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EDITORIAL

Equality in the Navy.

Secretary Daniels’ order against use of liquor in
the navy is not to be judged as though it were a
prohihitory statute. The order only abolishes an
unfair privilege, hitherto enjoved by naval officers
and denied to enlisted men. The latter have long
heen forbidden the use of liquor, while officers
were allowed to indulge as they saw fit. Secretary
Daniels’ order places all, regardless of rank, on an
equality in this one respect at least. s. D.

& &
Democratic Defeat in New Jersey.

The late Congressman Robert G. Bremner set
a high qtanddrd of democracy up to which the
Demo(ratlc candidate to succeed him failed to
measure. There was consequently no reason why
he should have received the same support. More-
over the Democratic party in Paterson had been
discredited by shameful subserviencv to privileged
interests on the part of a recent Democratic city
administration. Under such circumstances defeal
was as inevitable as it was deserved. S. D

o o
Illinois Women and the Liquor Men.

The women’s first vote and the anti-saloon ma-
jorities were the two emergent clements of the
Hlinois local elections on April 7. “These two
were to each other cause and effect,” say ballot
returns and publie opinion. Decatur, Elgin, Free-
port, Galeshurg and scores of smaller places were
voted dry by their women citizens. But pic-
turesque and important as the liquor question ix,
whether one applaud or deplore its present status
in Illinois the significant fact in the election was
that a large pereentage of women voted at their
first opportunity in all parts of the State on an
occasion when a question of public policy and not
the filling of offices was at stake.

’ &

The THinois women have eagerly seized the “lit-

tle ballot™ and made it speak their will.  The peo-
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ple of 1llinois believe—and have good cause to
believe—that liquor interests are financing the
suit now before the State Supreme Court to ques-
tion the Constitutionality of the Woman Suffrage
law. Suppose that court should decide that it is
(onstitutional for women to vote for men but not
for measures, that the clause granting women the
right to vote on “all questions or propositions” is
invalid. Would not such an opinion almost satisfy
the liquor men and yet save the judges from the
people’s full electoral wrath? Judges, however,
are not politicians, and this is only a hypothetical
question. A. L. G.
o &

Election Day in Chicago.

The seventh of April has dawned and departed;
Chicago women have voted. They elected no
women aldermen ; they accomplished no other won-
ders; the “solid woman vote”—with thankful-

"ness be it reported—dissolved into thin air and
three parties. But the day is memorable for all
time to the women and their city. In Chicago we
know this. In Denver and Los Angeles they be-
lieve it. To New York and Boston and New Or-
leans and all the uninitiated others it is very
hard to explain.

o

That first vote was an emotional experience, a
joyous and solemn ceremony which men and
women both went through and neither will ever
forget. The celebration itself was preceded by a
more or less stormy novitiate. The women in-
sisted on knowing all about hond issues, aldermen,
subways and even municipal court acts. They
asked the men everything everywhere. Then they
rehearsed all answers to one another and discov-
ered sundry veteran little mistakes to report. And
naturally after all this healthful matching of
wits, the men and women by election day morning
were famous companions. They walked briskly in
couples to the polls; they laughed light-heartedly
together and voted separately and came away
wondering what had made all the difficulty for
the last few thousand years. One hushand and
wife celebrated thus their golden wedding. Many
of the home-keeping women waited, as they had
heen requested by their leaders, until mid-fore-
noon, then walked over in the natural dignity of
marketing-time to decide whether their city should
spend the money it hadn’t got, and who should
be neighborhood spokesman for a couple of years
—not four. .

&

The naturalness of the new ovder was no more
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impressive than its democracy. The realization
of the actual fact that a woman’s opinion would
count precisely as much as a man’s; that a young
girl just out of her teecns could speak with the
same weight as her imperious grandmother, the
club president; that the lady-gossip in the par-
lor, the raucous ragman in the street and the
preachy Ph. D. in Sociology each had- one whole
equal vote and no more—to face these facts and
to accept them in action was for the first time,
and not for the last, to realize democracy and to
know justice. ’

&

IHow the women voted may be of interest to a
few politicians in and around Illinois. That they
voted is of world-wide consequence.

& o
“Bathhouse John’s” Victory.

Of national interesf was the aldermanic cam-
paign of Miss Marion Drake in Chicago’s First
ward against “Bathhouse” John Coughlin. Be-
cause there was no question of Miss Drake’s
superior personal merit the result must be disap-
pointing to those who fail to consider to what ex-
tent economic conditions enter into such contests.
With many of the honest and law abiding poor of
the First ward Coughlin is popular on account of
his charity. The brand of pure politics represented
by Miss Drake had nothing to offer to compensate
for loss of this charity. With the element that lives
either directly or indirectly on vice Coughlin was

A. L. G.

“preferred. Pure politics had nothing to offer it

but elimination of its means of livelihood. Miss
Drake’s opposition to political rottenness did not
extend to rotten economic institutions, and if it
had there is not much that an alderman can do to
abolish them. TUnder the circumstances Miss
Drake’s campaign was in the nature of an appeal to
the patriotism of impoverished voters. In effect
she asked them to imperil the means by which they
now get a precarious living in order that Chicago
may have a better city council. In return for this
sacrifice what was there to offer? The sense of
duty well performed. Only this and nothing more.
The sacrifice asked of them was many times greater
than was asked of Vincent Astor by Upton Sinclair
in urging him to become a Socialist, and the re-
ward offered was infinitely less. 'What wonder that
it was declined? S. D.
& o

“Forgotten” News.

The Associated Press has reported that the Social-
it ticket in Milwaukee was defeated by 8,554 ma-
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jority and that Seidel’s vote was less by 1,053 than
at the city election of 1912. What the Associated
Press forgot to say was that the majority against
Seidel two years ago was 12,977 ; that the vote of
the non-partisan anti-Socialist combine has fallen
off 5,476, and that the Socialist percentage of total
has increased from 4114 to 43%4. Yet the Asso-
ciated Press claims that it was libeled when The
Masses charged it with suppressing news. '

S. D.
& &
Pennsylvania’s Progress.

Pennsylvania, once considered an impregnable
stronghold of Privilege, may send a real democrat
to the United States Senate. The Progressive
party will probably nominate Gifford Pinchot,
whose progressive inclinations have a practical
value since he has understanding of fundamental
principles and is therefore qualified to distinguish
between measures which will and those which will
not destroy the evils at which they are aimed. In
the Democratic party there will be a contest for
the nomination between Congressman Mitchell
Palmer of Bethlehem and Henry Budd of Phila-
delphia. Congressman Palmer has done good work
for the party in the State by frecing it from the
domination of Boss Guffey. But in economic
knowledge and consequent ability to judge correctly
on many matters of public interest, he is not the
equal of Henry Budd, who has moreover a long and
creditable record as a vigorous opponent of the cor-
rupt elements which have disgraced the Democrat-
ic party in Philadelphia and in Pennsylvania. If
Pennsylvania voters should be given the choice of
Budd or Pinchot as an alternative to Privilege’s
pet henchfhan, Boies Penrose, the change in repre-
sentation, thus made possible, will be revolutionary
in character. The Pennsylvania campaign is well
worth watching. s. D.

& &

‘Who Was Embarrassed?

If any further evidence were needed to demon-
strate the fact that the Congressional sense of hu-
mor is undeveloped, it is to be found in the at-
tempt of Representative Albert Johnson, of Wash-
ington, to confute President Wilson by quoting an
article written in 1879. “Thomas W. Wilson,”
said Mr. Johneon, “says that Congress is a deliber-
ative body in which there is little deliberation, and
a legislature which legislates with little real dis-
cussion. He says that committees cannot properly
do the work, and that full debate at the right time
is not allowed.” If the President were to reissue
that treatise, wherein would he have to change it?

s. C.
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A Legacy of the Big Stick.

When Mr. Roosevelt, in his masterful impa-
tience, tired of parleying with Colombia over Pan-
ama rights, he broke off negotiations and decided
the whole matter himself. Instead of appealing to
international opinion, where by that one act he
would have got justice for his country, demonstrat-
ed the sincerity of its peace profession, and estab-
lished its good faith in internationial arbitration, he
chose rather to encourage the rebellion of Panama,
and prevent Colombia from recovering her lost
province. The whole proceeding from beginning to
end was such as never would have been thoughs of
had Colombia been as strong as Germany or Eng-
land. And this act was committed by a nation that
had fought the greatest war of modern times to
prevent the secession of States.

&

That such an orbitrary act should have left a
train of evils in its wake was inevitable. Negotia-
tions between Colombia and the United States have
been continued through three administrations, cul-
minating in a treaty in which the United States,
in its anxiety to placate a wronged neighbor, and
allay the fears of Central and South American
countries, has found it necessary to carry gener-
osity to the point of prodigality. According to the
advance information given out by the Secretary of
State, Mr. Bryan, the new treaty that was signed
at Bogota on the 8th awards Colombia $25,000,000,
and gives free passage through the Canal for her
troops and ships of war.

&

The amount of the indemnity will look large or
small according to the point of view. As a penalty
for deceitful diplomacy, and underhanded methods
on our part that disrupted a friendly state, and
cost it one of its valuable provinces, $25,000,000 is
a very small sum. As payment for the privilege of
digging the Canal, that is to say, for the permission
to remove an obstruction to navigation in aid of
the ships and commerce of all nations, $25,000,000
is a monstrous sum. Neither Panama nor Colom-
bia should be paid one cent for permission to per-
form this work, any more than New York City
should have been paid for permitting the Federal
Government to remove the rock in Hell Gate. The
removal of the obstruction in East River was of
great value to the City of New York, and the idea
of charging the Federal Government for doing it
never was mentioned. Is not the construction of
the Panama Canal identical in principle? Ias it
not added great value to both Colombia and Pan-
ama? And is it not absurd to even think of pay-
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ing them for the privilege of conferring value upen
them ?
&

Even had the Canal been constructed by a com-
mercial company for profit, as originally conceived
by the French engineers, still the states in ques-
tion should have received no compensation. For
just as the revenue rose above a legitimate profit,

- the tolls should have been reduced. In a word, the

question involved in the construction of the Canal
is not national, but international ; and being a ques-
tion in which all the nations of the world are inter-
ested it should, from the beginning, have been sub-
ject to the concert of nations. This would have
avoided any trouble with Colombia, it would have
saved the money paid to Panama and the amount
offered Colombia, and it would have relieved us
of the expense of fortifying the Canal. But all
this was thrown away when an impetuous man de-
fied international opinion, and appealed to the Big
Stick. Verily, the evil that militarists do lives
after them. s. C.
& B

A Surprising Decision,

An agreeable surprise is the action of the Col-
orado Supreme Court in assuming original juris-
diction in the “Mother” Jones case and in issuing
a writ of haheas corpus. While the action is sur-
prising it ought not to be. There should have
been no cause to look upon it as anything else
than a matter of course. But, unfortunately, the
courts have made too clear that they cannot always
be depended upon to uphold the constitutional
rights of weak minorities. S. D.

& &
Woman and the Law.

Why has woman so little regard for established
order? A school teacher in New York had the te-
merity not long ago to absent herself from her
duties in defiance of the rules of the Board of Iidu-
cation, for the mere purpose of welcoming a new
citizen by the Stork Express. Another New York
woman, bidden to appear in court, flouts the judge
by presenting the city with an inhabitant at the
very moment she should have stood at the bar, a
suppliant for merey. But bhe it said to the credit
of the judge—as it was of the Board of Education
—that he rose to the occasion, and vindicated hoth
the dignity of the court and the majesty of the
law by clapping the woman and the contumacious
babyv into jail.  Not only that, bat he locked the
door and threw away the kev.  For the law i~ so
wonderfully drawn that a defaulting debtor, jailed
for contempt of court, cannot be liberated without
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the consent of the creditor. The creditor refuses
permission till paid, the woman is unable to pay,
so the judge is as helpless as the young citizen who
caused the trouble. What are we coming to? Have
the women no regard for the time-honored institu-
tions of their country? We have congratulated
ourselves upon escaping British militancy. But
how much better is passive resistance to law?
Women have forced their way into the ranks of in-
dustry, they have assailed the halls of learning,
theyv are reaching for the ballot, and in spite of
hench and bar, and in defiance of boards of educa-
tion, they persist in bringing babies into the world
where and when they please. Can it be possible
that the law must be changed ? 8. C.

& o

Charity Organizations,

A writer in the London Nation contributes a
wholesome thought regarding organized charity.
After analyzing the Charity Organization Society
in a way that shows its superficiality, its lack of
understanding of the charity problem, and its gen-
eral meddlesomeness in the lives of the poor, the
writer sums it up with a statement that the human
relationship of the rich catechising the poor in
their hovels is about as genuine as would be the fel-
lowship between a slum-dweller who might inter-
view a plutocrat on the houlevard as to the price
and quantity of champagne consumed. And to the
question, “Do you think that public officials are so
tactlul and gentle in handling the poor that it
would not still be necessary, however full and gen-
erous your equipment of public administration, to
have a body of workers outside such organization,
giving help and advice, and tempering ¢he asper-
ities of bureaucracy?” the writer makes this sig-
nificant answer: “We think some such organiza-
tion is needed, but it must be an organization as
much unlike the Charity Organization Society as
possible.  What is needed is an organization of poor
people who know their own world, and not of rich
people who condescend to drill it.” 8. C.

& &
Houston’s Efficient Officials.

The Houston plan of assessing land values high
and improvement values low meets with the ap-
proval of all but a few of the city’s tax pay-
ers. Over 9,000 property owners have signified
their approval by signing the assessment roll.
Less than one hundred have formed an organiza-
tion to demand a return to the old svetem. Lack-
ing the eourage to insizt on =trict enforcement of
the law they ask that it he violated in a way to
benefit them by assessment of all property at fifty
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per cent of its value. Houston is today the best
advertised city in the United States and all on ac-
count of its wise system of taxation. It seems
strange that even a small proportion of its citizens
should be so blinded by greed as to strike at the
cause of the city’s prosperity. Houston has in
Mayor Campbell, however, an efficient head who
can not be bluffed, not even by an association con-
trolled by those who have grown rich from the in-
dustry of others. He has plainly given the object-
ors to understand that Houston is now run by its
people, not by a small crowd of tax dodgers. The
city is fortunate in having its affairs in the hands
of such men as Campbell and Pastoriza, who will
block this unpatriotic effort to ruin it. S. D.

& &

Commissioner Newman’s Sensible Proposal.

Abolition of the unjust half and half plan of
defraying local governmental expenses of the Dis-
trict of Columbia and raising of all local revenue
by a tax on land values alone, are recommenda-
tions made by District Commissioner Oliver P.
Newman. What makes the recommendation more
important is the fact that before Mr. Newman
made this announcement the proposition was pre-
sented for consideration to President Wilson. Mr.
Newman clearly showed why the change should be
made. The Federal Government does not own half
of the property in the District and there is conse-
quently no just reason why it should pay half of
the expense. It should pay its proportion and no
more. Of land and improvements together it owns
$300,000,000, as against $517,000,000 privately
owned. Of land values alone, exclusive of public
streets and land used for public park purposes
only, it owns $90,000,000 as against $255,000,000
privately owned. Mr. Newman gave no figures
concerning ‘franchise values, which may even in-
crease the privately owned proportion. But even
as given, the Federal Government’s share should
be only about one-fourth. Mr. Newman’s proposi-
tion is not only fair to all interests but its adoption
is necessary to give the District a just government
and to make of Washington a model city.

o

In opposing the suggestion the Washington Her-
ald declares it means “increasing the contribution
of the people of Washington.” TEven if the state-
ment were correct it would be no objection, since
the local government of Washington is the concern
of the people of Washington. But as a matter of
fact, the people of the city already pay as much
and more for the benefits of local government as
they would pay under Mr. Newman’s proposed
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system. Because the Federal Government is lo-
cated there and pays part of the landowners’ right-
ful share of taxes, land values in Washington are
higher than they otherwise would be. All the ben-
efits conferred by the local government have the
same effect. Consequently the inhabitants of
Washington pay to the owners of the city’s land
in rents or in interest on inflated purchase price,
all and more than it costs to support the local gov-
ernment. Mr. Newman suggests that instead of
penalizing the men who improve their property to
got local revenue, government expenses be paid out
of the rent which Washington people now contrib-
ute to private parties. Instead of increasing the
burdens of the people, his plan will lighten them.

‘They will be relieved of all taxes on labor prod-

ucts, while the money that will go into the public
treasury will be money which they must pay re-
gardless of the half and half system. Moreover,
heavier taxation of land values will force land into
use now withheld on speculation, and tend to re-
duce rents and prices of land needed for homes.
The only persons whose contributions will be in-
creased will be holders of valuable unused land.
Opposition to Commissioner Newman’s plan, when
not the result of misunderstanding, can only be at-
tributed to desire for personal gain through legal-
ized injustice. - S. D.

& O
Reform for Others.

The New York Times of April 3 recommends a
land value tax as a means of instituting peace and
good feeling—in Mexico. If that tax is a good
thing for Mexico it is a good thing for New York
City. Yet The Times has bitterly fought a propo-
sition to permit New Yorkers to vote on such a
proposition. That reminds one of the reformer
whom some poet thus quoted:

Against all graft I do intone,
But—dern you, leave my graft alone.

S. D
& &
An Exceptional Economist.

Members of Professor Scott Nearing’s class in
political economy at the University of Pennsyl-
vania have the opportunity, denied to most univer-
sity students, of hearing economie problems reason-
ably explained. As reported in the Philadelphia
North American of April 9, Professor Nearing
thus tercely and correctly explained a prominent
issue: “The high cost of living was made an issue
in the campaign that put the Democralic party
into office. Tt anyone thinks their reforms are
going to reduce the high cost of living he doesn’t
know the first thing about it. The increase in land
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values is responsible, and nothing but a tax on land
values will reduce it. The income tax is a failure.
It defeats its object. We don’t want to tax the
man who earns $3,000; we only want to tax the
man who gets $3,000 or more for doing nothing.”
If there were more Scott Nearings in the economic
departments of universities there would be more
cause to respect these institutions.

& &
The Right to Work.

To the Congressional investigating committee
Mr. John D. Rockefeller, Jr., said: “Free Amer-
ican citizens should have the right to choose the
employer for whom they shall work and the condi-
tions under which they shall work.” Furthermore
he declared that to defend this right he and his
associates “stand ready to lose every cent we have
invested.” Mr. Rockefeller did not realize the full
meaning of his words. He had in mind regulation
by labor organizations and the demand for a
closed shop. He fails to see that the open shop
plan will not give American citizens “the right to
choose the employer for whom they shall work
and the conditions under which they shall work.”
Under the open shop, as under the closed shop,
opportunities will be monopolized as now. Amer-
ican citizens will still be denied the right to work
without permission of those in control of these
opportunities. Tabor organizations, to some ex-
tent, alleviate as far as their own .members are
concerned, the hard conditions imposed through
monopolization of opportunity. To accomplish
this they must insist on harsh and tyrannical regu-
lations against which no objection can consistently
be raised by those who object to aholishing the
monopoly of opportunity. That makes labor
organizations with all their rules and regulations a
necessity.

' o

If Mr. Rockefeller honestly wants American
citizens to enjoy industrial freedom he will do
what he can to put an end to monopoly of natural
resources. That would injure him financially, it
i true, but in view of his expression of willingness
“to lose every cent we have invested” in defense
of industrial freedom he should not be expected
to hesitate for that reason. It is true that the
Rockefeller interests did not show such devotion
to industrial freedom in Colorado in. 1902. In
that vear the Bucklin Australasian Tax Amend-
ment was hefore the voters. Had it been adopted
it would have opened the way to releasing Colo-
rado’s resources from the grasp of monopoly and
would have made it possible for Colorado’s labor-

8. D.
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ers, unorganized as well as organized, “to choose
the employer for whom they would work and the
conditions under which they would work.” But
the interests for whom Mr. Rockefeller now speaks
did not favor this amendment. They bitterly op-
posed it. Why? They were very much afraid of
financial loss. There was no thought whatever of
sacrificing everything for the cause of liberty.
Whatever was sacrificed was in opposition to that
cause. Has Mr. Rockefeller come to see matters in
a different light? His words strictly construed
would indicate so, but in all probability he does
not realize their true meaning, and he would prob-
ably deny having actually meant what he said.

S. D.
Lo
Abolishing Interest.

The abiding faith of the average citizen in the
omnipotence of Congress, or a State Legislature,
promises a long career for the political charlatan.
Whatever may be the result desired, pass a law. If
the result sought does not follow, pass another law.
The more laws the better—at least for the lawyers.
If wages are too low, or prices too high, pass a law.
If the Alabama planter persists in his desire to ex-
change his cotton for the Manchester weaver’s
cloth, pass a law compelling him to trade with the
French Canadian weaver in Rhode Island. And now
comes a correspondent who wishes to abolish inter-
est by law. After citing the state laws that fix the
legal rate of interest—which he speaks of as a legal
privilege—he says: “By the same power we can
modify or reduce the privilege downward. Why
not four per cent, or two per cent—why not abolish
interest (privilege) entirely ?”

&

This conclusion comes from the old error of sup-
posing that because two things occur in conjunc-
tion one must be the cause of the other. Legisla-
tures make laws fixing the legal rate of interest,
and in a general way the interest of those States
corresponds to those laws; therefore, reasons our
critic, the law must control the interest. 1f that
were all there were to the question, it would, in-
deed, he a simple matter; for the same power that
fixes the rate as six per cent could fix it at three,
or, as our correspondent suggests, abolish it al-
together. But would actual interest fall in com-
pliance with the law of the Legislature. If that
were so, how shall we account for the fact that in-
terest is higher in the newer States than in the
older communities? Surely low interest is needed
in the frontier scttlements, if anywhere. Yet
Wyoming, Colorado, and Utah have fixed the legal



April 17, 1914.

rate at eight per cent, while such states as Massa-
chusetts, New York, and Pennsylvania, limit it to
six per cent. Wyoming would like to have six per
cent money, but would a six per cent law secure it ?
It costs on the average two per cent more to lend
money in Wyoming than in New York, and if the
Wyoming Legislature were to fix the rate at six
per cent, it would tend to drive capital out of the
State. Should Missouri pass a law fixing the rate
at two per cent, as the correspondent suggests, and
should enforce it, a great part of its capital would
flow into other States. It would not all leave, but
such as did remain would be loaned secretly at fif-
teen or twenty per cent. For the same reason that
makes Wyoming interest higher than New York
interest would raise Missouri interest to a point
that would cover the difficulty of doing business in
that State.
&

This confusion regarding interest is largely due
to the thought that interest is paid for mouey. It
is not. No one borrows money to keep. The money
is merely a medium of distributing credits, a sort
of universal system of bookkeeping. What the
borrower really gets is tools, goods, or some other
form of wealth. The money borrowed from the
bank is immediately passed over to the maker of
tools, let us say, which gives him the use of capital
that he could not otherwise have until he had pro-
duced it himself. He may start business with a
thousand dollar plant, and add to his capital from
his profits; or he may borrow another thousand
- dollars and begin with a larger plant. Whether or
not he borrows will depend upon the relative rate
of profit that is likely to accrue to the smaller or
the larger plant. If he does borrow it will be the
plant, and not the money, on which he pays inter-
est; and that interest cannot be abolished until
plants are more plentiful than borrowers. Real in-
terest is not affected by legislation; it is controlled
by supply and demand. 5. C.

e & o

FOR THE OPEN COUNTRY.

I read this morning-that in forty principal
cities of this country the price of staple articles
of food has risen sixty-five per cent since 1899.
Is it not sufficient answer to the cause for this
startling increase to tell the equally amazing
statistics concerning the growth of cities and
towns during the same period? If it is not the
whole answer, is it not at least the main answer?
To the common man, unperplexed by learned
reasonings concerning the production of gold, is
it not clear that if we have fewer hogs and cattle
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in proportion to population, that if we have each
year fewer people raising potatoes, cabbages and
chickens in proportion to those who are holding
or hunting jobs in the cities and towns, the price
of these things will naturally rise?

In spite of the numerous conferences and com-
missions on the subject of rural improvement, in
spite of the often heard cry of back to the land,
it seems that a full recognition of the importance
of the subject is very far from being realized.
Meetings are held on twentieth floors in big cities
where there is unco serious discussion about rural
churches, rural schools, farmers’ wives, etc.; we
have been doing this now for a dozen years or
more; yet, if any one will drive ten miles, away
from the railroad, in almost any part of the coun-
try, he will see how little is even beginning to
be done in the way of making the rural neighbor-
hood a more inviting place. The country is there
with all its beauty of tree and plant and rolling
field, but man’s work for comfort, convenience,
education, social intercourse and amusement is
largely lacking. The farmer’s wife is still beset
with inconveniences, while she hears and reads
of the marvelously increased .comforts of her city
sister. The country schoolhouse is a poor shack
of a building in comparison with the school in
even the country town. There is little social life,
not even the good old cornshuckings. There is
church once, or perhaps twice, a month. The
modern boys and girls born in the country begin
from early years to look forward to quitting.

The talk of back to the land and of colonization
schemes is mostly futile. Life in the city takes
the nerve out of people for the life in the open
country. Some one has wittily remarked that
the only genuine outcry of back to the land came
from the family in Noah’s Ark. Certainly those
of us today who are doing the talk do not want
to go back. It is the other man whom we want
to have go back, and he does not want to go any
more than we do. It is a pressing problem how
to check the lure of the town, how to have more
of our people Taising hogs and vegetables. Mr.
Roosevelt well said, in the introduction to the re-
port of his Commission on Country Life: “We
were founded as a nation of farmers, and in spite
of the great growth of our industrial life it still
remains true that our whole system rests upon
the farm, that the welfare of the whole commu-
nity depends upon the welfare of the farmer.
The strengthening of country life is the strength-
ening of the whole nation.”

Something might actually be accomplished by
directing all efforts toward holding those in the
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country who are still there, especially the grow-
ing-up children. More can he accomplished by
working with the idea of “stay on the land” than
by preachments of “back to the land.” The first
of improvements must be better schools. The
movement for better roads must be fostered.
The teaching of better methods of farming and
of keeping farm accounts must be extended.
Neighborhood co-operation must be encouraged.
Schoolhouses and churches must be used for en-
tertainment.

All these improvements must come if the coun-
try is not to be more and more depopulated. But
back of all betterments, back of all inducements
to stay on the soil, there is a problem which un-
derlies all efforts to create a thrifty and whole-
some rural population, and this preblem is to
make it easy for the young man who is to stay on
the soil to be the master of that soil and not the
rent-paying tenant of a landlord. The only way
to do this is to hammer at legislation along the
line of Henry George’s teachings in regard to the
sane and honest method of taxation. The prob-
lem in any country would be solved if the rev-
enues needed for the improvements that are so
much to be desired were collected from the in-
creased land-values. If all farm and plantation
buildings and improvements, all agricultural tools
and stock, were exempt from taxation, and the
revenues raised from a fair valuation of the bare
land-value, then it would be undesirable to hold
land out of use. If even the landlords would
think of the larger problem of a healthy rural life
in the nation, even they might see that such legis-
lation would in the end be good for themselves
as well as for their children and their children’s
children.

J. H. DILLARD.
S —"

INCIDENTAL SUGGESTIONS

RENT.
Seattle, February 7.

In the November-December number of the Single-
tax review, Albert Firmin shows that in 1912 Man-
hattan Island alone paid as tribute to land owners
$156,392,623.

The people of every town and city in the land pay
this same land rent; comparatively as great; in ad-
dition are the taxes collected and used in war prep-
arations and the dividends collected on billions of
dollars of watered trust stocks; all of which foot up
a tremendous total, every dollar of which is paid
by the people in the added high cost of living. This
is the fundamental cause of the workers impoverish-
ment the world over; herein we find the answer to
the puzzle, that just as we have progressed and mul-
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tiplied the means of production a thousand fold, so
in like ratio has poverty increased.

The beneficiaries of this enormous wealth taken
from the people are enabled thereby to' control or
influence most every avenue of thought and action,
and through press, school and church to befuddle
the people’s minds with an avalanche of specious
argument, wrong teaching and religious sophistry;
until numbers of people attribute their want and
poverty to the will of God—the same God who has so
plentifully filled the earth with the things they need.
A most cruel joke were it true. |

It is seemingly hopeless—this task of awakening
the people -from their stupid and stubbern indiffer-
ence. Every teacher who points out fundamental
causes is a victim of their ridicule; it has always
been so; but there is hope for the philosopher in
knowledge of the fact that everything not founded on
the principle of justice must fall.

So with our fundamentally unjust social order of
today; while it is bulwarked by established religion
and many evidences of wealth and power, its heart
has been eaten out long ago; it is only a superficial
shell covering the new which has been years form-
ing underneath, and is now writhing in its birth
pains; and these pains are interpreted as causes by
the ignorant who do not see.

a8 &

SOME EXAMPLES OF JUDICIAL
COURAGE.

New York City, March 24.

Infringement of liberty is very common, and the
people of the United States seem to lie supine there-
under. But here and there are individuals who are
willing to fight for their rights, and suffer for them,
and now and then comes a judge with real courage to
uphold those rights.

A man by the name of Smith was. quarantined in
the city of Brooklyn to compel vaccination, because
Health Commissioner Emory said he had been, or
might have been, exposed to smallpox. Judge Gay-
nor issued a habeas corpus for his release and said:
“Life, liberty and property are inviolable, except as
affected by express law and due process of law. Ar-
bitrary power is abhorrent to our system of govern-
ment. If the Legislature desired to make vaccination
compulsory it would have so enacted. Whether it be
within its power to do so, and if so, by what means it
may enforce such an enactment are not for discus-
sion here.”

The Court of Appeals of New York, 146 N. Y. 69,
in this same case said: “The question presented,
like all those which involve the right to restrain the
citizen in his personal liberty, demands a careful con-
sideration of the provisions of law, under which the
right is alleged to be conferred. The authority is not
given to direct, or to carry out, a quarantine of all
persons who refuse to permit themselves to be vac-
cinated and it cannot be implied.”

Thus in this case of Smith vs. Health Commis-
sioner Emory, through the courage of Judge Gaynor,
Smith was freed from the tyranny of the Health Com-
missioner, and Gaynor’s decision was upheld by the
highest court of the State of New York.

The Supreme (ourt of Illinois in People ex rel

W. E. GORDON.



April 17, 1914.

Louise Jenkins vs. Board of Education, 234 1. 422,

declared a vaccination ordinance of Chicago uncon-

stitutional, giving a fine exhibition of courage.
Eternal vigilance is still the price of liberty.

HARRY WEINBERGER.

NEWS NARRATIVE

The figures in brackets at the ends of paragraphs refer
to volumes and pages of The Public for earlier informa-
tion on the same subject.

Week ending Tuesday, April 14, 1914,

Mexico and the United States.

A week of comparatively unimportant incidents
was closed by a still more trifling incident, that in
a few hours brought the whole Mexican situation
to a crisis. A launch from the United States gun-
boat Dolphin, flying the American flag, and bear-
ing the paymaster and a small detachment of
marines, all in uniform, but unarmed, landed at
Tampico for supplies. The crew were arrested,
the flag taken from the boat, and the men marched
through the streets of the town, and detained at
the military barracks, but subsequently released.
[ See current volume, page 345.]

&

Rear Admiral Mayo, in command at Tampico,

immediately démanded an apology, the punish-
ment of the respomsible Mexican officer, and the
saluting of the American flag. The apology was
made, and.the offending officer placed under ar-
rest, but General Zaragosa, commanding at Tam-
pico, declined to fire the salute of twenty-one guns
in honor of the flag. President Huerta also apolo-
gized for the insult, but declined to order the
salute. '
&

President Wilson upholds Rear Admiral Mayo,
and on April 14, after a cabinet meeting, Rear
Admiral Charles J. Badger was ordered to proceed
with a fleet t¢ Tampico.

&4

The Constitutionalists, unable to take Tampico,
have withdrawn from the attack for the purpose
of reorganizing their forces. Fighting continues
from time to time hetween the hroken forces of
the Federals, who evacuated Torreon, and General
Villa’s men, but no decisive battles have been
fought. Eight hundred Spaniards deported by
Villa have arrived in El Paso, where most of them
are a public charge. The United States is inter-
ceding in their behalf, but Villa and Carranza
remain obdurate.

&

President Huerta maintains his masterly in-
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activity. It is reported that he has succeeded in
obtaining enough money to maintain his position

for a year.
& &

English Politics.

Ulster bluster continues to wane, and the Union-
ist members of Parliament seek to shift public
attention from their blunder in tampering with
the officers of the army. The bold stand taken by
the Cabinet, the dramatic action of the Premier in
assuming the position of Secretary of War, and
the quick response of the people, have convinced
the Unionists that they had adopted the wrong
tactics. [See current volume, page 347.]

&

Sir Edward Carson, dropping his talk about
civil war, is pleading for further concessions. 1In-
stead of the temporary exclusion of Ulster from
Home Rule, as proposed by Mr. Asquith, the
Ulster leader asks to have the province remain out
until voted in by act of Parliament. The present
indications are that the Government will make no
more concessions.

&

Premier Asquith was returned to Parliament
from the district of East Fife without opposition.
Both the Unionists and the Liberals are anxious
to avoid bringing the army question into politics.
The army against Parliament, would be & sweep-
ing cry. But the rebuke that the Liberals would
like to administer to the Tories brings the army
into a position that tends to lose the respect of the
laboring men. Hence, the leaders seek to avoid
raising the issue.

& o

British Militant Suffragists.

Sporadic acts of violence have marked this win-
ter’s campaign of the militant woman suffragists
in England. The King and Queen have on several
occasions been the objects of direct appeal. Mrs.
Pankhurst sent a letter on February 25 requesting
an audience of the King for representatives of the
Women’s Social and Political Union, and when
this was denied, wrote another on March 7 repeat-
ing the demand and accompanying it with the
statement that a deputation might be sent later
without permission. At a public concert on Feb-
ruary 28, and again on March 17, the King and
Queen were harangued by suffragist interrupters.
[See current volume, page 84.]

&

A number of encounters with the police were re-
ported during March. On the 8th at Trafalgar
Square, Sylvia Pankhurst was arrested for the
sixth time under the “cat-and-mouse” act, and ten
of her men and women followers—among them
Miss Zelie Emerson, an American—were arrested
for their retaliatory lawlessness. Next day, at
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