” The essence of this distinction

is that there shall be no class discriminations.

Qualifications of suffrage are in the nature of

regulations applicable to all classes of citizens.

They must be of mature age, they must have re

sided a reasonable time within the jurisdiction

where they offer to vote, they must not have been

º
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adjudged insane or criminal. These are qualifi

cations, regulations. But if a greater age be re

quired of some classes than of others, or a longer

residence, or a different color of skin, or differ

ence in pedigree, or in sex, then the so-called

“qualification” ceases to be merely regulatory.

Being prohibitive, it is no longer a rule applica

ble to all; it is a decree applicable to a class. No

longer a “qualification,” it is a “discrimination.”

+. *H

Our “Favorable” Balance.

The fatuity of commercial experts in consider

ing the significance of our “favorable balance of

trade” is more than amazing. Here we have the

Wall Street Journal bragging about the balance

of outgo for the calendar year as if it were a

balance of income. It assumes that the enormous

export balance is subject to draft—that it will all

come back to us. But how can it come back *

+

Turn to the Treasury reports (p. 832) and you

will see that our producers have shipped abroad

since the beginning of the year $502,109,864 of

merchandise in excess of the merchandise im

ported. Is this to come back in silver? Not at

all; for in the same time we have shipped

$8,622,528 more in silver than we have received

back. Is it to come back in gold 2 No. In the

same time we have shipped $28,679,276 more in

gold than we have received back. Think of it!

In ten months $539,411,668 more of gold, silver

and merchandise has gone out of the country than

has come back into the country.

+

May we expect repayment in the future? Not

if the future is to be judged by the history of the

past. Since 1897 we have sent out of the country

the enormous sum of $5,612,641,686 more than

has come back, and this includes gold and silver

as well as merchandise. And since 1834 we have

sent out $8,235,619,317 of gold, silver and mer

chandise more than has come back.

*

Are we asked, then, what has become of this

“favorable” balance? It is very certain that it is

not a credit, for we are a debtor nation. It has

evidently gone, for the most part, in payment of

some form of tribute. We are paying foreigners

for the use of our own country. It is much the

same as a tenant farmer pays his landlord down

in the village. He sends away from the farm

more than he gets back, just as we as a trading

nation do. His exports also continuously exceed

his imports. His balance also is “favorable”

more outgo than income. But he doesn't brag

about it.

+ + +

LIFE AS ANEDUCATIONALFACTOR

When we incline to condemn our public schools

for fostering among the children of the uneducated

a contempt for their parents—and we often do,

quite naturally I suppose—I think we indict the

wrong party. Our indictment should be against our

whole social and industrial system, and not against

the very small factor of it called the public school,

which has made and is making herculean efforts

to keep out of the vortex of the system, but is in

spite of itself and its workers being gradually

drawn into it.

I have talked to parents and children in France

and in England. I have talked to employers and

employes. I have devoured as much of the litera

ture bearing on these subjects as I could in the

time at my disposal, and I have read current news

and current comment, that is to say, editorial com

ment. I have done it two winters in Paris, and

now the second summer in the small fishing town

of Etaples and in the larger one, Boulogne. Among

those with whom I have talked have been fervent

aristocrats, upholders of the old regime, and rabid

revolutionists who still hope from the Republic all

the blessings originally looked for. They all com

plain of the tendency of education to foster con

tempt among its beneficiaries for the status of

their parents.

In Paris when one tries to get at the bottom

of the trouble between church and state, and the

consequent decree against convent education and

the driving out of the nuns, one is told that the

old education given in monasteries and convents

made egotists of the children, alienated them from

their parents and unfitted them for life. Then

when I ask about the present system in France and

in England, it is the same story. “The schools

are educating the masses above their position.”

In England it is no longer possible for ladies to

find servants; or if a woman should be so fortu

nate as to find a girl who consents to work in her

kitchen, said girl insists on having her evenings

to herself; and not only that, but she has the ex

treme presumption to ask for the morning papers,

and her mistress has seen her some time afterward

reading those papers by the kitchen fire. “Now I

ask you,” the little woman will say to me, “can

such a state of things be tolerated ?” I have even

been told that the maid sometimes asks also for
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the evening paper, “if the family has finished

reading it;" and, funniest of all, the family is in

such terror of the maid’s leaving if she is not suit

ed with her place that they docilely hand over all

the papers in sight. It is said also that the mis

tress has been seen darning the family hose in the

parlor while the maid reads the newspaper in the

kitchen.

In Etaples the fathers and mothers of the mate

lots and matelotes (fisher boys and girls) can

neither read nor write, but the new education has

taught the children both, and there is a great hue

and cry. “They are being educated above their

work, they no longer keep their place, they ask

twice as much for their services as formerly, and

many absolutely refuse to follow the vocation of

their fathers and mothers. The boys will not be

fishermen and the girls will not marry fishermen.

One fisher girl has learned to play the piano—

heaven knows how, for it would seem impossible—

and has gone to Paris to learn to be a milliner.

How I wish I knew that girl! What pluck she

must have had.

Beside that, put the tales of my landlady. Her

husband is maritime guard, or, as the fishermen

call him, “garde de poissons,” or “garde de ba

teaux,” because it is his business to inspect all the

fish landed at this port and sold in the market

here. The man has been a sailor in many seas,

and his people and his wife's have followed the sea

for generations. They know the fishing people

thoroughly. Last season was a bad one, fish were

scarce in Etaples all summer and as a consequence

bread was scarce all winter. As Madame tells it

to me in her peasant tongue, “The women and

children went often to bed without bread, because

it goes without saying that if they could have

bread or a morsel of meat or butter it must be

given to the man who risked death in the open in

the effort to gain food for his family; and so there

would be for the family only a few scraps of salt

fish that were not sold, and often not even potatoes

to add to the fish.”

Even I, a stranger, can see how they live. The

tiny houses are crowded close together along the

narrow, tortuous streets, running along the quai

and winding away from it toward the country, but

always a compact mass. Down the sides of the

streets run the open drains, and in the middle is

piled all the refuse and filth from the houses.

When the boats come in the women, often leading

their children by the hand or carrying them on

their backs, help to unload the fish and carry them

to the town market where they are sold to com

mission men from the large cities. When the cargo

has been discharged they help to mend the nets

and provision the boat for her next trip. In the

intervals of the husbands' absence they make and

mend the sails and the nets and care for their al

ways numerous families; and when the family is

very poor the women add to its income by fishing

for shrimps, an arduous and dangerous undertak

ing. Then the bourgeoisie of the town wonder

that the boys and girls are not willing to follow

this life and live in this squalor! In the United

States and Canada do not the farmers’ sons and

daughters say the same thing, and are they not

forsaking farm life, as the matelot his fishing?

Hundreds of times have I heard it with my own

ears, “I shall never be a farmer,” “Nothing would

induce me to marry a farmer.”

If you ask me for the cause, I find it in the

small return we make for the most arduous and

disagreeable work, and in the absolute lack of

leisure that this condition entails; and I see that

life is educating the masses a hundred times more

quickly than the schools. Every time an automo

bile rushes through Etaples—and it is many times

a day—or a pleasure boat goes gaily up the river,

the young people are able to compare their lot as

toilers with the lot of the idle rich. The drones

who rush about on pleasure bent have become our

real and our strongest teachers.

IDA FURSMAN.

+ + +

THE SOCIAL SERVICE LAW OF

EQUAL FREEDOM

I. The Law and Its Bearings.

Once more at Joseph's restaurant, Doctor, at

the very table and in the same cozy corner where

you and I sat more than a year ago when we fell

into our conversations about social service (vol.

x, p. 412), I feel that there could be no occa

sion more fit for pulling together the odds and

ends of our talks (p. 796) and considering their

significance. With me, as I hope with you, they

have pointed to the vital importance of universal

conformity to the natural law of equal freedom.

Pardon me, however, if I caution you again to

observe the meaning of the words “natural law”

in this connection. I dislike cautioning you over

much, but those words don’t allude, you know, to

physics merely, nor to vegetation merely, nor to

animality merely. They allude to human associa

tion, and to all that this implies. Oh, yes; I

know of the objection that there can be no such

thing as equal freedom, since some men are slaves

to evil personal habits or propensities. But I
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guess you and I don’t differ about the shallowness

of that objection. It is the favorite pietistic ex

pression, as the other is the favorite materialistic

expression, of the evil spirit of hostility to the

principle of equal opportunities. While one set of

special pleaders try to show, by unduly narrowing

the sphere of natural law, that there is no natural

law demanding equal freedom, the other set try

to show the impossibility of equal freedom by

irrelevant references to men who are slaves to

their own vices. What folly it all is—these ef

forts to make excuses and warrant for man's in

humanity to man. What cruel folly!

Why, Doctor, in asserting the principle of equal

freedom, we do not allude to personal habits or

propensities which hold individuals in metaphori

cal slavery to themselves. Nor in asserting that

equal freedom is a natural law, do we allude to

the natural laws that govern insentient matter or

jungle life. You understand that, don't you?

What we allude to is something very different.

The natural law of equal freedom is a law with

reference to human nature in certain human rela

tionships. It is not a law of physics alone, nor of

personal character alone; but of the tendencies

and effects of human nature in the phenomena

of industrial co-operation.

There is no more of lawless chance in the

social realm than in the physical realm. Don’t

you agree? From like conditions come like re

sults, here as in every other sphere of scientific

observation. Industrial co-operation springs from

and proceeds in conformity to impulses of human

nature, with the uniformity of cause and effect.

There’s no denying it, Doctor. This, then, is a

natural law—a social law. Whoever ventures to

dispute it may be instantly confounded, merely by

reference, as an illustrative example, to the mani

fest natural human tendency toward what we

call “division of labor,” the results of which are

more or less bountiful as we yield more or less

freely to it. -

From recognition of that uniform experience

of all time, the benefits of “division of labor,” to

the acknowledgment of equal freedom in human

association as a natural law, there is but a step.

Agree or not as you please, my dear Doctor, the

conclusion is certain to haunt you, that the nearer

human association approximates to a condition

of equal freedom—and this means complete free

dom of course; for where all are equally free,

each must be superlatively free—the nearer this

condition of freedom from the domination of

others is approximated, I say, the greater will be

the beneficial results of human association. At

any rate that is what I mean by the social service

law of equal freedom.

The certainty that this is a natural law, and

the vital importance of conforming to it speedily

in some sensible way, may become clearer to you

if we briefly run over the line of thought we

have been pursuing this year or so. For all our

talks since our first one at Joseph's table here

have borne directly upon this very law of human

association—this law that Henry George inter

prets into economics as the law of “co-operation

in equality.” Those talks have led straight to

the point we have come to now.

If the talks were prolix sometimes, it was be

cause I wished to furnish food for your own

thought largely, rather than to give you my

thought in little capsules; and if they were often

boresome, that was because one must be a little

boresome, mustn't he? when he is trying to get

another to see what he thinks he sees clearly him

self, but what the other doesn’t see at all—most

likely because he isn't looking at it.

Well, to go back to that first talk of ours at

this table, what was the main thought that we

got out of it? Wasn’t it the interrelation or uni

fication or mutualization of service? We made

ourselves realize, didn’t we, that even the sim

plest of human wants in civilized life, a want so

simple and so easily satisfied as a dinner at the

time when and the place where you want it, is

supplied only by a boundless and complex, aye

and incessant, interchange of individual services.

Later on in our talks we learned to recognize

this boundless complexity of services by the term

that political economists use, which is “division

of labor.” We learned also that these complex

interchanges of service are effected by means of

tokens called money, and through book accounts

expressed in terms of money. Yet we saw that

the whole matter, be the use of money and of

money terms never so misleading, be the inter

changes they “keep tab on" never so intricate,_

we saw that notwithstanding all this, the condi

tion back of the money, back of book accounts,

back of banks and checks and drafts and clearing

houses, is nothing but an exchange of commodi

ties for.commodities. And didn’t we find further,

in so far as the commodities exchanged were artifi

cial,—were produced by art, or industry, or skill, or

labor, or whatever you choose to call it—to that ex

tent didn’t we find that the condition is in the last

analysis only an exchange of labor for labor, of

human service for human service. In other words,

upon analyzing money transactions we found,

didn’t we? that money, in its legitimate uses, is


